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Maximal Large Deviations and Slow Recurrences

in Weakly Chaotic Systems
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Abstract

We prove a maximal-type large deviation principle for dynamical systems
with arbitrarily slow polynomial mixing rates. Also several applications, par-
ticularly to billiard systems, are presented.
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1 Introduction

A fundamental Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem says that if 4 is a measure preserved
by an ergodic dynamics f : X — X, then almost surely for any function ¢ with

[ ¢dp =0,
0.

lim
n—oo

Equivalently, for any € > 0, py-a.s. x € X there is N = N, > 0, such that

Zz‘gn ¢o fi(x)
sup

n>N n

Zifn(bofi .
—n =

<e€

The large deviations approach provides quantitative estimates for N. If the
dynamics is sufficiently strongly chaotic (e.g., it has fast mixing rates or, in other
words, correlations decay exponentially) and ¢ is sufficiently smooth, then there is
a constant C' > 0, such that for any n, N > 1

. O i
M(‘Zz<n¢ f ’ Z 6) ~ e,Cn7
n

and

> . ¢oft
i<n > ) ~ ~Cn o o=CN_
,u( sup ’—n ‘ € E e e

n>N n>N

If the dynamics is weakly chaotic (i.e., slow mixing rates, see e.g. [14]), then this
estimate becomes weaker (see [14] for more details),

N(‘ ZK”j !

> 6) 2 n~* where a > 0.



Then, on contrary to the case of exponential estimate, a direct summation over
n does not give analogous estimate

M( sup —Zign i fi

‘ 26) = N~ where a > 0.
n>N n

We call this type of estimate a maximal large deviation.

One of the motivations to consider maximal large deviations is due to a typical
approach (called an inducing method) in ergodic theory. This approach is usually
aimed on finding a reference set Y C X and its first return time R : Y — N|J{0},
in order to prove some nice property for the first return map f%:Y — Y. Then this
property gets lifted to the original dynamics f : X — X. This lifting technique relies
on a quantitative estimate of the time N in sup,,~ w, which is related to
the maximal large deviation property considered in the present paper.

One of the main results (Theorem 3.1) in the paper a proof of a maximal large
deviation estimate for dynamical systems with arbitrarily slow polynomial mixing
rates. Our estimates for maximal large deviations are optimal, in comparison to the
corresponding estimates obtained in [11, 12] (See more details in Remark 3.5). Such
optimal estimates provide somewhat better answers to various questions which arise
in applications.

The main body of the present paper is devoted to applications of Theorem 3.1.
We improve/strengthen the results in in the papers [1, 4, 5] to the systems with
arbitrarily slow polynomial mixing rates. More precisely,

1. The paper [1] deduced the existence of a Gibbs-Markov-Young (GMY) struc-
ture, introduced in [22], for sufficiently fast mixing rates. Our Theorems 4.5
and 4.8 show that an arbitrarily slow polynomial mixing rate is enough to
guarantee the existence of a GMY structure.

2. The paper [4] using the inducing method to study certain limit laws for one-
dimensional open systems with fast mixing. Our Theorem 6.1 extends it to
arbitrarily slow polynomially mixing one-dimensional dynamics (e.g. to inter-
mittent maps).

3. The Theorem 5.11 derives a convergence rate to Poisson limit laws for ar-
bitrarily slow polynomially mixing billiards systems (e.g. for stadium-type
billiards), while the technique employed in [5] does not do it.

The structure of the paper is the following. The section 2 provides some necessary
definitions and notations used throughout the paper. A proof of the maximal large
deviations theorem is given in section 3. The section 4 deals with Gibbs-Markov-
Young structures. Applications to billiards and to one dimensional non-uniformly
expanding maps are presented in the sections 5 and 6, respectively.
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Definitions and Notations

We start by introducing some notations used throughout the paper.

1.

2.

C, denotes a constant depending on z.

The notation “a, =, b,” (“a, = O.(b,)”) means that there is a constant
C. > 1 such that (s.t.) a, < C.b, for all n > 1, whereas the notation
“an, 30,7 (or “a, = O(b,)”) means that there is a constant C' > 1 such that
a, < Cb, for all n > 1. Next, “a, =, b,” and a,, = C’Zﬂbn mean that there is
a constant C, > 1 such that C'b, < a, < C.b, for all n > 1. Further, the
notations “a,, = C*'h,” and “a, =~ b,,” means that there is a constant C' > 1
such that C~'b, < a,, < Cb, for all n > 1. Finally, “a, = o(b,)” means that
lim,, . |a,/bn| = 0.

The notation P refers to a probability distribution on the probability space,
where a random variable lives, and E denotes the expectation of a random
variable. We do not specify the probability space and the probability when we
use these two notations if the context is clear.

N={1,2,3,---}, Ny ={0,1,2,3,--- }.
St :=[-n/2,7/2] (endpoints are not identified).
114 denotes a probability measure on the set A.

T (A) denotes a tangent bundle of a (sub)manifold A, while 7.(A) denotes a
tangent space at the point = € A.

Definition 2.1 (Transfer operators).

We say that P is a transfer operator associated to a dynamical system (M, f, tiam),
if it satisfies the relation [ g - P(¢p)dum = [go f - ¢dunm for all ¢ € L', g € L.
Suppose that the o-algebra of M is B, then [P(¢)] o f = E[¢p|f~'B] almost surely.

3

A Theorem on Maximal Large Deviations

In this section the following main technical theorem (called a theorem on maximal
large deviations) of this paper is proved. We conclude this section with a remark
about the papers [11, 12].

Theorem 3.1 (Maximal large deviations). Suppose that ¢ € L™ has zero mean. If
there are constants p € N,Cy > 0,8 € (0,p) such that

[P ()]} < Cyn™" for anyn > 1.
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Then for any e >0, N > 1

<SUP ‘ZKM ! ’ = 6) Seps max{[[@l1%, Co}t - |l6|[ - N7,

n>N

and

up [Z= 2 <l Col - ol - N2

n>N

In particular, if the function ¢ € L™ satisfies the inequality || P™(¢)||; < Cyn="
for some Cy > 0 and any n > 1, then for any € > 0

1T < Cyllgl|2Tn

|P"(9)
(Sup‘zzqﬁb fz

n>N

> €) S max{]|gl|H17, Cyllol|2T} - flofl i TP - v

Remark 3.2. Unlike [1/], we assume a certain decay rate of correlations in LP for
bounded observables, which will be used later to establish an improved estimate (a
faster decay rate) for mazimal large deviations for unbounded observables.

To prove Theorem 3.1 we will need two following results .

Lemma 3.3. Let the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 hold. Then for any N > 1,

[EtatiR

2p N~

3 [[B|[FCsN P

Proof. Since p > [, we have for any j <n < N,

o - P"( Zstfl [lp < 1@ l]ee - [[P7( Z¢Of’ Iy

=j i=j

< [16]oo - ZHP” Blly Zps Nllloe - Cg/"(n = 1),

By Rio’s inequality (see page 1738 of [14]), Definition 2.1 and because f.u = p,

we have
. P
|1,
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N

p
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which implies that HZKN oot H2p =p5 ||O|[E,CsN5. O

2p B

Lemma 3.4. Let again the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 hold. Then for any N > 1

) ‘ max,<y |

N

. " Sy max{||6]1%, CoH Il N 7.

Proof. The method used here is inspired by [19]. It follows from Lemma 3.3 that

E|Z¢Ofi‘2p < g(N)?, where g(N) =, 3 ||¢||oC, 1/1”]\72 Blp.

<N

Let a > band M := maXpcn<a | D ncicy $o f'|. If n > N then | > ncicon po fi|r <
M3% . Now, if n < N then

2P [72p
‘ Z pof S[MN,N-F‘ Z </5sz}
n<i<2N N<i<2N
i i
Y M| Y eos
J<2p N<i<2N
2p i| e i|#
:MN,N—i—) 3 ¢of‘ + 3 CQP.MNW.‘ S gof
N<i<2N 0<j<2p N<i<2N
) ) |12p—j
2 2 )
SMNI?N+M2II<7,N+ Z O%p'szv,N" Z pof
0<j<2p N<i<2N
Therefore,
. |12p—7
2 2 2 i
MQZI\JIQN MQJ%/N_‘_MNPN_F Z C% M]JVN’ Z pof
0<j<2p N<i<2N
From Hélder’s inequality, we obtain for any j € (0,2p) that
2p—j (2p—3)/2p
E(Miy-| 3 oof) < @My (B X o s
N<i<2N N<i<2N
S (]EMZQVP ]/2p ( ‘ Z (b f’L )(2]7 ])/217
i<N

< (]EM]%{’N)J'/% . g(N)(%fj)/?_



Therefore,

EM22]Z\7[,2N < EM22JZ\7/,N +EM]2VZ,)N + Z Cg (M]JVN ‘ Z pof

)

0<j<2p N<i<2N
<EMPy+ > Ch, - (EMRPy)/2g(N)2=9/2,
0<j<2p
Similarly, we have
2 2 2 2 —j
EMiN1on41 S EMsg oy +EMGy + Z (EMRP N )?Pg(N + 1))/
0<g<2p
< EMJZ\/erl N+l + EMQPN + Z Cg EMQP )]/2pg<N 4 1)(2177]')/2'
0<j<2p

Suppose that IEM]%}D v < Kg(N)? for any N > 1. We will determine now a value
of K > 0. First

EMQ%Z\)[,?N < 2Kg(N Z C'J K]/Qp )1/2 (N)pfj/z
0<j<2p
- Koy (2+ S o)
0<j<2p

2+ 20<j<2p C%pKQP

. D,
= Kg(2N) 205

Then

EM;R ongr < Kg(N + 1) + Kg(N)” + Z C3, - KPP g(NYPg(N + 1)

0<j<2p
< 2Kg(N + 1)P Z Cl - KI/%g(N 4 1)//2g(N + 1)@=/
0<j<2p
<2Kg(N+ 1P+ Y €4, KN +1)
0<j<2p
_ i i1\ (N+ 1)%—F
— Kg(2N) - <2+ Y Ok )W
0<j<2p

Note that 2p — 5 > p > 1. Therefore, (2 + 20<j<2p Cgp[(z%—l)/%p—ﬁ < 1,

if K = K,z is sufficiently large. Further, <2 + ZO<j<2p Cngﬁ_l) . %—ffj <



1if K = K,s, and for any sufficiently large positive integer N > N, 3. Then
EMZQ\}?N Zpp (NP for any N > N, 3, i.e.,

Hmaxn<N | Zn<1<N ¢o fl|
N

. Za 61 CoN

If N < N, 4, then

maxn<n | Zn<7,<N ¢o fz|
H oo’ 'p,B

N

<116l < ll61P2g, N

Therefore, for any N > 1

’ ‘ max,<y | anigN po f]
N

2p B
,, Zpo max{ll9ll. o} - I0lZN7.

which completes the proof. O

We turn now to a proof of Theorem 3.1. Our proof in many respects goes along the
lines of [19] Let My = sup,>y |Z’<"—¢f’ for any N > 1. If n > 2N, then clearly

}ZK" Al | < May. Now, if n € [N,2N], then

‘Zign(bofi _ ‘ZigsN(bofi B anigzw(bofi
n n ' n '

N‘ZisgNﬁbOJm‘ 3N—n‘zn§i§3]v¢ofl

— +

3N —n

’Ez<3N¢O ‘ 3N — nSUPy<p<an | Zn§i§3N¢ofl‘

<3 +

n N A
< 3‘Z¢§3N¢ fi ‘ +4SUPN§n§3N | 22]?\;1§1§3N¢0f2|‘

Therefore, for any n > N

. (e) i . (@] i Ssu . O i
‘ Zzgn pof < Moy + 3‘ Zzg?)N pof ‘ ! PN<n<3N | zngzgzﬂv ¢ o f ’
n 3N 2N

ie., .

> <3N¢Of SUP N <n<sN | Dn<ican @[]
My < M. 3’ i ) 42NN | mgis .
N S Moy + 3N + N
Moreover,

’Zz<3N pof ’ " 4SUPNgn§3N | aniggjv ¢o f2|]

NPMy < 2 P(2N)? Moy + Nﬁ[ =

8



Let Cy := 3‘% | 4SPNn<on |§Vn§i§31v ¢ofz\’cN — NPCy, by = N®My.
Then

by <oy +2 Pboy <en + 2P (con + 27 Pbgey) = en + 2 Pean + 27 bgay < - -

Inductively we have for any n, N > 1 that

by < Z 2B ein + 2 by = Z 27 iy + NP Man .

i<n—1 i<n—1

By Birkhoft’s ergodic theorem, lim,,_,o M=y = 0 almost surely. Let now n — oc.
Then for any N > 1 we have

by < )2 ey almost surely, and [[by 2y < > 27|[eyinl|2y,
i>0 i>0

Next we will estimate ||cqin||2p and show that it is uniformly bounded. By
Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4, we have

. O ( su n X o 7
|ICN]|2p < 3HZZ<3N—¢f +4H Pr<n<an | Dn<ican @0 S|
3N 2p IN %
ZSHM\ +4Hsupngmzn<i<m¢of@\
3N 2p 2N 2p

1/(2 _ -
r—jp,ﬂ ||¢||(1)é2c¢/( P)N B/(2p) + maX{HQngO’ C¢}1/2p . ||¢||ic/>2N 5/(2p)
S max{[|6[2, Co} V2 - ||| L2N 2/,

This relation implies that ||cy||op Zp.s max{||@|[E,, Cy /2P ||¢||}>42N5*5/(2p), and

165112 Zps max{]|g], Co} '/ - |[9l[37 ) 277 (2'N)P =P/

>0
Zps max{[|g][5,, Co}'/?P - [|g][L2 NP2/,

Therefore, || Myl[2p = N77|[bx||2p Zp,s max{||@][%, Cs}/%-||6||sL* N4/, and
pm{My 2 €} Zeps max{[[o|[, Co} - |9l N7,

which completes a proof of Theorem 3.1. O

Remark 3.5. The result of Lemma 3.3 is obtained for ¢ € L. It will be used later
to deduce an estimate of large deviations from a rate of mixing. It was proved in
[11, 12] that large deviations and mazimal large deviations have similar decay rates
for L*-observables ¢. Unlike to [11, 12], one can see from the proof of Theorem 5.1
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and Lemma 3.4 that the estimates for ¢ € L™ can be used for ¢ € L*, and that
large deviations and maximal large deviations share exactly the same decay rates for
L?P-observables ¢. Instead of explicitly writing down this optimal result here, we
consider in Theorem 3.1 only the case when ¢ € L™, since it is technically easier
to derive mixing rates for bounded observables, and such observables are a natural
choice in applications, which especially plays a crucial role in billiards considered in
the section 5.

