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Abstract

The shortest distance between the first n iterates of a typical point can be quantified with a log rule
for some dynamical systems admitting Gibbs measures. We show this in two settings. For topo-
logically mixing Markov shifts with at most countably infinite alphabet admitting a Gibbs measure
with respect to a locally Hélder potential, we prove the asymptotic length of the longest common
substring for a typical point converges and the limit depends on the Rényi entropy. For interval
maps with a Gibbs-Markov structure, we prove a similar rule relating the correlation dimension of
Gibbs measures with the shortest distance between two iterates in the orbit generated by a typical

point.

Keywords— Symbolic Dynamics, Gibbs-Markov maps, Renyi entropy, correlation dimension, closest distance

within orbits

1 Introduction

Consider a topological Markov shift (¥4,0,Z) on a (at most) countably infinite alphabet Z with respect to a
transition matrix A equipped with the natural symbolic metric d. The first n iterates of a £ € ¥4 under o are

the initial » symbols appearing in . We are interested in the asymptotic behaviour of the following quantity:
My(z)=max{k:30<i<j<n—1: & ...,Tithk-1=1Tj,...,Tjrk—1} (1.1)

which counts the maximum length of self-repetition. Studying quantities of this type is often referred to as the
longest common substring matching problem. One motivation comes from the matching of nucleotide sequences
in DNA, and early results were established in the 80s by Arratia and Waterman’s work ]. They showed
that the length of the longest common substring among two i.i.d stochastic sequences X1, X2,... and Y1,Yo,...

taking letters in a finite alphabet with uniform distribution,
Mn(X,Y) :=sup{k: Xitm =Yjqm forallm=1to kand 1 <4,j <n—k}
satisfies an Erdés-Rényi law
Pl Mo 2 )y
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where p = P(X; = Y1) the collision probability, and —logIP(X; = Y1) is often called the collision entropy or
Rényi entropy.

The result can easily be translated to topological Markov shifts by replacing the stochastic sequences with
two points in the shift spaces ¥x and ¥y with distribution ux,puy, and one can verify a similar convergence
law holds for My(z,y) (see |[DKZ94h| and [DKZ944]). In recent works, [BLR19] the authors proved as an
improvement of the results in [DKZ94b)], for subshift systems with an invariant probability measure y admitting
good mixing conditions (more precisely, a-mixing with exponential decay or -mixing with polynomial decay),

the shortest distance between the n-orbit of a typical pair of points z, y,
My (z,y) = sup{k : @i, 45 = Yiy 45, 5 =0,...,k — 1, for some i1,i> <n — k}

converges to a Rényi entropy for u®?> — almost every (z, y) in Y2 . Similar almost sure convergences are proved
for k—point-orbits in [BR21] for all k£ > 2.

The analogous problem for M, (z) is more difficult due to short return phenomenon. For subshifts of finite type,
Collet et al in [CGROY] applied first and second-moment analysis to the counting random variable N(z,n,r,),
which counts the number of matches of subwords of length 7, among the first n iterates in z, there exists a

constant Hs which is the Rényi entropy of a Gibbs measure p, such that
My, 2
(EZCREITR N

lim —
converges to }% in probability for typical z. Then one may ask if this result can be improved to

n—-+oo

log n HQ

My (z)
logn

an almost sure convergence, or if the convergence remains valid when the alphabet is countably infinite. The

that is,

answer is given by the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. For a one-sided subshift system (Xa,0,u,Z) admitting a Gibbs measure p,

L Ma(z) 2
lim —— = —
n——+oo logn H2

for p-almost every x € ¥4, where My(z) is defined in (LI)).

The existence and uniqueness of the Gibbs measure with respect to locally Holder potentials for finite Z is
well-known (see |[BRO§] for reference). For Z countably infinite, they are charaterised by theorems in [Sar99]
and [Sar03]. Detailed discussion is in [subsection 2.9 below.

The counterpart of the longest substring matching problem for dynamical systems (7', X, ) acting on non-
symbolic metric spaces (X, d) investigates the shortest distance between the two n-orbits generated by a typical
pair of points. To be precise, we care about the following quantity

mn(z,y) == o in d (TZ:E,T]y) .
There is a dimension-like object for measures, called correlation dimension (denoted as D2 (u), Definition E.T]),
which plays a similar role to Rényi entropies for symbolic systems. In [BLR19] the authors gave an asymptotic
relation between m., (z,y) and the correlation dimension D2 (u) for u®2-almost every (x, %), provided good decay
of correlations. Later in [BR21], this rule is generalised for a typical collection of k points, (z1, 2, ...,xx), for
k=2,3,.... Again, we extend the investigation to the one-point case. Adopting techniques from |GRS22], we
will show that for one-dimensional Gibbs-Markov interval maps, there is a similar asymptotic relation between
my(z) and D2 (u), where

mp(z):= min d (Ti:v,zj) . (1.2)

0<i<j<n—1



Theorem 1.2. Let X be a closed interval of R, (X,T) a Gibbs-Markov system and p a Gibbs probability
measure admitting exponential decay of correlations for L' against BY observables. Then if its upper correlation
dimension Da () is bounded from 0,
lim inf log mn(2) _l
n—oo = — log n D>
for p—almost every x in the repeller A. If p is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure, then

lim log my () _2
n—oo — log n D2

for p-almost every x, and in this case D, (1) = Da2(p) = 1.

Remark 1.3. The proof for this setting is more challenging than that for the symbolic setting because the
open balls defined by the Euclidean metric and the cylinders generated by the natural partitions disagree. The

log my ()

“Toern» Which is also generally

analysis of short return to balls is crucial for obtaining the upper bound of
harder than the recurrence analysis of cylinders. The proof for the lower bound relies on the 4 —mizing property

of Gibbs measures proved in Lemma [4.16]

Remark 1.4. Another difference between the two theorems stated above and theorems proved in [BLR19],
[BR21] is that in the single point case, obtaining asymptotic upper bounds of M, (z) and my(z) requires good
mixing properties. This should be expected due to the fundamental difference between one-point orbits and
orbits generated by multiple independent points, the strengthening of assumptions is to ensure the iterates

decorrelate fast enough to behave like an independent sequence after a relatively small number of iterations.

This theorem is applicable to the a range of systems, for example,
Example 1.5 (k-doubling maps). f:[0,1] — [0,1], f(z) = kz (mod 1) for k =2,3,..., and u = Leb.

Example 1.6 (Piecewise affine interval maps). Let {ax}r be a monotonic sequence with a1 = 1 and
limg ax, = 0. Then f: [0,1] — [0, 1] with
1
Fliansran) = ar—arn (x — ars1)

satisfies the assumptions above.

Example 1.7 (Gauss Map). Define the Gauss map G : [0,1] — [0, 1] by

(mod 1) =z € (0,1]
G(z) =

S 8=

r=0

It is a full-branched map. Let pue be the Gauss measure, it is the Gibbs measure for the potential —log DF

with density 446 = ) Tes3 then Mheorem T2l holds for (G, pc).

Example 1.8 (An induced map). Let F be the first return function to [0, 1) of a Manneville-Pomeau map
f:10,1] = [0,1]:

z(14+2%2") =z € [O7 %)

1
20 — 1 -1
x :EG[T}

for a € (0,1). There exists ur a Gibbs measure with respect to the potential —log DF (see |[LSV99] or [HNT12,

f(z) =

§13.2])and is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.



2 Preliminaries for [Theorem 1.1]

We consider the one-sided symbolic dynamics. Let Z be an at most countably infinite alphabet, A a N x N

transition matrix of 0, 1 entries and
Sa={z=(wo,x1,22,...) i €L, Ap; 2, =1}

be the symbolic space. It is equipped with a metric d(-,-) = dg(,-), for some 6 € (0, 1), and
dz,y) =6*"Y, zAy:=min{j>0:z; #y;}.

