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Abstract

We study a family of dynamical systems obtained by coupling a chaotic (Anosov) map on the
two-dimensional torus — the chaotic system — with the identity map on the one-dimensional torus —
the neutral system — through a dissipative interaction. We show that the two systems synchronize:
the trajectories evolve toward an attracting invariant manifold, and the full dynamics is conjugated
to its linearization around the invariant manifold. When the interaction is small, the evolution
of the neutral variable, that is the variable which describes the neutral system, is very close to
the identity; hence the neutral variable appears as a slow variable with respect to variable which
describes the chaotic system, and which is wherefore named the fast variable. We demonstrate
that, seen on a suitably long time scale, the slow variable effectively follows the solution of a
deterministic differential equation obtained by averaging over the fast variable.
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1 Introduction

Synchronization in quasi-integrable systems is well known to occur in the presence of dissipation; a
typical example is the orbital resonance in celestial mechanics [43]. On contrast, in chaotic systems,
where trajectories starting at close initial conditions tend to diverge from each other, synchronization
may appear as an unlikely phenomenon. Nonetheless, the presence of negative Lypaunov exponents
due to a dissipative coupling can still produce synchronization [45].

One of the simplest models one can think of is obtained by coupling a chaotic system, for instance
an Anosov automorphism on the two-dimensional torus T2, such as the Arnold’s cat map, with a
one-dimensional neutral system through a dissipative perturbation which is unidirectional, that is
which affects only the motion of the neutral system — by ‘neutral system’ we mean a system which just
remains at rest in the absence of the interaction. Such a model has been explicitly considered in ref. [29],
under suitable assumptions which simplify the analysis to a great extent (see Subsection Bl for further
details). More complicated and realistic models can be easily envisaged [47, 48] [7] [32] [2] [46], however the
main advantage of the simple model studied in ref. [29] is that its solution can be explicitly worked out
and studied in great detail, without resorting to numerical simulations or heuristic arguments. What
is found is that a two-dimensional invariant manifold appears on which the dynamics is conjugated to
that of the unperturbed automorphism: as a consequence, the two systems synchronize asymptotically,
in the sense that they tend to realize a drive-response configuration, with the originally neutral system
slaved to follow the dynamics of the chaotic system (see ref. [7] and references therein for an introduction
to the topics). The invariant manifold is no more than Hoélder continuous, but, with the hypotheses
considered in ref. [29], its oscillations are small, that is of the same order as the perturbation — a
property which is not expected to hold in general.



In the present paper we study a class of dynamical systems that include those considered in ref. [29],
and show that an invariant manifold exists in a more general setting, and it is still the graph of a Holder
continuous function over the two-dimensional torus. Moreover, we extend the analysis beyond the
perturbative regime, by requiring the coupling only to be dissipative in a finite region. The oscillations
of the invariant manifold may be rather large in general, even in the perturbative regime, albeit large
oscillations are rare in the latter case, given that both the average and the variance of the function
whose graph describes the invariant manifold is of the order of the perturbation.

We also provide a detailed description of the dynamics away from the invariant manifold, by
demonstrating that it is conjugated to its linearization around the invariant manifold. In particular,
the invariant manifold is proved to be an attractor. The conjugation too, in general, is no more than
Holder continuous. In the perturbative regime, also the average deviations of the conjugating function
are found to be of the order of the perturbation, despite the fact that deviations of order 1 are possible.
The results discussed above yield, as a byproduct, that any system in the class we consider admits a
unique physical measure given by the lift to the invariant manifold of the normalized Lebesgue measure
of T2. This measure is exponentially mixing, with mixing rate limited by the low regularity of the
invariant manifold.

When the perturbation is very small, two time scales naturally appear in the evolution: the fast
time scale of the chaotic dynamics on T? as opposed to the slow time scale of the neutral system, whose
evolution is driven only by the perturbation. The study of systems with fast and slow variables is well
established for quasi-integrable systems, where the motion of the slow variable is close to periodic, and
probably originated with Lagrange’s analysis of the secular variations of the orbital elements of planets
[39]. In quasi-integrable systems, the slow variable, for a very long time, only feels the average over
one period of its interaction with the fast variables. Thus, to study the drift of the slow variable, one
applies the so-called method of averaging [33] [4, 52, [49]: once the oscillations of the fast variables have
been integrated out, the approximate solution one finds provides, in general, a reliable description of
the dynamics up to a time which is inversely proportional to the slow time scale; to make the analysis
rigorous, as the next step, one has to control the corrections.

In a similar spirit, we investigate the scaling regime of the dynamics of the systems we are consid-
ering, that is we fix a finite time ¢ and study what happens, when the size p of the perturbation is very
small, after k = |¢/p] iterations of the map. We find that, in this regime, the evolution of the slow
variable becomes essentially independent of the dynamics on the torus, and is effectively described by
the solution of a suitable ordinary differential equation. The differential equation is essentially the
continuous limit of the original map, with the function of the fast variables describing the interaction
replaced by its average on the torus. More precisely we show that, given an initial condition for the
slow variable, and taking a random initial condition for the fast variable, the probability of seeing a
sizable deviation from the deterministic averaged evolution is of the order of the perturbation. Because
of the presence of dissipation, which makes the trajectories to evolve toward the invariant manifold,
the probability of such deviations remains small along the full trajectory up to an infinite time. These
results are related to the study in refs. [20, [40, 22] on a similar class of models, in which the system
described by the slow variable is coupled, through a more general and not necessarily uniformly dis-
sipative perturbation, with an expanding circle map. On the other hand, for dissipative interactions,
the presence of both stable and unstable directions for the fast chaotic dynamics on T2 makes our
study more general — see also Subsection for a more detailed comparison.

Of course, the fact that the neutral system does not influence the chaotic evolution on T? makes
the analysis easier. Notwithstanding this simplification, we think that the model we study here con-
tains most of the relevant features to control also the statistical properties over long time scales of
models with more general couplings (see Section ). At the same time, it has the advantage of being
well suited for explicit, direct computations, and eliminating details which would introduce technical
complications without really adding anything to the underlying physics. Therefore, in our opinion,
the model represents a first step toward a full mathematical understanding of the problem, before
considering more realistic situations.



Models as those considered above have been widely studied in the literature also as a preliminary
step of the more ambitious program of deriving rigorously the heat equation from the microscopic
equations of motions. In this perspective, as pointed out in ref. [40], what one would really like to
investigate is the case of several chaotic systems coupled with an equal number of neutral systems
in a local manner and weakly interacting with each other, and look for results which are uniform
in the number of systems. One is ultimately interested in taking the hydrodynamical limit, that is
considering infinitely many coupled systems obtained by a suitable scaling limit; a model of this kind,
with a different approach with respect to ours, has been studied in ref. [I1], where a diffusion equation
for the macroscopic energy is derived starting from the microscopic dynamics. For further comments
on this line of research we refer to Subsection

2 Model and Results

In this section, first, we introduce the basic ingredients that will be used in the rest of the paper:
automorphisms of T?, regularity norms and relative Banach spaces, and correlation functions. Then,
we give the formal definition of the model we will study and present our main results, referring to
Sections [6] and [7] — and the Appendices — for the proofs.

2.1 Basic Ingredients

Let T := R/277Z and consider an Anosov automorphism Ag of T? [I, 12, 23] such as Arnold’s cat map
[3]. Call Ay the eigenvalues and vy the eigenvectors of Ag, with [vx| =1, A > 1> A_and A\_A; =1,
and set A = A4

Let © := U x T?, where U is a non-empty closed interval of either T or R. For any function
f: 92— R and any ¢ € U, set

(£(p) = (flp,) = /TQ flo,p)mo(dy), — fle,¥) == fle,¥) = () (), (2.1)

where mg(dy) := dy/(27)? is the normalized Lebesgue measure on T2.

Consider the supremum norm

[flloc :="sup [f(e,9)], (2.2)

(p,p)EQ

and let B(Q,R) denote the Banach space of the bounded continuous functions f equipped with the
norm || f||e. For a € (0,1], consider the Holder seminorm

|f(507’¢}/) - f(@a¢)|

|fla == sup (2.3)
(.10).(0) € [ — [
and the two directional Holder seminorms
* 7 (pw)enmeR || ’
that satisfy the inequalities
IFIE < Ifla <IFIT + 1112, £ lloo < calfla + 1{f)lloos (2:5)
with ¢, := (74/2)®. Introduce also the norms
[fllazay = Iflloo +a-lflo_ +axlfly,,  Iflla = [fllaos  IFIZ = 1fllo.a (2.6)



and let 2, (% R), B (Q,R) and %, (Q, R) denote the anisotropic Banach spaces of the functions
defined on © equipped with the norms || - [|a_,a., || - | and || - [|5, respectively. If a— = ay = o the
norm || - ||a,« is equivalent to the norm || - |4 := | - [looc + @] - |o of the a-Hélder continuous functions,
so that &, ,(,R) = Za(Q,R), where %,(S2,R) is the Banach space defined by the norm || - [|4;
on the other hand, using anisotropic Banach spaces allows to treat differently the stable and unstable
manifolds [6] 18], and this will be exploited in what follows. Finally, observe that %,(Q,R) = B(, R).

It is easy to see that

1f9le < N1 fllcolgla + |flallglloo, 191z < I fleclgla + 1£15 llgllso, (2.7)

and
[falla < fllallgllas  N1fglla,ar <N fllazarllgllaay- (2.8)

For k > 1, define also %, (2, R) as the Banach space of the functions f: 2 — R which are k-times
continuously differentiable in the first variable, that is in the variable ¢ € U, and such that the first
k — 1 derivatives are a-Holder continuous in the second one, that is in the variable @ € T?, equipped
with the norm

k-1 k k—1
e = D105 Flle + 105 S lloo = D105 fllow + @ > 105 o (29)

n=0 n=0 n=0
where 0, denotes the derivative with respect to the first variable. Similarly define the norms ||| - |||;rk

and || - Il 5, as in @9) with |- [, replaced with |- [# and |-
%’;k(ﬂ,R) and ;. (%, R). As in [Z8) we get

and call the respective Banach spaces

la

£ gllae < MAllokllgllas, — WEANG L < MANZ NG (2.10)

Remark 2.1. In the following we also consider sets of the form

A={(g,¥) ra_(¥) <p <ayr(¥)} CRxT? (2.11)

where a4 : T? — R are Holder continuous functions. All the definitions of the norms given above
extend naturally if the set  is replaced with any other closed subset of A C R x T? of the form (2IT]).
We only need to take the supremum over (p,1) € A and replace (23) and [2.4]) with

o |f(p,¥") = flp,9)]
e (%Wi&%}’)eA [ — 4|
|f|:|: = sup sup |f(90,’l/)+$’l):t)7f(sﬁ,’l/))|

(o)A z€R ||«
(p,p+zvi)EA

Y

respectively. This allows us to define the corresponding Banach spaces in the same way as before, with
the set A instead of .

In order not to introduce further symbols, we use the notation ||| f|]|o.x also to denote the C*-norm
of any function f depending only on the first variable ¢. We thus identify C*(D,R), for any given
subset D C R, with the subspace of % (D x T? R) of the functions independent of .

For clarity sake, we call B, (T 2 R) the subspace of By, o (,R) of functions that do not de-
pend on ¢, and similarly for B (T2 R), B,(T?,R) and B(T?,R). For such functions, the seminorms
| - |£ and the norms || - ||lso, || - [|a.ay and | - [|£ are defined as previously, with the supremum taken

over ¢ € T? only.



Remark 2.2. The behavior of the seminorms [Z3)) and (Z4) for f € B, (T2 R) under the action of
Ag, for n € Z, is given by

[foARla < AMIflay  IfoARIT <A MIAIL, [fodRly < ATIfIS (2.12)
If the functions go ¢, ..., gn-1,+ are in BF (T2, R), for some a € (0,1], then
n—1 O+ n—1 ) n—1
’H 9i,+OASZ’ < Z)\_m|gi,+|2{ H 19,+loc- (2.13)
i=0 @ i=0 j=0
J#i
Analogously, one has
n—1 _ n—1 n—1
T gimoab| <> A 1gi-15 T llgi-lle- (2.14)
i=0 ¥ =0 j=0
J#i
if the functions go —, ..., gn—1,— are in B, (T? R), for some « € (0, 1].

A crucial role in our analysis is played by the correlation functions and their decay due to the
hyperbolicity of Ag. In Appendix [A.3] we prove the following estimate.

Proposition 2.3. Let the functions g1 and g_ be, respectively, in BL(T? R) and in B, (T% R), for
some a € (0,1]. Then for all n € N one has

{9+ 9-0AF) = {g+){9-)| < C(L+an)A™*" g+ [ N19- 12
for a suitable positive constant C' independent of n, o, g— and g4.

Remark 2.4. Proposition 23] implies that, under the same assumptions, for every o/ < « one has

g+ 9-0AG) — (g4) (g < A |ge 5 1lg-117,

with the positive constant C” depending only on «’.

2.2 The model

We consider the dynamical system defined by the map .# on T xT? given by

L0, 0) = (Lo, 0), L4 (0, 0) = (G, ¥), Ao¥)), G, ¥) =9+ Fle, ),  (215)
with F € PBa,.6(T x T2, R), for some ag € (0, 1], and assume .# to satisfy the following hypotheses.

Remark 2.5. The assumption of Holder continuity of the map in the variable v is very natural, since
it cannot be weakened and, at the same time, requiring stronger regularity would not provide stronger
results (see also Remarks and [6.3] below). On contrast, not only the regularity in the variable
¢ may not be optimal, but some of the very same results proved along the paper require much less
regularity (see for instance Remark 2.TH)); on the other hand, as far as the variable ¢ is concerned,
higher regularity of the map does yield higher regularity of the long time behavior of the dynamics

(see Remark [2.10)).

Hypothesis 1. There exists o non-empty closed interval U C T such that 0,.%,(p,v) > 0 for all
(p,0) € Q:=UxT?.

Hypothesis 2. If, after a suitable parametrization of T, one writes U = [pm, dr], with ¢om < Our,
then Zp(dm, V) > ¢m and Ly (dnr, 1)) < ¢ar for all o € T2,



Hypotheses [ and B imply that for every ¢ € T? there is a unique point S(v) € inti with
F(S(v),v) =0. Set

Sy i= inf S(3), Sy := sup S(), (2.16)
peT? PYET?2
and define
A := [Sm, Su] x T2, I:i=— sup 9,F(p,0). (2.17)
(e p)en

Hypothesis 3. One has T' > 0.

Remark 2.6. A simple example of a map satisfying Hypotheses [[H3] with, say, U = [—7/4,7/4], is
obtained by taking F(p, ) = —sin(p — g(¥)), with g(v0) = (7/8) cos(tp1 — 12). Indeed, in this case
we find S(¢) = g(¢), so that A = [—7/8,7/8] and " = cos(w/4).

Remark 2.7. Hypothesis[Ilyields that .7 is injective on 2 and that I' < 1. Moreover, as a consequence
of both Hypotheses [[l and 2 one has .7 (Q) C intQ and S(¢) € (¢m,dar) for all 1 € T2, and hence

Remark 2.8. Throughout the paper, for any map .#, the notation .#" means .0." "1 = .Yo... 0.7
, that is the composition of . with itself n times.

The following lemma lists a few immediate consequences of Hypotheses [TH3l
Lemma 2.9. If .7 satisfies Hypotheses[IH3, then the following properties hold:

1. one has F(p,v) > 0 for ¢ < Sy, while F(p,v) <0 for ¢ > Sy;

2. one has O,F (¢, v) > —1 for (p,¢) € Q and hence —1 < 0,F (p,v) < =T for (¢,v) € A;

3. for any r > 0 there exists N, € N such that /N7 (Q) C A, := [Sy, — 7, Spr + 7] x T2, with

N, < max{qﬁj'w — Sry S — dm} ;
anf 1F (e, 9l

4. for any T" € (0,T) there exists r = r(I'") such that O,F (p,v) < =T for all (p,v¥) € Ay;
5. the set A is positively invariant under . and is attracting for . on §Q;

6. there exists a unique @ € (Sp,, Snr) such that (F(@,-)) = 0.

(2.18)

Remark 2.10. Due to property 6 in Lemma 2.9] without loss of generality, we may and do choose
the parametrization in Hypothesis 2] in such a way that © = 0.

Remark 2.11. By Remark 2.10] we can write

Flp, ) = By) —v(¥) ¢ +8(,9) ¢°, (2.19)
where (8) = 0. Conversely, assume that F' has the form
Fp,9) = B) —v(¥) ¢ +(4) ¢, (2.20)

with (8) = 0 and 4|6 ||B]lec < v, if vo := infyer2 [V(¥)]. It is easy to see that ([ZIH) defined by
such an F satisfies Hypotheses [[H3 with ¢p = [|8]|0o /210 and ¢, = —dps-

Remark 2.12. Although we defined . as a map on T x T?, since .%(2) € €, in the following we
will only be interested in the action of .# on Q and identify Q as a subset of R x T2. For technical
reasons, we will also need to extend the map #|g to a map Fxt on Qext = Uext X T2, for some closed
interval Uext such that U C Uexy C R, in such a way that Hypotheses [ to Bl remain valid (we refer to
Subsection [T]] for further details).

We call ¢ the slow variable and 1 the chaotic or fast variable — such a terminology is motivated
by the fact that we are mainly interested in the limit of small I', where the neutral variable ¢ moves
slowly with respect to the chaotic variable i describing the hyperbolic system.



2.3 Synchronization
2.3.1 The invariant manifold

Observe that, if in ([ZI5) we replace the automorphism Ag with the identity 1, that is if we consider
the dynamics generated by 1 (p, ) = (¢ + F(p, ), 1) with F still satisfying Hypotheses [H3] then
Wiy = {(S(¥), ) : v € T?} is an invariant manifold in the sense that .5 (Wy) = Wy. It is natural to
ask whether a similar property remains true for .# notwithstanding the chaotic nature of the evolution
generated by Ag on T2. More precisely we say that a manifold W = {(W (1), %) : ¢ € T?} is invariant
for .7 in ([Z15)) if we have

L W), ¢) = (W(Ao), Aoy) (2.21)

for every 1 € T?. This also means that on W the dynamics generated by . is conjugated to the
dynamics generated by to the map ¢ — Agt).

In Subsection we prove the following result.

Theorem 1 (Synchronization). Consider the dynamical system described by the map &7 in (2.15)
satisfying Hypotheses IH3. There exists a unique invariant manifold W = {(W (1),v) : ¢ € T?} C A
for the map &, with W € B* (T2, R) for suitable a_, ay € (0, o).

o004

Remark 2.13. The main effect of the hyperbolicity of Ay is that, in general, the manifold W is only
Holder continuous in ¢ even if we take F' very smooth in . Moreover W is, in general, of order 1
in ||F||e even if F is very close to 0, its maximum size depending mainly on S(¢) — see also Remark
below. On the other hand, the existence of the manifold W (and of the conjugation . discussed
later) remains true if we assume that F' is only bounded in .

2.3.2 The linearized map and the conjugation

To analyze the evolution generated by . outside YW we can try to conjugate it with its linearization
around W, that is with the simpler system % given by

Zo(n,¥) = (k()n, Aop), () =14 0, F(W(¥), ¢), (2.22)

where, by Hypothesis B one has () € (0,1 —T) for all ¢» € T?. This means that we look for a
function 7 such that
oS = Syo. (2.23)

A function J# that satisfies (Z23)) is called a conjugating function — or simply conjugation.

Remark 2.14. Since .%) is linear in 7, it is easy to see that if 5% is a solution to (2.23)) then, for any
a # 0, also 2 (ap, Agtp) is a solution. Thus we say that 2 is the conjugation if it solves (223) and
can be written as

H(p, ) = (H(p: ¥), 1), (2.24)
with 9,H(0,¢) = 1 for every ¢ € T2

In Subsection we prove the following result on the conjugation.

Theorem 2 (Conjugation). Consider the dynamical system described by the map & in (2Z13) sat-
isfying Hypotheses[IH3. There exist a set Qg C R x T2 and a function 5€: Q — Qq that conjugates .7
via (223) to S giwven by 222). Moreover S can be written as in 224) with H € Ba. 2(Q,R) for
a suitable o, € (0,min{a_, ay}] and a—, oy as in Theorem [1.

Remark 2.15. For Theorems [I] and 2 — and for the forthcoming Theorems [l and M as well — to
be valid it would be enough to assume F € %, 3(Q, R). Higher regularity will be needed to prove
Theorem [B] which in turn plays an essential role in the proof of Theorems [6 and [7l



Remark 2.16. By looking at the proof of Theorem [2 (see Subsection and Appendix [B1)), one
may infer that if F' € By, 1(Q,R) for some k € IN, then H € H,, £—1(2,R). In particular, under the
assumption that F is in %y, 6, the function H can be proved to be C® in the slow variable; however,
in the following, we do not need more regularity of the conjugation than that stated in Theorem

Remark 2.17. Theorem [2 implies that, for any initial datum (¢, ) € , the evolution generated by
7 leads towards the invariant manifold W. Therefore, the invariant manifold is a global attractor for
the dynamical system (€, .7).

From the proof of Theorem[2it is easy to see that the function .7 is invertible; indeed, the following
result is proved in Subsection

Corollary 2.18. The map S in Theorem [@ is invertible, and its inverse S~ 1 : Qo — Q, which
satisfies
H oSy = So# ™1,

can be written as 71 (n, ) = (L(n, V), ), with L € Ba, 1(Qo, R).

Remark 2.19. As for W, the conjugation and its inverse are no more than Holder continuous even if
F' is very smooth in ¥. From a technical point of view, the analysis might be simplified by assuming
slightly stronger regularity conditions for F', such as the strong Holder condition considered in ref. [5].
Such a condition however would force us to restrict the analysis to systems of the form (2.20) with
more stringent bounds on the functions 8, v and § then those in Remark 2111

The proofs of Theorem [l and of Corollary 218 in Subsection [6.3]and in Subsection [5.4] respectively,
show that H and £ can be written as

H(p, ) = = W@) + (¢ = W) h(p,0), L) = W) +n+n’l(n, ), (2.25)
with h € B, 1(Q,R) and [ € B, 1(20,R). These representations will be useful in Subsection 2:4.4]
when studying the deviations of the conjugation.
2.3.3 The physical measure

Theorems [I] and 2] imply that, given any observable O € %, (£, R), one has

n—1

Jim 237 0(" (o, ) = [ OOV (), ) mofdb) = 1 (©)
=0

for almost every (¢, %0) € Q with respect to the measure

de
vo(dedip) == mo(dy)) ————.
¢M - d)m
Hence, vy is the unique physical measure for . on €. It is thus interesting to study the mixing
property of vy with respect to vg. The following result is proved in Subsection

Theorem 3 (Mixing on the invariant manifold). Consider the dynamical system described by the
map 7 in ZI8) satisfying Hypotheses[IHA For any observables Oy and Oz in B, 1(2,R), with o
as in Theorem [, and any \;' > max{\=* 1 —T}, one has

[vo (01 O90.7™) — 1o (O1) v (O2)] < C[||O4 ]|

a0l O2 lace 1AL

where C' depends only on \..
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2.4 Averaging

We are interested in the long time evolution generated by the map . in (Z.I5]), when the component
7, is close to the identity. To this aim, we consider the family of functions F'(¢,v¢) = pf(¢p,1), with
f € Boyo(T x T2 R) and p > 0 a parameter, and study the behaviour of the map

Lo 0) = (o + pf (@, 1), Aot)) (2.26)
when p is small. We also define
vi=— sup 9y f(p, ), (2.27)
(p,p)en

so that T' = p~y in (ZT7).