4 Gibbs-Markov-Young Structures for Some Weakly
Chaotic Dynamical Systems

We start with the definition of the Gibbs-Markov-Young structures. Then we apply
Theorem 3.1 to the problem of existence of Gibbs-Markov-Young structures, which
was partially addressed in [1].

Let f : M — M be a piecewise C'T-endomorphism of a Riemannian manifold
M. Denote by d the Riemannian distance in M, and by Leb a normalised volume
form on M. By C'* we denote the class of continuously differentiable maps with
Holder continuous derivatives.

The definition of a Gibbs-Markov-Young structure below, can also be found in
the section 1.1 of [22] or Definition 1.1 of [1].

Definition 4.1 (Gibbs-Markov-Young (GMY) structures).

Suppose that there exists a ball Ag C M, a countable partition P (mod 0) of Ag
into topological balls U with smooth boundaries, and a return time function R : Ay —
N, which is constant on each element of P. We say that f admits a Gibbs—Markov-
Young (GMY) structure if the following properties hold:

1. Markov property: for each U € P and R = R(U), f®: U — Ay is a C1*-
diffeomorphism (and, in particular, it is a bijection). Thus the induced map
F: Ay — A, F(z) = fB@)(1), is defined almost everywhere and satisfies a
classical Markov property.

2. Uniform expansion: there ezists p € (0,1) such that for almost all v € Ay we
have ||DF(x)~Y|| < p. In particular the separation time s(x,y), which is equal
to the mazimum integer such that F*(x) and F'(y) belong to the same element
of the partition P for all i < s(x,y), is defined and is a finite for almost all
x,y € Ay.

3. Bounded distortion: there exists C > 0 such that for any two points x,y € Ag
with s(z,y) < 00
det DF(x) | _ 1 ps(ea)r)
det DF(y) - ’

10



where det DF' is the Radon-Nikodym derivative of F with respect to Leb on
Ay.

Theorem 3.1 implies the following corollary.

Corollary 4.2. If f admits a Gibbs—Markov-Young structure and Leb(z € Ay :
R(z) > N) ~ N'*8 then there exists an open and dense set Hy in the space of
Hoélder functions, such that for any zero mean function ¢ € Hy, and for any € > 0,

) loguM<supnzN‘M > )
Novao log N =—F

Proof. The following lower bound estimate was proved in [14].

D (A EE PN e E)

n>N n
Together with the upper bound from Theorem 3.1 it concludes the proof. O

Remark 4.3. Note that the Corollary 1 provides a stronger statement than the
Theorem 1.2 in [1}].

In what follows we will consider GMY structures for an C'"-endomorphism f :
M — M. Let H, be the space of Holder continuous functions on M with a
Holder constant a@ > 0. Recall that the Hoélder norm of a function ¢ is given by
][220 = [[@]]00 + s, 2, L= < o0,

Definition 4.4. We say that a measure fipg on M is expanding if [log||Df~|dpm €
(—OO, O) .

4.1 (C'"-local diffeomorphism

Let f: M — M be a C'"-local diffeomorphism, i.e., Df(z)~', Df(z) are well-
defined, uniformly bounded for all z € M, and log||[D f(-)] - || is Holder continuous.

Theorem 4.5 (Existence of GMY 1I). Suppose that f : M — M is a C'*-local
diffeomorphism, and f admits an ergodic expanding absolutely continuous (w.r.t.
Leb ) invariant probability measure pp. Further, we assume that there is f > 0 such
that for any zero mean function ¢ € Ho and for anyn > 1, [ |P"(@)|dum < Cyn="
for some constant Cy > 0. Then f admits a Gibbs-Markov-Young structure.

Remark 4.6. Theorem 2 improves Theorem A in [1] by allowing 5 to be just any
positive number. This means that the dynamics has a GMY structure if the correla-
tions decay polynomially or superpolynomially).
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Proof of Theorem 4.5. We start with proving the first statement. Consider a zero
mean Holder function ¢(x) := log || D f(x) |- [log ||D f(z) !|dppm. Then [|P™(¢)|dpm <
Cyn=F for some B > 0 and Cy; > 0. Let

£ = inf{N; Yicn®0 [ < _flogIIDf(;)lHduM
n

| Dt _[1ogllDI)
' n - 2
Following the argument in the proof of Theorem 3.1 of [1], we obtain that there is
a ball Ay such that

for all n > N},

N = inf {N

for all n > N},

Leb(€ > N () A0) 3 pm(E > N()Ag) I N7,

where the last “=” is due to Theorem 3.1. It follows from the proof of Theorem 3.1

n [1] that a Gibbs-Markov-Young structure with a return time R exists, and that
Leb{R > N} X N5 O

4.2 (C'-local diffeomorphisms outside critical /singular sets

Definition 4.7. We say that x is a critical point if Df(x) is not invertible, and
x 1s a singular point if D f(z) does not exist. Let C denotes the set of critical and
singular points, and d(z,C) is the distance between a point x € M and the set C. We
say that the set C of critical/singular points is nondegenerate if there are constants
B,d,n >0, such that for all € > 0 the following four conditions hold.

1. Leb({z : d(x,C) < €}) < Be? (in particular Leb(C) = 0);
2. B7Yd(x,C)" < ||Df(z)v]] < Bd(z,C)™" for every x € M\ C and v € T,M

with |[v|| = 1;

3. [log||Df(x)~!||=log ||Df(y)~'|l| < Bllog(d(y,C))—log(d(x,C))| for all z,y €
M\ C;

4. log det [ D (@) — log det | DF(y)|| < Bllogd(y.C) — logd(x,C)| for all 2y €
M\ C.

Theorem 4.8 (Existence of GMY II). Suppose that f : M — M is a C'*-local
diffeomorphism outside a mondegenerate critical set C, and f admits an ergodic
expanding absolutely continuous (w.r.t. Leb) invariant probability measure pip, with
d“M € L't for some 6 > 0. Let also there is such B > 0 that for any zero mean
¢ 6 Ha, [P (¢)|dpp < Cyn™ for some constant Cy > 0 and any n > 1. Then f
admits a Gibbs-Markov-Young structure (see Definition 4.1).

12



Remark 4.9. Theorem 3 proves the result of Theorem C'in [1] for any positive (3.
Therefore the dynamics considered in this theorem has a GMY structure for all cases
of polynomial or superpolynomial decay of correlations.

Proof of Theorem /.8. Fix € > 0. Define ¢; := log ||Df ||, ¢3(z) := —logds(x,C),

—logd(z,C), d(z,C) <6,
o) = 1og6( (z,C) —20), 6 <d(z,C) < 20, (2,C) = {Cli(ﬂl?,C), ZEx,g < ?
0, d(z,C) > 24, ’ z,C) =0,

where § > 0 is so small that

lim M /¢3dMM§ lim%#:/gbgdufwge

(see (4.2) in [1]). Let

6y v Sosiol o
n 2

. o f? d
N, =inf{ N : M— Ord g S—M—WforalanN,
a 2
n

for all n > N},

£ = inf{N iz P30 ]!
n

nf {N : ‘_ZKn:j?’ o f'

§26foralln2N},

N, = —/qﬁgd,uM‘geforalanN}.

Clearly

{51>N}§{N1>N}g{ M /¢1d ‘> f¢1d;w}’

\Z“" 030 / dadpini| > ¢}

It follows from the proof of Theorem 4.2 in [1] that GMY structure with Leb(R >
N) 2 N~ exists, if pp({E2 > N} U{E > N}) is of order O(N~%) for some a > 0.

Therefore we just need to find decay rates for u M{ SUP,> N ‘ZKL—% — [ ¢sdp M! >

e} and uM{suanN‘Z‘”# — fqbld,uM’ > —M}. In order to do it we
truncate the functions ¢, and ¢3. Define

n>N

{82>N}Q{N2>N}g{

n>N

Ork = 01 lg <k + kg o — kg ok, @P3p = P31 gy1<i + klgyon — Kl k.
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Let j = 1,3 and u = M, €, respectively. By making use of the maximal
ergodic theorem we obtain that

o g [P L )

< o [l B ) )
e Zica [0~ 6~ Blos = sl o)y

S [P B (et 00 > )
g O )

S e s ) RY OB

By Lemma 4.3 of [1] we have for some & > 0 that ||¢; — ¢jxllr = [io) tad|dju] >

t}dt 3 e *. Apply now the Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 5.1 of [1]. Here we choose k
following the argument on the page 1226 of this paper. Thus

‘ > iz (05 — E¢;

n

)Ofi §
/LM<Sup ‘ > u) Zus NP for a small § > 0.

n>N
Therefore, a GMY structure with Leb{R > N} <5 N=#% exists for sufficiently
small 9 > 0. O

5 Applications to Two-dimensional Billiards

In this section we study some two-dimensional billiards. First we introduce several
basic notions and properties of billiards, and give a definition of Chernov-Markarian-
Zhang structures (see Definition 5.4). Then we will apply Theorem 3.1 to prove
analogous statement (Theorem 5.11) for this structure. Finally, applications to
some specific classes of billiards will be considered.

Let @ be a bounded connected domain in R? (sometimes called a billiard table).
The boundary 9Q consists of finitely many (at least) C3-smooth curves. Each
smooth component of the boundary 0@ is either flat, or dispersing (convex inwards),
or focusing (convex outwards of a billiard table).

We assume that each focusing boundary component is an arc of a circle, but
not a full circle. Moreover, the corresponding full circle does not intersect any

14



other boundary component. In what follows we will call this condition the simplest
focusing chaos or SFC-condition. These billiards belong to the class of hyperbolic
dynamical systems.

The phase space of a billiard map is M := 9Q x S*. A billiard map f : M — M
sends a configuration of unit vectors with footpoints on the boundary at reflection
times to the configuration just after the next moments of reflection off the boundary.
Denote z = (¢, ¢) € M, mogx = q, de = (dgq,d¢) € T,M. Let K = K(q) be the
curvature of the boundary at a point ¢ € 00Q).

We list now several basic properties and formulas (see e.g. [7]) for the class of
two-dimensional billiards under consideration.

The billiard map f preserves a probability measure

dip = (2 Lebgg 0Q) ! cos pdedy, (5.1)

which is the projection of the phase volume (for the billiard flow) to the boundary.
There exist unstable and stable cones C*, C* C T (M) defined as follows. For

any = = (¢, ¢)

Cy ={(dq,dp) € LM : K < d¢p/dg < oo}
for dispersing and flat boundary components, and

C = {(dq, dé) € T,M : K < do/dg < 0}
for focusing components, and

Cs = {(dq,d¢) € TLM : —o0 < do¢/dg < —K}

for dispersing and flat boundary components and

C; :=A{(dq,d¢) € TM :0<d¢p/dqg < —-K}

for focusing components.

Let C* := J,c C%, C° :=U,ep Cs in TM. Then for all m > 1,
(Dfyc*C Cc*, (Df)tCs C o,

(DH™T (g} x Sy €, (Df)y™™T({q} x ') € C. (5-2)

Now we fix a reference subset X C M with pa(X) > 0. The first return time
to X is R: X — N, and the first return map is f : X — X. Suppose that X can
be partitioned into countably many connected pieces

X =Jx, (5.3)

so that R is constant on each X;, and

pum(0X;) =0, intXiﬂinth = () for i # j.
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Definition 5.1 (Singularities in M and X). Denote by S C X a singularity set
for f&. We assume that S has zero Lebesque measure, and that S C X consists
of countably many open connected components. Let the set Sg consists of the dis-
continuities and the points where the map ff is not differentiable. Singularities of
billiards include orbits which hit singularities of the boundary of the billiard table
and orbits tangent to dispersing components of the boundary. Then Sy C S.