Without loss of generality, we may always assume @ = e~'. The shift space in question is denoted by (X4,0,d),
where the left shift map o

U:EA%ZA, (xo,xl,...)r—>(x1,x2,...).

When Z is finite the space (X4,d) is compact. A measure p is o-invariant if for all measurable £ C ¥4

W(E) = p(o E).

In dynamical systems literature, (X4, o) is often referred to as a topological Markov chain.

2.1 General Definitions and Lemmas

First, we need the most basic notion of open sets in the symbolic space.
Definition 2.1 (Cylinders). A k-cylinder in X 4 is a subset set of the form
[xo,Z1,. .., Th_1] = {ge Ya:iyi=w;,Vi=0,1,...,k—1}.

The set of all k-cylinders is denoted as Cx. For any z € X4, let Ck(z) be the k-cylinder containing z, i.e.
Ck(z) = [zo,x1,...,Tk—1]. Cylinders are generating in the sense that any subset in ¥4 can be represented by

a countable union of cylinders. Also, cylinders are also the open balls defined by the symbolic metric d.

Definition 2.2 (Rényi entropy). For each n € N, ¢ > 0, define the quantities

Zalt) = > w(C)'",

celn
The Rényi entropy (with respect to the natural partition given by the alphabet Z) of the system is given by

Hy(p) = lim M, (2.2)

n—-+oo —n

whenever this limit exists, and the generalised Rényi entropy function is

Ry (t) = lim inf 20822 ().

n—+oco  —itn

In the information theory context, this entropy is also called collision entropy for Bernoulli systems, as it reflects
the probability of two i.i.d. random variables coinciding i.e. Ho = —log>", p7 = —log P(X =Y).

Rényi entropy does not always exist, especially when the alphabet is not finite. For the finite alphabet case,
Haydn and Vaienti proved in [HV 10, Theorem 1] that R, (¢) converges uniformly on compact subsets of R* for all
weakly 1-mixing invariant measures, in particular, if p is a Gibbs measure, Ha(pt) = Ry (1) = 2Piop() — Piop(26)
where P;,p, is the topological pressure. For infinite alphabet Markov chains, Rényi entropy is obtained in
|GGL11].



Definition 2.3. The system is said to be ¥-mizing, if there is some monotone decreasing function ¥(-) : N —
[0, 00) such that for all n, k, all E € Cy, and all F € C*, where C* = U;io Cj,

wWENo " FF)
n(E)u(F)

A measure is called quasi-Bernoulli if there is some constant B > 1 such that for any finite words i, j€é C*

— 1 < (k). (2:3)

p([i3]) < Bu([i])p([i])-
Automatically, ¥-mixing entails the quasi-Bernoulli property.

Lemma 2.4. If the probability measure p is 1-mizing with ¥(-) summable, there exists constant p € (0,1) such
that p(C) < p™ for all C € Cp, and all n.

The proof is given for finite alphabet case in |GS97] which remains valid for countable alphabet case.

Notation 2.5. For two sequences {a}r, {bx }x, the following notation is inherited from |[CGR0Y, Def 2.9].

Ak

Say aj = by, if log ar — log by, is bounded, or equivalently the ratio o

+00.
Say ar = by if there is {ci }r such that ax < ¢ for all k, and by = cx.

is uniformly bounded away from 0 and

Both relations are transitive.

Notation 2.6. The following notation is also used.

(1) For each w € N and any finite word (zo, z1,...,Zk—1) of length k > 2, the notation (zo,z1,...,zr)" means
the word is repeated w-times whenever it is allowed.

(2) For any z € X, denote the k-word starting from position m by ¥, = (€m, Tmi1,. .., Tmik—1)-

(3) The indicator function of a set E is denoted by 1g.

(4) The expectation and variance of a random variable X are denoted respectively by E[X] and Var[X].

(5) The cardinality of a set E is denoted by #E.

2.2 Thermodynamic Formalism for Gibbs Measures

In [CGROY] the authors considered the substring matching problem for a single point in a Markov subshift
system, the relevant measure p is Gibbsian with respect to a locally Holder potential. In this section, we will
provide conditions and lemmas which enable us to include certain types of countable Markov subshifts. The

majority of references for this section can be found in [Sar99] and |Sar03].

Definition 2.7. A potential ¢ : ¥4 — R is called locally Hélder if there exists My > 0, ¢ € (0,1) such that for
all k> 1, vary(¢) < My¢* where

varg(¢) = sup{‘qﬁ(g) - ¢(£)| fx =y, Vi< k— 1} .

Definition 2.8. The system (X4, 0) is topologically mizing if for all a,b € Z, there is ng € N such that for all
n > no,

[a] "o ™" [b] # 0.
The system has big image and preimage property, if there is a finite subset S C Z such that for any a € Z, there
are b1, bz € S such that [b1 abs] # (. This condition is trivially satisfied for all subshifts of finite type.



Definition 2.9. Given a potential ¢ on ¥ 4, a o-invariant measure p is said to be Gibbs if there are constants

¢y >0, P € R such that for each m € N,

-1 #(Crm(z))
o = exp (—mP + Smo(z)) =,

(2.4)

where Spo(z) = Z;igl (UZE)-

Definition 2.10. Let ¢ be a locally Holder potential, the partition functions with respect to ¢ are defined by

Pa(¢,a) = Y @@ (2.5)

To=a

for each a € Z, and the Gurevich pressure Pga(¢):

Pa(¢) == lim < log Pa(é, a). (2.6)

n—oo M,

For topologically mixing countable subshifts, Pg(¢) exists and is independent of the symbol a € Z (|Sar99,
Theorem 1]).

The existence of Gibbs measure for a countable topological Markov subshift is characterised by the following

theorem:

Theorem 2.11. [Sar03, Theorem 1],[Sar99, Theorem 8] Let ¢ be a locally Holder potential, (Xa,0,T) topolog-
ically mizing , then ¢ has an invariant Gibbs measure u if and only if the system satisfies the big image and
preimage property and Pg($) < oo. In particular, let Ly be the Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius operator associated
with ¢,

Lof(x) =Y " f(y),

oy=z
then A = €7@ is the eigenvalue of L4 and the eigenfunction h is uniformly bounded from 0 and oo, also

Pc(¢) = P for P in ([24).

Remark 2.12. It is shown by [Sar99, Theorem 3, Theorem 8] that the Gibbs measure given in Theorem [2.17]

is the unique equilibrium state which realises the equality below

Pg (o) :=sup {hl, + /qﬁdu : v is o invariant and /qﬁdu > —oo} .
We will need the following lemmas for the proof of Theorem [l

Lemma 2.13. For subshifts of finite type or countable shifts satisfying the assumptions of [Theorem 2.11), if i
is the (unique) Gibbs measure with respect to a locally Hélder potential ¢, it has exponential rate p-mixing for

cylinders.

Proof. For T finite, one can verify exponential decay of 1 with [BRO&, Proposition 1.14].

For countable Z, because the corresponding Gibbs measures for two comohologous Hoélder potentials coincide,
without loss of generality, one can assume L£41 = 1, which implies Pg(¢) = 0 and the conformal measure v
identifies with the Gibbs measure ;1 on cylinders.