Remark 2.20. We may and do assume, without loss of generality, that ||| f|]|ao,6 = 1, and hence, since
¥ < I flllao.6, that v € (0,1). For any fixed function f € %, 6(T x T2, R) such that ||| f|||las.6 = 1, both
Hypotheses [ and B] are automatically satisfied for p small enough. On the other hand, Hypothesis [
requires p not to be arbitrarily large because we must have

pOpf(p, ) > =1 V(p, ) € Q. (2.28)

Therefore, when considering a map .% of the form 226 we tacitly assume p to be smaller than a a
suitable value p,, depending on f, such that . satisfies Hypotheses [ to Bl for all p € (0, p.).

We investigate the evolution generated by ., as given in (2.26]), when p — 0T. To avoid such an
evolution to become trivial, for given initial conditions (¢, %), we study the dynamics after a linear
rescaling of time, that is we consider .7 (yg, o) taking k = [t/p]| for t fixed as p — 0F. We refer to
the case with p small as the scaling regime, even when studying the steady state of ., where k does
not explicitly appear.

2.4.1 Heuristic discussion

If p is small enough we can take k very large but still much smaller than p~!. Expanding .#* to first
order in p we write &

(M)l ) =0+ p > Flio, AGt) + olkp)

i=0
Since Ay is strongly mixing, we further obtain that, for most values of 1)y,

(SM)p (0 0) = o+ kp (f) () + olkp)

where the right hand side has lost any dependence on 1, at least at first order in p. Calling kp = t,
and writing ¢(t) := .#¥/?)(,4)) we can read the last expression as

p(t) =+ ()Pt +olt).

This propounds that, for p small, the evolution ¢(t) that starts from a given ¢ and a randomly chosen
1 is essentially independent of ¢ and it agrees at first order in ¢ with the solution ¢(t) of the Cauchy

problem
¢ =(f)(®)
{qb(O) . (2.29)

To see whether we can get a better agreement, we expand .#* to second order in p and find

k
(Mol ) =0+ p D> [l A) + 0> D 0 (0, Ab) f(p, A) + o(k*p%)

i=0 0<i<j<k
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so that, for ¢(t) to remain close to ¢(t) up to corrections o(t?), we need that

2

S 0. A0 F o0, Al) ~ 0,11 (),

0<i<j<k

that is we need a strong form of decay of correlations for Ag.

This suggests that, on the correct time scale, (.-#%),(¢,) evolves according to a differential equa-
tion involving only the average of f. This is a simple instance of the idea of averaging induced by the
chaotic behavior of Ajg.

Clearly the argument above is only heuristic. In fact, extending the analysis outlined above to all
orders is likely to get too tangled and to require very high regularity of the map. Moreover such an
analysis is not suitable for dealing with the case of arbitrary ¢, in particular for deriving results uniform
in ¢. Therefore, the heuristic argument only hints what to look for, but, in order to obtain something
rigorous, actually we follow a different approach.

2.4.2 Synchronization in the scaling regime

The following two lemmas collect the implications of Theorems [l and Bl and their proofs for the
dynamical system .7 in (2.26) with p small — for the proofs see Subsections and

Lemma 2.21. Consider the dynamical system described by the map .7 in (228) satisfying Hypotheses
H3. Let W = {(W (2)),) : ¢ € T2} be the invariant manifold for the map % as in Theorem [ Then
one has ay = O(1) and a— = O(p), and, furthermore, both |W|s and |W|, are O(1), while
(WIZ, =O0(p).

Lemma 2.22. Consider the dynamical system described by the map . in (228) satisfying Hypotheses
IH3. Let s be the conjugation 224) for the map ¥ as in Theorem[d and let h and l be defined as
in 228). Then one has a. = O(p), while both |||h|l|a. 1 and ||l|||a..1 are O(1) in p.

Remark 2.23. Lemma22Tlshows that, when p is small, the manifold W loses most of the smoothness
of f in the stable direction while maintaining it in the unstable one. Moreover the manifold varies
slowly in the unstable direction.

By using Lemma 2.2]] the following corollary follows immediately from Theorem [3l

Corollary 2.24. Consider the dynamical system described by the map % in (2.26)) satisfying Hypothe-
sesIH3. For any observables O1 and Os in B, 1, with . as in Theorem [2, and for all n € N one
has

[vo (01 O90.7™) — 1o (O1) v (O2)] < C || 04|

- n
a*ale fP )

a.0ll|O2]l

where C' and & are suitable constants not depending on p.

2.4.3 The averaged map

As a intermediate step toward a rigorous justification of the conclusions in Subsection P24l together
with the dynamical system described by (2:26) we consider also the dynamical system given by the
averaged map

L(p,9) = (G(p), Ao) , Glp) == +pf(), (2.30)
with
Tlp) = ()9), (2.31)
and its linearization
Fo(e, ) = (e, Aot)), fi:=0,G(0) =1+ pd, f(0). (2.32)
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Noting that

T=p5:=—psupd,f(p) > py=T,
peu

we see that the map .7 satisfies Hypotheses M3l if . does.
Remark 2.25. Since the action of .7 on each variable is independent of the other one, in fact we

have (7)o, (¢,%) = G" (). Notwithstanding this, the notation introduced in (Z30) helps clarify the
forthcoming discussion.

Remark 2.26. Noting that f(0)=0 (see Remark ZT0), we see that W (i) = 0 solves the equation
(W), v) = (W (Aop), Aotb), and hence .# admits the invariant manifold W = {(0,¢),+ € T?}.

In the two coming Subsections 2.4.4] and we compare the evolution generated by .7 with the
evolution generated by .. In the remainder of this subsection, we show that, by adapting the analysis
in Subsection to the map .7, we are able to compare the trajectories of the dynamics generated
by .7 with the solution of (2.29).

First, we proceed as in Theorem [2] and look for an invertible function

H(0,0) = (H(p), ), H(p) = o+ ©*h(p), (2.33)
such that L
HooT = Fyo I , (2.34)
that is a function # that conjugates .7 to .#. Analogously to ([Z33), we also write
— 1 _
() = (n+n?l(n),¥). (2.35)

Then, in Subsection we prove the following result.

Lemma 2.27. Consider the dynamical system described by the map .7 in (ZI0) satisfying Hypotheses
@3, and define the map . as in @30). There exist a closed interval Uy C T and a function €
U x T? — Uy x T? such that [234) holds. Moreover, there exists a constant C such that one has
lIAlllo,s < € and [|Ulllo,s < C.

Remark 2.28. Note that Qg # Uy x T?: in fact, one has Qy = J#(Q), while Uy = H(U).

We can now introduce the flow ® generated by (2.29), that is the set of the solutions of

d

Z0u(p) = F(@u(9)),

(I)O(SD) =¥,

when varying ¢ € U. Because of Hypotheses [[H3] all trajectories ®;(¢) of the system (2.36), with
@ € U, move towards the origin at exponential rate as t tend to infinity.

Observe that @, = (®,)" = ®,0...0®, and that ®,(¢) — 7 (p) is O(p?). The following lemma,
proved in Subsection [[7] show that the trajectories generated by ([Z30) and (Z36) remain close and,
in fact, merge asymptotically.

(2.36)

Lemma 2.29. Consider the dynamical system described by the map . in 228) satisfying Hypotheses
[H3, and define the map .7 as in Z30) and the flow ® as in (Z30). For any v € (0,7v) there exists
a positive constant C' such that for all p € U and all n > 0 one has

(7)o@, 0) = Pupl)] < Cp (1= py)" (2.37)
Remark 2.30. With the scaling terminology introduced immediately before Subsection 2.4.1] we can
rewrite ([237) as
—lt/r] !
((Z )o@ ) — Ru(p)| < Cpe ™.
Observe that the decay rate in Lemma [2.29] cannot in general be equal to v as one could naively expect.

Indeed, the constant C in Lemma [2.29 as well as in the forthcoming Lemma [2.33]and Theorems 6] and
[, depends on v/ and may diverge as ~' tends to +.
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2.4.4 Oscillations and deviations in the scaling regime

In the next subsection we will show that also ("), (¢,1) and ®,,(¢) remain close in the sense that
the first and second moment, with respect to 1, of their difference are O(p) uniformly in n. In this
subsection we present several preparatory results that, in our opinion, are also of interest in their
own. The proofs of these results form the main technical part of the present work and are reported
in Section [7l The main tools used in these proofs are the decay of correlations estimates contained in
Propositions and

We first show that even though the oscillations of W around W can be of order 1 in p, large
oscillations are rare, in the sense of the following result, proved in Subsection

Theorem 4 (Oscillations of the invariant manifold). Consider the dynamical system described
by the map 7 in Z20) satisfying Hypotheses THA. Let W = {(W (¥),v) : ¢ € T?} be the invariant
manifold for the map . as in Theorem[d. Then, there is a constant C' such that

[(W)] < Cp, (W?) < Cp. (2.38)
Remark 2.31. From Theorem ] and Chebyshev inequality we obtain that, for any § > 0,

mo({z/} eT?: W) > 5}) < %. (2.39)

Therefore, the invariant manifold W for . converges in probability to the invariant manifold W of .7.
This also implies that most trajectories of . starting on W will spend most of their time very close
to ¢ = 0 while only rarely venturing away.

Next we compare the linearized maps .% and .7, defined in (2.22)) and ([Z32)), respectively. Observe
that 75 (0, 9)) = ("0, Ap), while 75(i0, ) = (") (), Af), where

R () = [ w(Aie), (2.40)
1=0

with k(1)) defined in (2:22)).

Remark 2.32. Throughout the paper we use the convention that a product over an empty set of
indices is 1, while a sum over an empty set of indices is 0. In particular this convention implies that

#(0) =1 in @40).

The following lemma, proved in Subsection [[.4] shows that the maps 7" and ?g stay close to
each other uniformly in n; what makes the result not trivial is that the function x in ([2:40) is only in
B (T%,R), with a— = O(p) and |[W|; = O(1) in p.

a_ oy

Lemma 2.33. Consider the dynamical system described by the map .7 in ([Z20) satisfying Hypotheses
@3 Let x™ () and T be defined in (Z40) and in Z32), respectively. Then for any v € (0,7) there
is a constant C such that, for all n € IN,

n —n n n —n\2 n
(5™ —m™)| < Cp(1—pa")", (5™ =)0 < Cp(1—py')*™ (2.41)
Finally we want to estimate the deviation of H from H. To this end, we show that h(p, 1), defined
in (228), and h(p, 1)), defined in ([Z33), are close, more precisely that both h(p, 1) — h(p, ) and its

derivative are small — always in the sense that their first and second moments are of order p. This is
ensured by the following result, whose proof is given in Subsection [T.8
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Theorem 5 (Deviations of the conjugation). Consider the dynamical system described by the map

S in (Z28)) satisfying Hypotheses@H3 Let h and h be defined as in 228) and in [@.33), respectively.
Then, there is a constant C' such that for all ¢ € U

[(h(p,-) = h(g))| < Cp, ((h(ep,-) — T())?) < Cp, (2.42a)

[(0oh(, ) = Bph(p))| < Cp, ((Dph(p,-) = Dh(9))?) < Cp. (2.42b)

Bounds analogous to ([2.42)) hold also for the deviations of the function I, defined in [2.23)), from
[, defined in (Z35)); we refer to Subsection [.8 — and to Proposition [[.57 in particular — for a precise
statement, which requires introducing a suitable extension of the map .# along the lines considered in
Remark

Remark 2.34. It is in order to prove the bounds in Theorem [B]— and in the forthcoming Proposition
[C57 - that we need F to be in B, 6(€2, R); see also Remark [.51] in Subsection [C.8

2.4.5 Summing up: convergence in square mean and in probability

We can now complete the comparison of the evolution generated by .# with that generated by ..

From [2.23) and [234) we get
(™) (2 0) = (Tl 0) = HH (ST Hp ) 0) —H (FoHp),9)).  (243)

Combining the estimates in Lemma [2.33] with the bounds in Theorem [B] and the analogous bounds
for the inverse conjugation in Proposition [[.57, in Subsection [Z.I0] we prove our main result on the
relation between the dynamics generated by . and the averaged dynamics generated by ..

Theorem 6 (Convergence in square mean). Consider the dynamical system described by the map
& in 2.20) satisfying Hypotheses IH3. Then for any +' € (0,v) there exists a constant C' such that,
for alln € N and all p € U,

K(f")w(% )= ((F el ) + W(A8~))>‘ <Cp(1—py)", (2.44a)

(((#M(0.) ~ (F")elo) + WAL ) ) < Cp (L= p) (2.44D)

Remark 2.35. The bound (2.44%) for the second moment of the fluctuations and the Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality trivially would imply a weaker bound than ([ZZ4al). On the contrary, proving that also the
first moment of the fluctuations is of order p requires a substantially greater amount of work. A similar
comment holds for the results in Theorem [ and, in fact, it applies Bl to Lemma [2.33] above as well.

The following result is an immediate consequence of Theorems [4] and [6] and Lemma 2.29]

Corollary 2.36. Under the hypotheses of Theorem [6l, there exists a constant C such that, for all
n € N and all ¢ € U, one has

2
(S 9:7) = Bupl9)] < i, (7)) = Pupl9)) ) < Co,
with the flow ® defined as in (2.30]).
Similarly to Remark [Z31] from Theorem [B] for fixed ¢ and n, we obtain that, for any 7' € (0,7)

and for any ¢ > 0,

mo({¥ € T : (1= p7) " |(F")uip, ) = (Puple) + W(AFW))| > 0}) < L.
Note that the set of angles ¢ considered in (2.45)) depends on n, even though its measure is bounded
independently of the value of n. The following theorem shows that, for most most values of v, the

difference between ("), (p,®) and ®,,(¢) + W(AFv) is small, exponentially in n.

(2.45)
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Theorem 7 (Convergence in probability, I). Consider the dynamical system described by the map
& in (2.28) satisfying Hypotheses[IH3. Let the flow ® be defined as in (Z36). Then for any ' € (0,7)
there exists a constant C' such that, for all ¢ € U,

2 Nenl/ o . c
mo({7/) e T=: ig%(l =)L)l 0) = (Prple) + W(AGY))| > 5}) < 5_3p

The proof of Theorem [7]is in Subsection [R1}

2.4.6 Aftermath: continuous time

We now give a more probabilistic description of the results in Theorem [1] on the relations between
/Pl and the solutions of (Z29) and express them in terms of the rescaled time ¢. To this aim, for
every ¢ € T and every t € RT, we consider the random variable X;: T? — T defined as

Xu() = (ZU0) (0, 0) + (o = [t/p)) (V1) o0, 0) = (F1)o00)) . (246)

Observe that for every ¢, X;(1)) is a continuous function of ¢ so that X; can be seen as a stochastic

process with trajectories in C°(R*,T). Similarly we consider the process X; with trajectories in
CO(R™, T) defined as

Xuw) = X () = AR 9) — (t/p — [t/p]) (W(AF ) — waf ). (2.47)

We want to compare the stochastic processes X; and )}t with the flow ®; defined in (Z34]), seen as a
stochastic process on CO(R*, T).

To compare )?t with ®;, for z € CO(R*, T), we consider the norm

[|]|exp := sup e§t|$(t)| , (2.48)
>0

with a suitable & > 0. Combining Lemma and Theorem [1] provides the following result (see
Subsection B2 for the proof).

Theorem 8 (Convergence in probability, II). Consider the dynamical system described by the

map & in [220) satisfying Hypotheses[IH3. Let X, and ®, the stochastic process (2.47) and the flow
defined in (2Z30]), respectively. Then one has

lim )A('t = q)t;

p—0+

where the limit is taken in probability in the topology on C°(RT,T) generated by the norm ([ZA4R) for
any § € [0,7).

We close our results with an immediate consequence of Theorem [

Corollary 2.37. Under the hypotheses of Theorem[8, let X be the stochastic process defined in (2.46).
Then
lim Xt = q)t;

p—0+

where the limit is taken in probability in the topology of the uniform convergence in C°(R*,T).
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2.5 Content of the paper and strategy of the proof

The rest of the paper is mainly devoted to the proof of the results stated above, with the exception of
Sections B to Bl where the relation with the existing literature is examined.

In Section Bl we report on previous results on similar models, including results by one of the
authors where more restrictive hypotheses were assumed, and results for systems where one-dimensional
expanding maps are considered instead of Anosov automorphisms, while in Section d] we discuss a few
open problems and possible extensions of our work, also in relation with the kind of problems which
are mainly investigated in the literature. Next, in Section [5] we briefly review a few fields of possible
application in problems of physical interest, such as the combination of slow and fast motions in
describing the effects of weather on climate and the derivation of the heat equation.

The remaining, more technical Sections [6l to[8] which represent the core of the paper, are organized
as follows.

Section[Glcontains the proofs of the Theorems[ltoBl together with the derivation of the properties of
both the invariant manifold and the conjugation that will be needed for dealing with the scaling regime.
In particular the existence of the invariant manifold is formulated as a fixed-point problem in a suitable
Banach space (Theorem[I]). Thereafter, the conjugation is shown to admit a series representation which
is studied and proved to converge to a function which satisfies the properties stated in Theorem
This result then implies the existence of the inverse conjugation as well (Corollary [Z18]), which satisfies
similar properties, and the mixing properties of the system while evolving toward the invariant manifold
(Theorem []). Technically it turns out to be useful to use the coordinates (6,), with 6 := ¢ — W (¢)
and W (v) as in Subsection 23.1] in terms of which the dynamics is described by the map

that we call the translated map, and the attracting invariant manifold is the flat torus T?2.

In Section [ we discuss the averaging problem in the scaling regime: setting F(p,0) = pf(p,0),
the dynamics of .#*(p,) is studied for k = [t/p], with ¢ fixed and p — 0F. After deriving, as
a preliminary step, the deviation laws for the invariant manifold (Theorem M) and the conjugation
(Theorem [l), we provide the proof of Theorem [Gl on the deviations of the dynamics with respect to
that of the averaged system. The analysis is based on delicate correlation inequalities, which make
use of the map being weakly dissipative and the ensuing fact that any trajectory after a while comes
close enough to the attracting invariant manifold. A main issue — and a major source of technical
intricacies — is that the correlations inequalities are related to the regularity of the involved functions.
In general, we have to deal with averages of the form (g4g_o.77"), with g_ € %, (Q,R), for which we
can expect decay properties analogous to those of Proposition However, the invariant manifold
and, hence, the map .} are only a-Holder continuous, with o = O(p), so that a naiVe generalization
of Proposition 23] would provide unavailing bounds. If we expand the average (g4+g—o.#7") to second
order in W, only the first order contributions require a careful analysis, since the leading terms are
regular and the second order terms can be dealt with by using the bounds on the variance provided by
Theorem [l Thus, in order to use the bounds on the average in (2Z238]) we need to study in detail the
coefficients of the linear terms in the expansion in W. We achieve this by isolating the contributions
which do not depend on the dynamics on the torus, that is on the chaotic variable v, and showing
that the remaining contributions admit better dimensional bounds. In practice, to implement the
scheme outlined above, we introduce a regularized version .# of the translated map, that we call the
auxiliary map, for which we can apply the correlation inequalities. Then we compare the translated
map to the auxiliary map through a series of technical lemmas which aim to extract and study the
linear dependence on the function W; this will be treated in Subsection [[.84] and in Appendix [Dl A
major issue, from a technical point of view, is that we want that the map % regularizes %7 and,
at the same time, still satisfies Hypotheses [l to Bt achieving both goals leads to contributions which,
albeit depending linearly on W, so that they be dealt with as outlined before, unfortunately contain an
extra factor p~!. However such contributions involve sums of terms in which there appear differences
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of functions W and the sums can be rearranged in such a way that the difference is shifted to more
regular functions: this allows us to regain a further factor p so as to compensate the factor p~!. To
implement the idea described above we need to perform iterated expansions which make the analysis
rather intricate: in fact, Subsection [[.8.4] and Appendix [D] constitute the most technical part of the
paper.

Finally, in Section §] we prove Theorems [[] and [§ on the asymptotic behavior of the stochastic
process associated to the dynamics. Again, the crucial issue is that in average the deviations are small,
and hence the evolution of the system is essentially determined by the averaged map.

Appendix [A] contains the results on the decay of correlations for the evolution generated by Ag
on T?. Such results form the main toolkit we use in Section [ to obtain more general correlation
inequalities. Appendices [B] [(] and — as said above — mainly [D] contain mostly the proofs of the more
technical results presented in Section [7

3 Relation with previous works

3.1 Synchronization under stronger assumptions

In the scaling regime, dynamical systems described by (2Z.26]) are a generalisation of the systems studied
in ref. [29], i.e. continuous systems defined on T x T? of the form

p=14¢eg9(p, ¥, 1),

¢ 9(e, 9, 1) (3.1)

1/} = 5(t) IOg AO ©s
where §(t) is the 2m-periodic delta function so defined that its integral from 0 to ¢ equals 1 for any
t > 0. By integrating the equations (B up to time 27 and using that ¢ is defined mod 27, we find
the Poincaré map

t

o(om) = p(0) ¢ [ atg(w(0) 4 e e [ dsglols), o), dawn) .

¥(2m) = Ao 1(0).

If we set (¢,9) := (¢(0),%(0)) and (v, 1) = (p(27),9(27)), we see that .7 is of the form 213,
that is
yc((pa 1/1) = ((,0 + FC((pa 1/1)5 AO w)a

with F.(¢, ) = € Fi(p,9) + e Fa(p, 1, €), where

27
Filp) = /O dt g+ t, Ag,t),

2 t
FQ(CPaZ/}aE) :/0 dta&pg(sa*(t)vAO’l/)vt)/O ng((,O(S),Ao’l/),S),

for a suitable function ¢*(¢). The existence of an invariant manifold for the system (31 is proved in
ref. [29] under the hypothesis that there exists ¥ € T such that one has

Fy (@aw) =0, a«pFl(@a 1/1) <0, (33)

for all¢» € T?. Both F; and F, are smooth in ¢ and 1, and it is easy to see that .7, satisfies Hypotheses
M3l with ' = O(e). In particular the assumptions (3) imply that F.(@,v) = O(g?): this implies that
the invariant manifold is such that We(¢) = O(e), that is the oscillations of the invariant manifold are
small not only in average. Therefore, systems of the form (2.13]) extend the class of systems considered
in ref. [29]; in fact Theorem [l provides a positive answer to a question raised in ref. [29], by showing that
the assumptions on the functions yo(p, ¥) := Fi(p, %) and v1(p,¥) := 0,F1 (¢, ) can be weakened as
suggested therein.
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3.2 Expanding maps

Our work is also strongly related to the analyses in refs. [2T] 22 [14]. In these works a family of
one-parameter maps 7 on T x T is considered, given by

y((paw) = ((P + pf((p’w)’ h((p,bd)), (34)

where h(yp, -) is an expanding circle map for every fixed . Systems of the form (B4, notwithstanding
the fact that they are not time-reversible and have no Hamiltonian structure, have been extensively
investigated since a full understanding of their behaviour may be considered as an important step
toward the study of more realistic models.

Although the hypotheses on h and f in refs. [21], 22] are much weaker then ours, it is interesting to
compare their results with ours. For this purpose, we consider the dynamical system % of the form
ZI3) but with the baker transformation in place of the automorphism Ag. That is, we consider the
dynamical system on T x T? given by

Yo + 2401 |

Flp)i= (o4 o (e, 0. BOD,  B0) = (20 mod 2, 2L

where ¥ = (¢1,12) and |-| denotes the lower integer part, and assume that .#, satisfies Hypotheses
IH3l If f(¢, 1) does not depend on 15 then the system .7, can be seen as an extension of the system
T(p,11) = (o+pf(p, 1), 2101 mod 27) that is part of the family of systems studied in refs. [21,[22]. On
the other hand, we expect that most of the results in the present paper apply with minor modifications
to .%; that is, there exists an invariant manifold Wy, := {(v, Wy(3)) : ¢ € T?}, with W, : T? — T
Holder continuous such that .7, (W (), ) = Wi (B(v)), and W is a global attractor for .#3 and hence
% admits a unique physical measure given by

(0) = / O(Wi(8), ) mo(d) = / Ol ) (2 — Wa()) vo(dipd )

In particular, when f(p,%) does not depend on 1, if we take O independent of 12 as well, we can
write

(0) = / Ol ibr) (dp iy ),

where 7, is the projection of v, along the s-direction and it is the unique physical measure for ;.
In ref. [14] the authors show that, under very general conditions, 7, is absolutely continuous w.r.t. the
Lebesgue measure 7y = di); dep, that is vp(de dip1) = np(e, 11)de dipy, with

() = / 5 — Wi(e) i

a well-defined integrable function. We think that, in our case, this follows from the Holder continuity
of Wy(v) and the fact that it varies rapidly in the 15 direction; a formal derivation of this property is
beyond the scope of the present paper.