We extend the singularities in X to the singularities J; Uy<y<p|y ESN X;) in
M, and denote this set by S. Z

Definition 5.2 (Unstable and stable manifolds/curves in X). An unstable (resp.
stable) manifold in X is a connected component of (U;o(fF)'S)¢ (resp. (U;o(f)7'S)".
A closed and connected part of the unstable (resp. stable) manifold will be called an
unstable (resp. stable) disk. All (un)stable manifolds/disks are one-dimensional.

We denote each unstable (resp. stable) manifold/disk by v* (resp. ~*), and its
tangent vectors by v* (resp. v°).

Unstable (resp. stable) curve by 4* (resp. «*) is a smooth curve, such that
TA* € C* (resp. Tv* € C*).

Denote the length of (un)stable manifolds/curves v by diam .

Remark 5.3. Note that (un)stable manifolds are also (un)stable curves, but not vice
versa. Observe also that (un)stable cones in [7] are in T(X), while our C*,C* are
in T(M). So the (un)stable curves in [7] are different from oursy* and v*. We will
need y*, C" and v*,C*® to address the questions considered in the present section.

Definition 5.4 (Chernov-Markarian-Zhang (CMZ) structures).

We say that (X, f®) is a CMZ structure of a two-dimensional mixing billiard
(M, f,um) if there are constants C > 0 and f € (0,1), such that the following
conditions hold

1. Hyperbolicity. For any n € N, v* and v®,
[D(f)"0"| = CB™" "], [D(f)""| < OB"|v7],
where | - | is the Riemannian metric induced from M to (un)stable manifolds.

2. SRB measures and u-SRB measures. Dynamical system (X, f%, ux) is mizing,
where px = %%‘X The conditional distribution on each ¥ (say i) is
absolutely continuous w.r.t. Lebesgque measure Lebyu on v*.

3. Distortion bounds. Let du(-,-) be the distance measured alongy*. By det D fF
we denote the Jacobian of D f¥ along the unstable manifolds. Then, ifx,y € X
belong to a v*, and (fR)" is smooth on ~*, the following relation holds

log o §§§Z§§§§ <V |dye (P (F)y)
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where Y(+) is some function, which does not depend on v*, and lim,_,o+ ¥(s) =

0.

4. Bounded curvatures. The curvatures of all v* are uniformly bounded by some
constant C'.

5. Absolute continuity. Consider a holonomy map h : v} — 3, which maps a
point x € v to a point h(x) € ~y, such that both x and h(z) belong to the
same v°. We assume that the holonomy map satisfies the following relation

det D*(£7)" ()

= C*! Iln>1 and z € Y,
detD“(fR)”(h(x)) for alln > 1 and x € ~;

6. Growth lemmas. There exist N € N, a sufficiently small 69 > 0, and constants
k,0 > 0, which satisfy the following conditions. For any sufficiently small
0 > 0 and for any disk on a smooth stable manifold v* with diam~* < Jy,
denote by Us C 4" a §-neighborhood of the subset v*(\Ugecicny (fT) 'S within
the set v*. Then there exists an open subset Vs C v\ Us, such that Leb,u (7“\
(UsUVs)) =0, and for any e > 0

Lebu(ry, v < €) < 2¢8 + €Cdy " Leb.u (v,
Lebwu (TU(;,O < 6) < C(S_”e,
Leb,(Us) < Co7,

where ry,0(x) = dyu(z,0Us), rv,n(x) = dipryvgu ((fF) Nz, 0(fF)NVs(2)),
and Vs(x) is this very connected component of Vi, which contains x.

7. Polynomial mizing rates: [ R***dux < oo for some £ > 0.

Remark 5.5. In the growth lemmas a positive integer N s usually chosen as a
sufficiently large number. It follows from [6, 8] that (X, ff ux) and (M, f, )
can be modelled by hyperbolic Young towers [21]. A mizing rate of (X, &, ux) is of
order O(p™) for some p € (0,1).

Consider now the first return tower
A:={(z,n) € X x{0,1,2,---} :n < R(z)}.

Dynamics F : A — A is defined as F(x,n) = (x,n+1) ifn+1 < R(x)—1, or as
F(z,n) = (ff2,0) if n = R(x) — 1. A projection 7 : A — M is w(z,n) := f*(z) as
moF = fom. Define an F-invariant probability on A by ua = (77 1)pre. Finally
we introduce projections mx : A — X, wx : M — X and 7y : A — Ny, so that for
any (z,n) € A

mx(x,n) =2, an(r,n)=n, Tx =7mxom .. (5.4)
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We identify Ao := X x {0} A with X, and F® with f®. Thus 7 : X — X is
an tdentity map.

Note that m : A — M is bijective. Hence (A, F) is identical to (M, f), and
(X, fR) = (Ao, FR) is a CMZ structure on (A, F).

Definition 5.6 (Point processes). We define now a dynamical point process (a
random counting measure) N™T on [0,T] for any T > 0. Let A C [0,T] be a
measurable set. Then

NTIT(A) = Y. lngxsof = > Leip,gxst © "

i-up(Br(g)xS1)eA ipa (= Br(g)xSt)EA
We say that P is a Poisson point process on Rt |J{0} if

1. P is a random counting measure on R* J{0}.
2. P(A) is a Poisson-distributed random variable for any Borel set A C RT [ J{0}.

3. If the sets Ay, Ag, - -+, A, CRTJ{0} are pairwise disjoint, then P(Ay), -, P(Ay)
are 1ndependent.

4. EP(A) = Leb(A) for any Borel set A C R™(J{0}.

Definition 5.7 (Convergence rates for Poisson approximations).
For any T > 0 consider the o-algebra C on the space of point processes on [0,T],
defined as

o{n;'B: AC|0,T],B C Ny}, (5.5)

where A, B are Borel sets and w4 is an evaluation map defined on the space of
counting measures, so that for any counting measure N

WAN = N(A)

Now we can define convergence rates for the Poisson approximation of a dynam-
1cal point process as

dry (N7 P) := sup |u(N"*T € C) = P(P € O)|

ceC

a
-<q,T r,

Y

where a constant a > 0 is a convergence rate.

Definition 5.8 (Sections and s-quasi-sections). Recall that mx : A — X s defined
by mx(z,n) = x. We say that S, C M is a section if mx : 7 1S, — X is injective
for any small v > 0. Given s > 0 a set B,(q) x S* is a s-quasi-section if there exists
a section S, C B,(q) x S*, such that

i (Br(g) x ST\ S,) St
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Assumption 5.9 (Some geometric assumptions).
There exist constants C,s,g >0, K € N and o € (0, 1], such that

1. For a.e. q € 0Q the set B.(q) x S* is a s-quasi-section for any sufficiently
small r > 0.

2. Ui»1 0Xi C'S (see the definition of X; in (5.3)). This implies that v*,~° are
entirely contained in one of the sets X; (see Definition 5.2 for v and ~*).

3. For any v* CS°N X (k=wu and s) and any y* C S°( X

diam f77* < C(diam~*)* for all j € [0, R|.+),
diam fi4* < C(diam4*)* when j = R|,u,
diam4* < C(diam f/4*)* for all j € [0, R|,u].

4. diam~"* < Cdiam f'~", where i € [0, R|,«) and v* C X.

5. diam fiy* < Cdiam(f®)%~y" where i € [0,R|,«) and (f%)% is smooth on
Y CX.

6. x(Ne(S)) < Ce9, where N(S) is the e-neighborhood of S.

7. Slopes of all vectors in {v € Df'C* : z € X,i € [0,R(x))} are uniformly
bounded.

8. Tangent vectors to each curve in Uizo(fR)*iS are uniformly transversal to the
vectors in T~" or T~°. (Here“uniformly transversal” means that the angles
between two vectors are bounded away from 0).

9. The setS partitions any vertical curve {q} x S* into countably many connected
pieces | J; I,:. This property implies that for each i we have that mx1,; € X;
for some j). For any sub-interval I C I,;,

diammx ! < O(diam I)*, diam I < C(diam f%mx )"

Remark 5.10. Some conditions in Assumption 5.9 have been wverified in [5] for
particular classes of slowly mizing billiards .

Theorem 5.11 (Convergence rates).

Suppose that a two-dimensional mizing billiard system (M, f, unm) has a CMZ
structure (X, f®) (see Definition 5.4), and the Assumption 5.9 holds. Then, for
Lebsg-a.s. ¢ € 0Q),

dry (N7, P) i 1"

~Y

(see Definition 5.7), where convergence rate a depends only on s,q,&, K,a. A for-
mula for a is given in the Lemma 5.29.
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Remark 5.12.

1. Unlike [5, 10, 16], the Theorem 5.11 establishes convergence rate for Poisson
approzimations just under requirement that a billiard system has an arbitrarily
slow polynomaial mixing rate.

2. We apply a new technique (mazimal large deviations, see Theorem 3.1) in
order to obtain this convergence rate for Poisson approximations, whereas the
technique of [5] does not allow that.

On the other hand, the methods of [17, 20] established convergence rates for
Poisson approximations under conditions that contraction rates along (un)stable
manifolds are sufficiently large. These conditions fail for billiards considered
in our paper. A new via maximal large deviations does not require such strong
conditions, and it 1s applicable to arbitrarily slow polynomually mixing billiard
systems.

3. In order to compare this to the mild assumptions in our previous paper [5],
note that the Assumption 5.9 has more conditions on the singularities and
(un)stable curves/manifolds, which are needed to provide estimates for con-
vergence rates of Poisson approzimations. Some conditions in the Assumption
5.9 are natural for general hyperbolic systems, while the others are more spe-
cific for two-dimensional billiards. Notably, these conditions do not require
fast rates of mixing.

4. The paper [18] studied different holes in M for Sinai billiards with bounded
horizons and for a diamond billiard. Although in the present paper we consider
a special type of holes, i.e., the holes in the form of B.(q) x S, our technique
can be adapted for more general holes. A type of holes, which we study here, is
the most natural one for billiard systems. Consideration of general type holes
would make the paper much longer and even more technical.

Corollary 5.13 (The first hitting).
Under the same conditions as in Theorem 5.11 consider a moment of time when
the first hitting of (passage through) a hole occurs, i.e., 7, ,(z) :=inf {n > 1: f*(z) € B.(q) x S'}
for any x € M. Then for any t > 0, and for almost every q € 0Q), the following
relation holds

‘,uM{an > t/p(Br(q) X Sl>} —e

Proof. Clearly, pp {7rg > t/p(Br(q) x S} = ppg {N™2[0,¢/p(B,(q) x S?)] = 0}.
The corollary follows now from the Theorem 5.11. [

a
Dt 1 for some a > 0.
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5.1 Exponentially and polynomially hyperbolic Young tow-
ers

In order to prove Theorem 5.11, we need to consider two hyperbolic Young towers
(see [21, 22]). It follows from [6, 8, 13], that a CMZ structure (see Definition 5.4)
has a hyperbolic product structure A C X, such that

1. A= U»)N(UA") for a family of unstable disks T := {7*} and a family of
stable disks I'* := {7°}.

2. dim~® +dim+y* = dim M = 2,
3. each ~® intersect each v* at exactly one point,

4. stable and unstable disks are transversal, and the angles between them are
uniformly bounded away from 0.

A Markov property also holds, i.e., there exist pairwise disjoint s-subsets A, A, - - -

A, such that A; = <U7$€F$ ’ys> N (Uweru ”y“) for some I'f C T'*, and
1. Leb, (A (Uiz1 A;)) =0 on each y € I',

2. There exist a return time function R, : A — N and a return map ff : A — A,
such that for each i > 1 a value of Rp|y, is constant. Besides, ffr(A;) is a

u-subset (i.e., each ffr(A;) = (Uwsers 75> N (Uwuel“”.‘ 7“) for some T'¥ C T*).
Moreover, for all x € A;,

(v @) (@), (@) 29 (@),
where v"(y) (resp. v*(y)) is an element of I'* (resp. I'*) which contains y € A.

3. One can consider also another return time R, : A — N, such that R,
constant and Rfe = R,.

A, 18 @

5.1.1 Polynomially hyperbolic Young towers
Define a tower A, and a map F), : A, = A, as
A, ={(z,1) e AxN:0< < Ry(2)},

=z 14 1), | < Ry(z)—1
&@”f{u&mnylzﬁmwﬂ'
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At first, we introduce a family of partitions (Qy)r>0 of A, as

Qo :={A; x{I},i>1,l<R,

Ai}? Qk = \/ Fp_iQ0~

0<i<k
Next, a projection 7, : A, — A is defined as
mp(z, 1) == F'(x).
There exist probability measures pa,, pa on A, and A, respectively, such that
Fom,=myoF,, (m)a, =pia, (Fp)pia, = pa,, (), pa=pa. (5.6)

Let gcd{R,} = 1. We suppose that there is a constant C' > 0, such that for
any m > k > 1, any (Q;)i>1 € Qg, any h : A, — R satistying ||h||~ < 1, and
h(z,l) = h(y,l) for any z,y € ~+* € I'*, and for any allowable [ € N (i.e., h is
0(Up>o Qr)-measurable), we have the following estimate for decay of correlations

‘/:ﬂ'UileihoF;ndluAp_NAP<UQZ')/hd/LAp
i>1

gcmkwym%<UQQ.wn
i>1
5.1.2 Exponentially hyperbolic Young towers

Define a tower A, and a map F, : A, — A, as

A, = {(z,)) e AxN:0<1< R.(2)},

(@ I+ 1), | < Re(xz)—1
Fe(mJ) T {((fR)RE(m),O) , l= Re(l') -1 ‘

Next, let a projection 7w, : A, — X is defined as

me(w,1) == (f%)'(2).