Firstly, by locally Holder property of ¢, there is M7 > 0 such that

eSn¢>(£)75‘n¢>(g) -1 < Mld(g, Q) (2.7)



whenever there is a € Z such that z,y € [a]
Also, as the invariant density is uniformly bounded from 0 and +o0, there is M2 > 0 such that for each n-cylinder
C € Cn,

My e < u(C) < Mae®?. (2.8)

Now define the norm for real-valued function f acting on X4,
£l := Ifllec + Ds f,
where 8 is the o—algebra generated by {o[a] : a € Z} and

._ @) = f@)l

The operator L4 : Lip1,s — L where the spaces are defined by Lip1 g := {f : Xa = R : ||f|l1, Dsf < oo} and
L:={f:3a—>R:|f|l < oo}
Consider E = [eo, e1,...,en—1] € Cn and F € C*, as Ly = p,

‘M(Eﬂa_("+k)F)—u(E)u(F)‘ = /]lE-]lF oa”+kdu—/]lEdu/]leu’

I

< u(F) Hﬁ'é(ﬁgh)*/ﬁﬁh du‘

I

| sum|estae- [ 1ra

L
It is a standard fact (see for example |[ADQ7, Theorem 1.6] or [Sar99, Theorem 5]) that there are Ky > 0 and
k € (0,1) such that

|etesne - [estean] < monicinel.
L

Claim. |L31E|L < Mzu(E) for some Mz > 0.

Proof of claim. 1t is easy to see for each E € C, and z € X 4, there is (at most) only one z € F = [eg, €1, ..., €n—1]
such that "z = z, i.e.
= (60,.“76n_1,$0,$1,...)7

hence by (Z3))
Li1p(z) = Z 6S"¢(£)1E(g) — Sné@) < Myu(E),

o"gzg
and for z,y € [b] € 8, by 1)
|L316(z) — L31E(y)| < > S |Sn¢D=SndW)=1| < V(B Mid(z, y),
z,wE[eq,...,en_1,b]

o"z=z,0"w=y
this gives L1 < w(E)Mq M. and the claim is proved with Ms = Ma(1 + My). O
The proof of lemma follows from the claim. O

Now we will show that for countable topological Markov shifts, Rényi entropy of the Gibbs measure p exists
and is given by a formula involving the pressure function. The analogous statement for subshift of finite types

is mentioned in [HV10] and is easy to verify.



Lemma 2.14. Under the assumptions of (LTheorem 2.11, for p the unique Gibbs measure with respect to ¢, the
Rényi entropy Ha(u) exists and is given by

Hy(p) = lim log Zn (1)

n——+oo —n

= 2Pc(¢) — Pa(29).
Proof. Firstly, Hz is clearly non-negative. By (2.4), for By := -, -, vari(¢),

Znin()= 3 O <y D7 exp(Snend(@) = (n+k)Pa) < che®™ Zn(1) Z1(1),
CeChpyik CeChpyk

1 Z 1 . . .
Og_—z() exists, in particular, every subsequence converges

so —log Z,, (1) is almost subadditive, and the limit

to the same limit. Suppose z is a periodic point with period k, then for all n,

CeCpy

Jim inf —2108 % *+ 2(Sne(2) = nkP6) _ ;¢ log Zn(1). )

n— oo nk n— 00 n

Since Snrd(z) = nSkp(z) and both Pg and Sk¢(x)/k are finite, we get lim sup,, w < 0.
Combining the BIP property and locally Holder property with [Sar99, Lemma 4] one can show that

lim sup % log Z exp <51elg 2Sn¢(§)> < Pg(2¢)

n—roo cec,

which implies

1 1 _
lim sup — log E w(C)? < limsup ~cje 2nPc(9) E exp | sup 2Sn¢é(z) | < Pa(2¢) — 2Pc(9).
n—oo TN Cec n—oo T Cecy, zeC

Also for each C € C,, there is at most one z € C such that c"z = z, thus

Z H(C)Q 26;16—%&;(@ Z exp <sup 25”((25(2)))
cecy cec, 2€C
chle—QnPG(@ Z exp (25n¢(£)) _ C;le_QnPG(¢)Pn (2¢7 a)7
o"z=z€C
CeCp, CClal
which implies
limi 1 2
im inf — log Z w(C)” > Pa(2¢) — 2Pc(¢).
n—oo M
ceCn
Then putting the inequalities for lim sup and lim inf together,
lo 0)?
Hy— tim 282cec O _op 0 piag). O

n—+4oco —n

Remark 2.15. It is also easy to see that Ha(u) < 2h, for all invariant probability measure v: for all z and all

n €N,
log Zn (1) < 2log v(Cr(z))

—-n —-n

By the Shannon-McMillan-Breiman Theorem, the left hand side converges to 2h, for almost every z, therefore

lim sup,, 28 Zn) < hy. So the Rényi entropy is finite whenever the measure-theoretic entropy of v is finite.
. Y Yy Yy

Hy

For simplicity, denote a = 2. The following lemma is crucial for approximating the values of Z,(t).



Lemma 2.16. For countable Markov shifts satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 211}, for u the invariant
Gibbs measure, we have o > 0 and
Z(1) = Y u(C)? me e,
cecy,

and for each t > 2,
Zp(t—1) = Z w(C)' < et

cecy,

Proof. Let b, := maxcec, #(C), then by Lemma 241 Y. u(C)? < by, 3" u(C) < p™, hence

liminf 1282 ) S e 21080 o 002

—log b,
The approximation formulae are from [CGR09, Lemma 2.13]. They were originally proved for finite alphabets
and the proof remains valid if one combines with [HV10, Theorem 1 (IV)] which holds whenever the relevant

measure admits exponential decay of cylinder measures. O

3 Proof of [Theorem 1.1

We will use dynamical Borel-Cantelli argument to show separately:

. M, (z) 2

lim sup ——= < — 3.1.1

n—>+o£) ogn ~— H» ( )
and

lim inf (@) 5 2 (3.1.2)

n—+oo logn 2

for p-almost every z € ¥ 4. Together they give

iy Ma(@) _ 2
n—oo logn H>
3.1 Upper Bound (B.1.1)
Proof. Set
Tn = (logn + loglogn) .

As My, (z) = rp, implies the return time of some iterate of z under o to some rn-cylinder is strictly less than n,
we need to approximate the size of short return sets in the system in order to apply Borel-Cantelli Lemmas to
obtain almost everywhere statements. Hence, as in [HV10] and |[CGR09], we intend to solve this by considering

different cases of overlapping between r,-substrings in z.

Overlapping Analysis

Let r, be given; if 7, is not an integer, we simply take the closest integer since when n — 400, 7, — 400 it

will not make any difference in terms of limiting behaviours. Let us define the following auxiliary sets.
Sk(rn) = {g EX4 otz e Crn(g)}.

In other words, it is the set of points whose return time of z to the r,-cylinder containing itself is k, and

n—1n—i—1
U ({g : 3i, k such that d(o'z, 0" Fz) < eir"}) <u <U U Uﬁ%(m)) . (3.2)

i=0 k=1



In order to obtain good estimates of 11(Sk(rn)), we consider three separate cases according to the range of k.
Let

n—1|rn/2]

Yo=0(n):=p U U o Sk (1)

i=0 k=1
Similarly, set
n—1 Tn )
S1:=p U U o " Sk(ra) |,
i=0 k=|rn/2]+1
and

22 = <U U O’ZSk(Tn)> .

i=0 k=r,+1

Moreover,
p({Myn > rn}) < p(Mn > 1rn) < 3o + X1 + Xo. (3.2)
Y¥p: return time 1 < k < |r,/2]

Let wr = |52 ] and 0 < v, < k so that rn, = kwi, + & Then if z € U_iS’k(rn)7 x; =z if j =1 (mod k) for all
4, 1 € [i,3 +rn + k — 1], therefore o’z has the following form:

i k ok k +1 .
Ulgz (xi7xi+k7"'7xi+kwk7xz~)ﬁkwk+l7“‘) = (($i74“7xi+k71)wk 7xzikwk+174..)7
that is, a k-word (zi,. .., Zi+k—1) will be repeated fully for wy + 1 times, followed by a truncated ~x-word with

the same initial symbols. Also, for each k < |r,/2], there is at least one £ = £ € [[rn/4], [rn/2]] such that £ is
a multiple of k, meaning that z € UﬁiSk(rn) Co 'S, (rn) where the £ word is fully repeated we, +1 <5 times,
i.e. we may interpret o'z as

0’1(@) = ((xi7xi+1 c.. ,ngk,l)“"k“ 7x?k7 S ) .