Moreover, an adaptation of Corollary to the context under consideration should imply that,
for every observable O and O on T x T that are C*' in ¢ and Holder continuous in 11, we have
< Ce—cpn7

‘ / O (0, 91)O2( (0, 1)) dip iy — / 01 (i, 1) d iy / Oslp,10n) Po(dip )

for suitable constants C' and ¢, not depending on p. Similarly, calling
X(wn) = (F) a0, ) + (10 = 1t/0)) (T ) o00,00) = (F7) (00, 00))

a result analogous to Corollary 237 should imply that X, converges in probability to ®; in the topology
of uniform convergence in C°(R*, T). Thus, the presence of uniform contraction near W, would allow
to control the dynamics for all positive times and hence to obtain stronger results with respect to the
models considered in ref. [22] (see in particular ref. [22] Section 3.1]).
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4 Extensions and generalizations

As said in the introduction, we consider this work as a first step to fix techniques and strategies to
be applied to more general system and/or more refined questions. In this section we present some of
these questions and briefly discuss possible strategies to follow in order to solve them by applying the
results of this paper.

4.1 More general perturbations: fully coupled systems

The systems considered in this work are usually called skew products since the fast variable does not
depend on the slow variable. In this subsection we present a path to generalize our results to the case
of a fully coupled system.

4.1.1 More general Anosov diffeomorphisms

As a first step we can consider systems of the form

L0 0) = (p+ Folp, 1), AW)),  AW) = Aot + Fy(¥), (4.1)

with Fy, : T? — T? such that the map ¢ — A(¢)) describes an Anosov diffeomorphism on T2, and
F,(p,v): TxT? — T such that . still satisfies Hypotheses[IH3l However, any Anosov diffeomorphism
of the form in (£I) is conjugated with its linear part Ay (see also refs. [9, 27, [44] for a more general
context). Thus, there exists a Holder continuous map 7—~[¢: T? — T? such that

7‘~[¢OA = Aooﬁw .

If we decompose Fy, (¢) = Fy 4 (¥)vy+Fy — (¢)v—, where v; and v_ are the eigenvectors corresponding
to the eigenvalues A > 1 and A~! of A (see Subsection ), and write Hy () = ¢ + hy(3), with

P () = 4 ()04 + Dy, (), we find [28]
o g () = 3 Fy o (AM@)IAFD Ry (@) = =Y Fy (AT @)AFD, (4.2)
n=0 n=1

so that, setting 3%;(90, ¥) == (¢, ﬁw (¥)), we may use H to conjugate . in ([@.I)) with

L(0,9) = (¢ + F(p, ), Aot)), (4.3)

with ﬁ((p, ”;qw(z/})) = F,(p,1). Clearly .7 is of the form (2I0]) and satisfies Hypotheses [IH3l

In this situation it is still be natural to chose the initial ¢ distributed according to the Lebesgue
measure mg on T2. This is essentially equivalent to considering the SRB measure m 4 associated with
A, since A*mg converges exponentially fast to m 4 [28]. Thus, to apply the results in Section 2l to .
in (1)), we need decay of correlations estimates like those in Proposition 2.3 but with H*m 4 in place
of mg. Observe that H is Holder continuous and H*m A 18 invariant under the action of Ag; thus m 4
can be represented as a Gibbs state on the same subshift of finite type used for Ay in Appendix [A1]
We can now extend the proof Proposition 2.3l using the properties of the potential that generates such
a Gibbs state as discussed in ref. [28].

4.1.2 Bidirectional perturbations

We can now look at systems with bidirectional perturbations of the form

(o, 0) = (o + Folp, 1), A(; ),  A; ) := Ao + Fy(0,v)), (4.4)
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with F, (¢, ) satisfying once more Hypotheses [H3l and Fy, (¢, ) such that the dynamical system on
T? generated by the map ¢ +— A(1); ) is an Anosov diffeomorphism for every fixed ¢ € [¢m, Pas].
Here we briefly sketch how the analysis of the present paper could be adapted to cover such a more
general situation

Existence of an invariant manifold for the system (£4) is proven in ref. [16] in the perturbative
regime under the conditions ([B3). Note that, even in the simpler case considered in ref. [I6], the
invariant manifold must be looked for in the form W = {(W (), H (%)) : ¢ € T?}, with W and H such
that (W (), H(®)) = (W(Apt), H(Apv)), since the dynamics of the chaotic variable is no longer
trivial.

More generally, we can proceed as in Subsection [LT.1], and look for a conjugation S (p,v) =
(¢, Hy (p, 1)) such that

HoS = SoH,
with . of the form (@3). This means that
Hy(o + Folio, 1), A(t:9)) = Aoty (o, 9).
Flp, Hylp, ¥) = F(e,9).
It is possible to write a formal solution to (43 along the lines of (£2) (see also [10] for a similar

(4.5)

argument). Applying the conjugation H to the system ([£4) allows us to reduce it to a system of the
form of (2IH). To apply the results of the present paper one then needs to prove that the resulting
system has the geometric and regularity properties needed to satisfy Hypotheses [H3 The above
construction, assuming it is successful, allows to extend the results on synchronization to the systems
as in ([£4).

Then, as the next step, one must show that the averaging principle proved for the system (2.15)
implies, thanks to the existence of f%fz, an averaging principle for ([@dl). More precisely, writing
Fo(p,v) = pfo(p,v) and starting the evolution at g, with 1 distributed according to my, the
long time evolution generated by ([@.4) for small p should be described by the flow ® defined by

%&)t(ng) = :fv(&)t(QOO))v (4'6)

‘50(@) = o,
with B
flo) = [ o) moan)

where the new measure m,, can be computed from ﬁw in (£2) and, as heuristic arguments suggest, it
is expected to be the SRB measure of the Anosov diffeomorphism A(-; ).

4.1.3 Non-dissipative perturbations

In our present work, and in the generalizations discussed above, the uniform dissipation around ¢ = 0
of the map F plays an important role. A third possible — and harder — generalization to investigate,
already in the skew product case, is obtained by weakening the hypotheses on the dissipative nature
of the map .. Our Hypothesis Bl requires the map to be strictly contracting in A. In refs. [21] 22],
where expanding maps are considered instead of Anosov automorphisms, a more general interaction
is investigated, since the rate of contraction of the neutral variable is assumed to be non-zero only in
average.

In fact, a very interesting case, from a physical point of view, is the conservative one (see also the
comments in Subsection [£.3)), where one assume that (f(-,¢)) vanishes for all ¢. In such a situation
one expects the correct scaling to be k = [t/p?| and to lead in the limit to a stochastic differential
equation [I7) [26], instead of an ordinary differential equation as in the dissipative case.
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4.2 Central Limit Theorem

It would be also of interest to find a more detailed description of the fluctuations of the process X; in
248) around the flow ®; in [236). Comparing with available results in the literature [35] 25| 26] [19]
20, 21, [22], for systems of the form (3.4]), we expect the stochastic process

1
At = %(Xt - q)t>

to converge in distribution, as p — 07, to the solution of the stochastic differential equation

dAy = 0, f(Pi(0)) Ardt + o (P (o)) dB(t),
Ag =0,

where B(t) is a standard Brownian motion and

(o <Zf<p, 0, A )>-

n=—oo

Since in the case of conservative interactions the scaling limit is expected to lead to a stochastic
differential equation (see the end comments in Subsection [f.13]), studying how an equation like ([@7)
emerges from (ZI5) in the scaling regime can be seen as a precursory step before dealing with the
more demanding scaling regime needed to study conservative systems.

The fact that the stochastic process A; converges to the solution of equation (&7 implies that
W/\/p, with W (see Subsection 23.)) seen as a random variable on T?, converges in distribution to a
normal random variable with mean 0 and standard deviation o(0), that is

lim mg ({¢ € T? : W () dye 20(0)2 ) (4.8)
p—0t

S\/ﬁz})—\/—/

Thus, to start with, as a consistency check we show how to derive [g]). If we call, using the notation

in (ZI3) and setting () == 1 — () = 1+ pd, £(0,0),

00 1—1
Wy = Z (H ,LLoAOj)ﬂoAOi ,

i=1 \j=1

we prove in Subsection that ([W — Wy|) = O(p). This implies that (W — Wy)//p converges in
probability to 0, so that we just need to prove that Wy/,/p, in the limit, has the correct normal
distribution. Consider now the new random variable

Woo () := Z I BoAS"

In Appendix [E] we present a partial extension of Proposition to multi-times correlation functions,
which yields that

(Wo — Woo)?) = O(p?). (4.9)
On the other hand, the Central Limit Theorem for Anosov system [I5] implies that Woo/,/p tends to
the correct normal limit as p — 0%.

We expect a similar strategy to work for the derivation of (@1, by proceeding along the lines of
Subsection
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4.3 Large Deviations

Finally, the discussion in Subsection naturally leads us to consider the validity of a large deviation
principle for our model. In particular (£8)) deals with the fluctuation of order \/p of W around 0. We
can then ask if we can describe the fluctuations of W of order 1. In its simplest form we expect that,
as p — 0,

— lim plog (mo ({v: € T2 : W(w) > })) = I(@),

where I, the large deviation rate, should be given by the Legendre transform of the a suitable limit
moment generating function for W, that is

1) = sup (r = A7),
with
A7) = fl)ig(l)plog (<eTW>) .

Given the essentially explicit expression for W contained in Subsection [6.1] we think it should be
possible to show that I exists and to compute it by using the methods and results of our paper.

It would be more interesting to study the large fluctuation of the full process X; defined in (2:46]).
Again, we think that it should be possible to show that, at fixed ¢q, as p — 0,

~lim plog (mo({1/1 €T sup e Xy (0) - 01| > :c})> — J(@),

where X, is defined in (ZZ7) and ¢ € [0,7) is as in Theorem B, while J is a large deviation rate to be
related to a suitable moment generating function for the full dynamics.

5 Applications to physical problems

5.1 Periodic orbits: Krylov-Bogolyubov theory

One of the first problems to be studied, where fast and slow variables are coupled to each other, were
the planetary motions in celestial mechanics. A well-known example are the effects of the revolution
of the Moon around the Earth (the fast motion) on the revolution of the Earth around the Sun (the
slow motion).

Krylov-Bogolyubov theory provides a useful tool to deal with such a kind of problem and, more
generally, to study the behaviour of oscillating systems where at least two very different time scales
are involved: an averaged equation for the slow variables is obtained after integrating out the motions
of the fast variables [37, [8, [34]. The theory has been successfully applied to a wide class of dynamical
systems, which range from very simple two-dimensional systems, such as the Van der Pol equation
or the inverted pendulum, to much more complicated ones, such as the stability of the Solar system,
where, because of the complexity of the equations, numerical analysis plays a dominant role.

Recently the averaging method has been applied to study the stability of the H2+ ion within
the framework of classical mechanics [13]. Integrating out the electron coordinates, treated as fast
variables, leads to an effective Hamitlonian describing the motion of the two protons. What is found
numerically is that, for certain initial conditions of the electron coordinates, the protons are captured
in an oscillatory state. This can be seen as a synchronization phenomenon which causes the protons
to stabilize on a suitable periodic orbit. On the other hand, the numerical simulations also show that
for other initial conditions the motion of the electron becomes chaotic. In this case, apparently no
regular pattern emerges for the motion of the protons. It would be interesting to investigate further
the chaotic regime, in the light of the increasing results in the literature showing that synchonization
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may still occur when the dynamics of the fast variable moves from regular to a chaotic; for instance,
a behaviour of this kind is observed numerically in electromechanical systems with flexible arms (see
ref. [38] and references quoted therein).

5.2 Climate models

The problem of climate change has been increasingly investigated recently, also in the light of its strong
relation with society and life on our planet. Earth’s climate system is undoubtedly one of the most
significant examples of chaotic systems where fast and slow variables interact with each other: while
weather processes, such as the atmospheric and ocean dynamics, can be considered as fast motions,
what one is ultimately interested in is the slow evolution of Earth’s climate [36]. Moreover, one has to
take into account also intentional and unintentional human-induced perturbations, such as the global
warming due to human activities.

As a consequence of the wide range of processes and external forces involved in the climate sys-
tem, the mathematical models which are used to treat the problem in full generality are inevitably
complicated, and the corresponding differential equations are mainly studied numerically. To attack
the problem analytically, the effects of the small-scale processes are usually taken into account in the
equations governing the dynamics on large scale by introducing a suitable parameterization, which
may be deterministic in some cases but, more frequently, leads to stochastic differential equations.
However, also analytically more accessible models have been studied, both because there are problems
which admit a simpler description and because obtaining analytical results allows us to improve our
general understanding of the problem. A class of simple climate models are the energy balance models,
where only a few variables appear. For instance, one can consider a two-dimensional model, where the
evolution of the mean surface temperature and of the mean deep ocean temperature is governed by
a system of two stochastic differential equations: the climate system response is characterised by two
timescales, with the deep ocean temperature reacting much more slowly [51].

The use of mathematical models in order to deal with the climate change has intensified in the
last few years, thanks to the recent developments in dynamical systems theory as well as in statistical
mechanics and probability; see for instance refs. [24, 41l [3T] for reviews on the topics. The tools
we use in the present paper provide a possible path to follow in order to address the analysis of
climate models. Studying coupled Anosov systems, which in principle could appear a mathematical
abstraction, is justified in consideration of Gallavotti-Cohen chaotic hypothesis [30]. In this regard, we
stress that the results obtained by relying on Ruelle response theory [42, [31] exploited the very same
assumption.

5.3 Several coupled systems: the heat equation

As we already mentioned, a well established line of research aim to a derivation of the macroscopic
law of transport of energy in a crystal, that is the heat equation, starting from the deterministic
microscopic dynamics. In this spirit one considers a large number N of microscopic systems — which
can be taken equal to each other — organized on a lattice in R3. Without interaction each microscopic
system presents a neutral direction that represents the fact that energy is locally conserved. After a
small interaction that couples the neutral directions is introduced, one expect to see the heat equation
to emerge as an effective macroscopic equation in the hydrodynamic limit, that is the limit in which
both the number N of local systems and the (discrete) time k go to infinity in such a way that k ~ N2.

An interesting result in this direction is obtained in ref. [T1], where the local systems are assumed
to be chaotic maps coupled with a neutral variable which play the role of a local energy, and a further
conservative small interaction is introduced between the local systems. Then, for initial conditions
with the energies confined in a very small region, a diffusion equation is proved to be satisfied by the
local energies at finite time.
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Stated in its full generality, the problem is too hard for our present knowledge. As discussed in
refs. [211 [40], a possible strategy to pursue is to split the study into two separate steps:

1. First one studies a single local system weakly interacting with a neutral variable in the limit
in which the size p of the interaction vanishes (scaling regime). In order to obtain a non-trivial
evolution one studies the behaviour of the system for times k diverging with a law which depends
on p. In this way one obtains a differential equation (the mesoscopic equation) describing the
dynamics of the neutral variable.

2. Next, one couples a large number N of such systems and takes the limit in which both N
and the rescaled time go to infinity according to the hydrodynamic limit. The heat equation
should emerge as the partial differential equation describing the evolution of the local energy
concentration, that is the average of the neutral variable in a small region.

At the moment, we are not aware of substantial progress in respect to the second step. As far as the
first step is concerned, one wishes the dynamics to be well understood in the absence of interaction.
On the other hand, integrable systems have to be excluded because they are too special and are
expected to display a non-typical behaviour. For these reasons, the local systems are usually assumed
to be chaotic, as in [I1I] — for instance expanding maps or, as in our paper, Anosov maps. A further
simplifying hypothesis is to consider an interaction which makes non-conservative the evolution of the
neutral variable, so that local attractors appear: this is required in order to control the dynamics over
long times. In such a situation the scaling limit requires k ~ p~! and the mesoscopic equation is an
ordinary differential equation. In the more difficult conservative case, a different scaling law k ~ p—2
is looked for and the mesoscopic equation is expected to be a stochastic differential equation (see also
Subsection for more comments on this point).

The present paper deals with the first step of the strategy outlined above, in the strictly dissipative
case. The next step would be considering a finite region A C Z¢ and a set of variable (0, %) €
T x (T?)?, such that, for i € A, the dynamics is given by

i, V) = (@i + pfi(e, V), Aoti),

with f;(¢, 1) depending only on the variables ¢, and 1; with j € A close to 4, for instance the first
neighbours. The results of the paper should extend to the case of a finite number of systems, while
extending the analysis to an arbitrarily large region A requires substantial additional work in order to
obtain bounds uniform in the size of the region. Of course, because of the dissipation, one does not
expect to obtain the heat equation when the hydrodynamic limit is taken; nevertheless, studying the
limit of infinitely many systems in a simpler case could shed light on the more realistic models.

As the last comment suggests, another non-trivial extension would be removing the dissipation
hypothesis on the dynamics of the neutral variable. However, as stressed in ref. [40] this is a much
harder problem with respect to the dissipative case, already in the case of a single system.

6 Mapping to a simpler model
In this section we prove Theorems [[] and [2 by explicitly solving (Z21]) and ([223). The first theorem is
obtained by relying on Banach Fixed-Point Theorem, while the second one exploits the dynamics being

uniformly contracting around the invariant manifold. Finally, the two results together are showed to
yield immediately Theorem Bl

6.1 The invariant manifold: proof of Theorem [II

From ([227) we get
W(Aoy) = GW (), ) = W) + F(W(4), ) . (6.1)
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To show that a solution of (6.I) exists we define the map
EW](¥) == GW(Ag'v), Ag ') (6.2)

so that the invariant manifold is the solution of the fixed point equation &[W] = W.

If we define
B:={W € B(T%,R):S,, <W < Sy}, (6.3)

then &(B) C B by Hypotheses [[land Pl Moreover
[€W1] = EWa]llo = sup |G(Wi (A ), Ag ) — G(Wa(Ag ), Ag )|
c 2
= sup IGW1(¥),¥) = G(W2(¥),¥)] < (1 =T)[[W1 — Wa|e,
c 2

that is & is a contraction on B, and thus, by the Banach Fixed-Point Theorem, there is a unique
W € B that satisfies (6.1)).

To discuss the regularity of W we observe that, since F' is ap-Holder continuous, we get, for
ay € (0, Oéo],

[EWlg, = A= sup sup [z| = [G(W (& + zvs), 9 + avy) = GW (), )]
PeT? zeR

< A7 sup sup |z 7 (|G(W(7/) +avg), ¥+ avg) = GW (), ¥ + zvy )|
PYET? z€R (6.4)

FIGOV (), 6 +0y) = GOV (), 9)])
<3 (=D, +1Fla. )

and similarly, for a_ € (0, ag],

Sz <A (A= DIWle_ +|Fla_) - (6.5)
This implies that the set
F|Dt — |F|a,
— 2 . + < 7| + < - .
Ba o, : {W € Ba_ o, (T2 R) : WL, < o Tk Wia <= G _F)} (6.6)

is invariant under &. Thus, we need to show that & is a contraction on B,_ o, for suitable a_ and
a4, in order to apply once more the Banach Fixed-Point Theorem. To this end, observe that

|E[Wh] = E[Wa]|, =A™ sup sup |2|~*F |G(Wi(¥), ¥) — G(Wa(), )
PeT?2 zeR
= GWi(Y + 2vi), ¥ + 2vs) + GW2 (Y + 2v4), ¥ + 2v4)
< AT sup sup [z IG(Wi(¥),¥) — G(W2(¥), ¥)
PeT? zeR (67)
— GW1i (¢ + 2v4),¥) + GW2 (¥ + 2v4), )
+ AT sup sup [z|" | GWL (Y + zvy), ¥) = G(Wa (¢ + 2v4),9)
PeT? zeR
= GWi(¥ + 2vy), ¥ + avy) + GWa (¥ + 2vy ), 9 + avy )|
Writing

GMM%%@)cM%wwwalAamemwn+umwwnwamuw>vwwm,
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we bound, in the contribution from the fifth and sixth lines in ([€71),

sup sup ||~ GWL (Y + zvy), ) — G(W2 (¢ + z04),9)
PYET? zeR (6.8)

— GIWA( +av1), 0+ 2vs) + GOV (6 +2v4), 0+ 704)| < 105G, Wi = Wa|oe.

For any C? function h we have

h(z1) — h(xa) — h(zs) + h(z4)

1t . /
:5/0 dt (h (t-’L'l+(1—t)$2)+h(f.’L‘3+(1—t)x4))((E1_$2_$3+x4)

1 1
+§(x17x2+z3—z4)/ dt (tzy + (1 — t)we — tes — (1 — t)xy)
0

1
y / ds B (s(tar + (1 t)as) + (1 — s)(tas + (1 — t)aa),
0
so that we can bound, in the contribution from the third and fourth lines of (6.7,

GWi(), ) — GWa(y), ) — GIW1 (¢ + zv4), 1)

sup sup |zt
PpeT?2 zeR

(6.9)
+G(Wa(y + $U+),¢)‘ <A -D)Wy = Wal3, + ||3ZG||OO§E?§ (Wila, W1 — Wl
Collecting the bounds (6.8) and ([G.9), we obtain
|EWh] — EWalE,
—Q4 + 2 + + (6'10)
<X (= D)W = Wall, + (102F oo macg [WilZ, + [00FI, ) [Wh — Wallso)
and, analogously,
(W] = EWa]|,
o _ ) _ B (6.11)
<X (1= D)Wy = Walz_ + (102Flloo max (Wil + 0, F I ) [W1 = Walloo).
Let now a_, oy € (0, ap] be such that
A-(1-T) <1, (6.12a)
103 F || oo | F'|o A 05 F oo | o
AT - + [0, F | A v d.F|, r. 6.12b
Ot (/\a+(1r)+|4/7 |0‘+ +a 1*Aa*(171—‘) +|</7 |a, < ( )

For such a— and a4, combining the bounds (6.4), (6.5), (6I0) and (6.I1), the map & turns out to be
a contraction on B, _ o, . This concludes the proof of Theorem [II

Remark 6.1. Recalling that S, < 0 < Sy, by Remark 2.T0 the discussion above implies that the
sequence &"[0] converges to W in B(T?, R).

Remark 6.2. The inequalities ([G.I2) are satisfied for a_,ay small enough. If p is small and
lFllag.2 = O(p), then ([GI2a) requires a— = O(p), which inserted into (GI2D) shows that ay is
allowed to be O(1) in p.

Remark 6.3. Assuming the map .% to satisfy much stronger regularity properties in the fast variable
(such as smoothness or even analyticity) does not really improve the regularity of the manifold. At
best, we might obtain a regularity somewhat stronger than the Holder continuity, such as the strong
Holder condition considered in ref. [5], but only at the price of assuming stronger conditions on the
map, in particular on the variation of the function p — see also Remark
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6.2 The invariant manifold in the scaling regime: proof of Lemma [2.21]

In the scaling regime, where F', together with all its derivatives, is proportional to p, the best we can
say about the invariant manifold is that W € B, with B as in ([G3]), and hence |W| < max{|Sy|, Sa},
so that we still have |[W| o = O(1). Furthermore, since W € B, _ o, , with B,_ o, as in (G4, so that
at = 0(1) and a— = O(p) by Remark [£.2, we obtain [W|, = O(1), while [W[£, = O(p).