Consider now the following equivalence relation ~ on A,

(x,n) ~ (y,m) if and only if z,y € +* for some 7* € I'* and n = m.
By making use of this equivalence relation we can define a quotient tower /A: =

A,/ ~ with a canonical projection 7, : A, — A.. The corresponding quotient map
F.: A, — A, is given via the relation F, = F, o x, .
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There exist probability measures pa, and px- on A, /A:, respectively, such that

fR O Te = Tle O Fe, (We)*ﬂAe = HUx, ,LLEE = (E)*MAm

(Fe)spia, = pin,, (Fe)uliz, = px- (5.8)
Consider a Banach space B be {v : A, —R: llvl|s = [|v]|m +|v||i < oo}, where
HU Aen ‘OO U(x) - U(y)
|]|m = sup ———, ||vl[f=sup sup %, e >0,
n e ni gyeno, 95 (T y)e

A=A YA X {n})/ ~,  Acnii= A \(Ai x {n})/

and
dx- is a metric defined on A, (see its definition in [21]).

Now, following [3, 21], fix any p € N, and choose € = ¢, > 0 to be sufficiently
small. Then we have B C L?, i.e., ||[v||, 3 ||v||s for any v € B. Denote the transfer

operator of Fe by P, and suppose that gcd{R.} = 1. Then there is a constant
C = C, > 0, such that for any zero mean v € B, and for any n > 1,

1P olly 3 1P vlls 2y [folls - e (5.9)

5.2 Maximal large deviations for R: X — N

of RV
Lemma 5.14. 1ix (sup,s y ‘ZK"( ER)eUT) | > €) Zse N800 foranyd € (1/2,1).

n

Proof. Suppose that gcd{R.} = 1, i.e., a hyperbolic Young tower (A., F¢, tia,) is
mixing. First we will consider the function R o 7.. By Assumption 5.9, any v* C A
and 7" C Ay, (for any k£ > 1) are entirely contained in some X;. Hence the values
ys = Rl|ju, Re|ys = Re|,u are constant. For each i < Rc|,s = R¢|,« the sets
(fB)iy®, (fR)iy* are also entirely contained in some X;. Then R| (fRYins = R| fR
is constant. Therefore, Rom, i Ly, ’y
R.|,u. Hence, we can define Rom, : A — N, so that R07Te oma, = Rom, and
||Roml|; =0. -

Consider now for any k£ € N a truncated function min{k, R o w.}. This function
is bounded in B, with || min{k, R o 7. }||; = 0 and || min{k, R o 7. }||s < k. By (5.9),
for any p > p' > 1,n > 1 we have

|| P (min{k, Ror.} — Emin{k, Ron.})|| k- e ",
— ||P"(min{k, Rom} — Emin{k, Rom})|[" Zpp k07
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It follows from the Theorem 3.1 that for any N > 1

» < 2p —p’
Spp KT -nTP
2p

‘Zign (min{k, m} — Emin{k, m}) o /]«:’:

n

sup
n>N

Then, together with (5.8) and the maximal ergodic theorem, we obtain that
ux{ sup

» ‘ > icn (R—ER) o (fR)! i} 6}

n

Y i< (R om. —ERo 7r6) o F,t

= NAe{ sup -
n>N n

Sico (Rom ~ERow) o F!
= g { sup |28

- )
sup

> e}
n>N n

{ S, (min{k, Rom.} — Emin{k, Rom})oF,
su —
nZ]I\)/ n

N

. > 6/2}
Sien [Rom —minfk, Rom) ~ E(Rom, — min{k, Rom})] o B
+uge{sup —

n>N n

> 6/2}

_(min /{;’}?o\;e — Emin k,}?o\;e Oj*:ei
3 Mg{ sup ’Ezgn (ming J { ) > 6/2}
€ n>N n
. ]?o\?e — min{k, m o F:
s { | B TR )

Zppe KNV 4 H}?c??e — min{k, m}‘ {1 Zppc PN 4 EE

For any fixed § € (1/2,1) choose k = N17% p > £/(20 —1) and p' = £+2p(1—9).
Then the condition gcd{R.} = 1 concludes a proof.
If N, :=gcd{R.} > 1, then

‘ZM(R —ER) o (f)™

n

e > ) Huy NS08

n>N

Using that (f%),ux = px, we have for any k € [0, N,)

) R —TFER R\iN.+k
,uX(Sup ’Zz<n( ) o (f ) ‘ Z 6) j&e N_g(l_(s).
n>N n
Now summation over £k =0,1,--- N, — 1 concludes a proof. O
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5.3 Poisson approximations for polynomial hyperbolic Young
towers

Throughout this section, in order to simplify notations, we denote H, := 7~ (B, (q) x
SY, X; := 1y o F', n := L Also denote by h € [0,1] a function h with
values in [0, 1].

Let {Xi}z‘zo be i.i.d. random variables, such that X; =4 X; for each i > 0. For
any interval .J C [0, 7], define Xy := (X;);es, Xy := (Xj)jes and J' := J/pa(H,) :=
{x : xua(H,) € J} C [0,n]. By applying Theorems 2 and 3 of [2] to (X;)i>o one

=)
pa(Hr) |°

gets for any disjoint intervals Jy, -+, J,,, C [0, 7] that
sup Eh(P(Jl), . ,P(Jm)) _h (X'J;, s ,XJ;,,) ] < dnpa(H,)? 2o pa(H,).
hel0,1]

By making use of the Definition 5.7 we obtain the following functional Poisson
approximation

dry (N7, P) < sup Eh(P(1),++ P(n)) = RN (), oo NTIT () )|
disjoint J;C[0,T7],h€[0,1]
- En(P(T), - Pn)) —h (X, X ‘
disjoint Jiscl}gT],he[O,l]‘ ( (1) ( )> ( A J"')
- sup Bh (Xyp, o X)) = h (R X, ) |

disjoint J;C[0,T],h€[0,1]
Zr pa(H,) + sup |Eh(Xy, - Xn) —Eh(Xy, -, X))

hel0,1]

=7 i (B,(g) x SY) + u IEA(Xy, - Xn) — ER(Xy, -, Xn)l.
helo,1

(5.10)

Now we will deal with supy,co.1 |[EA(X1, - Xp) — Eh(Xy, -+, Xp)|. Let

_ R\iN.+k
AN::{xEX:%zeor sup!ZK"(R ER)e (/7) |ZE}XNﬂA.

n>N n

Then for any k£ € N,

R Dica(R—ER) o (fH)Neth
— > €0r sup |

N n>N n

U{(%n) eA:xe X, n>k}

ANQ{xEX: |26}><{0,1,2,---k—1}

Next, by Lemma 5.14, we have

pa(An) Zes sup { max{N~17¢ N~€0-0Y 4 k—s} <5 N~E0=9/0+)
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Let m(N) € N (where m(N) > N, will be determined later). Then pa(F™™N Ay) =
pa(Ay) 2 N—§(1-0)/(1+8)

Lemma 5.15. Let N = UMHO/KQ(I_&)]J' For Lebyg-a.s. q € 0Q,

1
sup ———
r>0 ,UA(HT)

Proof. By the Hardy-Littlewood maximal inequality,

/ :H'Fm(N>ANd:uA /—éq,é N7§2(1,5)/(2+2£).

1
sup € Lebsg {q € 0Q) : sup —/ 1pmv) oy diin > e} S ua(F™ AN <5 N-E01=0)/0+8),
pa(Hr) Ju,

e>0 r

Choose ¢ = N-§0-0/2+20) N — U(4+4§)/[52(1_5”J. Then by Borel-Cantelli
lemma, for Leb-a.e. ¢ € 0Q), there is j, € N, such that for any j > j, we have

1 2
Lo dun < N-E0-9)/(2426)
sgp pa(H,) /T R ’

and the lemma is proved. O

This lemma shows that

T
R, N.

|~

Let X! := Lpmav A, (B, © F', and {Xi}izo be i.i.d. random variables, such that

H, ﬂFm(N)Af\,) ~, pa(Hy) ~rand 7=

X! =4 X'z for each ¢ > 0. Throughout this section, N will be the same as in Lemma
5.15.

Lemma 5.16. For Lebyg-a.e. q € 0Q), the following inequalities hold.

sup |Eh(X(, X}, -+, X)) — Eh(Xo, X1, , Xn)| Sqs N~ E0-9)/242)
helo,1]
sup \Eh(XO, Xy, ,X'n) — Eh(j(o,f(l, . ’f(n)’ =05 N752(175)/(2+2g)’
he(0,1]
sup |[Eh(Xy,---Xn) —Eh(Xl,.. : )| Ses sup |ER(Xy, -+ X)) CEh(Xy,, X,)]
hel0,1] helo.1]

L N-E0-0)/2120)
Proof. At first note that | X} — X;| < 1y A pmaa, © F'. Then

[ER(Xg, X1, -, X)) —Eh(Xo, X1, - , X))

< STIBR(X), -+ X, Kjar -+ o Xn) = ER(XD, - X X; -, Xa)|

Jj=b
j<n
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< N IEX) - X5| 3 npa(H, () F"N) Ay) Sgp N-E0-0/2420

Jj<n

holds for Lebsg-a.e. ¢ € 0Q due to the Lemma 5.15. Finally the relations

sup [Eh(Xo, X1, -+, X,) — Eh(Xo, Xy, Xn)|
helo,1]

A

< Z sup |Eh(X07 j7Xj+1"' ,Xn) _Eh(XOa"'Xj—hXj"' ,Xn)|

j<n hel0,1]

< Z sup |ER(X;) — Eh(X;)]
o hel0,]]

= sup [ER(X}) — EA(X;)]
j<n hel0,1]

= npa(H, ﬂpm JAy) " N €2 (1-0)/(2+2¢)
hold for Lebyg-a.e. ¢ € 0Q due to the Lemma 5.15. O]

This lemma shows that in order to estimate supj,¢o 1) |[ER (X1, - - Xn)—Eh(Xy, -, X)),
we just need to estimate supy,e( 1) [ER (X7, - - . X!)—Eh(Xy,--- ,X,)|. By Lemma 1 of

[20], for any p € (2m(N), n] we have that supj,¢o 1) [ER(X], - - LX) —Eh(Xy, -, X,)| 2
Rl + R2 -+ Rg, where

Y

Ry = Z sup
0<i<n—p helo,1]

Ry:=n-E (1X6:1121<].<p 1X’>1) (5.12)
Ry=p-n-pa(Xg=17+p pa(X)=1) 340 pa(X)=1).

IE[]lX(/J:lh(X]’”.. X;,+l)}—E11X3:1Eh(X;,-~ X;H)‘ (5.11)

Remark 5.17. The quantities Ry, Ry, R3 in Lemma 1 of [20] are represented in
terms of B.(z). However, as it was shown above, exactly the same arguments give
similar representations of Ry, Ra, Ry in terms of {X{ = 1}.

The relation (5.12) is called a short return. In the following subsection we will
apply a polynomial hyperbolic Young tower (A,, F), pia,) for estimation of conver-
gence rates in (5.11).

Remark 5.18. The paper [5] established that supy,e(q 17 [ER( X7, - - X)) —Eh(Xy,---, X,)]
is dominated by Ry, Ry, Rs, even though (A,, F,, jia,) s not necessarily mizing, i.e.,
ged{R,} > 1. Therefore, without loss of generality, in the following subsections we
assume that gcd{R.} = gcd{R,} = 1. Hence (5.9) and (5.7) hold.
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5.3.1 Convergence rates for (5.11)

Throughout this subsection the relation @ € Qo) N T, lAf\, will mean that there
is Q' € Qam(n), such that Q = Q' ﬂﬂp_lAf\,. We choose now @ € Qap(w) ﬂ7rp_1A§V
(see section 5.1.1) so that Q(m, 'F~"M(H, N F"MAS) # 0. By collecting all
such ) we have

m, TN (H, (Y FrAS) |, FrMm,@(H, #0, Q C AL

Denote A := JQ, A := 7, ' F-"N(H, N F"MAS), 0A := Uonawa # 0, then
A\A C 0A. By Assumption 5.9 9X; C S for each i > 1. Then for each i € [0,2m(N)]
the set F'(m,Q) is entirely contained in one of the sets (X; x N) (N A.

Lemma 5.19. Let m(N) > (ER + ¢)N,N > 7,ande < ER/18. Suppose that
,Q, F(m,Q), - , F™™(7,Q) had a visits to X. Then

“c [8(71[;35]—}\()6)’ En};(]—V)Qe]

If FPN)(1,Q), -+, F?™N)(7,Q) wvisit X now b times. Then

m(N) 2m(N)
be[%ER—ZQ’ER—QJ'

Proof. Recall that Q = Q' 7, LA for some Q' € Qopnny. Thus the same holds for
@'. Observe that different elements in 7,Q)" share the same values a,b. Indeed, for
each k € [0,m(N)], F¥(m,Q’) is entirely contained in one of the sets (X; x N)N A,
and different elements in 7,Q)" return to X at the same time. Since ) C @', then @
shares the same a, b.