Therefore for each k < |r,/2], by the quasi-Bernoulli property,

i(fz: o™ e € G (o' n)}) = u(Sk(ra)) < i(Se, () < B® 7 u(Co*a o™ < B Zy, (wr,),
Cy,, €C,

where p is a given by Lemma[Z4] As rn < lrwe, < 7Tn + 1, e~ %%k < g7 by definition of 7y,

_ 1
Zy (wi) 2 e” " < exp (—logn —loglogn) < g’

For each i <n —1and 1 < k < |r,/2], we can omit o~ "Sy(r,) if 2k < n —i — 1 to avoid overcounting the
redundant terms because o 'S} (rn) C 07" Sox, (rn), hence for Xy we only need to consider points z such that oiz
has short return time and i > n — rn. As ry, is in the scale of log n, we may choose n large such that r, < n'/?
so that by Lemma [2.16]
lrn/2]
So < B® Y kZy (we,) X Brpe " <

k=1

B%2 < 1 .
nlogn — logn

(3.3)

¥1: return time |r,/2|+1<k<m,

In this case, z € 0 Sk(ry) implies x; = z; if j = [ (mod k) for all j,I € [i,4 4+ rn + k — 1], hence o’z has the

form

i rn—k 2k—rn rn—k 2k—rn rn—k _ rn—k 2k—rn Tn—k 2k—rn rn—k
o z= (-’Ez v Litrp, ko Litk sLitr, »Litok ) = (xz Y Lidp, —kr Lg Y Lidp, —k> Lg )

10



that is, the (r, — k) word starting from z; is repeated three times, separated by two identical (2k — ry,) words.

Hence by Lemma 216 and the quasi-Bernoulli property, the following upper bound for (o ~*Sk(r,)) holds:

plo™"Su(r)) = (Si(r) < B 37 (@) (D) = B Zp,-1(2)Zate—r, (1),

CeCr, —k
DeCog—r,,
As a >0,
S1<B® Y (= k) Ze k(D 2ok, (1) 2B D (n— k)e T2
k=|rn/2]+1 k=|rn/2]+1
=B* Z (n—k)e *m™h < Bbe 3mme Z (n—k) =< rane” 3970
k=|rn/2]+1 k=|rn/2]+1
nra n'’?n 1

< < < , 3.4
~(nlogn)3/2 — (nlogn)3/2 ~ logn (34)

Yot return time r, +1 <k <n-—i—1

In this case, k —rxy > 1 and z € 0~ *Sk(r») implies x;™, the rp-word starting from position ¢ of z, is repeated

from the ¢ 4+ k entry without any overlapping with itself, i.e.
i rn k—rn _Tn _ Tn k—rn _Tn
o'x = (xz s T 7xi+k,...) = (ml Ty T ,)
then by the t-mixing condition,

(o Sern)) S (L4 9lk—ra)) D w0 = A +(k = 1) Zr (1).

CECTn,
therefore » »
S < Y (= R)u(Sk(ra)) < D (n—= k) A+ ¢k —14)) Zr, (1)
k=rnp+1 k=r,+1

Given that (1 + v(k)) is monotonically decreasing in k,

Sa e T (0 K1+ Gk —ra)) < (L4 () 3 (n— k)
k=r,+1 k=r,+1

(logn)2 — logn

Then, combining (327)-(33H), there is some constant K1 > 0 independent of n such that

p({My > rn}) < Ka

logn’

Using the technique in the proof of [BLR19, Theorem 5], picking a subsequence ny = e”“z]7 then for all k large
enough,

1
N({Mnk > T”k}) < Klﬁv

then by Borel-Cantelli Lemma, for p-almost every € ¥4,
Mnk (g) S Tnk

which implies for all k large enough,

My, (z) < 1 14 log log ny,
logny ~— a—c¢ lognk )~

11



Now taking the limsup of the inequality above, and since M, (z) is non-decreasing in n for all z, for each n,

there is a unique k such that ny < n < ng41 with

log ng, . My, (z) < Mn(&) < M"k'+1 (z) . log ng41

3.6
logng+1  logney — logn — lognkt+: logng ’ (3.6)
the following inequality holds for all € > 0 small,
n . M,
lim sup Mn(z) = limsup L(x_) < !
n—+too lOgm n—otoo 108N & —¢€
since
lim Lg Bktl _ 1, and lim Lg log =0
k—+oo logny k—+oo  logng
Then (IJ) is proved by letting e — 0 O

3.2 Lower bound (3.1.2)

Proof. We apply a similar second-moment analysis as in the proof of [CGR09, Theorem 4.1]. Let

Tn = %ﬂ (logn + Bloglogn)

for some uniform constant 8 < 0 to be determined later. Since ‘¥z € C,., (¢'z) if and only if £ € 07 Sk (r4),

then we can define the random variable S,,:

n—2rp—1n—i—1 n—2rp—1n—i—1
k
Sn(ﬁ) = Z Z (o z) 1+ Q) = Z Z ]la*iSk(rn)(QL (37)
=0 k=2ry, =0 k=27,

which counts the number of times that x is belongs to some o~ 'Si(rs). As M,(z) < 7, implies for all
0<i<n-1,1<k<n—i—-1,z¢ o 'Sk(r.), and in particular not in the c~*S(r,,) sets with k > 2r,,
therefore

{Mn(z) <rn} C {Sn(z) =0}
and by Paley-Zygmund’s inequality [PZ32],

({(Ma(@) < 7a}) < p({Sn(z) = 0}) < Vgg‘g;] < VE[S[S]] (3.8)

By definition of ¢~ ¢Sk (ry,) with k > 2r,, this set corresponds to the set of points in which an 7,-word repeats

itself at least once with at least an r, gap, therefore we have the following lower bound using the ¥-mixing

property,
M ({Crn (o'z) = Cy, (UHkg)}) =u (O'_iSk(Tn)) = Z wCnokC)
cec,,
>(1=t(k—ra)) Y w(C)? > (1 =(rn))Zr, (1),
cecr,
therefore
BISa] > 5(1 = 9(r)(n — 2)*Zr, (1), (3.9)

Next, we need to consider

n—2rp—1ln—i—1n—

ESi= Y. > Z (07 Sk(rn) NS, (rn)). (3.10)

1,J=0 k=2r, [=2r,

Define the index set

Fi={(i,j,k, ) eN*:0<i,j<n—2ry—1,2r, <k<n—i—12r, <I<n—j—1},

12



then
ES: = Y. (o Sk(ra) N Si(ra)), (3.10")

(i.3,k,1)EF

and the cardinality of F satisfies

Define the counting function by

0:F — N7 0(27.77 k7l) = Z ]l(a—Tn,a+rn,)(b)7
a€{ii+k}
be{j,i+1}

i.e. it counts the occurrences that two indices in {3, j,7 + k, j + [} are rn-close to each other; § > 0 translates to
overlapping between some 7, words, e.g. |i — j| < r, implies the r, word z;" overlaps with the 7, word z7",
and both r,-strings are repeated later.