Remark 6.4. If vy is a fixed point of Ay, that is Agtbg = 1o, we get W (1hg) = S(¢o), so that, in the
scaling regime, W (1) does not depend on p. In a similar way, if ¢y, is a periodic point of period k,
that is A5y = ¥, then W (1) is found between min; S(Aj1y) and max; S(A¥y). This shows that,
in the scaling regime, in general lim,_,o+ W(¥) # 0.

6.3 The conjugation: proof of Theorem

6.3.1 The translated map

We will construct the conjugation J# by first subtracting the steady state and then linearizing the
resulting dynamics around 0. More precisely, we write ¢ = 6 + W (1) so that, in terms of the variables
(0,), the dynamics is described by the map

AO) = (S0 0). (700, 0)) 1= (C10,0), Aow), Gr(0,6) =0+ Fr(6,0),  (613)
with
Fi0,6) i= PO+ W(),0) = FOW(0),0) = PO+ W) + W) - W), (6.14)
We call .7 the translated map. Defining
D= {(0.0) €T X T s 6 = W(H) <0< das ~ WD), (6.15)
we have that .7, is injective from € into itself.

Remark 6.5. One easily checks that .#1(0,v) = (0, Ao%), so that, expressed in terms of 0, the
invariant manifold reduces to W = {(0,4) : ¢ € T?} (see Remark [2.26)).

Remark 6.6. The iterations of the maps . and %) are such that
(") (0, 00) = (1o (0 = W(4),¥) + W(AGe), (6.16)
while (") (@, ¥) = (L)p (e — W (), ) = Ajy. Conversely we have
(F1)6(0,9) = (L) (0 + W(¥), ¥) = W(AGe).
In Subsections and we will study the conjugation relation
Ho S = S0 . (6.17)
where 4 : Q1 — Qg is of the form J (6,v) = (H1(0,), ). We can then write

H(p, ) = (Halp = W(¥),¥),¥), (6.18)

with JZ satisfying the conjugation relation (Z23]). Thus, if the conjugation J# exists and is invertible,
the conjugation J# exists and is invertible as well, and vice versa. Moreover, 5 and 7 have the
same image g defined in Theorem 2l In analogy with ([G.I8), we write 7" (n,v) = (L1(n, %), ).

Considering also Remark 2.14] we look for functions H;: Q; — R and £L; : Qg — R of the form

H1(9a¢) = 9+92h1(95¢)5 51(77;1/1) = 77+77211(77’w) (619)
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If we show that functions H; and £y of the form (EI9) exist, with hy € B, 1(21,R) and I3 €
B, 1(Q0,R), for a suitable o, € (0, ap), then we can write the conjugation . and its inverse as in

229), with
h(e,¥) = haile =W(W), ), ln, ) =h(n, ). (6.20)

Remark 6.7. As a consequence of Theorem [I] there exists a closed interval © := [#_, 60, ], such that
O x T? C  and hence {(p,9) € Tx T? : p — W () € O} C Q.

6.3.2 Dynamics toward the steady state

From (6I7) we see that H; satisfies the equation

k() H1(0,9) = Hi(S1(6,¢)) . (6.21)
According to ([619), we get
m0.0) = 5 (G1(0.6) + GL(0.0P I (A0.0) — 5(w)0),
with G1(0,1) as in (613), so that, setting
G1(0,4))? 1 1 ?
mio.) =G — s (14 [ aea res+ wew)0)) (6.222)
G1(0,v) — 0k (2 1 !
01(6,9) =S 92,1( = w) _ 5 | e —nezreos wiw.v). (6.22b)
we obtain
h1(9,1/1) = (Z1(9a¢) +P1(9a¢) hl(yl(eﬂ/’)) ) (623)
whose solution can be formally written as
m(0,9) = 30" (0,9) a1 (A7 (04)), (6.24)
n=1
with .
27 0,9) =[] p1(#(60.0)) (6.25)
i=0

where, according to our conventions (see Remark 2.32]), p§°>(9, ) = 1.

Remark 6.8. Both p1(0,9) and ¢1(0, ) are well defined at = 0: using (G and the definition of
’i(?ﬂ) after m’ we find "i(w) q1 (O’w) = 8(,20F(Oaw) and py (O’w) = K(w)

We start with the regularity properties of the functions p; and ¢;. The following result is an easy
consequence of the representation in ([6.22) together with Lemma

Lemma 6.9. Assume the map % in (ZI8) to satisfy Hypotheses H3. For any TV € (0,T) and
any o € (0,min{a_,at}), with a_ and ay as in Theorem [1, one has p1,q1 € Pas(1,R) and
p1(0,9) <1 —T" as long as |0] < 01, with

r-1/
91'

_ , 6.26
2[5 | oo (1 + 100 F[|o0) |02 F ]| (020

Proof. Observe that pi(0,¢) = 1+ d,F(W(¢),9) < 1—T. Thus, using that, for any 6; > 0 and all
0 € [—01,061], we have |p1(0,v) — p1(0,¢)| < ||0sp1]||ccb1, if we bound dgp; using ([6.22al) and fix 6,
as in (626, the bound on p;(6,4) for |0] < 6y follows immediately. The other bounds too are easily
obtained by estimating the derivatives of p; and ¢;. (|
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Remark 6.10. In the scaling regime, where I' = p+y, one has ||p1/lla,s = 1+ O(p), lla1lla.s = O(p),
while [||0gp1lllo,a = O(p) and |p1|la = O(p). Moreover, if one takes IV = p~/, with " € (0,7), then
(626) in Lemma [6:9 implies that 6; = O(1).

Next we study the regularity of the iterates of .77 .

Lemma 6.11. Assume the map .7 in (ZI0) to satisfy Hypotheses[IH3. For any T € (0,T) and o €
(0, min{a_,at}), with a— and at as in Theorem[d, and for all n > 0, one has (7)o € Ba2(1,R)
and

196 (:#1olllos < Co (1 =T)",  [(Fola < CoA™™,  [0(A")pla < CoX™,

with the constant Cqy depending on F' and T but not on n.

Proof. For a fixed I'' € (0,T), let r = r(I'') and N, be defined as in Lemma 2.9, and observe that
N, = O((I")~!) in such a case. We have [|0pG1]|cc <14 ||0,F ||, while for n > N, we may bound

186G 1)o T oo < (1 + 0o F)o" oo < (1 —T).

Thus, noting that (.#*)y = G107, we get

n—1
16 (7)o lloo = 106(Gro7 oo < T 100G1)0H [loo < C1 (1 =T)", (6.27)
=0
with N
(110 F e\
Cy = ( T . (6.28)

Moreover, for n > 2, by (2.7) and (2I2]), we have
|GLoT o S (0G0t ool GrofT 2 a + AV |Ghla, (6.29)

where |G1|a < ||0pF ||oo|W|a + | F|a, and hence, iterating, we get

n i1
(A6l = 1G] o < |Gila Z)\a(nii) H 1(09G1)o A" |0
n - = (6.30)
S C1|G1|a A Z (1 — F/)i71 A*Dﬂ- S C2>\an7
i=1
with C; as in (628) and
Cy = C1[Gila (T') . (6.31)
We have also
n—1 - - n—1 -
105 (Mol < D 105G 106(Foll. T] 11(06G1)0-7 llocs
i=0 =0
J#i

so that, by exploiting ([6.27)), we find that
105 (1 olloe < C5 (1 —T")",

with
Cs := C1]|02F || ()71 (6.32)
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Finally, noting that

- n—1
180(S)o Z(\aeclu Dol +2A%106G1a ) T 1@6G1)o7 e,

= T

and proceeding as done to get the bound ([G.30), we obtain
|06(71")6la < CaA™™,
with
Cy = (C2)|02F |0 + [06G1la) (I') " (6.33)

Then the bounds follow with Cy = max{Cy, Ca, C3, Cy4}. O

Remark 6.12. In the scaling regime, where I' = p~, if we choose IV = py/, with 7 € (0,~), we find
that the constant Cp is O(1) in p. Indeed both |||F|||o,2 and |F|a, and hence |G1|, as well, are O(p),
while, in (6.28)), one has N, = O(p~!) by [2I])

Remark 6.13. Using (-#7")9(0,1) = 0 allows us to bound also |(-7")g(0,%)] < ||0s()ello0|0| and
hence

1 7)alloe < Cr (max{éml, dar} -+ max{|Si], Sur} ) (1 = )"

6.3.3 Existence and regularity of the conjugation

We now have all the ingredients to complete the proof of Theorem[2 Fix IV € (0,T') and set r = r(TV),
with the notation of Lemma 2.9l Fix 6; be as in Lemma [6.9], and set

Sr = maX{SMa |Sm|} +, Mr = max{2 (F/)_l 10g(S’"/91)’ 0}

If (0 +W(),v) € Ay and n > M,, then |(A](6,¢))s| < 61. Combining the latter with property [
in Lemma 2.9 for every (0,) € Q1 we find that |(A(0,v¢))e| < 61 for n > M/ := M, + N,. This
implies that, for n > M/,

n M! nfM;
1P < llpalloem (@ =), (6.34)
with p&") as in ([628]), and hence, using the bound ([G.34) in ([6.24)), we obtain
M/
Ialloe < Dy Z (1= [ailoo < Di(T) il Dy o= (2l ) ()
— ) 1 _ FI
Furthermore, using Lemma [6.11] we see that
n—1 n—1 )
19091l < D l108 (pro7) | TT ot |
i=0 §=0
J#i (6.36)
< CoD1[|06p1|oo (1 — Z "< CoDi (1) |[9gpaloe (1 =T,
i=0
with D; as in (G.38]), so that, summing over n, we get
10ahalloe < 37 (19008 sl + (128 190(@r00) e ) < Do (0)llallo s (6:37)
n=1
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for a suitable constant Dy. By studying along the same lines the second derivative d3hq, we obtain
(see Appendix [B] for details)
10511 lloo < D3 ()~ lalllo.z (6.38)

for some other constant Dj.
Finally, for any « € (0, min{a_, a4 }], we get, again relying on Lemma [6.1T]

n—1 n—1
PV, < > Ipesd], [T e
=0 = (6.39)

ne1 A — 1
< CoDi(|pila + [10ep1floe) (1 =) ~5—

<Dy (1-T)",

for a suitable constant D4 proportional to Dy. To sum over n we take @ = «, in Lemma [6.T1] with
a, such that A* (1 —T") <1 -T", with IV < T”, so as to obtain

w <Y (ngn)
n=1

for a suitable constant D, proportional to D;. Once more we bound |Jghi|s, by reasoning in a similar
way (again we refer to Appendix [B] for details) and find

|h1

o Nalloo + 957 a0, ) < Do (0) a1 (6.40)

19oh1 . < D5 (T") g lla.1, (6.41)

with Dy proportional to Ds.
By collecting together the bounds ([6.35), (637), (633), (6:40) and (G.41]), we find that ||h1]a. 2 is
bounded. Therefore, by recalling the first relation in (6.20), Theorem Rlis proved, with Q¢ = 741 (Q) =

Remark 6.14. The argument above show that, essentially, it is enough to prove the existence of the
conjugation inside A. Indeed, once the conjugation has been defined in A, it can be easily extended to
the whole 2 by using the fact that all trajectories fall inside a neighborhood of the attracting invariant
manifold in a finite time.

6.4 The inverse conjugation: proof of Corollary 2.18]

Since H1(0,v) = 0+ 602h1(0,) and hy € B, 1(Q1,R) for a suitable a, > 0, there exists 6. < 6; such
that dgH1(0,v) > 1/2 for |0| < .. For every (6,¢) € Q; and every M € IN, we have

M
(0, 0) = TR

Reasoning like in the derivation of (6.34) we see that there exists My such that |(2(0,4))g| < 6.
Thus, using Lemma 2.9 we get, for all (6,v) € Q4,

Mo
> M i = .
0t 0.0) > Wl it 0a0.0) (it uGi0.0))  =mm0. (64

where we used Hypothesis [[I From the Inverse Function Theorem it follows easily that there exist
I € %0,1(% (Ql, R)) such that

(A )y, 0) = n+07li(n, ).
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Finally, for any 1,1’ € T?, we can write
Ha(Hy ' (0.97),9") = Ha (M (n.),4) = 0,
so that

[Ha(H (0,07, 0) = MM (,90), )] [ (0,4),9) — Ha(Hy (0, 9), 9)|
|47 — e ¢ —

oy ’

which gives

(8,9)e

and hence |H[ o, < 77 '[Hila.. Therefore, the fact that hy € B, 1(Q1,R) implies also that I; €
Bo, 1(H4(01),R), and, by the second relation of (6.20), Corollorary 2.18] follows.

Remark 6.15. By reasoning as in the derivation of (6.42)), we find that there exists 7 > 0 such that
OpH(0) > 7 for all 8 € U. This will be used later on (see Subsection [J).

< inf 597-[1(9,1/1)> HT o < [Hila

6.5 The conjugation in the scaling regime: proof of Lemma [2.22]

Recall that, with the notation of Lemma 29, for r = r(I”) we have N, = O((I')~1). Thus, from
Remark [6.12]it is easy to see that in the scaling regime the constant Cy in Lemma [6.1T]is O(1) in p.

Furthermore, in Subsection [6.3.3] we can take IV = py’ and I = pvy”, with 0 < 4" <+’ < 7. Using
that 61 = O(1) in p (see Remark [G.10), so that M, = O(p~!) and hence M/ = O((I")~!) as well, and
requiring o, in Theorem 2] to be such that A% (1 — p+/) < (1 — p7y”), so that a, = O(p), we easily
check that D; in (6.35) and, as a consequence, the constants Dy, D3 and Dy as well are all O(1) in p.
This implies that both |||A]||o,1 and |h|e, are O(1) in p.

6.6 Physical measure: proof of Theorem
Let O; and Os be two observables in &, 1(2,R). By Remark [6.13] we have
[02(S" (0, ¥)) — O2(W (Ag¥), Ag)| < C(1 = T")"[|Ozlllo,1,
so that, if vy and vg are defined as in Subsection [2.3.3}, it follows that
[vo (O1 020.7™) — v (O1) vy (O2)]

< /dw {019, )02 (W (AG-), Ag-)) = (010, ))(O2(W (), N + C(1 = T)"[|Ozlllo.1[|O1 | o-

Since W € B, (T? R), the result follows from Remark 2.4l

7 Averaging and deviations

The study of the convergence of the dynamics (2Z26]) to the deterministic dynamics ([Z29) will be
structured in several steps: we start with the first and second moments of the invariant manifold W
(Subsections and [[3)); then we consider the moments of the functions & and ! and their derivatives
(Subsections [[ 4 to [[T]); eventually we draw the conclusions about the deviations of the dynamics with
respect to the averaged system (Subsection [7.10).

Remark 7.1. Throughout this section, as well as in the Appendices we refer to for the proofs (actually
from Appendix [Blon), we assume p to be such that Hypotheses[Ito Bl hold (see Remark 2:20), and we
call C' any constant independent of p whose numerical value is not relevant.
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7.1 The extended map

Even though the set © is positively invariant for the map . in ([2:26)), it is useful to extend the map
S |q outside Q. To do this, we proceed as follows:

e let yext : R = R be a C* function such that xext(z) = 1 for < 0 and yext(z) = 0 for 2 > 1
while 0, xext(x) < 0 for every z € R;

e set sy = min{l, vy /2}, where var = infy | f(oum, ¥));
o define foxi € Za,,6(R x T2, R), by setting fex(o,1) = f(p, ¥) for om < ¢ < @p while

fext(p,9) = <z: 0L f (oars ) — sDM)’) Xext (M) - % (1 — Xext (MD :

SM SM

for ¢ > ¢, and an analogous expression for ¢ < .

It follows that, for any r > 0, fext satisfies the bounds

| =

|||fext|||a076 < 5&6”|Xext|||0,6F|||040,6a ]1&1{1/{; |fext(507"/))| > Ql{ljfr |f(90a 1/}>| .

Moreover the map

yext(@, ’l/)) = (90 + pfext (905 1/})5 AOU’) (71)

is defined on R x T2, coincides with .7 (¢, 1) for (p,1) € Q and, restricted to any Qexs = Uexy X T2
with Uyt O U a closed interval, satisfies Hypotheses [[H3] with Qey; in place of €.

Remark 7.2. The reason why we need to extend .%|q outside  to a map %, potentially different
from the original . on (T x T?)\, is that we want to compare .# with other maps, constructed
starting from ., which, albeit being closely related to ., not only may fail to admit {2 as an invariant
set (see Remark [.TT), but also are not necessarily defined in the whole € (see the beginning of Section
[). Thus, in order to avoid discussing separately the dynamics near the boundary of €, it turns out
to be easier to extend the maps to a larger domain eyt in such a way that they satisfy automatically
the same properties as the original maps. We stress here that all the functions appearing in Theorems
[ to { depend only on #|q. The errors introduced in estimating these functions, as an effect of the
arbitrariness of the extension, are under control and are proved to be of order p (see Remark [7.19).

The conjugation H as well can be extended to a function Hext € Bag,1(Sext, R), by reasoning as in
Subsection [6.3, with the only difference that ¥ has to be replaced with %, everywhere. Extending
7 on ey naturally defines an extended map .7} ext such that

yl,ext(ea 1/1) = yext(e + W(w)aw) - W(AO’L/J)

is defined on Q ext = {(0,9) € R x T? : (0 + W(¢),¢) € Qext}. In particular, in the following
discussion we need to choose ey in such a way that  C 4 ext (see Subsection [T.8]).

Remark 7.3. The actual set Qqx that we need depends on the details of the proofs in the remaining
of this section. We will specify how to construct it in Remark [[.11] and in (740) below.
7.2 A correlation inequality

This subsection is dedicated to a generalization of Proposition 2.3 that plays a central role in the proof
of Theorem ] and Lemma .33l Considering its importance, we first discuss a very simple example in
Subsection [[.2.1] before stating the result in its full generality in Subsection [[.2.2]
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7.2.1 A simple example

In Subsection we will estimate, among more complex ones, expressions of the form

ap = << l:I qué)boAg> = / ( 1:[ M(Aéq/’)> b(AGY) mo(dy),
: T\ jlo

Jj=0

where (b) = 0 and, writing p(v) = (u) + pv(vp), with (¢) = 0, the functions p and @ are such that
0< () < ulls £1—=pyand 7] < C.

A nalve estimate immediately gives
lan| < (1= p7)" [0l - (7.2)

We now show that, assuming ¢ and b to be a-Holder continuous for some « € (0,1) and (b) to vanish,
such an estimate can be improved. Indeed we can write

T] w(Aiw) = p<H u(Aéw) BA™ ) + (H u(Aéw) (u)
=0 j=0

Jj=0

and, after iterations, we get

n k—2
an = ()" (b) + pz<u>”’“< <H qu6> o Af™! boA8> :
k=1 j=0

where we are following the convention in Remark 2.32] for sums and products, so that, by applying
Proposition 23] we find

n +
lan] < CpY> (1= py)" (1 +aln —k)A~*C=H <H po Ay )v 6]/
k=1 a
We can use (2Z.8)) and bound
k—1 ) + k—1 1+
(T ot )o| < 1| TT o]
=1 o =1 o
while from [213) we get
k—1 +
[T roas? | < Il Ml Yo A (7:3)
j=1 a =1
Finally, we obtain
" A+ a—1
|an| < Cp(1—p7) [Ollallllallbl o (7.4)

(EreEaEsT
Comparing (T4) with (T2) we see that, for & = «p, we have gained a factor p at the cost of a possibly
worse constant. Note that, on contrast, if a = au, the factor (A +a —1)/(1 —A%)% is O(1/p), so that
there is no gain with respect to the bound (2] in such a case.

7.2.2 The general inequality

For any two given sets of functions bg,...,0,_1 and wg,...,10,,_1 on T2, set u; = v; + pw; for
1=0,...,n—1. Define, for k=0,...,nand ¢ =0,...,n —k,

k—1
u? (@) = u TV @) i (A5 ) = H wii(440), 0P @) = [Tog(Ae).  (@5)
j=0
where, according to Remark 2.32] u(O)( )= UEO) () = 1. Finally, set u®) := uék) and 0¥ = tJ((Jk).
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Remark 7.4. If we define .
uP () = [ ] ur—y (457 9),
=1

then one has u(=%) = uMoA ",
Remark 7.5. We can write
W o) g0+ () < o) b geAl

so that, after iterating, we get

k—1
uz(-k) = U,gk) + pz uz(-]) mi+jOAj U(kijil)OAJO‘Jrl

09111
=0
k—1
() ) G (k—j=1)  git1
=0 + 9> 0 oAl v 71TV 0 A) (7.6)
=0
) " G=i =) 4 (k—j—1)
5 j § o G=i'=1) 41 o (k—j=1)  gj+1
+p ZZui YUH_]‘/OAO ni+j’+1 OAO mi+joA0ni+j+1 OAO .
i=1j=0
%

where the second equality follows applying the first equality to the factor u; ) in the first line. According
to the conventions established in Remark 2.32] the sum in the second line vanishes for k = 0, while
the sum in the last line vanishes for £ = 0,1. We can also proceed “in the opposite direction” to get

k—1
u™ =0 4 03" 0 o,y o) uli T oAl (7.7)
j=0

where we avoided writing the equivalent of the second expansion in ([Z6]) since we will not need it.

The following result plays a important role in the forthcoming analysis. The proof is based on
Remark and extends the reasoning of Subsection [[.2.1]

Proposition 7.6. Let ug,...,u,_1 be any functions in B, (T2, R), with o € (0,1], such that

1. 0 < (u) <wiljloo <1 —=py forali=0,...,n—1,
2. 1; =0(p) foralli=0,...,n—1.

Given g € BE(T?,R) and g— € B, (T? R), one has

(g4 u™odg g_oAF*) — ()™ (g4 )(9-)| < C(L - pv)" ((1 +am)A™ g 1S 1g- 1o

7.8)
+o(Ig+ o=l + lg+allg-lla) + 02n|<9+>|l<9—>|),
where (W)™ = (up)(u1) ... (i _1).
Proof. For any function u;, with ¢ = 0,...,n — 1, let v; := (u;) and pw; := U; and introduce the
notation (u){" = (;) ... (ux_1), so that (u)®) = (W),
Then we write
(g ulMoAg g oA™) = (g4 u™oAg G oAFH) + (G u™oAp)(g-) + (g4) (™)), (7.9)
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so that, using the first line of (Z6) in Remark [ZH with u(™ oA instead of u(®, we rewrite the first

term in ([Z.9]) as

(gr u™oAg g oAnT!) = <u>"<g+ g_oApth)

erz Wy TE g uModg oAkt goAp™Ty.

Using (271) and the first bound in Remark [2.2] we get

—(k+1 k|t —(k+1) ~ k|t —(k+1) ~ |+
‘9+OA0( " )u(k)OAokuk’a < ||9+°Ao( * )ukHOO’u(k)OAOk’a + ’g+oAO( + )uk‘aHu(k)Hoo
—(k+1) ~
< O = p7)*llgrody ™ .
so that, from (ZI2) and Proposition [2:3] we obtain in (7.9)

} <g+ u(")oAO §_0A3+1> }

n —an ~ + ~ . n + -~ _ (710)
<C(1—=py)" A" (A + an)||g+ I3 11g-1la + Cp(1 = py)"lg+ 13 19—l -

Analogously to (ZI0), using (Z.7), with u(™ oAy instead of u(™, and Proposition 23, we get

(G4 u™oAy)| Z G+ o AGuTF Do AT [ < Cp(1 = py)™ 134112 - (7.11)
k=0

Finally, for n > 2, since (i) = 0 for all K = 0,...,n — 1, using the third line of (T6l), once more
with u(™oAy instead of u™, we have

n—1k—
() — = 2 3 S W W oA 8 ot

k=1 j=0

and hence, by Proposition and Remark [7.4],

n—1ln—1
[(u) = ) < Cp* 30D (1 = py) (k= 5PAT D Jul ) g i
k=1 j=0
n—1ln—1
<Cp? Y Y AT = p) il ikl L < CoPn(l = py)" 2l E kS
k=1 j=0
so that we obtain
[(ut™) — ()| < Cp’n(1—py)". (7.12)
Collecting all contributions (ZI0) to (TI12) gives the thesis. O

Remark 7.7. The factor p([|g+||Z]lg-|l5 + lg+5119-1l3) in the estimate (Z8) may be replaced more
pragmatically with 2p||g+||Z|lg—|l5. However the more explicit bound (7.8) can be useful in some
cases. In particular, for gy = g_ = 1, we obtain that |(u(™) — (W)™ | < Cp?n(1 — py)™ and hence
[y — (W)™ | < Cp(1 — py/)* for any ' € (0,7), with the constant C' depending on ~'.