Since 7,Q [ A% # 0, then there is w € m,Q () A%, and rxw € F~™Wr, QN 7x A% S
X. Therefore for any n > N,

R™(mxw) R(rxw) _ R(mxw)

sup |——— —ER| <, < X <€,
n>N n n N
where R" := 3", Ro (ff)".

Claim. If j > (ER+¢€)N and j € [R™(7mxw), R™ ™ (7 xw)] for some m > 1, then
m > N.

This statement holds because if RY (rxw) € [(ER — ¢)N, (ER + ¢)N], then j >
RN(mxw). If now m < N, then j < R™"(rxw) < RN¥(mxw). This contradiction
concludes a proof of the claim.

Note that m(N) 4+ my(w) > m(N) > (ER + €)N. Then

m(N) + mny(w) € [R*(mxw), R*T (mxw)],
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m(N) € [R*(mxw) — R(nxw), R*™ (mxw)],
and

2m(N) + my(w) € [RPT(mxw), R (mxw)],
2m(N) € [R"(mxw) — R(mxw), R*™ (7 xw)].

These relations imply that

m(N) . [Ra(wxw)a— R(wa)’ Ra+lsrxw)] C[ER — 2 (ER+¢)(1+ N,
[ ™m(N)  m(N)
8

m(N) m(N) ]
(ER+ €)(1+ N-1) ER — 2¢ (ER+¢) ER — 2¢l°

a

N

— ac]

2m(V) [Rbﬂ(ﬁﬁ) — Rlmxw) Rbﬂﬂmw)} C [ER — 2¢,(ER + 6)(1 + N1,

b+a b+a ’ b+a
2m(N) 2m(N)
= btac [(ER+6)(1+N—1)’]ER—26]'
Therefore,
b e [ 2m(N) . m(N)  2m(N) m(N) ]
ER+e)(1+N-1) ER—2 ER—2 (ER+¢)(1+N-))

[ m(N) 2m(N)
2(ER —2¢)" ER — 2¢l’

where “C” is due to N > 7,e < ER/18, and ]ERfm((ﬁ)N 5y~ ]EmR(nge > 2(1?}(27)25)' O

Now we can estimate a size of mF™™)(7,Q). In what follows we assume that
m(N) > (ER+¢)N,N > 7,¢ < ER/18.

Lemma 5.20. diam 7 F™™)(7,Q) = 52% i

Proof. Recall that QQ = @’ ﬂﬂflAc for some Q' € Qap(ny. By Lemma 5.19, any

v C mpQ visits X at least (]E}%Jr)) times in the time WlndOW [0,m(N)], and any
rFm Ny C p PN (r,Q") visits X at least % times in the time window

[m(N),2m(N)]. Using the Assumption 5.9 and the Definition 5.4 we have for any
7,9° € Q' that

Tm(N)o m(N)a
diam 7 F™ M~ < g8ERTa | diam 7 F VA% < goEr-2a
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Since m,Q)" has a product structure, then 4" and ~* intersect exactly at one point
in m,@)’. Therefore

diam 7 F™™) (7,Q) < diam 7 F™™) (7,Q")
<  sup {diam WFm(N)”yS + diam 7 WV 7} 2 62[ERN);11€

Y G Q!
which concludes a proof of lemma. n

We can estimate now the measure of wF™® )Wpé)A.

Lemma 5.21. py(nF™Mw,0A) 3 f2ER-ac.

Proof. For any Q C 0A there are z,y € (Q C szlA?V, such that

aF" Mz € nF"MAS () B,(g) x S', wF™ My ¢ e M AS () Bi(g) x S
Further, there exists such constant C' > 0, that

diam (7 F™M 2 7 F™ N y) < diam 7w F™"WV7,Q < Cﬁzm e

Therefore,
m(N) 1
TP m,Q C Brw,@%(q)\]gwcg%(q) x5,
which implies that p(mF™ M m,0A) 3 frer-ac S ]

We can estimate now a convergence rate for (5.11).

Lemma 5.22. Let m(N) > (ER + ¢)N,N > 7,e < ER/18, then (5.11) 2 (p —
2m(N))~¢€ + n2 B3k,

Proof. 1t follows from (5.6) that

[E|Lgaih(X) -, X 0)| — ELgaBA(X,, - X
‘/]lAh LaoF), -+, 1a oF]?H)dpJAP —/]lAduAp h(Tao Fl .-+ 14 oFIfH)dpAP

— ‘/ILAh Ig,- g0 Fl) o Frdua, —pAP(Z)/h(]lA,--- g0 FY) dpa,
— / Ly ah (I, dg0 F)) o Frduna, + pa,(A\NA) [ h(1g,--- 150 F)) dua,
+/11Ah(]lA,~- ,1a0F)) o Frdua, —/]1Ah (14, -+, 150 F.) o FPdua,
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—/ﬂAduAp/h(]lA,"- ,ﬂAOFIi)OFé)dﬂAP+ﬂAP(A)/h(1A,--- vILZOF;i)d:“Ap

< /11Ah (14,150 F)) o FPdua, —MAP(E)/h(nA,--- ,Lx0 Fl)dua,

+ 204, (A\ A) +2 / Laly, _, myiaya © Fydpn, + 2pa,(A) / Ly, mroaadiia,

3 /JlAh (14,150 F) o FPdua, —MAP(Z)/h(]lA,--- ,1g0 F)) dpa, | + lua, (A\ A)

(@)(p — 2m(N))~¢ + npua, (04)
S(A)(p —2m(N)) ™+ (p— 2m(N)) S, (9A) + s, (04)
a(H,)(p —2m(N))™¢ + nua, (7, F~ W) =l FmNr 9 A)
S0 (p— 2m(N)) "¢+ npp(rF N m,04) Zp o0 (p - 2m(N)) €+ n R

~

where the last “=¢” is due to Lemma 5.21.
m(N)a
Therefore, (5.11) <r nn~'(p — 2m(N))~¢ + n2f%r5 =< (p — 2m(N))~¢ +

m(N)o

252}ER 4c J

5.3.2 Convergence rates for (5.12)

In order to estimate convergence rate for (5.12) we will study first the return statistic.
Throughout this subsection we define for any x,y € M,

mx(2) = 7x(r7'7),  dog(x,y) = dag(Taqw, Taqy).

Since the (un)stable manifolds are monotone curves in X, we denote the distance
between z € X and the left endpoint of v*(x) by diam;~*(z), and the distance
between x and the right endpoint of 4*(z) by diam, v*(z), where k = u, s.

For any non-negative numbers j < i denote

A= {r € M :dog(x, f'x) <1},
Nij={x € M :dag(x, f'z) <, the orbit x, f 'z, -+, f 'z visits X exactly j times}.
Observe that A, ; := Uj Avij, and pa(Ar) = ngi pr (A ).
Lemma 5.23. There exists a constant C' > 0, such that M € N for any h > 0, and

for k = u,s we have
{778} g he

0<i<M
px(r € X : diam; v*(x) < h) < ChY, px(x € X : diam,v*(z) < h) < ChY,
where g, o are the same as in the Assumption 5.9, and v*,~* are unstable and stable

manifolds (see Definition 5.2).
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Proof. By the Assumption 5.9, pix (Ne(S)) < Ce9. Tt is known that 7* C (U, (fF)'S)*.
Let diam; y*(z) < h. Then v*(x) has a left endpoint in (f%)’S for some i > 0, i.e.,
(ff)~iy%(x) has an endpoint in S. The distance between this endpoint and (f#)~'z
is at most C'/8°h due to the Definition 5.4. In other words, z € (ff)"Nggip(S) for
some 7 > 0. Therefore

IUX(I' e X diaml ’}/u(l') < h) < NX(U(fR NCBZhS> Z/LX NCﬁz ‘< hY.

i>0 >0

The arguments for other cases are similar. Therefore we omit the corresponding
proofs.

Let 2 € Np(Ugejeps (f)7°S). Since one of the v“(x), v*(x) uniformly transverses
the curves in (y<,<p, (f%)7'S) (see Assumption 5.9), then there exists a constant
C > 0, such that if diam; v*(x) > Ch, and diam, v*(z) > Ch (k = u and s), then
one of the v*(z),v*(x) must intersect (Uyc;<u,(f7)7'S).

Let v“(x) intersect (ff)~'S (for some i € [0, M]) at the point y. Denote the
unstable disk connecting x and y by 75, € 7"(z). Then diam~;, < C"h for some
C" >0, and (ff)'y € S. By Assumption 5.9 there is a constant C; > 0, such that

diam(fR) Yoy = (dlam’yxy)ai < CMh“M, (ffix e NC padt (S).

Let now v%(z) intersect (ff)~'S (for some i € [0, M]) at the point y. Denote the
stable disk connecting = and y by 75, € 7*(z). Then diam~; , < C"h for some
C" > 0, and (fF)'y € S. According to the Definition 5.4 there exists a constant
C" > 0, such that

diam (%)’ (diam~Y,) < C'h, (fT)'x € Nen(S).

/nyr\./

By argueing as before we get that there is a constant C', > 0, such that

No( U u7s) e U U e e X s diamgyi@) < CrplJ | () Ny e (S).

0<i<M j=rl k=u,s 0<i<M
Therefore,
px (Nh( U (fR)_iS)) < ,uX< U U {z € X : diam; v"(z) < C’h})
0<i<M j=nrl k=u,s
+ NX< U (fR) cl heM (S))
0<i<M
S b9+ 09 = e
which concludes a proof. O
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Now we can estimate a measure of WXAr,i,j-

Lemma 5.24. There is Jx > 0 such that for any i > j > Jg, px(TxN\ij) Sk
r9/(9t) where K, g are defined in Assumption 5.9.

Proof. For any v* C X, any k < R|.«, and any z,y € f*v*( A, ; we have

dog(x,y) < do(f ", 7) +dog(f 'y, y) + dao(f "2, f'y) < 2r +dog(f 'z, fy).

By Assumption 5.9 the slops of fFy%, f~ f¥4% are uniformly bounded. Therefore
dprp(,y) 320 + dpipoyu (f 2, f0Y).
Also by Assumption 5.9, if i > j > K + 2, then
dyo(Txz, TxY) 3 dpru(2,y),

dy—iprone ([0, [7Y) 2 digrysemy i pron (P S f 70, (FF) R mx f0y) 26877 F dyu (o, mxcy)
, where the last “=X” is due to the CMZ structure (see the Definition 5.4).
Therefore, there exists a constant C' > 0, such that

dy(mxz,mxy) < 207 + CHKd u(mxr, mxy).

Then there is a constant Jx > K + 2, such that C3~% < Cp/x=K < 1 for any

j > JKa and
2Cr

1— OBk

By Definition 5.4 all 4* have uniformly bounded curvatures. Hence

d,yu (’H'X{E, 7TXy) S

Lebvu (ﬂ-XAr,i,j) ;5]( T.

From Lemma 5.23 and the fact that the family of unstable manifold " is a
measurable partition of X, we obtain

px(mxAr,j) = /

diam y4(z)<h

Moy () (WXAr,i,j)dMX + / Moy () (FXAr,i,j)dMX

diam y%(z)>h

J px(z € X - diamy*(z) < h) ‘1”/ oy () (Tx A j)dpix
diam y%(z)>h

<9+ / Lebyug) (mxAri;) i
diam y%(z)>h Lebv“ (z) (/}/u (Z‘))
< h? +hlr <k Tg/(1+g)7

where was choosen h = r1/(1+9) m
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This lemma allows to simplify (5.12). Recall that S, is a section in the s-quasi-
section B,(q) x S' (see Definition 5.8). Let

A, j(q) :={r € S, C B,(q) x S' : there is i > 0 such that the orbit x, fz,--- , f'z visits X
exactly j times and f'(z) € S, }.

Lemma 5.25. The value of (5.12) equals n-E <1Xé=1121<j<p,1X§21> <n) i, Bl (gxs11p,(g)xs10

fz‘
Serr P T NP Sup E]lﬂxf\sr,j(tﬂ xSy T Z Z Elnscs, Lmx Az
lsj<Jk+1 Jr<i<pj>Jgk
Proof. From the relation f,puy = i we have
E <]1x6:1]121§i§pflxgz1> < ZE1X6:11X5:1
i<p
<ZE]].B q)xSlﬂ-B ><Sl Ofl
1<p
= Elp (gxsilp@xs 0 f "
i<p
<Y Elp, (x5 L,
i<p
r\_<./q p ' r8+1 + Z ]EHWST:U'AQT,'L
i<p
+1
;jq p ’ 7"8 _'_ Z ]E]]'ST]]'UJSJK A2'r,i,j + Z Z ]E]]_ST]]_AQT,i,j
i<p i<p j>Jk
Sep T+ Z EILSTILUJSJK Aorig T Z Z Els, L,
i<p Jr<i<p j>Jk
jq D rite 4+ Z ]EILS'I‘ILUJ'SJK Agriy T Z Z ]E]]‘WXSr]lﬂ'XAQT,i,j’
i<p I <i<p j>JK

where the last two “Z,” are due to the inequality ¢ > j > Jj, and the fact that
S, is a section in the s-quasi-section B,(¢q) x S'. For any @ € S,[)Asa.;; and for
some j < Jx we have dyog(z, f~'z) < 2r, and f~'x € By, (magx) x S* C Bs,.(q) x S*.
Therefore

axr € xS, (ff)wxz €mxBs(q) x S or (ff) I wxr € wxBs,(q) x S,

where the second case (with “—j + 17) only happens if f~z € X and j > 2.
Since S, is a section, and (f%).ux = px, if S, (\Aznij # 0, then j > 1, and

E]]'ST:U'AQT,'L,]' r—j E]l‘ll‘xsr]l(fR)j‘ll‘xB3r(Q)><Sl + E]l"rXSr]l(fR)j_l"fXBsr(Q)Xsl
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S EL(pr)-inys, LnxBon(@xst + ELpr)—icing s, Luy by, (g x5!