By our definition of S,, for each quadruple (i, j, k, 1), necessarily k,! > 2r,, which implies
0(i, 4,k 1) <2, V(i,j, k1) € F,

which allows us to split (3107 again into 3 components,
E[SEL] = <Z + Z + Z) I (O’iiSk(rn) N ijSl(Tn)) )
Fy, Py P

where F, = {(i, j, k,1) € F : 0(i, j, k, 1) = t}.
Clearly,
BFy < #F < i(n — o)

For each (i, 7, k,1) € F1, if we fix any three indices, for example, if i, j, k are fixed, j + can be r,-close to either
i or i + k as it is automatically 2r,- apart from j, hence there are at most 4r,, choices for the remaining index

[. Hence
#Fy < 2rp(n — 2r,)%,

and similarly if we fix any two of 4,7, k,1 in Fb, there are at most 2r2 choices for the remaining two indices,
therefore

#F> < 2ro(n —2rn).
Contributions of indices in Fj:

We will consider the sum over indices in Fy first. Since (i, j, k,1) € Fy implies no overlapping, z € 6~ "Sk (1) N
o798i(r,) implies z[™ = z;7, and @7 =z}, while the symbols in these two 7,-strings are independent, e.g.

when i + k < j, z has the following form:
o'r = (T B it s i1y - - o) = ()
Hence by 1-mixing property
wo ™ Sklrn) N7 Su(rn)) < (L+9(vijr1)) Zr, (1), (3.11)
where

Yijkl :min{|a—b| —7Tn:a,bée {Z7J7Z+k7‘7+l}}

13



Let Fj) C Fpy be defined as
Fo = {(i,5,k,1) € Fo : Yijra > Tn}s
and F{' := Fy \ F}. Notice also that #(F}) < 2rn(n — 2r,)3.
Define the notation for any G C F,
E[S?|G] == Z w (O'_iSk(Tn) N U_jSl(rn)) .
i,k lEG

Then, using (311,

EIS2R) = > w07 Sk NoTSir) < (n = 2r)* (1 + 9(9)) 20, (1%,

i,5,k 1€ F}

By Lemma 2ZT3 ¢ (ry) < rot for all n large enough, then

(L+(ra)® = 1= (ra)® < (L +1(rn))’ = (1= (1))

=29(rn) (2+ 2¢(rn)> + 1 = 9(ra)?) <2, (34 777) <8yt < 1o;n (3.12)
using (39) with (I2), as #(Fg) < (n — 2r,)*, for some constant K> > 0.
B[S FS) — ESa]® _ (n—2ra)"Zr, (1) (L4 $(rn))° = (1 — ¢(rn))?)
E[S,]? - (n = 2r)*(1 = ¢ (rn))? Zr, (1)2
(+(ra))* = (1= 9(rn))’? 1
A ) (349

And for the sum over Fy, the term 1+t (i) in (3IT)) is uniformly bounded above by 141(0), and 1—1(r,) > 1

for all n sufficiently large, therefore

E[S2FY)  ra(n—2r)*(1+ (00 Zr, (1> | 7
EiS.? (1= 90’ (n—2r) 72, (17— n—2r,

hence for some K3 > 0 and all n sufficiently large,

E[S|Fy] 1
< K3
E[S,]? — “logn

(3.14)

Contributions of indices in Fi:

Next, for (4,7, k,1) € F1, without loss of generality, suppose only |[i — j| =7 < rn, i < jand i+ k < j 4+ . The
other cases are treated exactly the same since the order of the r,-strings does not have any effects on estimations

of the upper bounds for pu(o ™Sk (rs) N oS (rn)).

An z € 07'Si(rn) N7 8;(rn) means Tirr = Tj, Titrtl = Titly .., Titr, = Titr, 50 o'z has the followin
L + Jo +r+ Jj+1, ) +rn J+rs £
form:

7 Tp—T T T T i Tn—"T ™ ™ Tp—T Tpn—T T

agz(azi" 733j"7u-7%"744-7%"7444)Z(xnwjn s s Tin Ty, LT ,ijrrn,.“)

then using the quasi-Bernoulli property and Lemma 2.6l for B > 1 the relevant quasi-Bernoulli constant,

plo ™' Sk(ra) No 7 Si(rn)) < B Y p(A)u(B)*u(C)* = C°Z,(1)* Zr, 1 (2)

A,BEC,
cec,,

j B106—4arn,6—3a(rn—r) S B106—3arn,4

Recall that r, = aig (logn + Bloglogn) and

*ﬁ __a __aB
e = (n(logn)’g) T = pT o (logn) ate

14



hence for all n large enough such that
T <1 3.15
(n—2r,) =’ (3.15)

by B33) and BI5) above, as 8 < 0,

]E[STQL|F1] < 27‘n(n — 21"n)3B106—30w‘n
BIS.2 — (n— 2rn) (1 — ()22, (1)2

—3arny 1

N rne logn + Bloglogn
T (n—2rp)edorn T ate (n—2r)eam

logn (logn)' P et nate

T (n—2rp)e n—2ry

< (log n)(H’e(l_ﬁs)).

For all 0 < € < « such that 1 — ais > %, one can choose

/8:_47

hence

E
1 1-— < -1
+5< a+8)_

which is sufficient to conclude that for some constant K4,

E[S2|F1] 1
ES.2 — ‘logn’

(3.16)

Contributions of indices in F5:

Finally for indices in Fb, it is enough to know that for any z € o~ ¢Sy (rn) N o779, (rn) there is some 7,-word

repeated twice, so we can bound the measure of 0~ *Sk (1) N o7 8;(ry) for each (4,7, k,1) € F» by

B* Z uw(C)? ~ Ble 2, by Lemma 216
cec,,

Then for 8 = —4 and all n verifying (3.13), as (1 — ¥ (7)) is uniformly bounded from below, by (39,

E[S2|Fs] . 2r2(n—2r,)°Ble
E[S.2 ~ (n—2r,) 1 — ¢(rn))2etom
2 2c

a+te o
i s logm)* 2

~
(n—rn)2e=20™m = (n—2r,

< (logn)*PFPO=E52) < (logn) 2,

and it follows that for some constant K5 > 0,

E[S?|F2] 1

E[S.J7 = 7 (logn)?’
Then, combining () @I0)) @I3)-BI7), there is some constant K¢ > 0 such that

(3.17)

My, n}) < K )
p({Mn <rn}) < “Togn

hence we can repeat the trick of picking a subsequence ny = [ekz], and apply Borel-Cantelli Lemma to the sum
Y oney W{Mn, < Tn,}) < 400, which means for all k large enough,

My, (z) S 1 1 4 log log
logny ~— a+e log ng,

15



then taking the liminf on both sides and apply the arguments which validate ([B.6]),

liminfM"—(g) = liminfML(z) > L,
n—+oo logmn n—+oo logny a+e
then ([BI.2]) is verified by letting € — 0. |

4 Gibbs-Markov interval maps.

This section is inspired by |[BLR19Y], [GRS22] and [HNT12], and we will prove an asymptotic behaviour for
my () for p-almost every x, where the dynamics are interval maps with a Gibbs-Markov structure. Let us first

define the measure theoretic dimension object.

Definition 4.1. Suppose T': X — X is a measurable map with respect on the probability space (X, u). Define

the upper and lower correlation dimension of u by

D, (1) = lim int 8L #B @ 1) dulz)
r—0 log r
D =1
=) H:lj(])lp logr
respectively, and simply write D2(u) when the two limits coincide.

)

Clearly, D2(m) = 1 for m the Lebesgue measure.