7.3 Oscillations of the invariant manifold: proof of Theorem [4]

Following (2.19]), we write
Fle,9) = b(@) +v(¥) ¢ + d(p, ¥)¢, (7.13)
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where b(¢) := f(0,%) and v()) := 0, f(0, ), with ||[v]lc < C by Remark 2200 We also define

p(¥) =1+ pv(yh) =1+ pdy, £(0,7) (7.14)
and, for ¢ > 0, according to (Z.3) and Remark [[4]

pD () = ﬁ (Adep), pO @) = [ wAg7¢) = p@ (A7 ). (7.15)
j=0 j=1

Remark 7.8. Decomposing p(1)) =
in Z32), and fi(v) = po(y). We get
© € [Sm,Sm] and @ =0 € [Sp, Sum] (s
we see directly from ([Z.14).

(uy + () according to (Z1]), we note that (u) = 1, with 7 as
(1) < |tlloo < 1 — pry; indeed, one has 0, f(p,1) < —v for all
see (Z.27) and Remark 2ZT0). Moreover one has |u|f = O(p), as

In Section [6] we proved (see Remark [6.1)) that, uniformly on T2,

W = lim &"[0],

n—oo
with & defined in (6.2). Thus, to prove (Z38]), we will show that for all n € IN
(EmO)] < Cp,  ((£7[0])%) < Cp,
for some constant C' independent of n. To this end, analogously to ([62), we set

EW (W) = Go(W(Ag ), Ag' ),

where
Golp,¥) =@+ pfo(e,¥),  folp,¥) :==b(¥) +v(¥)e. (7.16)
and observe that, for any h: T? — R,
&R = pZu( FDbo Ayt + p "™ ho Ay . (7.17)
=1

Remark 7.9. Note that & is a contraction on the space of bounded continuous functions defined
from T? to R. Thus the fixed point equation &[W] = W admits a unique solution, that we call Wy,
and &§'[0] converges uniformly to Wy. In fact we can write

Wo=pY  pT b0 Ag + pTMWoo A" = p > " T boAS? (7.18)
i=1 i=1
from which we get [|[Wolloe <771|b]|os, while [Wo|f, = O(p) by @I3).

Remark 7.10. To prove Theorem M we first show, via an essentially explicit computation, that
|(Wo)| = O(p) and (WE) = O(p). We then show that (|[W — Wy|) = O(p) by comparing the iterates of
&y and those of & and using their contractive properties.

From Remark [T4, we get (u(="FHDboA;") = (buli~YoAg). Since, by definition, (b) = 0, using
Proposition [0l withn =4 —1,uy =pufor k=0,...,n—1, gy =band g_ = 1, we find

n—1

(& TN < Cp* Y (1= p)'lIbllag < Cp. (7.19)
=0
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Moreover we have
(&0 10D = p* > (D)2 (boAg")?
i=1

+2p? Z (;L(%Jrl))2 boAai MoAai ,Lf(jfifl)oAai boAaj,

1<i<j<n

where

<(u(7i+1))2 boAy " poAy” u(fjHJrl)oAgi boAaj>
= <bu(j—i—l)oAO(u(i—l))QOAé—i+1 bOA(J)‘—i qué—i>’
so that, first using (2.12) and the second bound in Remark [22] to estimate
D)oo bl < 0D ool ol + NP bif?, < (1= pr20-D)

then applying once more Proposition [7.6] with n =7 —i—1, uy = pufor k=0,...,n—1, gy =b and
g- = (u=Y)20A0 b u, we get

(6 101%) < CpllblZe +Cp* Y (1= p2V " Ibllao ()0 A0 b,

1<i<j<n
n (7.20)
<SCp+Cp* > (1—py)t < Cp.
1<i<j<n

Thus, if Wy is defined as in Remark [.9] we obtain

(Wo) = Tim (&500)) = 0(p).  (W§) = lim (&3'0]%) = O(p). (7.21)

For any n > 0, we can write

ﬂm—ﬁm=iﬂ”%M%ﬂ”*%ﬂw
' (7.22)
fzwzl A0l — 6 [l

Remark 7.11. It may happen that &i[0] ¢ Q for some i. In such a case, we observe that there
exists an interval U’ := [¢],, ®h,] D U such that Q' :=U’ x T? and &'[0](v)) € ' for all n > 0 and all
¢ € T2, Thus for the r.h.s. of (Z22) to be well defined, we compute & by replacing the map . with
the extension Zxt introduced in Subsection [Z.J] such that Qe D Q' (see also Remark [[2]).

By taking .#xt according to Remark [T.11] and reasoning as in Lemma 2.9, we find that for any
r > 0 there exists

7 < max{@hy = Sar, S — é1,}
pﬂlr\lg | fext (0, )]

such that yext( ') C A, and, given Wi, Wy : T2 — [¢l,,, #h,], we have &Nt [W;] € [Sy — 7, Sas 4 7] for
1 = 1,2, while ) ) )
|E8 [Wa] = &N [Wall < (1 + pl|0 flloo) ™ (Wi — Wa.

Thus, for any v € (0,+), with the notation in property M of Lemma 2.9, we can choose r = r(p~’)
and obtain N/ = O(1/p+') and, for any Wy, Ws € [S,, — 7, Sy + r] and any k > 0, we may bound
|EFWA] = EF W] < (1= py')* W — Wa.
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Summing up, (T22) gives
|€7[0]() — &' [0]()]

Ny ozl L _ 7.23
< (LEARL==) ) S 1 oy ataolas v A o] o ag e
1=0

where d(p, ) is defined in [TI3)). Integrating over ¢ and using (Z20), we obtain

n—1

(16710) = &7 [0])) < Cp D> (1= py) [ldlle (&G [0]%) < Ch,
i=0
which yields
(IW —Wol) < Cp (7.24)

and, because of (T.2]),
(W) < [(W = Wo)| + [(Wo)| < (W = Wol) + [(Wo)| < Cp,

that is the first bound in (Z38).
It is now easy to see that

(W2 =W < (IW = Wo| [W + Wol) < Cp

because of (T.24]), and hence, thanks to (T21)), (W?) < (W2 —W§)| + (W) < Cp, which provides the
second bound in (23]).

7.4 Fluctuations of the linearized dynamics: proof of Lemma [2.33]

Having studied the oscillations of the steady state we now focus our attention on the linearized dy-
namics. Using that k() =1+ p 0, f(W(¢), %) and p(y) =14 p 9, f(0,%) =1 — pv(v), we write

k() = u(W) +p&),  E(W) = di() W(W) +do() W2 (),  di(¥) == 05f(0,%),  (7.25)

which implicitly defines the function dy € 5% (T?2,R). From Proposition [T.6 with gy = g_ =1

o004

and either u; = p or u; = p? for all 4, and Remark [[7 it follows that
[(u™ =) < Cp’n(1 = py)",  {(u™ = F")?) < Cp’n(1l - py)*",
and hence, in order to prove (2.41)), it is enough to show that

2

2
(™) — pMY] < Cp(1 — py)" Zpknk, (™ = u™)2) < Op(1 — py)?" Zpknk. (7.26)
k=0 k=0

Remark 7.12. The proof of (28] represents a first instance of the strategy outlined at the end
of Section in order to bypass the low regularity of the function , due to its dependence on the
invariant manifold, we expand it up to the second order in W so as to use Theorem Ml to estimate the
averages of the quadratic contributions and the bound (.24) to reduce the analysis of the averages of
the linear contributions to the more manageable function Wj. Finally we use the explicit expression
for Wy in (TI8) to obtain the desired estimates.
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Thus, we proceed with the proof of (.26). By Remark we can write

n—1
R = a0 = 537 KO oAf I Do ATH
7=0

n—1
=p Y p oA} pnmiNoait! (7.27)
=0
n-1 j_l . .
+ p? Z Z k() foAg M(j_k_l)oA§+1 Eo A} M("_j_l)oAé—H.
j=1 k=0

Observing that
‘<,€(k) §oA§ 'u(jfkfl)oAIOc-i-l foAé u(n7j71)0A30‘+1>‘
< (1= pr)3(Jeoab cond]) < (1 - pr)"*(€?)

and that (¢2) < Cp, by (T28) and [Z38)), eventually we get, for n > 2,

1

.

n

<,i<k> oAl pU=F=Do AR+ ¢o 47 M<"*j*1>Ag+1> < Cpn®*(1—py)".

3=0 k=0
On the other hand we have, again by (2.38),
(1 (@2 W2)o 4 p" =7~ Do AT )| < (1= py)" oo (W) < ColL = p)™.
so that we just need to estimate
(1D (W )oa] ur=7= Vol ) = (uWoag? dyW u"=7=o 4, ).

By Proposition [.6, with & = a, n replaced with n —j — 1, u; = p for i = 0,...,n — j — 2,
g+ = pDoAy7 dyW and g_ = 1, we obtain

‘ <,u,(j) (d1W)oA6 u(”fjfl)oA%+1> ‘

< C(1 = p)" T [(uDo AT W )|+ Cp (1= pr)" (1+ p (0 — ),

where we have used also that ||[W|3, < C and ||M(j)oAaj||;;0 < C, because of Theorem [2 and (2.I3)),
respectively. Then, by ((24) and Remark [[9] we find

K,u(j)oAajleN = ’<u(j) (d1W)oAg)>’ < Ku(j) (d1WO)oAg)>’ +Cp(1 —py)?

J
< (0 o] 5] o )| ot~
k=1

where, since (Wy) = O(p), we have, by Proposition [[.6] with n = j, u; = p? fori = 0,...,5 — 1,
g+ = WooAy ! and g_ = dy,

KWO (u9)? dloAé>’ <C (1= p)? ((1+ aof) A7 + p+ %)),
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while
(190 AT (w020 AT po A~ dyoaf )|
< (1= 7)™ |(b(u* ) po Al ™ dioAf )| + Co(l = pr)** (L4 p (j — )
< C(1— p7P (1 + aok)A ™% 4 p) [Dlag [l [lag + Cp(1 — pr)i**,

where we have used twice Proposition [(.6] first withn =7 —k, u;=pufori=0,...,7—k—1,¢9g, =1
and g_ = b (u*D)2u0 A dioAf, then with n =k, u; = p? for i = 0,...,k — L and up = p, g4y = b
and g_ = dy. Inserting all the bounds into (T.27)), we obtain the first of (7.20).

For the second of (2A41]), we use the first line of (Z27) to write

n—1
<(,€(n) _ M(n))2> < p? Z ‘<K(i) g0 Al (n=i=Do A1 40) g0 AT ’u(nfjfl)oAjJr1>‘
i,j=1

<Cn?p? (1-py)* 7 ().

Thus, the second bound in (7.26) follows using again the second bound in (Z38).

7.5 Iterated products

We introduce here some notation that will be used widely throughout the rest of the paper.
Let . be any map on U x T2 of the form

and let pg,...,pn_1 be any set of functions defined in &/ x T2. Define, for kK = 0,...,n and i =
0,...,n—k,

PS5 0,0) - Hmﬂ ). (7.29)

Remark 7.13. The map . in (T.28) is not necessarily the map (Z.I5) which defines our model. In
particular, in what follows, we shall use the notation (Z29)) for several maps, including the translated
map ) and the auxiliary map % which will be introduced in Subsection [Z.81]

If the function .7, (¢, 1) does not depend on ¢ and the functions po,...,p,—1 are independent of
¢ as well, instead of ([([29) we may consider

29 (7 0) sz » , (7.30)

with G(g) := S,(p,9) and G7 denoting is the composition of G with itself j times. In particular,

for .7 (p, 1) = Z(p,%), where Y((p V) = (G(p), Agtb) is the averaged map (2.30), then, given any
functions po, ..., Ppn_1 on U x T2, we have

k—1 ]
) (71 0) = [T ris) (@ () (7.31)

=0

According to the convention established in Remark 2.32] we set pz(-fl)(Y; o, ) = pgo) (S5 0,0) = 1.
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7.6 Conjugation of the averaged dynamics: proof of Lemma [2.27

Proceeding as in Subsection [6.3.2] we see that the function h: U — Uy introduced in (Z33)) satisfies the
equation

k() = q(p) + P(v) H(G(p)), (7.32)
with G(p) = 7, (¢, 1) defined in (Z30) and
o _ @1 o +0f@) X
Plo) =" = 1+p6¢?(0)( o ) ’ (7.33)
_ Glp) — 9T p flp) = 9,F(0)¢
q(p) = T 1Ep0.70) 2 (7.33b)

Thus we can write (see [.29) and ([Z30) for the notation)

h(e) => 7" ()G (), (7.34)
with )
P(0) =7 (Fi0) = [ 5E (). (7.35)

Analogously to Lemma the following result holds.

Lemma 7.14. InU one has [[pllos = 1+ O(p), [[qlllo.s = O(p) and [|0sBlllo,4 = O(p). Moreover, for
any ' € (0,7), there exists 6 = O(1) such that () < 1 —pv for |p| < 6.

Remark 7.15. By reasoning as in the proof of Lemma [6.11] (and hence, actually, Lemma [Z9)), we
find that, for any 7' € (0, ), there exist 7 > 0 and N = O(p~!) such that 7 U) C [Sm —1r,Sm + 7]
and (14 p&p?)o?k <(1—py) forall k> N.

The following result is proved in Appendix [B.2l

Lemma 7.16. Given v' € (0,7) and 0 as in Lemma consider any functions po,...,Pn_1 in
PBo3(84, R), independent of 1, such that

1. |lpi — 1o, = O(p) for alli=0,...,n—1,
2. pi(@)| <1 —pv for any |p| <0 and for alli=0,...,n—1,
and define p(™ (p) = p(()n) (75 ), with p(()n) (F5 ) as in ([30) with ¥ = .. Then one has

™ los < C(1—pvy)™. (7.36)
where the constant C' does not depend on n. In particular one finds
105G oo < C(L—py)",  k=1,2,3. (7.37)

Remark 7.17. An immediate consequence of the functions pg,...,p,—1 satisfying condition 1 in
Lemma [ZT6] is that [[|0,pilllo,2 = O(p) for all i =0,...,n — 1.

Remark 7.18. In the following we have to consider also cases in which property 2 of Lemma
holds for all ¢ = 0,...,n — 1 except at most n, values, for some n, < n independent of n. However
such a case is easily reduced to Lemma Indeed if p;,,...,p;,, are the functions which do not
satisfy the bound in property 2, then setting

L= {i1,...in. }, K, = max{||pilloc : 7 € L},
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it may be convenient to define
ﬁ((ﬁ) _ (17p7/)71K*71p1(50)7 iGI*,
pi(e), i ¢ I,

so as to obtain that [p;(p)] < (1 —py/)~! for alli =1,...,n— 1. Moreover, if ||[p; — 1]jo.3 = O(p) then
also ||p; — 1]jo,3 = O(p). Hence the functions po, ..., P,—1 satisfy all the hypotheses of Lemma
Therefore we can write p;(¢) = (1—p~') K.pi(yp) for i € I, and incorporate the factor ((1—p~v') Ki)™
into the constant C.

The bounds for h now follow easily considering (Z.34)), reasoning like in Subsection [(.3.3] and using
the bound (736) with p; = p for i = 0,...,n — 1. Invertibility of s follows by the same argument
used in the proof of Corollary (see Subsection [6.4)), and the bounds for the function [ are easily
obtained using the Inverse Function Theorem.

7.7 The averaged and the continuous time system: proof of Lemma [2.29]
Let ®;(y) be the solution of ([236). Observe first that

Bp(p) = ¢ +pf(p) +p? /01(1 = 1) 0o f(Pep(0)) F(Prp(i0)) dt (7.38)
and that for any v” € (0,~) there exists a constant C' independent of p such that, for all n > 0,
|Prp(0)] < C(1=pa")", (), )] < O(L = py")". (7.39)
Then, using (Z30) and (738), we obtain, for some ¢,, between (?n)w(go, ) and ®,,,(p),
(" e(:8) = Puanpl)] £ U+ p0 T T ") (,8) = Bupl) | + Co* (1 = p7")"

where we have used (739) and the fact that f(0) = 0 in order to bound [f(®¢,(p))] < C|®s,(¢))]-
Iterating we get, for suitable ©1,...,pn_1,

n—1 n
(7)o (p,1) = Pup(0)] < Cp* D (1= py")" ] (14006 F (1)) -
1=0 Jj=n—1t

Let N be defined as in Remark By the first of (Z.39), there exists M > N such that both

(?k)w(g@w) and ®,(¢) — and hence ¢, as well — are in [Sy, —r, Syr + 7] for k > M, with r such that
|1+ p0yf(p)| < C(1—py") for all ¢ € [S;, — 7, Sar + 7). Thus, we get

n—1 n
77/ l 1—"_ a s
P Z(l—p’y 1= H 1+pa<pf ‘PJ))SCP (llﬂliﬁﬁﬂ
1=0

j=n—1

i
) np(l —p~y")",

from which the thesis follows immediately, by choosing 4" € (0,~) and taking v € (0,~”) such that
np(l—py")" < (1= py)". O

7.8 Deviations of the conjugation: proof of Theorem

If we aim to compare . (¢, 1)) with 7" (1), according to ([243) we need to control the deviations
of h(p, ) with respect to h(yp) and of I(n,v) with respect to I(n).
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Since G(0) = 0, the map . admits the invariant manifold W := {(0,%) | € T?}, that is the same
invariant manifold as .77 (see Remarks and [6.5). Thus, in order to complete the program outlined
at the beginning of Subsection 43, it is more convenient to compare first hi(¢p,v) with h(p) and
show that, in average, they are close, and then show that the same happens when comparing h(¢p, 1)
with hy(p, ).

However, the domain 7 of the map %1 (¢, %) — and hence of hq(p, ) — is of the form (ZIT]), with
a+ (V) = ¢y — W () and a_ () = ¢, — W (). For (h1(p,-)) to be make sense we need hi(p, 1) to be
defined for every +. But this happens only for ¢ € © with © strictly contained in U (see Remark [6.7]).
Since eventually we want to compare h(y) with (h(y,-)) for all p € U, we need to extend h(yp,) to
the whole set Q2. One way to accomplish this is to extend both F' and H — as described in Subsection
[T — to functions Feyt and Hexy defined on a larger domain Qeyt, with the set Qexy such that the
extended map A ext(0, 1) := Fext (0 + W (), 1) — W(Ap2) is defined for all (0,1) € Qext. To this
end we set Qext = Ueoxt X T? with

Uoxe = [+ min, W(). 6ar -+ max W ()] (7.40)

so that we have Qext D {(¢,%) € R x T? : ¢, + min{0, W ()} < ¢ < ¢ppr + max{0, W ()} }.
Then, when considering h(y, ) — h(), we may write, for ¢ € U,

h((pa 1/1) = hext(@a ¢) = hext((p + W(’L/J)a 1/1) - (hext((p + W(’L/J)a 1/1) - hext(@a ¢))

, [ \ (7.41)
- hl,ext(cpa 7/’) - W(’l/)) a«phext(cpa 7/’) - (W(7/’)) /O dt (1 - t) a@phext(cp - tW(’l/))v ’l/))

and start by studying the average of hq ext (¢, ¥) —E((p). The next step will be to show that the average
of the other terms appearing in (.4I)) produce corrections of order p. This will follow from the control
on the first and second moments of W, ensured by Theorem @l

Remark 7.19. It is important to stress that, although we use the extended maps along the proof of
Theorem [6] the final result does not depend on the extension that we have used — and that in principle
is quite arbitrary. For instance, another way to proceed could be to set hi(p, 1) = 0 for (p, 1) € Q\ ;.
The reason why the exact form of the extension is not relevant is that the difference between ; and
Q) has measure of order p. As a consequence, any extended map we may consider produces corrections
which are at most of order p. The advantage of taking hi ext, as defined before (Z.41]) is that it has the
same regularity of the original h;.

Remark 7.20. Throughout the rest of the section, we work with the extended functions, but we
drop the subscript ‘ext’ not to overwhelm the notation. Since we first compare h with Ay, to avoid
confusion, we call 6 the first variable not only of .4 and hq, but also of h and .. From the above
discussion, it follows that, for all ¢y € T?, the range of the variable # contains the whole interval /.
Only at the end, when comparing h with h, we will compute h and hy at 6 = .

The rest of the subsection is mostly devoted to the proof of the following proposition and some of
its implications.

Proposition 7.21. Let hy and h be defined as in (619) and in (Z33), respectively. Then, for all
0 €U, one has

|<h1(97 )

—h(8))] < Cp, [((h1(8,-) = h(9))*)] < Cp, (7.42a)
[(9ph1(8,-) — DeR(9))] < Cp, |((Dgh1(8,-) — Dph

h
h(9))*)] < Cp. (7.42b)

After proving Proposition [.2T] to complete the proof of Theorem [l we need to reexpress hi in
terms of h. This will be done in the last two Subsections and [.8.0]
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7.8.1 The auxiliary map

Let 2 be such that 0(f(6,¢)— f(0,4¢)) < 0 for (0,¢) € Agy,, and let x : U — R be a C* function such
that x(0) = 1 for 6 € [Sy, — r2, Spr + 2] while x(0) = 0 for 0 & [S,, — 2r2, Sy + 2r2]. We introduce
the auziliary map

y2(97 ’l/)) = (G2(97 1/))7 A01/))7 G2(95 1/}) = 9 + pf2(97 1/))7 (743)

where

Observe that, setting Fy(6,v) = pf1(6,v) in (6I4), with

f1(0,9) == [0+ W(), ) = F(W(¥),¥),

we can write

where

co(0) = x(0) — 1, (7.45a)
Remark 7.22. By (61)), with F = pf, in (Z.45D) we can write

f(¥) = fF(W(¥),9) = p~ (W(Aow) = W(¥)), (7.46)
an identity which will be used at length in the following.

Remark 7.23. From the definition of the function y it follows that .%, satisfies Hypotheses [TH3]
provided p is such that
pOyfa(0,4p) > -1 V(0,¢) € . (7.47)

Thus if we wish to use the results in Subsections and with the map % in place of the map .
we need to restrict p to an interval (0, pg) with pg > 0 possibly smaller than p., as defined in Remark
2200 This is not a problem since we are mainly interested in the regime in which p tends to zero.
Moreover, for any fixed pg € (0, p«), the bounds in Theorem [ become trivial for p € [po, p«) by taking,
if needed, larger values for the involved constants C (see also Remark [7.20]).

Remark 7.24. By construction (f2(6,-)) = (f(0,)) for § € U and 9y f2(0,v) = Jpf(0,7). On the
other hand, (C44]) shows that .5 can be seen as a regularization of .. In particular .#2(0,¢) =
(0, Ag1p), so that also the invariant manifold of .% is given by W = {(0,%) : v € T?}, and it is thus
the same as that of .# and .#; (see Remark [2.26] and [6.5).