S EL(pr)-iny B, (x5t Lax By (@ x5t + EL(pr)=itiny B, () x5 Lry B (q) x5!
S EL(yr)im g By (q) x5 Lax Bor (@) x5t + EL(pr)=i41n ¢ oy (q) x50 Ly By, (q)x 51
fj%S E]l(fR)fj"fxssr]lWXSM + ]EIL(fR)ij+l7rXS3rIL7rXSST + TH—S?

where the terms with (ff)=7*! appear only if j > 2.

For any x € mx.Ss, ()(ff) /7 xSs, there is an unique k > 0, such that m = f*x €
Ss., fi(m) € Ss, (some ¢ > 1), and the orbit m, f(m), f2(m),---, f{(m) visits X j
or j+1 times. Therefore, wxSs, ((f®)wxSs C wxSa N 7x[As;(q) U Asrj11(q)],
and

E]lsr]lulgngK AQT‘,i,j S Z E]lsT]lAQT,i,j

1<j<Jk

Sas Z E]l(fR)_jﬂxssr]lWXSSr—i_rlJrS

1<j< Ik

_ 1+s
Sas Z ElryAs () Laxss, T 7
1<y<Jk+1
_ 1+s
qu:SvK Sup El‘n’xAgnj (q) 17{x53r + r .
1<j< Tk +1

Now we can continue the estimate as E (ﬂXézllzlgigp—l X521>

jq b P ZEHSTILUlSJ’SJK Agrij T Z Z Elgys, IL""XAQT,i,j

i<p Tk <i<pj>Jx
1+s _
r‘jq,K p-r +p- sup E]leA%j(q)]lvrxSsr + E E : E]lﬁxsr]lﬂxf\zm,j'
1575/ +1 Tk <i<p >k
Now a proof is concluded by taking n ~7 r—. O

Before estimating the measure of wxA,;(q) (j < Jx + 1) we need one more

lemma. Define .
s =U U £#C U 0H79)

J 0<k<R|x; 0<i<Jg+1

Then any vertical manifold {q} x S! is partitioned by S;, ;1 into countably many
pieces I,; so that {¢} x S' =, I,;. Denote the piece containing m € M by I(m).

Lemma 5.26. px(mx{m € M : diam I(m) < h}) Zx b9 for any h > 0.
Proof. From the definition of I(m) we know that (f%)/x*1 is smooth on wx1(m),

where I(m) is contained in f*X; for some j, and k € [0, R|x,), 7xI(m) € [Uy<i< s, 41 (fF)7'S]".
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Besides, 7x I(m) has the endpoints in Uy, ;1 (f%)7’S. By Assumption 5.9 there
is a constant C' > 0, such that for any m € {m € M : diam I(m) < h}

diam 7 I(m) < C[diam I(m)]® < Ch®, mwxm € NW( U fR)—iS).

0<i<Jkg+1

Therefore, mx{m € M : diamI(m) < h} C Ngha<U0§i§JK+1(fR)*iS). By
Lemma 5.23,

px(mx{m € M : diam I(m) < h}) < MX{NW< U fR)*iS)} < B9

0<i<Jr+1
which concludes a proof of lemma. O

Now we can estimate the measure of the set wxA, ;(g), j > 1, which is contained
in 7xB,(q) x St.

Lemma 5.27. For any j € [1, Jx + 1],

px{mxm : diam I(m) > ro R e Avi(@)} Zx ro K22

~Y

px (mxAr(q)) < MX{WX (B,(q) x S") ﬂWX{m € M :diamI(m) < raJK+2/2}}

+ MX{wX(BT(q) x S ﬂﬂx{m € M : diam I(m) > r*"*"/2 m e Aw(q)}}.

Proof. 1f m € A, (q), then there is i > 1, such that the orbit m, f(m),--- , f{(m)
visits X exactly j < Jg + 1 times. Besides fi(m) € S, C B,(¢q) x S, and [ is
smooth on I(m). Moreover, j > 2 if m € X.

Claim: For every m’ € I(m) (A, ;(q) the orbit m/, f(m’),---, fi(m’) visits X
exactly j times, and f'(m’) € S, C B,(q) x S*.

It follows from the definition of I(m), (ff)’%*! that is smooth on wxI(m), and
f% is smooth on I(m). Then for each k € [0,i] the set wyx f*I(m) is completely
contained in some Xj,. In particular, wx f'm, 7y f'm’ € Xj,, and each of the orbits
m, f(m),---, fi(m) and m’, f(m/), -+, fi(m') visit X exactly j times. Moreover,
S, is a section and f'm € S,. Then f'm’ must belong to S,, and the claim holds.

By (5.2) and Assumption 5.9, the tangent vectors in Df*TI(m) C C“ have
uniformly bounded slopes. Besides, f{[I(m)A.;(q¢)] € S, € B.(q) x S'. Then
there is a constant C' > 0, which does not depend on m,r,j,q, and such that
diam f[I(m) (N A.;(¢)] < Cr. By Assumption 5.9

_ alK+2

diam 1(m) (| Ay (q) 3 [ diam % (mx[1(m) (\Ars@)]) | S [diam £ (1(m) () Ars(a)]
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J+2
a’K
<K .

Let b = r*'*"*/2_ Then
px{mxm : diam I(m) > h,m € A, j(q)} 3 pa{m € M= diam I(m) > h,m € A, ;(q) }
< Lebuy {m € M : diam I(m) > h,m € A,;(q)}
= /Leb{q/}X51 {m e M :diamI(m) > h,m € A, ;(q) }dq

_ / 3 Lebymy {Ar;(q) }dg'

diam I(m)>h,Togm=q’

T +2 T +2
Sic [ w e g S

px (mx A () = px (rx B (q) x S mﬂ'XAr] q))
= px{mxm:m € B,(q) x §',diam I(m) < h,m
+ px{mxm:m € B,(¢q) x S',diam I(m) > h
< px{mxm:m € B,(q) x S*,diam I(m )Sh}
+ px{mxm:m € B,(q) x S',diamI(m) > h,m € A, ;(q)}
<,LLX{7FX( (q) x SY) ﬂﬂ'x m € M : diam I(m )<raJK+2/2)}

+NX{7TX( +(g) x SY) (mx [m € M : diam I(m )>TO‘JK+2/2>m€/_\r,j(CI)}}

€A,
m e Ar,j (q) }

which concludes a proof of the lemma. O
Now we are ready to estimate convergence rates for (5.12).
Lemma 5.28. Let p < nmin{s/49/(8+89).90*/K4/16,0"K+2/16} - pep

(512) jq,K,T T,min{s/Z,g/(4+4g)7ga2JK+4/&aJKJrQ/S} fOT’ any r > 0.

Proof. First we will use a corollary of Schur’s test.
Claim: Let there is a constant C' > 1, such that two families of sets (C}.),~o0and(A,(q))qe00.r>0
in X satisfy the relation ux(A,(¢q)) = C*'r, and ux(C,) < Cr* for some u > 0.
Then there exists a decreasing sequence 7 := r, = k~%%, such that ux(A.(q) N C,) =2
r1%/2 for Lebgg-a.e. ¢ € 0Q.
Indeed, by Schur’s test faQ pux(A(q) N Cr)dg = r-r*. Then by Borel-Cantelli
lemma, for Lebsg-a.e. ¢ € 0Q, ux(A.(q)(C,)/r*t¥? 2, 1if r == rp = k=4 So,
the claim holds.
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Now we choose u := min{g/(1 + g), ga*’ x4 /2 a’x+2/2} and apply this claim.
Set r := 1, = k=% Observe that B,(q) x S is a s-quasi-section B,(q) x S'.

Therefore pux(wxS,) ~ ux(wxB.(q) x S*) ~r.
By Lemma 5.24 we have px(mxAo ;) Sk r9/(9+D) < r¥. Then for Lebgg-a.s.

q € 00,
e Z Z Elrys, Layon:; Skar n(p—J &)Y L pPry?,

Jr<i<pj>JK

Now by Lemma 5.26 we have px(mx{m € M : diam I(m) < (3r)*'*"*/2}) 2k
pgo? kT2 2k r*. Then for Lebyg-a.e. ¢ € 0Q),

npux{mx(Bs.(q) x S*) ﬂﬂ'x{m € M : diam I(m) < (3r)*"* /)1 =< Zkqr mpr Y2 2o pr,

It follows from the Lemma 5.27 that ux{mxm : diam I(m) > (3r) 2’22 m e
Az i(9)} Bk re 822 < Then for Lebgg-a.e. ¢ € 0Q)

npux{mx(Bs(q) x S) [wx{m € M :diam I(m) > (3r)*" /2, m € R, ;(q)}}

,-jK,q,T nprl+U/2 —<KqT pr /2
Therefore, by Lemmas 5.25 and 5.27, we have for Lebsg-a.e. ¢ € Q) that
n Z ]E]lBr(q)xsl ]lBT(q)qu o fZ
1<p
jq,KT p-r’+n-p- sup ]EIL”X]\%],(,]) ILWXS:sr +n- Z Z E]lﬂ'xsr IL,,XA%M
IsjsJk+1 Jx<i<p i>JK
Sexrp i +nepe sup Elpa olegs, + 077 Zox prt 4 prt? + prt2
1<j<Jr+1
Since p < nmindsw/2H/4 then for r = 1, = k4" we get
n Z E]lBT(q)X,Sl ILBT(q)Xsl 0] fZ jq,K,T Tmin{s,u/?}/?
i<p
For any r € [rg41,7x] there exists k € N, such that
(5.12) <n Y Elp, (gus Lp(gxst © f'
1<p
Srrih Y Elp, (gxs1ls, gxs 0 f
i<p
3 r,;ilrkr,;l Z Elp,, (9)xs1 1B, (g)xst © f! Zarr prints 2z,
1<p
where the last “Z, k7" is due to 7’1;&17% <1 O
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5.3.3 Conclusions of a proof of Theorem 5.11
The following lemma provides an estimate of convergence rate for Theorem 5.11.

Lemma 5.29. For Lebyg-a.e. g € 0Q holds the relation dpy (N“”T,P) e T,
where

552 952 529Q2JK+4 €2CYJK+2 s g ga2JK+4 OéJK+2
A8+ 48¢° (6 + 6£)(16 + 16g)" 192 + 19267 192 + 1926 2" 4+ 49" 8 8 }

where Jg 1s a positive integer, which depends only upon K, which was defined in the
proof of Lemma 5.24.

Proof. 1t follows from Lemma 5.15, Lemma 5.28 and Lemma 5.22, that p € (2m(N), n],
m(]\[) > (ER + G)N,N > Te < ER/lS, p < nmin{s/zl,g/(8—‘,—89),goé2JK+4/16’CYJK-&-2/16}7
N = [jUH10/E0-9]] (j e N), and § € (1/2,1). Choose now § = 2/3, ¢ = ER/20,

a:= min{

= |jH120/€ | «

2
j = L[nmin{s/&g/(16+169),ga2v’1<+4/32,aJK+2/32} /(84E R)r /(12+12¢) J’

m(N) = [2INER],and p — 4m(N) ~ poin{s/so/(16+160) ga2 i 32,0752 32}

Then p < pmin{s/4,9/(8+89).ga* 'K +4/16,a'K+2/16}
Now, by (5.10), Lemma 5.16, Lemma 5.28 and Lemma 5.22, we have

drv (Nr,q,T’P) ST B (BT(Q) > Sl) + N—€0-0)/(2+2) (5.12) + (5.11) +p - pa (X(’) = 1)

~

SeT ks T N—E/(6+66) pmin{s/2,9/(4+49),ga* K4 /8,a K +2 /8}

76 2 m(N)a
+(p - 2m(N)) €4 2BERE 4 pr

< pmin{s/Bg/(16+160) ga? K H/52.07K0+ 32} (6-+66)
q7 b

~Y
4 pmin{s/2,0/(4+4g),g0> K+ /8,0 K¥[8} | min{s/8,9/(16+169),g0 K T4/32,07K+2 /32)¢
4 plomin{s/8,9/(16+169).ga> K T4/32,07K +2 /32}
SeT.K pin{s/8,g/(16+169),g0° K T1/32,a K12 /32462 /(6+6¢) | | min{s/2,9/(4+4g),g0> K /8,0 K +2/8}
+ 7,1—min{s/S,g/(16+16g),ga2‘]K+4/32,a‘]K+2/32}

< pmin{s/8,/(16+169),g02 K H4/32,002 32)62 (6466)  min{s/2.0/(44+4g).902 K+ 8.07ic+2 5}
Nq7T7K ?

where the last “3, 7 x” holds because min{s/2, g/(4 + 4g), go*/x ™ /8 a/x+2/8} <
4/5. O

5.4 Applications

In what follows we will consider four classes of two-dimensional slowly mixing bil-
liards, which were studied in [5, 8, 9]. The rates of mixing (decay of correlations) in
these billiards are either of order O(n™'), or O(n™?).
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Figure 1: Stadium billiard Figure 2: Squash billiard

Figure 3: Circular lower billiard Figure 4: Semi-dispersing billiard

A billiard table @ of a squash billiard is a convex domain bounded by two circular
arcs and two straight (flat) segments tangent to the arcs at their common endpoints.
A squash billiard is called a stadium if the flat sides are parallel, see Figure 1.
Initially called squash billiards were later sometimes called “skewed” stadia, drive-
belt billiards, etc, see Figure 2. Note that the squashes contain a boundary arc,
which is larger than a half circle.