Definition 4.2. Say the metric space (X,d) satisfies the bounded local complexity condition if there exists
Co € N such that for each r > 0, there is k(r) < oo, and {27, x3,..., 2y} C X such that

k(r)
X C U B(zp, 1)
p=1

and each z € X belongs to at most Co elements of {B(zj, 27’)}1;(:%
Any compact subset of R has bounded local complexity: compact implies totally bounded which gives k(r) < co

for all 7 and Co can be chosen to be 4 because one can choose an r-net such that d(z;,z}) > r for i # j €
{1,...,k(r)}.
Definition 4.3. (Piecewise expanding interval map) Let X be a closed interval in R, 7 : X — X is a

piecewise expanding interval map if there is a (at most) countable partition P = {I1, Is,...} for T such that

T is differentiable on each I and there is a uniform constant v > 0 such that |DT7, | > 7. An n-cylinder

[x0,21,...,Tn—1] with respect to the partition P is given by
n—1
[l’o7 Tly.-- 7xn_1] = m T_lPxiA
i=0

Then a point z € X has a symbolic representation x = (zo,z1,...) if z € (0,7 "Ps,. Denote P, :=
ViZg TP
We require the following conditions on the probability preserving system (7', u).

e Say T : X — X has exponential decay of correlation for BV against L' observables, where BY := {¢ €
L'(m) : ¢ has bounded variation.}, if there is 8 : N — R with 3(n) = C1e™ '™ for some C1, ¢1 > 0, and
forall f,g: X - R, feBV and g€ L',

\/ﬂgoT"du—/fdu/gdu] < 17lsv gl B(n)

where the norm || f||sy := || f|l1 + TV (f), and TV (f) stands for the total variation of f. In particular, if

f is an indicator function of some measurable A C X, || f|lsy =2 and ||f|l1 < 1.
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e T has bounded distortion, that is, there is Cyq > 0 such that for all z,y € I € Py,

1 DT" (x)
— < (g
Cva ~ DT(y) = ™

Definition 4.4. (Gibbs-Markov maps) The map T : X — X is said to be Gibbs-Markov if

e T'(P) is a union of elements in P and T'|p is injective for all P € P.

e Let ds be the symbolic metric as, ds(z,y) = e~ 2 Y, The map log g|p is Lipschitz with respect to ds for

each P € P, where g = %.

e When the partition does in fact contains infinitely many continuous components, we assume there is do
such that |T"(I)| > 6o for all I € Py, for all n > 1. Otherwise, do is a positive constant such that |[I| > do
for all I € P. This is also known as the big image property.

Remark 4.5. For a Gibbs-Markov map defined above one can check that there is a measure p verifying the
inequality for n-cylinders as (Z:4)) holds for 7', and because the system is conjugate to a topological Markov shift
satisfying the conditions of [Theorem 2.11] the invariant density h = du/dm is bounded from 0 and +oo.

Definition 4.6. The repeller A of T is defined as the following:

A::{mGI:Tk(x)G UPforallk>O}.

PeP

Before the proof our quantitative result for limiting behaviour of m.,, following the convention in |[GRS22],
define the following quantities,
a(n) = (logn)?
ms (r):== min d (Tix,zj) ,

0<i<j<n
li—jl<a(n)

m;, (z):= min d (Tix,zj) ,
0<i<j<n
li—j|>a(n)

m; (z):= min d (Tlx,TJx) ,
0<i<n/3
2n/3<j<n

Then, [Theorem 1.2 can be rephrased as the following.

Theorem 4.7. Let T : X — X be a piecewise expanding map as Definition [{.3 with a Gibbs-Markov structure
defined in Definition[{.4}, and p its invariant Gibbs measure admitting exponential decay of correlations for BY

against L' observables, then one has

1 - 2
limsupw < =. (4.1.1)
n—o0o - 10g n QQ
If u is absolutely continuous to Lebesgue measure m, D, = Dy = 1, and
. logms (z) 2
limsup —2n ) o = 41.2
n—>oop - IOgn ~ Do ( )

for p-almost every x € A. Then as mn(x) = min{ms,m; (z)},

lim sup log mn () < 2

= =2
n—-+oo _logn D2

17



Theorem 4.8. For all Gibbs measures p, for p-almost every x € A,

>
lin inf 108 M (%)

=. 4.2
n—oo —IOgTL D2 ( )

Since —logmy, > —logm;,,
for p-almost every x € A.

Then these two theorems together imply [Theorem 1.2] i.e. if i is absolutely continuous to the Lebesgue measure
m7

log mn ()

lim =2

n—o0 10g§7l

p-almost every x.

Remark 4.9. The proof of ([£IT) uses ideas from the proof of [GRS22, Proposition 1.10], whereas the proof
of [AI2) requires estimating the measures of sets of short return points. Along the proof one will see also that
(@1J) and (@2) hold for all Gibbs invariant measures with exponential decay of correlations and Da(u) > 0.
For Gibbs acip u, the correlation dimension is well defined in the sense that Da2(u) = D,(u) = 1, because the
invariant density with respect to Lebesgue measure m is uniformly bounded hence D2 (u) = D2(m).

The following lemmas are analogous to |GRS22, Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2], which can be proved by replacing

their p;’") functions with indicator functions.

Lemma 4.10. Forallz,y € X, let 1, , := ]].B(z;’g,,«), if X has bounded local complexity defined in Definition[{.2,

k(r)
Lpen(®) <Y Lpr(@)Lpr(y) < Colpa,an ()
p=1

Lemma 4.11. The following equations hold.

log ZI;(:? (f ]lp’rd”)Q

lim su =D
'r~>0p IOgT 2(:”‘) (4 3 1)
. 9 .3.
it B U L)
r—0 logr = 22l

which means for any € > 0, there is ro > 0 such that for all 0 <1 < 79,

_ k(r) 2
rPere <y </ 1, du) < rB2e (4.3.2)
p=1

Also, for simplicity, the following definition is introduced.

Definition 4.12. A term is said to be admissible, which is a notion introduced by the authors of [GRS22], if
it has the form 7~*g(n), for some k > 0 and a function g which decays in n faster than any polynomial of n,
hence for any k € N, by (£3.2]) and choosing the scale of r as in (4] below we can bound any admissible error
by O(n=F) for all n large.

Now we can prove (L1.1]).
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Upper Bound

Proof of (A11). Let e,7 > 0 be given, in particular, r should be small enough that it verifies (£3.2)). Define
the random variable S, ,
Sy (x) = Z Lo (T'2)1, (T 2).

0<i<j<n
li—j|>a(n)

By Lemma 10, {m;, (z) < r} C {S;; > 1}. Therefore, by Markov’s inequality and decay of correlation,

e S@) > 1) <ES] = 3 Z/ YLy (T9) dp(z)

0<i<j<n p=1
j—i>a(n)

> <( / lp,rdu)2 +/3(oc(n))||11p,rllsv|ﬂpmh)

0<i<j<n p=1

j—i>a(n)

5 k(r)
< D T Y Y elsvlLeslhBaln) by @.3.2)
0<i<j<n 0<i<j<n p=1

k(r)
<n?rP27C 4 Cre” 1(logm)* 2Z2u (zp,2r))

2
< n?pP27c L 90, Cre o1 (oe ™) n2.

The last inequality follows from the definition of bounded local complexity

k(r) k(r)

ZN(B(meT /Z]lpr ) du(y /CO du(y
p=1

Then as e~ c1(leen)? decays faster than any polynomial of n, picking

242 242
a i(logn—&—loglogn)) <n D2-= (4.4)

r =171, = exp <—
Yoy —
for all n sufficiently large,

2 Dy— 2 —ci(l 2 -2 —c1 (L 2 _c
n2r227¢ 1 90, Cinecros ™) <n 4+ Cie c1(logn),,

The second term on the right is admissible by definition, meaning that there is some constant C3 > 0 such that

for all n large enough that n™° < loén:

Co

<r)< C1 < e
wim;, (z) <r) <E[S;] < Con *logn

Therefore, eventually for p-almost every z,

logm;,, () < 2+4¢ ) log log ny
—logny — D,—¢ log ny,

Although m;, is not monotonically increasing, for each n € [ns, ns11],

. ’ —_ . S _ >

log Moy (z) log 0Sz‘<nju<rilk+1 > —logm;, (x)
j—i>a(ng)

—logm,, (z) :=—log min < —logm, (z),

0<i<j<nyg
j—i>a(ngi1)
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and one can show that for p-almost every «, for all k large,

flogm;k(x)< 2+4¢ <1 loglognk>

log ny, ~ D,—c¢ log n,
and .
—logmy,, () < 2+¢ 1 log log ny,
log ny, ~D,—¢ logn, /)’
then the limit can be passed to the whole tail of m;,, and (@II) is proved. O

Remark 4.13. Note also that for |i — j| large, the measure of the sets {z : d (T"z,T’z) < r} scales like 7”2
which is similar to the behaviour of the sequence matching problem in the symbolic setting, and this matches
our intuition because D2 () is analogous to Hz in many ways.