Remark 7.25. Instead of . one might like to consider the simpler map

«5”3(9a¢) = (G3(95 lﬂ), AOQ/J); G3(9a lﬂ) =0+ pf3(9aw)a f3(95 1/1) = f(@, 1/1) - f(oa lﬂ) (748)

However, even though one has f3(0,v¢) = 0, it may happen that f3(6,¢) = 0 also for some 6 # 0,
so that .#3 does not satisfy Hypothesis It follows that )V may fail to be a global attractor for
(Q,.75) and hence, in general, .3 cannot be conjugated with .#5. On the other hand, if one is willing
to restrict the map . to a smaller set inside €, say the set As,, defined above, then one can define
f2(0,¢) = f(0,¢)— f(0,%), without introducing the function x, and the corresponding map .7 satisfies
all Hypotheses MH3l Of course, the same goal would be achieved by assuming stronger hypotheses on
the map ., for instance by requiring the map to be uniformly contracting along the direction of the
slow variable on the whole €2; on the other hand, this would introduce too restrictive and unnecessary
conditions for the results to hold.
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From Theorem 2 with % instead of ., and Remark it follows that there exists a set Qg C
R x T? and a map % : Q — Q5 of the form

%(95 1/1) = (H2(9a w)a w)a H2(93 w) =0 + 92h2(9’ w)’ (749)
which conjugates %, to its linearization (u()0, Agt)), i.e. such that
1) Ha(0,9) = Ha(F2(0,9)),
with p(y) as in (ZI4).

Introducing the functions, analogous to the function p1(6,v) and ¢1(6,1) defined in Subsection
6321

— ! 0+ pfa(0.4)
Pl 0) = 4 + pg f2(0, 7)) ( 0 ) 7 (7.502)
o P f2(0,9) — 0 f2(0,4)0
42(0,9) = 7 00D o : (7.50b)
and setting
n—1
P57 (0,9) = [ p2(5(0,9)),
i=0
we get
ha(6,0) = > py™ (0,4) a2 (S50, 9))a2(3' (6, 0)). (7.51)
n=0
In order to study the average of h1(0,1) — h(0) and of its derivative, we split
hi(0,9) — h(0) = (h1(0,9) — ha(0,9)) + (h2(0. %) — h(B)) , (7.52a)
Dol (0,) — Dh(0) = (Deh1(0,v) — pha(0,¥)) + (9ph2(0,¥) — Deh(0)) , (7.52b)

and study separately the two contributions in both (Z.52al) and (Z.52L). This is the content of Propo-
sitions [[.32 [[.33] [7.49] and below, which combined immediately imply Proposition [[.21] For
both maps .4 and %%, the #-component vanishes at § = 0, i.e. one has G1(0,v¢) = G2(0,v) = 0 for
all ¢ € T?. However, while .#; depends on W and hence inherits the low regularity of the invariant
manifold, the map . has the same regularity as the map . Therefore, through the splitting (7.52]),
we aim at controlling first the deviations of hy from h (see Subsections and [.83) using the
regularity of .% and the fact that . and . share the same averaged map .7; next we show that the
deviations of hy from hy are small thanks to (Z.450) and the bounds in Theorem H (see Subsection
[[R4). Finally, we study the deviations of h from h; (see Subsections and [[86), in order to
complete the proof of Theorem

Remark 7.26. For .% to satisfy Hypotheses [H3] we need to restrict the maximum value allowed
for p to po, as defined in Remark [7.22] since condition (7.47) is more stringent than condition ([2.28).
However the bounds in Theorem [l are trivially satisfied for any fixed p, by possibly taking a large
enough constant C. Thus we may and do take for granted that the bounds hold for p > po. For this
reason in what follows we confine ourselves to consider p € (0, po) and hence assume that both . and
Y satisfy Hypotheses [TH3]

7.8.2 A new correlation inequality

To fulfill the program outlined at the end of the previous section, we start by comparing he with
h. To this aim, by using the expansion (Z5I), we find useful to compare first (pg")qgoygl) with
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(p2) ™ (q2)oG" (see (T5J) below). This comparison is similar to the comparison in Proposition [76]
the main difference being that the analogues of g4, u and g_ now depend also on 8. Thus we need a
new correlation inequality, generalizing the previous one to this new case.

The following preliminary result, proved in Appendix [B.3] shows that bounds analogous to those
in Lemma [Z.T6 which hold for functions depending only on the slow variable, extend to functions
depending also on the fast variables, as far as the latter dependence is regular enough.

Lemma 7.27. Let po,...,pn—1 be any functions in Ba, 3(,R) such that, for some v € (0,7),

1. |Ipi — Ullao,3 = O(p) for alli=0,...,n—1,

2. pi(0)] <1 —p~ for|0] <0 for some 8 independent of p and for alli=0,...,n—1,
and set p{™(0,1)) := pg") (F2;0,1), with pg") (F2;0,1) defined according to (C29). Then one has

P Nlzy5 < C (1= py)", (7.53)
where the constant C' does not depend on n. From this it follows that
106(-7" ol a0 < C (1= p)", (7.54)

with C' independent of n.
Remark 7.28. Condition [l in Lemma implies that

Pilag = O)s 106Pilllag,2 = Op);  [Ipi = {pi)lloc = O(p)-

Remark 7.29. A comment analogous to Remark[. I8 applies also to Lemmal[l.27 and the forthcoming
Proposition [[.45} if we assume that property 2 in Lemma [{.27] holds for all ¢ = 0,...,n — 1 except at
most n, values, with n, < n independent of n, then both results still hold.

We are now ready to state the new correlation inequality, which is proved in Appendix [C.2]

Proposition 7.30. Let po, ..., pn—1 be any functions in Ba, 3(Q,R) satisfying, for some v € (0,7),
properties 0 and[@ in Lemma[7.27. Then, for any g4 € B (Q,R) and g— € B, 3(2,R), one has

—-—n

(g40g-073") = (9.4) ()™ {g-)oC
< C (1= p7)" (1 + @A Gl 15—z, + ollgs I, gz + ol (9 lellg- 1z, 5)-

where p™(0,4) = pi™ (S2:0,) and (p)™ (0) := (p) (F;0).

Remark 7.31. Proposition[7.30] can be seen as a generalization of Proposition [Z.6] to functions which
also depend smoothly on the slow variable. This will be exploited in Subsection [[.8.3] to compare the
averaged map with the auxiliary map, by using that all the involved functions are regular — i.e. at
least ay-Holder continuous for some « independent of p — in the fast variable. The next step, to be
achieved in Subsection [[.8.4] will be to compare the auxiliary map with the translated map, where the
dependence on the fast variable is only a,-Hdélder continuous, with a,, = O(p).

7.8.3 Deviations of the conjugation of the auxiliary map

Recall that we are working with the extension of the map .7, although not explicitly indicated (see
Remark [7.20)). Thus all functions appearing in what follows refer to such an extension.

We start by comparing hy with h. By relying on the expansions (Z.51) and (7.34)), we may write
(p2)™ (g2)oG" = ™) GoG"
n—1 (755)

—n i N =t _ n—i— —i+1 —(n —n _ —=n
= (@2)oG" Y (1) ((p2) = D) oG 5" DG 5 ((@)oG" ~7oG).
=0
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We can now prove the following result.

Proposition 7.32. Let hy and h be defined according to (T49) and Z33), respectively. Then, for all
0 €U, one has B B
[(ha(0,) = RO)| < Co.  ((ha(6,) ~R(0)2) < Cp. (7.56)

Proof. As discussed in Remark [7.22] we can assume, without loss of generality, that p < pg. Observe
that pa(0,1) = 1+ O(p), so that (compare with Remark [7.2])

Ip2 = (P2)lloc <Cp,  [p2lag <Cp, [|86p2lllar,2 < Cp- (7.57)

Since p2(0,v) = 1+ pdy f2(0,v) < 1 — p, for any p’ € (1, p) there exists 02 such that pa(0,4) <1 —p’
for |0] < 02. Moreover, we easily check that

lg2lllao,3 < Chp, (7.58)

so that we can apply Proposition and obtain
(08" 020.75") — (p2)™{q2)oG" | < C(1 = pv')" o (1 + pm), (7.59)

where (p2)(™(0) is given by (Z31)), with p; = pa Vi =0,...,n — 1. Since
llp2) = Bllon < Cp? lIl{a2) = @llon < Cp?, (7.60)
we have also, by (.55,
()" (02)oT" 7 7T | (7.61)
< C(=py)"1g2lloo + C(1 = py)" {a2) = dlloe < C(1 = py")"p*(1 + pn),

so that
|0§%0.73) —H GoT" | < C(1L= py')"?(1+ ).

Summing over n we get the first bound in ([.56]).
For the second bound, we start considering

(p;”lqoyl <p2><"1><q2>oG (P a0 75 — (p2)" (02)0G™)
= p{"gn0. 75 pY"ga0. 75 — (p2) ™) (p2) ") (g)0G " (go)o G
— (PSS — (p2) ") (g2)oG ™) (p2) ") (2) oG
— (p2)")(q2) oG (05" g3 — (p2)"2) (2)0G ),

and observe that, thanks to (Z59)), the averages of both contributions in the last line are bounded by
Cp3(1+ p(n1 +n2))(1 — py/)™ 2. As to the contribution in the second line, assuming ny < na, we
can write

ny—1
P (0,9) o (S5 (0,)) p5") (8, 0) go (S22 (0 (H ps(F4 (0 ) G3.m5— 1 (S5 (6,)),

with
p3(0,9) == (p2(0,))%,  qan(0,0) := qa(0,0)pS" (0,9 ga (.S5(0, ).
From Proposition we get

|pS" a20. 75 pY P g20.752 — (3) " (G305, )0G | < C (1= 7)™ p (1 +1119) 43,0300l g5
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where we have [[[¢3,n,—n, 5,3 < Cp*(1—p~/)">~"™, as a consequence of Lemma [Z.27] of bound (Z.58)
and of inequality ([Z.I0). Thus we are left with studying

(P3) " (@3,n5—ny )0G = (p2)™) (92) ") (g2)0G"" (g2) oG
= (ps)™) (<(J3,n2—n1>05m — {g2)oG"" (p2) (270G <Q2>O§n2)

+ (<P3>("1)<P2>("2_"1)O§m - <P2>("1)<P2>(n2)) (g2)0G " (g2)oG"™.

n2

Using again Proposition [30 and (T58]), we obtain

—~n2—n1 }

[(g8:m—n1) — (@2)(p2) "™ (g2)oC
< Cp*(1—py)r2™ ((1 + ag(ng —my))A™ 27 4 p 4 p? (ny — ”1)) )

while the first bound in (T57) yields |(p3) — (p2)?| < Cp?, which in turn gives

’<ps>(””<pz>("2’"”o@"1 — (pa) (™) (py) (2)
ny

3 (03) @ ((p3) — (p2)?) oG (p2) "2 oG

=0

— ’(<p3>("1) - <p2>(”1><p2>(n1)) () 2T

S C(l _ p’}//)nlJrninpQ.

Combining all the estimates together, we get

<(§: (P57 g20.78" = (p) ™ <q2>05n))2> < Cp. (7.62)

n=0

Finally, proceeding like in (.55]), we get

(Z (<p2>(") (q2)oG" —p™ Goan)> < Cp,

n=0
which, together with (T.62), provides the second bound in (7.50]). O

The following result extends the analysis above to the first derivatives of the functions hy and h;
the proof, based on the same ideas used for Proposition [{.32 up to technical intricacies, is deferred to

Appendix [D.11

Proposition 7.33. Let hy and h be defined as in (T51) and in (T34), respectively. Then, for all
0 €U, one has

|(9oha(6,) = 0R(0))| < Cp,  ((Dah2(6,-) — Deh(8))?) < Cp. (7.63)

Remark 7.34. To prove Proposition[(.33] we need f € %, 5 while to prove Theorems[Ito @it would
be enough to assume f € %,,2. The full regularity assumed in our hypotheses will be required to
prove the forthcoming Proposition (see Remark [T5T]).

7.8.4 Comparison between the translated map and the auxiliary map

In order to complete the proof of Proposition [[2]], we are left to study the contributions h; — ho and
Oph1 — Ophe in (C52). In the light of ([6.24) we have

o0

hi —ha = Z(Pgn) g — py” gro.75"). (7.64)

n=0
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Remark 7.35. For p1,p2 € %Bo3(Q,R), let p(") and pé") be defined as in (Z76). Reasoning as in
Subsection [T.4], one may write

n—1
pi" = pd = 3" p{? (oA — pao ) plF o, (7.65a)
k=0
P a0 — pl qz075 = (1" — V) q20. 73 + 0\ (q10.75" — q204') | (7.65D)

and, in a similar way, one finds

n—1

pso s —pios = N po S (paoS oS — paoSosg) pi"H oIt (7.66a)
k=0

pMosi — piMosi = Zp“%yl (pro.7FHT — poostt) pi Vo g1, (7.66b)

with the latter reducing to (T.65a)) for ¢ = 0.

Taking into account the expansions in Remark [[.35 we may rewrite (Z.64) as

=N " (@0 — o) + 3 (01— p8”) qeosy

n=0

= (7.67)
+ Z ZPYC) (P10 F —p2oF) pi VoA (o] — guosy).
n=0 k=0

In this subsection we will estimate h; — ho by studying the differences that appear as summands in
[C57). To do this we will first prove a series a technical lemmas based on the structure of the difference
f1 — f2. We will come back to (Z.67)) in Lemma [746 below.

To start with, we write (.45h) as

C(0,9) = f1(0,¢) = f2(0,¢) = co(0) fF(W(¥),¥) + Co(0, ¥)
0

, (7.68)
= co(0) F(W (1), ) + c1(0,9) W (9h) + c2(0,9) W (1),

with
co(8) == x(6) — 1,
01(9a¢) = (89f(9, 1/1) - X(e) an(Oa 1/1)) )
a(0.0) = [ dt(1=0) GRF0+ W), ) = x(O) BFOW (). )

so that [||¢]llo,2 < C, while we have ((3) < Cp and ((99¢)?) < Cp by ([Z38) in Theorem [

Remark 7.36. A key observation in the argument used below and in the related appendices is the
following. According to (Z.68) the function ¢ can be written as sum of three terms. While we expect
the last two terms, which depend linearly and quadratically on W, to be controlled with by relying on
Theorem M, the first one depends on W (1) through the function f(¢) = f(W(¢),%). One can write
f in terms of the difference WoAy — W (and hence linearly in W) by using (Z46]), but, in doing so,
a factor p is lost. However, in order to compare %7 with %%, one has to deal with sums over ¢ of
contributions of the form Z;0.75 (WoAjt" — WoAl), with Z; more regular than W (see for instance
([93) and (Z98) in the proof of Lemma below). Thus, one can rearrange the sums and obtain
summands of the form (Z;410.75 ' —Z;0.7))Wo Al (see Lemmas [T and [[43), where the differences
EH_loyg_l — E;0.74 allow to gain a compensating factor p.
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The following result plays a crucial role in the forthcoming discussion. The proof, given in Appendix
D2 is based on the idea illustrated in Remark [Z.36] (see the beginning of the appendix for more details).

Lemma 7.37. For any p in Pa, 3(L,R) one has
po St —po Sy = pz Cp nn—ioTs WoAl + pRy.n, (7.69)

1=0
for suitable functions €y no,..., € nn € Bap2(,R) and Ry € Bo2(2,R) such that, for p to be
such that the map % satisfies Hypotheses [IH3,

€0 kllmg < C (1= py) 100pllag2: K =1,...,n—1, (7.70a)
D lonilling.s < C o7 11068 llao,25 (7.70D)
k=0

PlRpnlloo + (1Rp.nl) < Cl10e0]l|ap.2- (7.70¢)

The two next results are immediate consequences of Lemma [.37]

Lemma 7.38. For any ps € Ba,3(,R) and any p1 € Bo 3(Q,R) such that

(p1 = p2)(0,0) = per (0, L)W () + pea(6,9) + pes(0) f(4), (7.71)
with ¢1 € Bay2(Q,R), ca € B2, R), c3 € CHU,R) and § as in ([TAG), one has

proS|" — paoSy = pz Corponn—i0Ts WoAL + pRy, po.n + peso sy foAy, (7.72)
i=0
where
Cpl,pg,n,k = Cpg,n,k + 5k,0c1, k=0,...,n, (7.73&)
Rpy pa,n = Rpyn + 2077 + (107" — c10.75") WoAy. (7.73b)

Proof. Write
proS" — P20yt = pao Sy — paoSy" + (p1 — p2)osT,

ot = oIt — c107y + 105y,
and use Lemma [T37 to deal with the contribution pao. " — pao.75". O

Corollary 7.39. For any pa € Ba,3(2,R) such that |||0pp2]|ag.e < Cp, and any p1 € HBo3(, R)
such that [TTT)) holds, with

lerllag e <G pllealloe + (le2l) < Cp, (7.74)
then the functions ((203) satisfy the bounds
Yol pemillane <C pIRppanllos + (R panl) < Cop. (7.75)
k=0
Proof. The assertion follows immediately from the bounds (Z70) and from Theorem O

Remark 7.40. Taking either p; = p; and ps = ps or p; = ¢q1 and py = g2, with p; and ¢; as in
(€22)) and pe and ¢ as in (T.50), the hypotheses of Lemmal[l.38 are verified, with the functions ¢; and
co satisfying the estimates (74)) in Corollary (Z39) in both cases. In particular, a straightforward
computation gives ¢3(0) = a1(0) := —2071co(0) and c3(0) = a2(0) := —0~2co(0), respectively, so that
one has cg € C* (U, R) and ||c3]|co < C in both cases. Note that if one restricts . to Ag,,, according to
Remark [T.28] ¢ is replaced with 0 and both functions as and az vanish. In that case, the contributions
with ¢z in (7)) and, as a consequence, in (T.72), disappear. In particular the coming Lemmas[Z.4T]and
are not needed, and, in the discussion of the remaining results, all terms involving the functions
a; and ag vanish, with a substantial simplification of all the proofs.
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Corollary [[39 allows us to deal with the first two contributions in the r.h.s. of (Z72). In order to
deal with the last contribution we need also the following two results.

Lemma 7.41. For p1,p2 € Bo3(Q,R), define

n—1 n—1
V= I pest,  pYY = ] w20, (7.76)

Assume that p1 and ps are such that (L) is satisfied and ||p1 — 1]|oo < Cp. Then, if p is such that
the map %5 satisfies Hypotheses[DH3, for any function a: U — R of class C* and anyn > 1 and j > 0,
one has

n—1
S po A ao A S T o g (Wo AR — WoApt)

k=0 . (7.77)
= Z pgkil)oyf Qa,n,k,joyfﬂ pgnilik)oyfﬂﬂ WOAIS“)
k=0
where
—a, k=0,
Dan,k,j =3 ao. 7! pgoyfﬂoyl_(kﬂ) —proS 1t a, k=1,....,n—1, (7.78)
ao. s, k=n,
s such that
1Dam.k,llc0c < Cpllalllo1s k=1,...,n—1. (7.79)

Proof. The identity (ZZ1) is easily checked. To bound D4 ; for k=1,...,n — 1, write

ao. 7! pQOka”oyf(k”) —apo.!
_ (a0y171 _ a)p2oy2k+joy1*(k+j) + a(p2oy2k+j _ ploy1k+j)oy17(k+j) 4 G(Pl _ ploylfl)’
and use that

(@07~ a)pal|. < 908l ll(#1)0 — Lo < C [l
ktj
k+j k+j
2075 —p1oA || < 0D €00kt sirilloo + 2l1Fps o silloo + pllesllocfllee < Co,
i=0
[p1 = pro5 || < 11+ 0(p)) = (1 +0(p) | < Cp,
with the second inequality following from (.72) in Lemma [7.38 and (Z.75) in Corollary O

Remark 7.42. The coefficients Dq y, 1, ; with £ =0,...,n — 1 do not depend on n, in the sense that
Dank,j = Dan k; forall k <min{n,n'}. Thus, we may define, for future convenience,

’/‘Du,k,j = aoyl—l p205ﬁ2k+jo§ﬂf(k+j) _ ployl—l a. (780)

Lemma 7.43. Let p1,p2 € HBo3(L,R) be as in Lemma[741] and let p(") and p(n) be defined as in
[CT6). Then, for any function a: U — R of class C3, one has

Z Pl a0 (Wodpt — Wodl) = pi" ™V D gm0 WoA, (7.81)
n=0
with
—a n=>0
Do.an i= ’ ’ 7.82
0,a, {aoyll —p10y171 a, nZ 1, ( )

593



and, similarly, forr =1,2,

> ps e (WodgH! — Wodp) = 3 p" ™V Dy a0 WoAf, (7.83)
n=0 n=0
with
—a, n =20,
97‘701” = 1 —1 _ (784)
a0/t —poo Sy 0 S a, n > 1.
Furthermore, if p is such that the map % satisfies Hypotheses [IH3, one has
1Dranllee < Cpllalloy, n>1, r=0,1,2, (7.85a)
1D2,a,nlllo.2 < Cpllalllos, — n=1. (7.85b)

Proof. After checking (Z.81]) and (Z.83) by direct computation, the bounds ([.85al) are easily obtained
by writing in (7.84)

a0t —prosy o a= a0 —proST hat (pro ST — pro Sy ) oA
and using that

laos, ™! = pro.s T alloo < [la0S 7 — alloo + [[(1 = prosTHllolalloe < Cplllallon, 7=1,2,
1077 = p20.75 " o < Cp,

with the second bound holding by Lemma
The bound (Z.851) is obtained by writing

a0y ' —poosy ta= (a0t —a) + (1 —p20.% Ha

and using the bounds of Lemma O
In order to simplify the notation, it is useful to set
n
Apwin =P CpnnioSs Woll+ pRy (7.86a)
i=0
n
Aprpom =P D Coypymn—io-Ss WoAL + pRy, p, . (7.86b)
i=0

Then we can rewrite (.69) and (.72, respectively, as

poSy" — poSy = Dpwin, (7.87a)
p1o]" — p20Sy" = Apy o win + pezo S foAy. (7.87b)

In particular, by Remark and Theorem [ we find

proSt — pao Sy = Apl,pQ,W,n + pajo. S fo AR, (7.88a)
Q107" — q20.55" = Ay, g, wn + p A0S fo Ay, (7.88b)

with a1, a0 € C*° (U, R), while Ay, ,, wn and Ag, q,,w,n are such that, for any n > 0,

Ap o wnllage < Cpy 1Aq g0, winlllag 2 < Cp, (7.89)
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Remark 7.44. Relations analogous to (Z8Y) hold also for Ap, w, and Ay, w,n. Indeed, for any
n > 0, one has
A winllage < Cps 1 Ag wnllla, o < Co-

Moreover, by using Theorem [l one obtains, for any n, k > 0,
(| Ap, win WoAg|) < Cp?, (| Aga,wn WoAG]) < Cp?, (7.90a)
<’AP1,P27W771 WOASD < Cp2a <’AP17P27W771 Aquqz,W,kD < Ops' (790b)

Also the next result, essentially based on Proposition [[.30] is used at length in what follows.

Proposition 7.45. Let po,...,pr € Bay.3(Q,R) satisfy the properties 1 and 2 in Lemma [7.27, and
let p*)(0,9) = pgk) (H2;0,) be defined according to (L29). Then, for any € € PBu, 2L R) and
u € PBuy 3(LR), and for any v € (0,v) and i =0,...,k, one has

(@ €0y Woahuos )| < C(1L= py/)* ((1+ o)A~ + p+ip® + 20 1€, allullZ, o
Proof. For i =0,...,k, let pz(-k) 0,v) = pz(-k)(ﬁ@; 0,%) be as in (29) with . = .. We have
pF @07 Wo Al uo. 781 = p® @0 7 (W — Wo)oAj uo.7/F+1
+p 0 p* Vo7 €05 ut) Wy uo s H!