A billiard table Q) of a more general focusing billiard, e.g. a circular flower billiard
(see the Figure 3), is such, that each smooth component I'; of the boundary 9@ is
an arc of some circle satisfying SFC-conditions.

The figure 4 represents a special class of semi-dispersing billiards. More precisely,
let By C R? be a rectangle, and scatterers By,---, B, C int Ry are open strictly
convex sub-domains with smooth, (at least C®), or piece-wise smooth boundaries
whose curvature is bounded away from zero, and such that B; (| B; = 0 for ¢ # j.
The boundary of a billiard table Q = Ry \ |, B; is partially dispersing (convex
inwards) J, 0B; and partially neutral (flat) OR,.

We verify now the Assumption 5.9 for stadium billiards (Figure 1). Let X C
M = 0Q x S! be the region where the first collisions (in a series of consecutive
collisions with one and the same circular arc) with circular arcs occur. Denote by
R the first return time to X for the billiard map f. Denote by [ the length of each
straight segment. Without loss of generality, we may assume that the radius of each
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circular arc equals 1.

Let Sy be the union of points where the map f% is not continuous or not differ-
entiable. Define S as the union (f#)71SyJSo U fSs. Then some curves in S are
increasing, some are decreasing, and some are vertical. It has been verified in [5]
that (J~, 0X; C S as well as Holder continuity along (un)stable curves/manifolds.
We have

dfj,yk(fjl" fiy) < Cd.x(z,y)” for all j < R(z),
dfj'y”(fjxa ij) < Cd’y“ (ZL‘, y)a when j = R($)

It was proved in [5] that for any ¢ € 9Q and B,(q) C 90Q, B,(q) x S is a
l-quasi-section. Besides, it was shown there that the relation pux(N.(S)) 3 €’ in
Assumption 5.9 is in fact a typical property for hyperbolic systems. Therefore we
just need to verify the rest of conditions in Assumption 5.9.

Throughout this subsection we set z,, = (g, &m) = [™(20) for all m € Z, where
xg € M. Denote by Bt (z,,) (resp. B~ (x,,)) a curvature of a wave front right after
(resp. before) collision with the boundary at the point z,, € M. We list now a few
more basic properties and formulas (see e.g. [7]) for two-dimensional billiards.

V= APy /A, = B~ (2m) €08 ¢y + K(qm) = BT (2n) €08 ¢ — K(gm),
1/B_(Zl§'m+1) =Tm+ 1/B+(fl§'m),

TmK(gm ) +C0s dm —Im
Df(xy) = Tm/c(qm)zaqmﬂ)+zc(q_mc)°§o(z’$ﬁ+1+lc<qm+1>cos<z>m Tmfc(a_mcffmgé%ﬂ ’
— COS imt1 —COS Prm+1
(5.13)
dz,, Df(dx,,
ldzmallp _ [1Df(dem)llp _ 1+ 70 BH ()], (5.14)
||| | A
d = 1 _rm 2’ 5.15
]| =~ 05% 241+ (™) (5.15)

where 7, is the length of the free path from z,, to ®p41, ||dTm|], = cOS ¢ |dgm],
ldzm|| = v/ (dm)? + (dgm)?.

1. We will verify now that slopes of unstable vectors are uniformly bounded. Let
r9 € X, drg € C} . Suppose that the points xg, 21, -, 2 (k > 0) belong
to one and the same circular arc, and zj,1 does not. Then for any i € [0, k],

dx; € Cu($l), B+(£If0) € [ 2 ! ] Then

" cos b0’ " cos bo

-2 1 4 1
Bt (1) = + and BT (x,) € [~ ,— .
(1) cospr 1o+ m (1) €1 3cos¢py oS @y
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Inductively, for any i € [0, k]

21+ 2 1 }
(2i+1)cos¢;”  cosp;”’

B (z;) € [ - (5.16)

and the slope of dx; is (cil(: = cos(¢;) BT (z;) + 1 € [-1,0]. Suppose that the
points Tgi1, -+ , Tgin, (n > 1) are on flat sides, and xy,,1 belongs to another

circular arc. Then for any i € [1,n],

0 1 1

Bt (wp41) = + g , BT (z31i) = )
COS Q1 Ti + m Zogjgifl Tk+j + m

(5.17)

Hence, the slope of drg; is Zf;’:? = co8(¢p+i) BT (xr+i) € [0,1] due to SFC-
conditions. Therefore, the slopes of the vectors in D f*(x0)C% (0 < i < R(xo))

are uniformly bounded.

. Next we verify uniform transversality of (un)stable manifolds and singulari-
ties. It follows from [7] that the slopes of vectors in 7~* are of order —1,
and the slopes of vectors in 7+* are positive and uniformly bounded. Some of
the curves in the set J;-o(f%) 7S = Uy () ™'Sy are vertical or decreasing.
Decreasing curves appear because of f%(Sy), and have slops which are ~ —1.
They are uniformly transversal to the vectors in 7v®. Some curves are increas-
ing with uniformly bounded slopes due to existence of the set | J,~q(f")"So.
These curves are uniformly transversal to vectors of the type T7%.

. Finally we verify that diam~* < C diam f'y* and diam4* < C(diam fiy*)“.
Let 29 € X, dxo € C} . Suppose that the points g, z1,- -+, 2 (k > 0) belong
to the same circular arc, and xpy1 does not. From (5.16) we have for any

i € [0,k] that B¥ () € [~ g —emar) and [1+7B7(2;)[ > 1. Then

[ldzilp
[|dzol

1 doi\2
ldail| _ lidal, cosgo V2T (@)

= II 1+ 7B (z;)] > 1, = =
| ;BT ()] l|dzol|  |ldxol|, cos ¢s 1+(%)2
0

j<i-1

Let now the points g1, , Zgn (n > 1) are on flat sides, and x, 11 belongs
to another circular arc. From (5.17) we have for any i € [1,n] that BT (x).;) =

2
{ > 0<j<iot Teti T m} . Then

1
Zogjgi Toti T BT @n)

1+ i BT (244)| = :
20§j§¢—1 Thtj T m
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By using SFC-conditions we obtain for any i € [k + 1,n + k + 1] that

1

dz; > 0<j<ici—k Teti + BEED
|| ||p _ H |1+TjB+($j)| > } 0<5<i—1 1 J BH( k)|,>\: 1’
|||
ollp j<ia B (20)
do;

||d;|| . ||d517i|’p oS ¢ 1+(d‘1i>2 -1

d || . ~

[dzol|  [|dxo|], cos ¢; 1+(%)2

Suppose that x;, is on a flat side, and x5 is on another circular arc. In this
case cos @ > cos ¢rr1. The SFC-conditions imply that

||dzp 1], Tk
S = |1+ 7. BT (x)| > —1>1,
Tadll, — T2 g 12
||dzg o], Tk + Tht1 — COS Py, 1
ke le - 1 B (z)| > -
deka ’ + (Tk +7—k+1) (xk)‘ sl COS(bk ~l COS (bk’
Therefore,
ldzell  [ldzeiall, cosdr ldzisall  [ldepsollp cosér o 1

? Y

ldaxl] " ldeelly cosdpen ™ ldall " [ldeglly cosdpia ™ cosdria ™
ie.,

diam f*y*(zo) 3 diam f*2y* (o),  diam fFy*(ze) 3 diam £y ().

By summarizing all cases we get
dy(z,y) 3 dpiyu(fiz, f'y) for any i < R(z) and z,y € y* C X,
doye (2,y) 3 dpiu(fz, fly) for all j < R(z) and any z,y € ¥* C SCﬂX.

. Next we verify that K = 2 in the Assumption 5.9. Suppose first that the
points xg,x1, -,z (k > 0) belong to one and the same circular arc, while
Tga1, 5 Tpan, (n > 1) are on flat sides, and the point zj,,,1 belongs to
another circular arc. Then

bk in \2
= e i e
i illp o1+ (52
ldzarall  Ndzesall ldopiall o lldzesall, cosgs Y1+ ()’
peall ktn el k+11lp i 2 =1 for any i € [0, k.
ldzi| — [|dagar|] [|da]] ldrilly cosPrin 1 4 (4012
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Hence, diam fiy%(xq) 3 diam fBv"(zo) 2 diam(ff)?~"(zg) for any i < R(z).

Now we suppose that the points xg,z1, -+ ,zx (kK > 0) belong to the same
circular arc, the point z;,; is on one of the flat sides, and ;.5 belongs to

another circular arc. It follows from [7] that % = 1 on fFy%(xy), since

Y4(@0) € (Upejcr (FF)77S)°. Hence, we can assume that f5*27%(z) is in a
K'-sliding cell. Thus, for any i € [0, k] we get

dog )2
dweal| _ |ldwneol]| ldasl| o [ldzilly cos g; /1 + (o) daall
[deill— Mldal] |ldall ~ Nldill, cosdy [y (dorya [ldysa]]

From the relations (8.19) and (8.23) in [7] it follows that DM dz | = k.

[ldzg2l|
[|(DfR)dwpial|
[ldzpi1]|

diam(f)*y" (z) % diam(f*)y"(wo) 2 diam f*y"(xo),
diam(f)*y"(z) 2 diam f*+15"(z).

Hence, = 1. Therefore, for any i € [0, k]

By summarizing all cases we obtain that diam fiy*(zo) X diam(f%)?~%(x)
for any ¢ < R(x).

. We verify now that the conditions hold on any vertical curve {q} x S*. The set
S partitions any vertical curve {q} x S! into countably many connected pieces.
Denote by I(xg) the connected (sub)piece containing a point z. Let dxg =
(0,dpo) € TI(xo). By (5.2) we have (Df)dzy € C¥ and (Df')dzy € C5_ .
Therefore, f[I(xg)] is an unstable curve, and f~'[I(z¢)] is a stable curve. We
will consider now different cases for f[I(xz)].

Suppose that xq is on a flat side or on a circular arc, and x1,--- ,z,_1 are on
one of the flat sides and x,, is on another circular arc (n > 1). By (5.13)

To+7T+ -+ Tho1 To+7T1+ -+ Tho1
dgn = — - dpo, don = ( — — 1)d¢0
COS ¢, coS ¢y,
Then by the SFC-conditions
To+ 71+ 4+ Tho1 — COS Py

dx,|| = ||d = ||deo||,

izl 2 lidel( - ) % Ildol
i.e., diam I (zg) 3 diam f™[I(z0)].
Let now the points zg,z1, -+ ,xx (kK > 1) are on the same circular arc,
Tkil, - » Than are on a flat side, and the point x4, ,.1 is on another circular
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arc. we have from (5.13) that dg; = —2d¢y, dp; = dpy. Then, diam f[I(zo)] ~
diam I(zy), and f[I(x¢)] is an unstable curve. From (5.16) it follows for any

i € [1, k] that B*(z;) € [~ g iiiass —mes) and [1+7:B¥(2;)| > 1. Then

4P )2
ldeslly T 14y B(ap) > 1 ldal| _ lidaelly cos én V1 G
||dz1 ]|, \<ih ’ R ldw|] [[da]p cos ¢ 1+(%)2N
- 1

If n > 1, then from (5.17) we have for any i € [1,n] that Bt (z;y;) =
{ > o<j<iot Th+i T m}fl. Using now the SFC-conditions we obtain

dx n Z j nTk+'+;z

1 )
ldzall, B h
dPrini1\2
ldpsnsnll _ Noienaally _cosdr VU Gt ®
[|da ]| lda1[lp  cOS Pyt 1_1_(%)2 '

If n =1, then x4y is on a flat side, and x5 is on another circular arc. In
this case, cos ¢ > cos @rr1. Then the SFC conditions imply that

dekJrZHp Tk + Tka1 — COS Ok 1
LR ) Bt > —
deka | + (Tk’ + Tk+1) (mk)| = cos ¢k ~l COS ¢k’
Therefore,
d d 1
||dka|] N ||dzgallp cos dy — ~ 1, diam fk[[(aro)] = diam fk+2[[(xo)].

ldzall ™ [ldzelly cosdusn ™ cosdpyn ™

Hence, diam [(xq) 3 diam f* "+ (x4)]. By summarizing all cases we get

diam I (xo) 3 diam f%[mx I (z0)).

Next we prove that diammx[(xg) = diam I(zg)®. If g € X, then it is obvi-
ously true. So we just need to consider the case when zy ¢ X.