To prove (£I2]), we are dealing with iterates of x which return to an r-neighborhood of itself within a(n) units
of time, that is, we need to approximate the measure of some short return sets as those Sy, (k) sets defined in
[section 371 for the symbolic case. But we cannot expect a similar upper bound for short returns as in (B.3)
or (B4]). This is because for symbolic structures, an r,-cylinder is itself an r, open ball with respect to the
symbolic metric, so analysing the returns is equivalent to analysing the repetition of letters in cylinders and one
does not need to consider the case that two iterates o'z, o?z are close to the boundaries of two open balls with
a common boundary but they belong to different cylinders.

For interval maps, although the Gibbs-Markov structure prescribes a natural partition hence a way to define
cylinders, metric balls and symbolic cylinders are different object so one need to take more caution and include
the case that two points belong to different cylinders U,V € P,, but they accumulate on a common boundary

of U,V with distance smaller than the contraction scale of n-cylinders.

The measures of the short return sets are approximated by the following lemma for absolutely continuous Gibbs

measures.
Lemma 4.14. [HNT12, Lemma 3.4] Define the sets
En(e)i={z e X:|z—T"z| <e}.

Then for T satisfying Gibbs-Markov property and the invariant Gibbs measure p absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure m with exponential decay of correlation for BV against L' observables, there is

some constant Cs such that for alln € N and € small enough,
1(En(©)) < Ce.

Proof. The original lemma states that m (£.(e)) = O(e), and since m is equivalent to u on A with du/dm

bounded away from 0 and 400, there is a uniform constant C, such that
Cir'm(A) < p(A) < Cum(A)

©w

for each measurable A, therefore there is some C3 > 0 such that

1 (Enle)) < Cse.
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Proof of [@&L2). Define the random variable S5 by

n—1a(n)A(n—i—1)

S5 (x) = > L ia,n (T ),
; k=1

where a A b = min{a, b}.
As {x: ]lB(Tixﬂ)(THkx) =1} C{z: T’z € E(r)} = T *Ek(r), using the Markov inequality and Lemma {14l
we obtain the following bound

n—1a(n)A(n—i—1)

WSE > ) <En[SF]<Y . Y wT 'E(r)) < na(n)Csr
=0 k=1

Pick r = 7y, as in ([@4), for all n large enough such that

e e 1
= (1 2 7= e < )
a(n) = (logn)? <n¥7, 0T < L

As the invariant density du/dm is uniformly bounded, D2 (p) = 1 < 2, one has

e 2 — 2+42e e C
p(x:ma(x) <) < Can'Torer < n7ToE Cyn Do < Cyn T < 2
logn
Therefore, by picking a subsequence ny = [e’“2], by Borel-Cantelli Lemma, we have that p{z : my, <
Tn,, for infinitely many k} = 0, for p-almost every z, for all k large enough,
<
M, (T) 2 Tny

and one can apply the arguments used to validate
eqrefineqn:3.1.1 to obtain ([{I.2]) for u-almost every z. |

Remark 4.15. The condition that w is an acip may be not sharp; if i is another Gibbs measure with exponential
decay of correlation and satisfying ji(Ex(€)) = O(e), then [Theorem 4.7] remains valid.

log myp (2)
—logn

a second-moment computation which exploits the following notion of mixing.

As in the symbolic case the proof for the lower bound of is slightly more complicated and also requires

Lemma 4.16. A Gibbs-Markov interval map (T, ) has exponential 4 — mixing, that is, for a < b < ¢ in N,
there are C1,cy > 0 such that for any fi, fo € BV, g1,92 € L™, such that

‘/fl-fgoTa-gloTb-ggoTcdu—/fl-gloTadu/fg-ggoTC_bdu SCie_Cll(b_a)A

The constant C| depends on the functions fi, f2, g1, g2-
In particular, for any given r > 0, 0 < p,q < k(r), fi = g1 = Lpr, fo = g2 = 1g,, the constant C] =
C1(f1, f2,91,92) does not depend on r.

Proof. Consider the transfer operator £ associated with the Holder potential ¢, that acts on the space of func-
tions of bounded variation of X, BY = BV(X),

L=L,:BV 5 BY, Lofx)= Y @ f(y).

Ty=x
Let v be the conformal measure of £ and h the invariant density, %’f = h. By the following well-known fact,
(see for example |Kel84, (3)]) for mixing Gibbs-Markov maps, there are Czy > 0, k € (0,1) such that for any

f € By,
Hyv—h/fm

< Cpv - £"| fllsv
BY
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for all f € BV, there is
/f1f2 oT" g1 oTbggoTcd,uf/flfg oTad,u/glgg oTCfbd,u‘
= /Lb*a(hf1 faoT")g1oT" g2 0 T " dy — /E“(hfl)fg du/hgl 0T gao T " " dv

= /([,b_a([,a(hfl)ﬁ) - h/[,a(hfl)fQ dy> g1 0T go o T+ dy

< ]c”—“<ca<hf1>fz> —h [ L) o

ll911loollg2[loc
1
<Oy - &1L (hfr) fall5v]|g1lloo g2, (%)

where the first equality holds by the invariance of u. As L*hf1 is of bounded variation because h is of bounded

variation, and the product of functions in )Y has bounded variation, the first part of the lemma is proved.
Now we deal with the case f1 = g1 = 1, fo = g2 = 14, and find a suitable upper bound for
I1£%h1p,r - ]lq,r”Bv = L% 2p.r - Lapll, + TV(L hIpr - Lq,r).

As L is a positive operator, by its duality, ||[L*h1pr - Lgrlt = [1pr - Lgr o T%dp = [1p,1gr 0o T%dp < 1.
Also, for any function u € BV,

lullee < inf_fue)| + TV () < inffu(e)|u(X) + ullsv < ull + sy,

then by Lasota-Yorke inequality for Gibbs Markov systems, there are x’ € (0,1) and Cgy, > 0 such that
1£h 1|8y < & |PLprll5y + CoyllhLprll < £ (14 2|[Alloo) + Cpy.

therefore, let Ciy = (14 2||h||oc) + Ciy,

TV(['ah]lpm : Lm) < ||£ah]lpm”ooTV(]lqm) + H]lquOOHLah]lpmHBV
S (H»Cah]lp,THBV + 1) -2 + 1- ||£ah]lp,r||BV S 3- Cgv + 27

which is a uniform constant that only depends on the operator £, and combining this with (&), one obtains
= C{(]lp,m Lo, Lp,r, Lg,r) = O(1). u

Lower Bound (4.2)

proof of @2). Let & > 0 small be given. Consider the quantity m;, and the random variable S;.”:

k(r)
m; (z) = 0<m<in/3 d (Tlaz,Tjaz) . SY(x) = Z Z Ly, (T ) 1p,r (T ).
S s

By Lemma [II0, m;, (x) > 4r implies for all pairs of 0 < < 2, 2% < j < n, if for some p, d(T"z,z}) < 2r, then
d(T?z,z};) > 2r hence S;” (z) = 0. By Paley-Zygmund inequality,

E[(S2)*] — E[S2]?

p(mn > 4r) < p(z: Sy (x) = 0) < E[S7 ]2

Using decay of correlation and invariance,

Bst@l= > X[ le,r(Tix)le,r(Tj:v)du(w)S(%)22«/ ﬂp,rdu(w))2i2ﬁ(n/3)> (1.6

0<i<n/3 p p
2n/3<j<n
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where @ = b=+ ¢ means a € [b— ¢, b+ ¢|. Consider

(87 (z ZZZHP, T )y (T72) g (T°x) 1, (T' ).

iJ st pg
As in the proof of symbolic case, we will split this sum in terms of the distance between the indices i, j, s, t.
Recall that
a(n) = (logn)?.