+ pr(i—j) pz(.’i;i*‘j)oygfj Qfoyg ‘u(j—l)oAg—(j—l) boAéﬁj uoy2k+1 ,

Jj=1

by Remarks [[4] and [Z.9] so that its average can be bounded as
’<p(k)€o§ﬂ§ WoAi uo.7k+1 >‘
<Ol =pa")epllefoclulls +C(1 = py)* (1 + a0 A= + p +ip®) €]l 5 l1ulll .5

+O(L=py)p Y (p+ (i = 5)6°) €l sllullz, 5

j=1
+Cp Y ) (bpins (o )02 (50 @) wosf T
j=1

where we have used (T.24)) to obtain the first term in the second line, and applied Proposition [[30]
twice, first with g, = Wy, g_ = pz(-k_i)eﬁquQkH*i and p(™ replaced with (pu)®, to obtain the second
term in the second line, and next, after writing pl(.f;iﬂ) = Pi_j pz(.{;}r)loyg pz(-k_i)oyg, with gy = 1,
g— =bp,i—i(p M)g{;_l,’_)lon (pl(.kfi) €)o7 uonkH*iH and p(™) replaced with p(i=7), to obtain the last
two lines.

Using once more Proposition [[30) with gy = b, g = (pz(-k_i) &) uo.ZF =% and p(™ replaced with
pij;i(p ,u)gi;i)l 0.%%, in the last line we bound

[(bpics (b )5 107 (" @07 worgi 1747
< C(1—pA'Y (14 ao)A = + p+ jp?) [|(pF 7 @) uosf 11|~
< C1 = p V=D (14 ao)A™ + p+ ) €y sl 5-
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Collecting all the bounds together, we obtain the assertion. |

We can now come back to the study of hy — hs as represented in (L.67). We study separately the
averages of the three contributions in (.G7)), starting from the last one.

Lemma 7.46. For p; and q1 as in [G22), and pa and q2 as in [C50), let p(") and pé") be defined as
in (@20) and in (C5]), respectively. Then, one has

co n—1

Z Z<pgk) (pro —paosF) pi" Vo AFH  (qro A — qro 73 )>

n=0 k=0

< Cp.

Proof. Using (7.46) and the notation (7.80), we get

P (1o A —poo ) pi T Vo A FH (qro. A — gro. )

(k) (n—k—1) k+1
=Dp1 Apips, Wik D2 0y Agy 2, Win

Va0 7F (Wo Akt — Wodk) p F Vo gb 1A, 4y (7.91)
21 B w0 S ap0 A (Wo AR — Wody)
+ M a0 F (Wo Akt — Wodk) pl" ™ Do b1 ayo. " (Wo ALt — WoAR).
The bounds (T.90) give immediately

n—k— n
‘< v )Apl,Pz,W pé 1) y2k+1AQ17Q2»W’n> S Cpgn(l—p'y/) . (792)

Furthermore, by Lemma [Z.4]] we can write

Zp aloyl VVOA]OH_1 - WOAIOC)pgn_k_l)onk-'_lAfh»lh,W,n
0 (7.93)
= Zpgkil) Dy k00 SF WoAL pS ™ Vo Ay, gy wim,
k=0

so that, by using the bounds (Z.90) and (Z79), we obtain

n—1
Z< (k) ajo. 7 (VVOAIS"'1 - WoAlg)pgn_k_l)oy2k+1Aq17q27W7n>
k=0

<CpPn(l—py)".  (7.94)

Analogously, using Lemma [[Z3] and the expansion (7Z.66al) in Remark [[30] together with the notation

56



(CRTa)), in order to write

oo n—1
SN0 Ay e 8o A g0 A (Wo AT — WoAp)
n=0 k=0

= Zpg A Z Py oA apo A (WoAp+! — WoAy)
n=k+1

= Z g ;D1,P27Wk Z p2 aQOy (WoAnJrl WoA"))ojﬂkH
k=0 n=0

(7.95)
pl,pz,W,k Z(pgn)onkJrl (")oykJrl)pa Oyn+k+1 fo An+k+1
-1 n
Z P1 Dpipe, Wik Z )91 ,a,n 071 Wody Oykﬂ Zp1 p1,p2, W,k
k=0
o'} oo n—1
% n—1—1 % n n
Z Apy po, Wik Z Z pg )Oyfﬂ Aony;,W,kH pg )OfﬂfHJr p azo.Sy e foAy T,
k=0 n=0 i=0
we obtain, again thanks to (.90) and (T.85al),
oo n—1
S S (P A s 8 oA ao s (Wodpt —Woap))| < Cp (7.96)
n=0 k=0

Finally, using first Lemma [l 4Tland Remark [[.80, hence Lemma [I-43] and thence the expansion (Z.65al),

we obtain

oo n—1

S5 o a0 (oAl — Wodk) pf' oAt azo s (WodfH — WoAp)
n=0 k=0

=3 3 ) Dy oo At Wodf p T oA ago sy (Wo g™ — Wop)
n=0 k=0

I
Mg

k 1) @al & Ooyl WoAk Zpgﬂ)oykJrla OynJrkJrl (WoAn+k+2 WoAnJrkJrl)
k=0 n=0

30 Dy 00 S WoAg ago s (Wo Ayt — WoAy)

n=0
oo
k—1 —1
721)( )Qal,k,ooylk WOAIS Z(pgn )gl,az,noyln WOArOL)OylkJrl
n=0
oo n—1
k—1) 3 —-1-—
U AT S A o A A
n=0:=0

£ 30 a0 WoAf pase 7oA,
where, observing that

WoAf pf(A}) = 5 (WoAF™) — (Wop)? — (pfodf)?) (797)
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the contribution in the last line can be written as

n=0

1 - n— n n 1 G n n n
= 9 ;pg 1 Al,alaQoyl,noyl (WOAO+1)2 - 5 ;pg ) (a1 azoyl)oyl (PfvoH)Q,

as it is easily checked proceeding as in the proof of Lemma [T.411
Thus, relying once more on (.90), (Z.79) and (7.85al), we get the assertion. O

The first application of Proposition [[.45] is to estimate the other two contributions in (T.67). This
leads to the two following lemmas, whose proof makes also use of the argument given in Remark [7.30]
(in particular of Lemmas [[37 [7.4]] and [43] which are based on the latter).

Lemma 7.47. For q1 as in [6.22), and pa and g2 as in (Z50), let pg") be defined as in (L31). Then,

one has

< Cbp.

i<P§n) (o — Q2°«5”2n)>

n=0

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma [7.46 we confine ourselves to the case p € (0, pp). Using Lemma [7.38
and Remark [[40] we write

o0

Z<p§") (1o — 2075 )>|

n=0

<|p Z Z<pén)€qulh,n,n—koygk WOA]S> + (798)

n=0 k=0

P i <p§")Rq1,q2,n>
n=0

S (B8 plaze — azo 73 )joA})

n=0

- -

i <pg") az0. 75 (Wo Al — WoAyp) >

n=0

We use Proposition [[45], with k and 7 replaced with n and k, respectively, p; =pa Vi =1,...,k — 1,
€ =Cq q2,nn—k and u = 1, and the estimates (Z70) in Lemmal[7.37 to bound the second line in (Z.98).
In the first contribution of the third line, using Lemma [7.43] we write, for n > 1,

i <pgn_1>@27a2,noy2n WoAg> < Cp, (7.99)

n=0

i<p§">a20y2” (WoAp+! — WoAg)>| =
n=0

where the last bound follows from Proposition[[45 with k =n—1,i=n,p; =ps for j =0,...,n—2
(see Remark [[.29)), € = D3 q, n, so that [[|C][,, 2 = [[D2,as,nllla, 2 < Cp for n > 1, and u = 1. To deal
with the second contribution in the third line of (7.98)), setting

1
fo() == f(0,¢),  foAg —fooAs = gn WoAg,  gn(¥):= /0 of(tW (A5 ), Aotp),  (7.100)

and using Lemma [[.37] we rewrite

(a2077" — a0 73 ) oAy = (ﬂZ Cop mn-k0SE Wok + pRaz,n> (oo Af + 92 WoAp),
k=0
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so that, by exploiting Proposition [[45 with k& and i replaced with n and k, respectively, and with
u = fooAy ", Theorem @ and the bounds of Lemma [[337 we obtain that, for any 7' € (0,7)

Z Z P2 <pgn)¢a2,n,n7koy2k VVOAIOc foOA8>

n=0 k=0

Z Z 0 <pén+k)€a2’n+k,noy2k WoAk fOoA8+k>
k=0n=0

PP(1=py)* (1 + aok) A% + p + kp® + kp®) Y 1€asmirinlllag 2 < C,
0 n=0

> p2<p§") Razn fooA8> <Oy PP (1= py){|Razn|) < COp,
n=0 n=0

Z /’2 <p§n)gn (Z Q:ﬂQ,n/n*kOka WOAIS + Ra27n> WOA8>
n=0

k=0

NE

<

b
Il

< Cp,

which imply the desired bound. O

Lemma 7.48. For p1 and q1 as in [©22), and p2 and g2 as in ([C50), let p&") and pg") be defined as
in (@28) and in (T5]), respectively. Then, one has

o0

S (" = 7) ar073')

n=0

< Cp.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma[7.46] we confine ourselves to the case p € (0, pp). We expand pgn) fpg")

as in Remark [T.35 hence split pgk) = pgk) — pgk) + pgk) and thence expand again pgk) - pgk), so as to

obtain -
ST (1 -p8Y) oy

n=0
o n—1k—1
_ ‘ N (el ‘

=3NS 0 (pro A —pao )T VoA (pro S —paosF)

n=0 k=0 j=0 (7.101)

% pén—k—l)oyzk—i-l q2oy2n
oo n—1
k n—k— n

*‘j{jj{jpé)(p1oézf-—p20§%f)pg ”0525+1Q2056-

n=0 k=0

Thus, if we write
; ; i\, (k—1—j j
pgj) (p10y1] - pQOyQJ)pg ])Ongrl (ploylk *p20y2k)

as in (C91)), with n, k, ¢1 and g2 replaced with k, j, p1 and pa, respectively, we reason as in the proof
of Lemma [T48] to study the first sum in the r.h.s. of (C.I0T)). In particular, by relying on Lemmas [[.4T]
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and [(43] and using (C97), we can rewrite the sum as

oo n—1k—1

j k—1— i+1 k—1 k+1
Zzngj)Am,pz, ,Jpg - oSy P17P2,Wkpgn ) 5@"‘ q20-75"
n=0 k=0 j=0

oo n—1 k
j—1 j i (k—j—1 j k—1
+ Z Z Zpgj ) Day,5,0977 WoA%pg ! )Oyszrl Ap, ps, Wkpén )Oyszrl 42073
n=0 k=0 j=0
oo n—1
k—1 — k—1
*Zng )aloylk L WoAG Ay p, Wkpén )O<y2k+1 G203
n=0 k=0

+ Zpgj) AV Z(pgk_l) D1,a5,k057 WoAlg)oy2j+1 Z &) q20.55")o o/t

n=0

oo oo k
) . 1 h1—i it
- Zpgj) Ap, pe,W,j Z Zpél)oylj Apy W,j+it1 pg l)onJ ’

k=0 i=0

x pago T fo AT Z Lo #3 )0 s fH
n=0

+ 3V D, 00 Wor] Z( FVD o, 0 F Wodk)os T Z ) goo. ) o ST
j=0 k=0 n=0

00 oo k
i—1 j j ) pit+l k—1—i k+j+1
= > o T D00 Wodl SN pl AT Ay, winsea py T Do

§=0 k=0 i=0

o0
% pa20y1k+j+1 fo Ak+j+1 Z (pgn) qgoﬂQ”) y2k+j+2
n=0

+ - Z (k= 1)@a1u2oy 1,6005”1 W Alchl Z (n)qgon oykJrl

k 0 n=0
1 (o] (o] "
-3 Zpgk) (a1a20y1—1)oylk (pfoAlg-H)? Z(pg )(12(3<y27z)o§ﬂ21w17
k=0 n=0

so that the average of all contributions is found to be bounded as Cp.
The last sum of (ZI0T)) is dealt with by writing once more pjo.7f — peo.74 according to Remark
[[40, so that we obtain

oo n—1

k n—k—1 n
Zzpé ) (ploylk prOka) pé )Oyzkﬂ G205
n=0 k=0
oo n—1 k
k i i n—k—1 n
e I O S
n=0 k=0 i=0
k n—k—1 n
+ 33 B pasosf jodl pl VoA g0y
n=0 k=0

The average of the second line is bounded by using Proposition [[.45], with p; = pa Vi = 1,...,k — 1,
€ =Cp pokk—i and u = pén F=1 40" k=1 Finally, the average of the third line is bounded by
splitting ax0.7F = 0.7 + (ago.7f — a20.7¥) and reasoning as done for the last line of (Z.98):
the contribution with ago.¥ is dealt with as (Z.99), the only difference being that, when applying
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Proposition [[.45] one sets u = pén_k_l)oyg qgoyglfk, while in the second contribution we expand
a20.7F — ago. /¥ as in (L69) and write foAE as in (ZIOO), so as to obtain the three contributions

oo o oo

i . _ . . .
Z Z Z pPS ) pCay seri w04 Wolh foo AFT! pl' Vo sl groythti,
=0 k=0 n=0

o n
k —k—
SN o0 pRay s foo AR pY TE Vo gro. 7,
n=0 k=0

0o n k
SN ot (p D oy kkioSs WoAl +p muz,k) g Wodl pi' ™ Vo f+t gyo.7p,
n=0 k=0 =0

which are all bounded proportionally to p. [l

The following result puts together the bounds obtained above and extends the analysis to the
square of hy — ho. Together with the forthcoming Proposition [Z.50] it completes the first step in order
to prove Proposition [[33] as outlined at the beginning of the present subsection.

Proposition 7.49. Let hy and hy be defined according to (L3I and [©I8), respectively. Then, for
all € U, one has

[(h1(0,-) — ha(0,-))] < Cp,  {(ha(0,-) — ha(0,-))*) < Cp. (7.102)

Proof. According to ([Z64]) — and recalling the definitions ([6.22) of p; and ¢1, and ([T50) of pe and ga,
and the notation in ([@.20) and in (ZH]]) — to obtain the first bound in (ZI02)) it is enough to prove
that

> <P§n) qo. — pi” Q205ﬁ2n>
n=0

for p € (0, po), with pgp as in Remark [[.226] On the other hand, the bound (ZI03) follows immediately
from (767) and from the estimates in Lemma [406] [[47 and

To obtain the second bound in (ZI02)), we expand

< Cp, (7.103)

(hl _ h2)2 — i p§n1) (q105’1”1 _ Q2O«5ﬂ2nl)pgn2) (qloyfm o QQOanZ)

nl,n2:0

+ i pgm) ((Iloylnl _ q2oy2nl) (p§n2) 7pgnz)) q20y2’ng
n1,n2:O

+ i (") = p8™) o757 ™) (qro. A — q20.7572)
nl,nQ—O

+ i (pgnl) 7pgn1)) 0. (p§n2) 7pén2))q20y2nz’
nl,nQ—O

where, writing, for i = 1, 2,

qloyl”h' _ q20y2m — Aq1,QQ,W,ni + pazoylm foA”OH,
n—1
i i ki i i i—ki—1 i
pgn ) _pg" ) = Z pg )(APhPZaW,m + paQoyln fOAg )pén )Oy2k +1’
k;=0

according to (C.88) and (7.65al), we obtais a sum of contributions which can be dealt with as the
contributions in (7.91)). Then, using also that ||gz|/ay,3 < Cp, the second bound follows. O
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Finally, the following results shows that bounds analogous to those of Proposition extend to
the derivatives of the two functions h; and he. The proof, which follows the same lines of the proof of
Proposition [.49] is given in Appendix [D.3]

Proposition 7.50. Let hy and he be defined as in (GI8)) and in (CHI), respectively. Then, for all
0 €U, one has

[(Bgh1(0,-) — Dah2(0,-))| < Cp, ((Bgh1(0,-) — Dgh2(0,-))*) < Cp. (7.104)

Remark 7.51. By looking at the proof of Proposition [[.50] in in Appendix [D.3] we see that F' = pf
has to be required to belong to %, 5, because we need to apply Proposition[7.45], where both one u and
p™ may contain a factor dpp2, which in turn is bounded in terms of 92 f (see in particular (Z50a)). If
we wanted to control the deviations only of the difference h; —h, and not of its derivative too, we could
require less regularity on F: it would be enough to have F' € %,, 4. The further condition required
after (Z10)) that F' be in HBa, ¢ will be needed in order to control the deviations of the second derivative
of the conjugation, which in turn will be used to estimate the deviations of the first derivative of the
inverse conjugation (see Remark below).

7.8.5 Deviations of the conjugation I: proof of the bounds (2.42al)

We can now come back to h(yp,v) — h(p), with h(p,v) written according to (ZZIJ), and estimate the
whole average. Recall that we are working with the extended maps (see Remark [[.20)). After rewriting

(h(p,-) = h(p)) as

(h1(e,7) = h(p)) + (W () Bpha (e, )) +/0 dt (1= 1) (W())? Ol (e +tW(),)),

we bound |(h1 (i, ) — h(p))| < Cp by Proposition 21} and ((W(-))?) < Cp by Theorem @ Writing
(W() 0phi(p, 7)) = (W () 0y (h1(, ) = h(9))) + (W)h(w),

Theorem @ gives [(W)d,h(p)| < Cp while we use first the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, then Proposition
[7.27] together again with Theorem [ to obtain

N[

(W) D, () =R@))| < (W) (@phie,) = 9:h(9)") ) < Co. (7.105)

This concludes the proof of the first bound in (Z42al).
The second bound in (Z42a)) is easily obtained by writing

W, ) — ) = h(eo — W), 1) — () — W(&) /O At D,h(p — tW (1), )

1
= hi(p, ) — i) — W(¥) / At Duh(o — tW (), ),
which implies

(he, ) = ()" <2 (Pl ) = Bl))” + (W (@) 9,0
< 4 (h1 (2, 0) — ha(p,))? + 4 (halip, ) — () + 2(W (1)) 9,2

which in turn is bounded using once more Proposition [[.21] and Theorem @l
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7.8.6 Deviations of the conjugation IT: proof of the bounds (2.42h)

In order to study the average of d,h(p, 1) — d,h(p), we write

D, 1) = Doha () — W (W) / At 02h(p — tW (1), )

0
= Dyha (i, ) — W) (B2ha (i) — 2()) (7.106)
~ W) 02Ti(p) + (W(1)? /0 4t 03 h(p — tW (), ).

Therefore, using the second expansion in ([C.I06), we can bound

’<8¢h(<p, ) = @,E((p»’ < ‘<3¢h1(% )= @,E((p)ﬂ
+ (W) (95h1(e,7) = 0Zh(0)) )| + (W () 05h(¢) + (W (¥))*) 03| oc.-
The term in the first line and the last two terms in the second line are bounded by (Z42al) and by

Theorem [ respectively. To bound the first term in the second line of (ZI07) we need the following
result, which is proved in Appendix [D.4

Lemma 7.52. Let hy and h be defined as in (618) and in (T34), respectively. Then, for all § € U,
one has

(7.107)

[((5h1(0,-) — D5h(0))*)] < Cp.

Remark 7.53. As mentioned in Remark [[.5]] the condition F € %By,, ¢ is required to obtain the
bounds in Lemma A bound like [(93h1(0,-) — 93h(0))| < Cp could be obtained as well, but
actually we need only the bound on the squared deviations because the latter will be needed in order
to estimate the deviations of first derivative of the inverse conjugation.

By using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and applying Lemma [T.52] we get
(W () (02 (g, -) — D2h(9)))| < Cp,

which inserted into (ZI07) yields the first bound in (2.421).
The second bound in ([2.42h)) is obtained by using the first expansion in (ZI06), which allows us to

write
|0,h(0,10) — Oph(@)| < [0,h1(p,1) — Oph()| + [W ()] [[02A]
and hence

((0ah(p) = 0,1(2))") < 2( (Dl ) = Dh(2)) ") + 2AIO2hIZA(W ()2,

which immediately implies the second bound in ([2.42H) by (Z.63) and by Theorem [l

7.9 Deviations of the inverse conjugation

To deal with the inverse conjugation, we exploit the following trivial identity.

Ho(H (), 0) = HH  (n) =, (7.108)

which holds for all (1,9) € Qo = Uy x T? := (), provided Qeys is such that J(Qeyt) D H2(Q) and
D ext D Q2 (recall that we are working with the extended maps).

Lemma 7.54. Let l; and [ be defined as in (6I9) and in (235), respectively. Then, for all n € U,
one has

() =1 < Cp,  {(ln,) = 1(m)*) < Cp. (7.109)
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Proof. By using (ZI08)) we get
Ha (-7 (0, 0), 00) — Ha (L (), b) = HCH () — Ha (' (), ). (7.110)
If we write in (CI10)
Hy (M (0, 00), ) — Ha(H (), )

— (H7 () —H () / At HA(H () + tHT (i, 00) = H (), )

0
and use the lower bound (6.42)), we obtain

-1

R =R ) )m) < ((h -H) ) (A
Analogously, if we write in (Z.110)

(n))- (7.111)

——1 1

Ha (T (0, 00),8) — Ha (L (n), ) = (M (n,0) = () O H(H ()

+ (M 0 0) = ) (e (L (), ) — 0 ()

+ (M () —H " (m)” / (1—6)dtFHI(H () + t(HT (. 9) —H (), ),
then we find
M =H )| < HE )|(HT —H ()]
<M~ HYH ()]
(7.112)

+ 03 HA oo (M7 =) ) ()
(=T (o - ) ))

where 7 = O(1) is a lower bound on dpH (see Remark B.15).
Thus, using that

—1 -

H1(0,9) = H(0) = 0*(ha(0,¢) — (),  Hi'(ny)—H (n)=n(la(n,v) —1(n))

and that there exists a constant dy such that dal <0/n <dp for 0 = ﬁ_l(n), as discussed in Section
[6.4 the bound (TITT), together with the second bound in (42al), gives the second bound in (ZI09),
which, in turn, inserted into (T.I12]), together with the first bound in (42al) and the second bound in

(T42h), yields the first bound in (Z.109). O

Remark 7.55. As the proof of Lemma [7.54] shows, in order to control the deviations of I; — I,
we need an estimate on the squared deviations of dph1 — Oph, so that, even if we confined ourselves
to the deviations of the conjugations and the inverse conjugations, in order to deal with the inverse
conjugations we would need to study the derivatives of h, and hence we should require F' to be in
PBo,,5 and not only in &, 4. In the same way, in order to study the deviations of the derivatives of
the inverse conjugation, we will need to control the squared deviations of 95hy — 835 through Lemma
and hence to require F' to be in %y, ¢ (see Remark [[.53)).

Lemma 7.56. Let l; and [ be defined as in (6I9) and in (235), respectively. Then, for all n € U,
one has

(Ol (n,-) = Bl(m)| < Cp,  {(Byla(m,-) — Byl(n))*) < Cp. (7.113)
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Proof. Differentiating (ZI08) with respect to 1, we obtain

1

DM (M (0, ), ) Oy HT (0, 0) = Qe H(FH () O, H () = 1, (7.114)

that fmplies Outa (15 (0, ),) — (A (n)
— 71 ) ) B
DM (0, 0) — O, H () = — R o
aHHl(Hl (an)aw) aGH(H (77))
Taking the square, we find

(7.115)

1

@ (n,0) — O H ()

2 _ —1
< o (103l (15 00 0) ~

1

(m)” + (0sH1 (" (n), ) — e HH ' (1))*)

where 7, and 7 are on lower bounds, respectively, on 9pH; and OgH (see Subsection [6.4)), so that

(Ot~ 0,1)°) < =g (103722 (1 1)) + (O — B)))

=2
T

which, together with the second bound in (Z42h) and the second bound in (ZI09)), implies the second
of (CI13). Rewriting (CI15]) as

O M7 (1,0),0) — O H ()
_ 0O (). ) — R (), (Ha(Hy (0, 9), ) — QH(H ()

- (O HH (1)) DM (Hy (), ) (D HH ' (1))

)

and expanding

—1

597'11(7'[1_1(7% w)a lﬂ) = OgHa (H (77),

—

0)
+OFAA () (M7 () —

-1

(77))
(n),9) — 3%(%_1(77))) ((H;l(n, ) —H

(i ")

(), ¥) + t(Hy ' () — H

——1

1
_ -1 2
(O 00) =T ) [ de(1 - 0032 (R
0
we obtain eventually

[Outs — 0,10m) | < 2 ((0uhn — 0B + 103l 1 — D + (((33hs — BER))(02 1))

—1

7))
1/2

- 2 - _
108 lloe (12 = D)) + = (105 Halloc (1 = D]+ [((Dhs — 26)2)] ),
i
so that the first of (ZII3) follows by using the previous estimates of Propositions [.22]] and Lemmas
and O

Recalling that I = [y, by (620), Lemmas [.54] and [[.56] immediately imply the following result,
which is the analogue of Theorem [l for the inverse conjugation.