Suppose that xq is on a flat side, z_1,--- ,x_, are on the same circular arc,
and z_, € X. By (5.13), we have

T—1

coS p_1

T—1

dg_1 =
-1 cos p_1

dqbo, dgb_l = ( — ].)dqb(), de_l € Oiil.
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Then, ||dz_1|| 2 % and dx_y,--- ,dx_, € C®. Forany i € [1,n], cos¢_; =
cos ¢_; and

-2 1 1 —1 —2
Bt (z_)) = - € [— 0] = Bf(z_,) € , .
(z-1) cos ¢_q T,gqtm [ cos ¢_q ) (7-2) [cosgb_l 3cosp_q
Inductively, we obtain for ¢ > 1
1 “2(i— 1) 2(i— 1) — 1

Bf(z;) € | Jo B ()] =

cosdp_1 [2(i — 1) + 1] cos p_y (i—1)+1

[ldz ]l

T = I] 1+7B @) zn, (5.18)
which implies that
do—1\2
[de_a]|  |ldz_ill, cosp, VEH @) 1 n
-n —n||p -1 1+ (ﬁ)Q -1

Since f"I(xg) € S° X C (ffS)¢N X is a non-decreasing stable curve, and
it has an uniformly bounded slope, then diam f~"I(x¢) = n~2. Hence

[diam f~"1(x0)]* 2

~Y

diam I (zg) - [diam f~"I(z0)] 2 diam I (),

SQ_1

i.e., diam f~"1(zo) =X diam I(xq)"/2.

Suppose that zg,x_1, -+ ,x_, are on the same circular arc, and z_, € X. By
(5.13) we have

doy = do_y, dqgy = —2d¢_1+dq_y, ||dxo|| =~ ||dz_1||, diam I(z¢) ~ diam f~11(z).

If i € (1,n], then

~1 —2(3i — 1) 2(i— 1) — 1
Bt (z_;) € , , 4 71BY (1) > s
(z-) [cos ¢-1 [2(i —1) + 1] cos gb_l} 1+ (z-i)l 2 20— 1) +1
de— do—1
ldoosl] _ Nzl cosomn VIE G " pp ) e g VIR
ol " Trallycosoor \[ig (Fmp o, (o
\|dz_,|| 2 nlldz_1|| = n||dzy||, diam f7"I(x¢) ~ ndiam I(xg).
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If cosp_, ~m™t, then n < m. Since f"I(z) C S°NX C (fBSp)°N X is a
non-decreasing stable curve with uniformly bounded slope, then diam f~"1(zq) =
m~2. Therefore,

[diam f~"1(z0)]*/? = ndiam I () - [diam f~"1 (20)]*/?
< mdiam I (o) - [diam f~"1(z0)]"/? < diam I (z),

that is, diam f~"I(xq) < diam I(z9)%?.

Let now a point xq is on a flat side, z_y,z_9, -+ ,2_, (n > 1) are on flat
sides, the points z_,,_1, -+ ,2_,,_; are on one and the same circular arc, and
T_p_r € X. Since n > 1, then £ is bounded by a constant depending only on
Q. From (5.13) we have that

T—1

oS ¢

—dq_y — dp_1 =0, dpg= —dp_.

Then ||dx_1|| = ||dxo||. From (5.18) in view of dgy = 0 we obtain

|ldoll, ldznallp o 1
0=——2 =1+ pa+7n+-+71)B (2_ )|, +— "L =1
|ldz—p—1]]p ldz—p—illp ~ K
These relations imply that
delep T_1 1
T 14 (Tepy + T+ -+ 7o) BT (1) = o
| dz_p_1], 1+ ! 2) B ol Top1+Tp+t- - +71 " n
do—1\2
[deall, o 1 |ldwoll _ [ldeal _ |lde ]l cosgn VT (a) o1
ldz—pilly ~ 0" Mldo_nll  |ldznill  |ldznillp cos¢  [14 (fonorye

Since f™"*I(xg) C SN X C (ffSp)°(N X is a non-decreasing stable curve
with uniformly bounded slope, then diam f~""*I(z¢) X n~2. Therefore,

[diam f~" %1 (20)]*? < ndiam I(z0) - [diam £~ %1 (20)]"/? < diam I(x),

i.e., diam f~"FI(zy) 2 diam I(xq)?/3.

By summarizing now all cases, we obtain that diama xI(z¢) 3 diam I(x)"/2,

Now all conditions in Assumption 5.9 are verified, and we have the following
statement.

Corollary 5.30. Theorem 5.11 holds for stadium billiards.
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Remark 5.31. Although the Assumption 5.9 is verified only for stadium-type bil-
liards, we claim without proof that Theorem 5.11 holds for squashes, circular flowers,
and for a special class of semi-dispersing billiards (see Figures 2, 3 and 4). It is true
because these billiards share similar structures of singularities with those in stadium
billiards. Moreover, the analysis for the stadium-type billiards is technically slightly
more complicated than for the other three types of billiards because a stadium has
a continuous family of period two orbits, and it has focusing boundary components,
rather than dispersing components in semi-dispersing billiards. Therefore for stadi-
ums one need to consider more cases. We skip completely similar verification of the
Assumption 5.9 for other classes of billiards.

6 Applications to One-dimensional Non-uniformly
Expanding Maps

In this section, we extend the results of [4] on the first hitting and escape statistics
for the fast mixing one-dimensional maps to arbitrarily slow mixing one-dimensional
maps.

Let f : I — I, where I C R is a bounded closed interval endowed with the
Lebesgue measure Leb. We assume that f preserves an ergodic absolutely continuous
probability measure y on I. For any a,s € (0,00) and z € I let 7, .(x) := inf{n >
1: f"(z) € B.(2)}, and

Los(2) := — log u{Tnz > su(Br(z))_a}. (6.1)

lim ———
r—0 S,U(Br<z))

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that f : I — I admits a GMY structure (see the Def-
inition 4.1), i.e., there exist a sub-interval J C I, a partition P: |J,I; = J
(where each I; is a sub-interval) and a return time R : J — N. Let the first re-
turn time R € L'Y*P(J, Leb) (B > 0), gcd{R} = 1 and 2 € Ipns = {2 € J :
f% is continuous at z for all k € No}. Then

1. There is a mizing probability measure p on I with inf,¢; %(:{;) > 0.

2. If>0, ac( 1], and z is not a periodic point, then L, s(z) = 1.

1
1152
3. If >0, ae (ﬁ, 1], z is a p-periodic point of f, ﬁ% is continuous at z
and f? is monotonous at z, then Ly 4(2) = 1 — (@490 +46f""NG) “yphere ¢ is
the potential —log |Df|.

Remark 6.2. Theorem 6.1 extends the result of Theorem 3.2 in [4] to the case
of arbitrarily slow polynomial mizing, i.e., a mizing rate is of order O(n=?), for
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dynamics f : I — I, which is assumed to have a GMY structure. This result can
be applied, e.q., to the intermittent maps. It follows from the argument in the pages
1284-1285 in [4], that Las = 0 if a > 1. Thus we will not consider this singular
case.

Remark 6.3. Although only the case z € J is considered in Theorem 6.1, it is not
much of a restriction, because, once the location of the holes is known, one can chose
such J that contains the holes (see the Remark 3.1 in [}]).

Remark 6.4. According to the Definition 4.1, the function F := ff is monotonous
and uniformly expanding on each I; € P.

The existence of u is due to a Young tower [22], which is defined by
A:={(x,n) € J xNy:n < R(z)}.

The dynamics Fa : A — A sends (z,n) to (r,n+1) if n+1 < R(z), and (x,n)
to (fR(x),0)if n = R(z) — 1. Let 7 : A — I, m(z,n) = f*(x) be a sub-tower
A, i={(z,l) e A:l <n}.
We identify Ag with J. It follows from [22] that there is a probability measure

pa on A; such that p:= m,ua is the one required in the Theorem 6.1, and also that
there exists a constant C' > 0, such that for any I; € P and z,y € I;

dyiy +1 ()
— =+, ’%_1‘<08(x7y),
dLeb duy () =P

dLeb

where p; := [u(J)] |y, and the first return time R, and p, s(z,y) are the ones
from the Definition 4.1. Besides,

fa = (/ Rpy) ™ Y J(FR)«(palrss)s i, = (/ min{ R, n+1}dpy) ™" Y (FR)pislrsj-
J Jj<n

Since A,, C A, we denote the first return time on A,, by R, and the first return
map on A, by F, == Fi* : A, = A,. Clearly, Ry = R € L'*?(J,Leb) =
Ry =R € L"(J,py), R, € LB (A, pia,), and Fy = F = fE: J — J. Let P,
be the coarsest partition of A,, i.e., for each Z € P,, R,|z is constant, F"*!| is
smooth, injective and F"(Z) € {A;41 \ A;;i = 0,1,--- ,;n — 1}. We extend the
separation time s : J xJ — Ny to s : A, xA,, = Ny by setting s((x,1), (v,1)):=s(x,y).
Before proving Theorem 6.1, we will need one more statement.

Lemma 6.5 (Maximal large deviations for R, : A,, — N).
For any sufficiently large n € Ny, € > 0 and 0 € (1/2,1) one has

’ Zz‘gm R,oF} 1
m pa(An)
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Proof. Note at first that F"1(Z) is one of the levels {(z,l) € A, : I =i} (z < n) for
any Z € P,. Indeed, P, is the coarsest partition, and f admits a GMY structure.
Then infzep, pia, (F™(Z)) > 0, which is called a big image. Note now that the

n+1 n
distortion estimate % — 1| < Cpstha T FT) for any z,y € Z € Py, holds

because F = ff (see the Definition 4.1). Here det DF"! is the Radon-Nikodym
derivative of F*! with respect to pa,. The map F™*! is a Gibbs-Markov map with
big images (see the definition of big images on page 133 in [15]). Fix any p € N,
and define

v(z) = v(y)]
Ulfm = su . |lv||i == sup su .
0] | : p 1/p| [[v]]i Zegnl“yeg p*@y) . R TlL/p|Zi
Consider now a Banach space B := {v : ||[v]|; < oo, ||v||m < oo} and ||v||p :=
[[v]li + |[v||m- A direct computation gives that ||v||,q+8) < ||Rn ||1+ﬁ l|v]|5. By

repeating the proof of Proposition 2.1 in [15], and by using RYP < R,,, we obtain
Lasota-Yorke inequalities

1Pl S "0l + / oldpa,

for any m > 0, where P is a transfer operator of F"*! (see Definition 2.1). If n is
sufficiently large, then there exists 7, , € (0,1), such that

1P|y Znp |1P"0||B Znp 75| [v]| 5 for any zero mean v € B,m > 1.

~T,p np

Arguing as in Lemma 5.14, (and replacing m by R, F, by Fr+l A, by A,
¢ by ), we get

)Zigm(Rn - f Rndpa,) o (FgH)i

m

,UAn< sup > ) Znse NP9,

m>N

By following now a proof of Lemma 5.14, and by making use of (F,).ia, = ia,,,
we have

‘Zi<m(R" - f Rpdpa,) o F’fi

m

NAn< sup > 6) Zpse N7PO0),

m>N

Since R, is the first return time to A,, C A, then [ R,duna, = pa(A,)~*, which
concludes a proof of lemma. n

Proof of Theorem 6.1. First note that F = f& satisfies (F1)-(F4), (P) and (U)
conditions in the pages 1268 and 1269 of [4]. A map F™*' also satisfies (F1)-
(F4), (P) and (U) for any sufficiently large n € N (see the page 1286 in [4]). Let
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A, = {y c A, : sumeu‘ZiﬁmZLOF’i(y) — M(lAn) > e}. Then by Lemma 6.5

pa, (Ay) Znse u P9 for any § € (1/2,1). From Proposition 3.5 in [4], and from

~Y

the lines 1-4 on the page 1284 in [4], if the condition o > m holds, then we get

-1 —a 1, z is not periodic,
lim — o Trr > Sp(By(z = _
r—0 S,U,(BT(Z))I_a gua{m, w(B:(2) "} {1 — elotdofttoofP"N(2) 5 i pperiodic.

We remark that the Proposition 3.5 in [4] requires a sufficiently fast decay of
ia, (Ay). However, the proof there deals with a polynomial decay of ua, (A,) (see
the lines 1-4 in the page 1284 in [4]). Let n — oo, in order to exhaust the space.
Then one can argue as in the pages 1286-1287 in [4], and obtain a desired limit for
(6.1). Finally, note that ¢ is any number in (1/2,1). Therefore a > which

O

1
1+5/27
concludes a proof of the theorem.

We apply now the Theorem 6.1 to the following class of intermittent maps

T

v

@) = {x+27x1+’y7 0<z<1/2 i 62)

27 — 1, 1/2<x<1’

A standard choice of J in the Theorem 6.1 is within the interval [1/2,1], and
for the first return time a standard choice is R € LY7(J). But it is also possible to
choose J inside [0,1/2], as long as 0 ¢ int J. For example, J could be one of the
connected components of the set ;o (T4 ]j0,1/2) {1}

Theorem 6.1 immediately implies the following corollary.

Corollary 6.6 (intermittent maps).
Let § in Theorem 6.1 equals v~ =1, 2 & U5 T '{1/2}. Then

1. Ify€(0,1), a € (%, 1], and z is not a periodic point, then L, s(z) =1,

2. Ify€(0,1), a € (%, 1], z is a p-periodic point of T, and d—iﬁ is continuous

at z, then Lo 4(2) = 1— @9 +40f""DC) yhere ¢ is a potential — log | DTS
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