Let F be the collection of all possible quadruples of indices (4, j, s,t), and define the counting function

7: F —-NU {0}, ( 2,7, S, t Z ]l[a a(n), a+a(n)](b)

a€e{i,s}
be{j,t}

then 7 < 2 since ¢, j and s, t are at both at least % iterates apart, this allows us to split F' into Fy, := {(4,7,s,t) €
F:7=m} for m =0,1,2. Obviously, the following upper bounds hold for the cardinality of each F,,

n

#Fm < 20" (5). (4.7)

Recall the notation
2 i ) .
BUST) 1l = >, > / Ly (T°2) Ly (T72) g, (T°2) 1, (T') dpi(),
(4,5,5,t)EFm Pya

also for simplicity, let us denote

R, = / Lp,r dp = p(Bap, 2r)).

Contribution of indices in Fj:

For each (,],s,t) € Fo, without loss of generality, suppose i + a(n) < s and j + a(n) < t, as the alternative
cases can be treated equally by exchanging the roles of 4, s or j, ¢ and makes no difference to the calculation. As
min{j, t} — max{i, s} > %, by Lemma [£.I€l and invariance, one obtains the following upper bound for each such
quadruple (i, 7, s, t):

S [ 0 0y (0L (170) L0 (1) di)

_Z/ prlgroT 1, 0T, 0o T du

p,q

<C€ cl‘jk Z/ p,r qroTS Zd,U«/ p’r]].q,rOTtijd/U‘

p,q

< Cle 1 k(r +ZZRR +26(a(n)))?

< Cpe 8,720 4 smoc(n))r‘““ +2 (RpRy)®
P.q
Where the last inequality holds as Rp, Rq < 1 for any p,q, and by |[GRS22, Lemma 3.3] k(r) < 7~ for some
C) = 4log Cy. Any term in the inequality above involving B(a(n)) or C’{e_c/l% is admissible, hence for each
k € R it is bounded by O(n™") for all n sufficiently large, and now we shall pick

_ 2-4e
r=r,=mn D2t
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then by ([{3.2))
_ 2
rP2te < Z (/ Ipr du) = ZR;- (4.8)
P P

Therefore, the contribution of indices in Fp is bounded from above up to an admissible error by

2
ny4 2 2 n\4 2 2 (N 4 2
() Sxmas(5) Suyn-(5) (Sa) .
P q P q P
combining with (€8], up to an admissible error term,
E[(S2)’|Fo] - EIS7]* < O(n”)
also by (), as 23(%) is admissible we can bound it by n™?,
4, = 4

E[SZ)? > (%) (r52+s _ 25(%)) > (ﬁ) (2% _ ") e

allowing us to conclude that there is some constant C4 > 0:

E((S2)*|F) - BISZ]® _ Ca
B[S ]2 S e (4.9)

Contributions of indices in Fj:

Now we will deal with the indices in Fi. Without loss of generality, suppose |i — s| < a(n), i < s and j < t, the
other cases can be treated by exchanging the roles of i, s or j,¢. By Lemma [£.10]

S [ LT 0 (T72) 10 (T0) L T'2) ()

p,q

= Z / Tp,lgroT ", 0TI, o T du by invariance
p.a

<> (/ Lplgro T du) / L, () Lo, (T° ") dua() + Che™ 1 k(r)?
p,q

< (B By + 28(0()) [ Ly (0) L0 (T 0) du(e) + Che~ 4 8r72%,

p,q

and this can be bounded by the following up to an admissible error using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

3 / Ry RyLy o (2) Lo (T° ') dpa()

p,q

- / S Ryl (2) S Ryl (T°) dp(a)

(/) ) (fror)

2
= / <Z Rp]lp,,n> du. by symmetry and invariance
P

1
2

As there are at most Cy non-zero terms of 1, .(z) for any € X, by the following inequality for a1, ..., am >0,
(a1+a2+~~-+am)2 Sm(a%—&—ag—l—...,afn)

together with the fact that (1,.,)% < 1,.., the sum above can be bounded by

/C() > Ryly.du=>» CoR; / Lprdp=CoY Ry
r p r
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2 3

As (a1 + -+ am)% < >miap, clearly >, ar < ( & ai/g) , then we get up to an admissible error and
_1

some constant Cs, for all n large such that a(n) < n, as (3_, Rf,)fgélﬂ(a(n)) and (Zp Rf,) ?

both admissible errors,

Bla(n)) are

M

E[(s7 )] _ 20m)(5)°Co (=, )
BSTE (3, B - 28(a(n)?

3

6a(n)(3)°Co (55, 12)”
R ((Zp 82)" astam) (2, 1) - a80m)? (T, R%)_S/Q)

6Coc(n) _ 6Coa(n)
Tn (P 0w ) (e = O ) by B9
5% - % (4.10)

Contribution of indices in F5:

Finally, let us consider indices (i, j, s, t) such that |i—s|, [j—t| < a(n). By Lemmal.T0] >°, 1 (To2) 1, (Thz) <
Cy for any x, therefore for each i, j, s,t in Fy,

S [ 1 0y () (12115 (T') i)

p,q

<C0 S [ 1 ()1 (T70) (o)

< Co Y B+ CoB(5)R(),

P

therefore, as #F» < %a(n)QnQ, by our choice of r,, in (@8], up to an admissible error there is some constant Cg
such that,

E(S2)|FR] e (5)°C), By
BIST - (s, B2 - 28(a(n)?
_ 36Coa(n)?
(£, 7 - 15(a(m) + 1500 (5, 7))
36Con>*
T n? (r52+5 — O(n—Q))

Csn25 Cs
= 2p-2+de | p2e” (4.11)
Hence, putting (£9), (I0) and (LI together, we can conclude that for all n large enough and r = r, =
2—4e

n Date , there is some constant C7 > 0 such that

Var[SZ] _ Cq
> - < n ~7
w(m;, > 8ry) < 71!*][87?]2 s

picking a subsequence njy = ]—kQ/EL the probability is summable along the subsequence which means by the
Borel-Cantelli Lemma, for p-almost every x, for k large

—logm; (z) > —log4rn, .
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The proof of ([@Z) is yet complete because m;” is not a monotone sequence, but for each n € [ng, nry1],

—logm;, (z) > —log min d (Tia@Tjac) =: —logmy,, (x),
0<i<ny
2np 1 /3<5<ng

>
MNEg4+1

>

and as for all k, m (xz) < my, (x), repeating the same proof we have done for m; one can also show that

Lo m*
lim infr oo Tig—n:’: > % whence the lower bound will be passed to the entire tail of — log m??k (z) and hence

—log my (x), which implies
lim inf logmn(2) mn(7) _l
n— oo ——logvz Do
for p-almost every = by sending € — 0. O

Remark 4.17. (£1.1) and ([@2) still hold if decay of correlations is exponential with respect to other Banach
function spaces B, B', for example, both observables are in BV or Lip, where Lip := {f € C(X) : f is Lipschitz},
as long as B(a(n))||1p,r||8]|Lq,r|ls’ remains an admissible term. For example, if the system has decay of corre-

k(r)
p=1>

defined in |[GRS22], although it requires more machinery to adjust the proof for (£2) and LemmadI6l Also,

instead of exponential decay of correlations, the proof remains valid under stretched exponential decay by

lations for Lipschitz observables, one can replace 1, functions with {p,} a set of discretisation functions

manipulating the scale of k in a(n) = (logn)".
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