Proposition 7.57. Let [ be defined as in (2.28). Then there is a constant C' such that, for all n € Uy,

[(1n.) ~ )| < Cop. ((U(n, )~ F(m)?) < Cp (7.116a)
(D410 ) — ;1)) < C. (@nl(n, ) — B,1(m)*) < Cp. (7.116D)
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7.10 Fluctuations of the dynamics: proof of Theorem

We start by proving the following result for the extension of the translated map .7;.

Lemma 7.58. For any v € (0,7), there exists a constant C such that, for all 0 € U and all n € N,
one has

n

NI Cp=py)"s (((F16(0.) = (F")a(0)") < Co (1 = p/)".
Proof. From ([234)), (617) and (619), we find

—Nn

[((A1)a(0,-) = (o (0

)7( "H©O )) (7.117)
1(0,9))" = (A" H(0))") (1 (<) (W) H2 0,), Ajw) T H(6)))
+ (@ HO)* (1 (< @M 0,0), AFw) = 1" H D)),
where, after further expanding, in the third and fourth line,

(r™ () Ha(0,0))" — (@ H(69))”

N2 _ _ (7.118)
= (k@) Ha(0,0) — T HO)) + 28 HO) () () Ha (0,9)) = 7" H(O)),
and, in the fourth and fifth line,
L (K™ (W) H (0, 9), Ap) — T(E" H(O))
—6l(ﬁ"H< )(<"><w> 1(6,0) — 7" m))
+ (gl (" n) — Oyl (E" H(O)) (5™ (V)H1(0,0) — T H(D))
+(<"><wm1<e,w> " (6))? (7.119)
/ £(1—£) 20 (5 FL(8) + ¢ (5 ()M (6, 0)— " TU(O)), AL)
+ 1 (F" H(O), Agp) — 1(E" H(9))
we write
K () HL (0, 0) — " H(0)
= (x" (@) = 7") (Ha(8,0) = H(O)) + (x™ () = 7") H(0) + 7" (H1(0,9) — H(9))  (7.120)

= 0* (k™ () — 1) (h(0,%) = h(9)) + (x <"><¢> ") H(O )+92 7" (ha(0,%) — R(9)).

Thus, using Lemma 2.33] Propositions [[.21] and [T.56] and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the first
bound follows.
The second bound is obtained in a similar way. Shortening, for notational simplicity,

An(0,9) == s"MH(0,9) — 7" H,
A(0,9) = L (5 () H1(0,9), Ap),  Aa(0,0) = Byla (K™ () H1 (0, %), Ajv),
AO) = 1" HD))), A(6,v) = b (5" H (), Ajv) )



and using (II8), we can rewrite (CI17) as
(F)e = (Fo = Ap + (Ap + 2T HA) M+ (@ H) (M - V),

and ([(CI19) as B o
M= A=A, + L, A2+ (M —A),

so that, bounding
(70 = (F")0)" <3 (A2 +2 42 (A2 + 4@ )N + (1) (M = 1))
(=2 <3 (B4 + 2 AL+ (- N)),
and, thanks to (T.120),
A2 <2 () — ) H+ 07 (- B))
we obtain
((A00,) = (F")0(9)”)
< O(((™MC) =7)°) + 72 (6, ) = b)) + T (L @ HO), ) - UE"H©)) ).

Then, using Lemma 2.33] and Propositions [[.21] and [[.50] gives immediately the second bound. O

n

Finally, we come back to the map .. In order to compare the full dynamics generated by .7
with that generated by .7, we proceed along the same lines as the proof of Lemma Thus, we
decompose (#") (i) — (7" () as done for (A7) ,(0,%) — (Z")p(8), relying on (223) and (ZZH)
instead of (6I7) and (G:I9), and obtain

n

(L)oo, ) = (T pl) = AT HO,8),0) —H  (Fo (H(0), )

+ (5 (0)H(0, ) — 7" H(B)) | di (1—t) D21 (E™ H(O) + (™) () H(0, ) — 1" H (D)), Ajab)

+U(E" ), Agv) ~ (" ()

where we expand
KM () H(0,1) — " H (D)
= 0% (™ () = ") (h(68,%) — h(9)) + (s () — ") H() + 6°1" (h(6,¥), AG) — h(0)).

Then, using the bounds of Lemma [2.33] Theorem E Proposition [[.57] and the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality, we obtain the bound (2:44al) of Theorem[6l Again, the bound (2.44h) is obtained by reasoning
in a similar way.
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8 Convergence in probability

In this section we collect the previous results to prove Theorems [l and 8 so as to provide the prob-
abilistic description of the results discussed in Subsection 245l Below, as in Subsections [Z.8] to [T.10,
for notational simplicity, .7 denotes the extended map .7 ext.

8.1 The probability of deviations: proof of Theorem [7|
From Theorem [Tl and a direct application of Chebyshev inequality we obtain that, for any ¢ > 0,

Cp
mo({w eT?: (W) > 5}) <= (8.1)
for a suitable positive constant C' independent of n. Therefore, the invariant manifold W for %
converges in probability to W = {(0,%) : ¢ € T?}.
Similarly, from Lemma [[.58 we obtain that, if 4/ € (0,7), then, for fixed # and n, and for any
6 >0,

n

mo({6 € T2 (1= ) (F0(0.0) — (Fo(0.0)] > 6}) < CTL2, (82)

for a suitable positive constant C'(v") depending on 4/ but neither on 6 nor n.

Note that the set of angles ¢ considered in (82)) depends on n, even though its measure is bounded
independently of the value of n. The following result provides a uniform version of the estimate above,

and shows that, for most values of ¢ € T2, the quantity (1 — p~y')~"|(L)e(0,¢) — (" )e(0, )]
remains small for all n > 0.

Lemma 8.1. Consider the dynamical system described by the map .7 in [220) satisfying Hypotheses
IH3 Let S be defined as in [@I3). For p small enough and any v € (0,7), there exists a constant C
such that, for all 0 € U,

mo ({4 € T sup (1 p7') " (o 0,0) = (F)o(0,)] > 6} ) < 57

Proof. Using that ||| f]llas.6 = 1, for any 0,0" € U, we get
[(A1)6(0,0) = (F)a(0', )] = (1= p)|0 = '] = pl f1(6, ) = F(O)] = (1= p)l6 = '] = Cplf],

where we have also used that f1(0,4) = f(0) = 0, as it follows from the definition of f; in (Z.44)) and
from Remark [ZI0l Iterating we obtain, for any 6,6 € U and for any k > 0,

(SF)a(0,0) — (T (0, 0)] > (1= p)*|6 — 0| — Ch(1 — py)*ple,

where we have used that (1—p) < (1—p~'), since v/ < v < 1 (see Remark 2.20), and that, by Remark
612 |(#F)e(0,9)] < C(1 — p~')*|]. Assuming that for some n > 0 we have

3

(1= p )" (FM6(0,9) — (L )a(0,9)] > 0,
we find that

(1= py) =R | (A4 (6, 0) — ("

1 k
6.9 2 (7= ) 8- Cho.

For p small enough, we can now find M € IN of the form M = Myd/p, with My independent of p and
6, such that, for all £k < M,

) 1—-p\*_ 1
Ckpgz, and ( p) 25.

L—py
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This means that for k < M we have

(1= oo/ )P0 0,8) — (7" )o(0, )] 2 5.

We thus obtain that

2"‘0 <{1/’ ET2: (1 - po!) " [(SP)ol0,) — (T o 0,0)] > §}>

Py (8.3)
> = mo({v e sup (1= p/) " I(0(60,9) = (7" )o(6,0)] > 6}).

On the other hand, one has

Somo ({0 1?5 0-py) im0 - 0> 1) < B0 s
n=0

for a suitable constant Cy(y’) depending on +'. This can be seen in the following way. For any
~',9" € (0,v) we find, by using (8.2),

mo ({w €T?: (1—py") " I(L)e(0,9) = (F)a(0,0)] > %}) < (11—/;1’/’)2” 1605(27%,

with C'(7') as in (82). If we invert the roles of 7/ and 4", we obtain

mo ({w €T?: (1—py) (60, 0) — (F)o(0,9)] > é}) < < 1—py >2n 16C(v") p

4 1— P’Y” 52 ’

so that, fixing 7’ € (0,+) and taking v = +'/2, then ([84) follows with
Co(7') =16 C(v’ﬂ)pi (17[)7/)%
= \1—pv'/2

Inserting ([84) into (B3] delivers the thesis. O

Remark 8.2. As a consequence of Lemma [l for the overwhelming majority of initial ¢, the
dynamics generated by .77 is very well described by the averaged dynamics generated by . uniformly
in n.

To deal with the map ., we follow the same argument used for .%1. First of all, from Theorem
and Chebyshev inequality, if 4 € (0,7), then, for fixed 6 and n, and for any § > 0,

n opn —n n cH
mo ({0 € T2 (1= po!) [ )pl0.8) — (T (i) ~ WiAgw)| > a}) < SOL2,
with the constant C(y’) independent of both 6 and n. Next, observe that we can write

| Lo (0, 0) = Lo (1) = W(Ag))| = | S, 0) = T (@', 10) = W) — p F(W (1), )]
=lo=W(@) =& +p(fle, ) = p fFW(W), %) — p flo—W(¥)) + p(fle — W) — f(¢))]
> (1 =p)e—- W) —¢'|—Cple— W),

so that, iterating and using that

(e (@ 00) = W(AGD)| = [(A1)o(0,9)| < C(1 = p')'|0],
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where 8 = ¢ — W (), we find, once again thanks to Lemma [G.TT]

(F*)o 0, 0) = (TN 1) = W(AGD)| > (1= )| = W () — | = Ch(1 — pv')*pl — W(¥)|.
Therefore, assuming that for some n > 0 we have
(L= p7) "L o0 %) = (F)a(0,9) = W(AGY)| > &
and proceeding as done for .77 leads to

Cl(s(l >3 mg <{¢ €T (1—p7) (I ™)pl0, ) — (7 )olp,00) — W (AGY)| > Z})

> MTO(S mo({i/} € '][‘2 : sup (1 _ pry/)inKyn)kp(Sﬁfl/)) B (?n)w(SD’w) B W(A81/))| N 5})

n>0

for a suitable constant C4 (7). This completes the proof of Theorem [7l

8.2 Continuous time: proof of Theorem [§
From (G.16) we get
Xo() = (Ao (0o — W (©), )
+ (t/p = 1t/0)) (A a0 = W), 1) = (A o0 = W), 0) ) -
Since, by Lemma [6.11]
[()o (00 = W (), 9) = (a0, ¥)] < C(L—=py ) W (W), (85)

by combining the bound (8H) with Lemmas and 229 we get, for £ € (0,7),

sup e€'|X4() = @u(i0)| < sup (1= p&) ™" (Ao 0 0) = (F)a(6,0)] + C (W (W)| + ),

t>0 n>0

so that, for every 6 > 0, we have

lim mo({7/) € T? : sup egt|)~(t(1/)) — ®4(p0)| > 5}) =0,

p—0F t>0

because of (Z39) and Lemma 1]

A Decay of correlations for Holder continuous functions

A.1 Symbolic dynamics

Consider a Markov partition Q = {Q1,Q2, ..., Qs} for the Anosov automorphism Ag in (2I5), and call
T be the corresponding compatibility matrix. For any Anosov automorphism Ag on T™, the largest
eigenvalue A1 of the compatibility matrix is simple (by Perron-Frobenius Theorem) and equals the
largest eigenvalue A = X of Ay [28] Ch. 6]; a stronger result holds for n = 2 (see Remark [A22] below).
Let a denote the mixing time, i.e. the minimum value a € IN such that all the entries of 72! are
different from 0 (since every Anosov automorphism is transitive, a is finite).

Set N = {1,2,...,s}. We say that a sequence ¢ € N? is T-compatible if T,, ,,,, = 1 for
all k € Z; let N% denote the set of T-compatible sequences. We use the symbol ¢ also to denote
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subsequences, i.e. elements of N1 with finite n and m. Given two sequences ¢ and ¢’, we set
v(g,a') == max{k € N : 0; = o/,|i| < k}. On N% we consider the topology generated by the
distance d(g,0’) = A7(@2), Given ¢ € NZ, let ¢ = ¢(c) € T? be the unique point whose symbolic
representation is g; then we have

Ao(a) = ¥(Ta),

where 7 is the left translation, that is (r¢); = 0441, and

[Y(a) — (o) < Csd(a, ),

where Cj is the maximum diameter of the sets Q1,...,Qs.

We call C the T-compatible cylinder with base J = (ji,... ,Jq) C Z and specification g =
(0jrs---,0j5,) € Nf, ie. the set of sequences o/ € N# such that of, = oy fork =1,...,¢q. In
the following we mainly consider sets J such that ji,...,j, are consecutive, i.e. jy41 = ji + 1 for
k=1,...,q —1; in that case we also write J = [j1,7],] and o;, = a(jx) for k = 1,...,¢q, and we say
that the subsequence (o, ...,0;,) is T-compatible on J if Tp(j\o(j,,,) > 0for k=1,...,¢—1.

Finally call m the Gibbs measure associated with the Lebesgue measure on T? [28, Ch. 5]. If
Y(M,o0,0') denotes the set of T-compatible sequences ¢ on [-M — 1, M + 1] starting with o and
ending with o, i.e. such that o(—M — 1) = o and ¢(M + 1) = ¢/, one has

|X(M,0,0")NCY|
~) = lim £

J
m(Co M=o |3B(M,0,0")

(A.1)

where the limit does not depend on o and ¢’ (which can be fixed arbitrarily, say equal to 1).

Lemma A.l. Let ny,n2,n},ny € Z such that ny < na, n} < nb and nj —ny > a. Consider two
cylinders Céi and Céz, with J; = [n1,ng] and J2 = [n},nh]. Then one has
m(Cy N Cy?)

[

1— Kohg ™7™ < <14 Koxg "7

— m(C)m(Cy;)

)

with Ao := A/|Az|, where Ay is the second largest eigenvalue of T in absolute value, and K is a suitable
constant independent of nq,na, nj,ny.

Proof. Calling #(M, o,0’) the number of T-compatible sequences of length M + 1 starting with ¢ end
ending with o', i.e. such that

e o=(c(j1),---,a(fm+1)),
® To(kyo(kery = Llor k=1,.... M,

® a(j1) =0 and g(jm+1) =o',

then (A gives
#(M — Ny, 17g1(n1>> #(M —N2,04 (TLQ), 1)

m(C’él) = lim

1 M—o0 #(2M,1,1) ’
Doy _ piy M = 0h, 1o (m)) (M — 0y, 05(n5), 1)
m(ng) 7]\412}100 #(QM, 1, 1) ’ (A2>
J1 J2\ 1 #(M_nla1’g1(n1))#(n/1_n2agl(n2)aQ2(n/1))#(M_n/2’g2(nl2)’1)
m(Cq,NCy;) = lim #(2M,1,1) !

where the boundary conditions on the sites =(M + 1) have been fixed equal to 1. Clearly one has

#(M,0,0") = (TM), 4. (A.3)

)
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Moreover T has s eigenvalues Ay > Ao > ... > A;, with Ay = A > [N for k =2,...,s. Ifvg,..., 06
are the eigenvectors of T associated with the eigenvalues \i,..., As, respectively, and V denotes the
matrix with entries V;; = (v;);, then one has

aa’ Z An w’ za’ (A4)

Replacing (A4) in (A3), inserting (A3) in (A2) and using that Ay > 1 delivers the thesis. O

Remark A.2. The eigenvalues of the compatibility matrix of any Anosov automorphism on T2 are
A, A71, together with 0’s and roots of unity [50]. Therefore we have A\g > ) in Lemma [A1]

We can now extend Lemma [A1] to all bounded measurable functions as follows. Let F<F be the
o-algebra generated by the cylinder sets C’;!I with J C (—o0, k] and F2* be the o-algebra generated

by the cylinders C’; with J C [k, 00).

Corollary A.3. Given k,k' € Z, with k' > k, let g_ be a bounded F<F-measurable function and g_
be a bounded FZ* -measurable function. Then one has

g-g+) — (g0 (g0)] < Ky ™19 lsoll gt loo - (A.5)

for a suitable constant K1 > Kq, with Kq s in Lemma[4A 1l

Proof. Assume first that &' — k > a. Let B be a cylinder in F2* and let G_ be the smallest subset of
F=F containing all the sets A such that

—(n}—n2) _ m(ANB

1— Ko), ) 14 Kohg M7 (A.6)

— m(A)m(B)

Observe now that all cylinders of F=F are in G_. If CJl and CJ2 are two cylinders in F<F, then
CJl N Cji is also a cylinder, while CJl U Cji can be ertten as the union of all cylinders CJIUJ2
such that ¢’ coincides with g; on J; or W1th gy on Jp. In other words, the union of cylinders can be
decomposed into a possibly much larger, disjoint union of cylinders.

Finally, if A = Ule Aj, where Aq,..., Ay are disjoint measurable sets and B is a measurable set,
then

k
> m(Ain B)

so that
m(A4; N B) < m(AN B) m(A4;

iN
i < —
i=1,...k m(A4;) m(B) — m(A)m(B) ~ i=1,...k m(A;) m(B)
It follows that G_ contains the algebra generated by the cylinders.

On the other hand, if {A4;}32, is a decreasing sequence of sets in G_, then continuity of the measure
implies that also ﬂZ:O A; € G_. The analogous statement for a 1ncreasing sequence follows similarly
since m is a finite measure. In conclusion, G_ is a monotone class that contains the algebra generated
by the cylinders and thus it contains F=F,

A similar argument for B shows that (A.6) holds for all A € F<F and B € F=2F'
Now, let g_ and g4 be simple functions, that is

(@) =D aixile),  gile) = bixm, (o),

72



where y 4 is the characteristic function of the set A, the sets A; are disjoint F<F-measurable sets and
the sets By are disjoint FZ* -measurable sets. We get

[{g-9+) = (9-)g+)] = D laxllbs [m(A; O Bir) — m(A;)m(By))|
< KO)\a(kLk) Z |a;||bir|m(A;)m(B;) < KO)\Of(kLk) max |a;| max [b;| .

i1

We can approximate any bounded F<*-measurable function g_ with a sequence g—.i, of simple functions
with ||g— k[lcc < ||9=|lcc and g—  — g— pointwise m-almost everywhere, and similarly for g. We thus
find that (A.5)) holds for every g_ bounded F=*-measurable function and g, bounded F >k _measurable
function. Finally we can remove the condition ¥’ — k > a by replacing Ky with a suitable constant
K; > K. O

Remark A.4. If g (o) is F=F-measurable, then g_(c) depends only on o; with i < k, that is
g—(c) = g_(a') if o; = o/ for every i < k. Similarly, if g, () is =¥, then g, (c) depends only on o;
with ¢ >k, that is g4 (o) = g+ (') if 0y, = o} for every i > k.

A.2 Correlation functions

Let the sequences g,a’ € N% be such that o; = o/ for i < n. If n > 0 then d(g,a’) < A™" and, for
N >0,d(t=Nag,7Ng') = ANd(a,a’). Thus ¥(a’) is on the unstable manifold of 1)(g) and, since the
unstable manifold is a straight line, we have ¥(¢’) = ¥(g) + z vy, with || < CA™™. If n < 0 we still
have that d(7=V(g),7 " (a’)) — 0 as N — oo, so that even in this case we have ¥(a’) = ¥(c) + zv4
for some x € R. Observe that ¢(72"¢’) = ¥(7?"g) + N\*"z v, while, since (7°"¢’); = (1?"g); for
i < —n, we have || (72"a’) — ¥ (7?"g)|| < CsA™", so that, by the previous argument, we find again
that |z] < CsA™™. In the same way one shows that, if ¢ and ¢’ are such that o; = o} for i > n, then
P(a") = Y(a) + zv_, with |z| < CA™.

For g,0’ € NZ let g

] \/g’(n 00) be the sequence that agrees with o on (—oo, n] and with ¢’ out-
side such an interval and call m(dgy,, ..lo

] 7001,1]) the conditional probability measure on Q/(n,oo) given
O (—co,n) [28, prop. 5.3.2]. Calling N(g) = {0’ | 2(_ oo n) V Z(yy.00) € NF} we have m(N (@)@ (- n) = 1-
Given g € Ba_ o, (T* R) write §(a) := g(1(z)) and observe that (g _ . . V o

everywhere well defined with respect to m(da(,, .)|0(_s,n)- We can thus define

n,oo)) is almost

g(Sn)(g) = /g(g(—oo,n] vg’(n,oo))m(dgzn,oo)|g(—oo,n])5

By construction §(=™)(g) is F(=™)-measurable and (§(=™) = (§), where, with a slight abuse of notation,
we use (-) also for the average with respect to m. Analogously we define

g(Zn) (g) = /g(g/(—oo,n) k4 g[n,oo)) m(dgz—oo,n)|g[n,oo))5

and considerations similar to those above still hold. Observe that (=™ (g) is the average of g(1) over
a segment of the unstable manifold of ¥)(¢) of length O(A~™). Thus if n > 1 we expect §(=™ () to be
very close to g(a).

Finally, define

g(n,+)(g) — g(SLn/au)(g) _ g(SL(n—l)/au)(g)’ A7)

3" (g) = gD (g) — gLt /a-D) (5
From the argument above it follows that if g is Holder continuous along the unstable manifold we
expect (1) and §(~"7) to be small for n > 1.
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Remark A.5. Definition [A7 allows us to decompose
g@) = 5= +Zg(’”

where §**)(g) depends only on T (oo, [kjay |)-
The above discussion is made precise in the following lemma.
Lemma A.6. If g is (o, )-Hélder continuous on T?, then one has
65" (@) — glo)| < KoX™Mgld, 1§ (0) — g(0)| < KaX*"[gl; (A.-8a)
9" (@) < KaA "ol 577 (@)] < KaA"gls (A.8b)

for a suitable positive constant K.

Proof. If ¢ and ¢’ are T-compatible sequences and (o] V foit ) is T-compatible as well, then

=(n,00
(@)i = (Z(—son] V Zlp,00))i for i < n and, from the discussion at the beginning of this subsection, we

get (T oo \/_(nm)) = (o) + zvy with || < C,A™™, so that
9(T(—o0n] V Clnooy) — G(@)] < CsA™" g7,

Integrating over m(dg'(nﬁoo) |0(—co,n]) gives the first inequality in (A.8al). The second inequality can be
derived in a similar way.

Let now w be a T-compatible sequence and, for any pair of symbols o,0’ € {1,...,s}, let 7 =
7(o,0") be a T-compatible sequence of length a such that Ty, = Ty, = 1. For every T-compatible
sequence g, define the T-compatible sequence w,, (o) := T(—oom] V 7(On, Wnta) V wy Reasoning
as above we get

n+a,00)"

~ ~ —|l(n—1)/ay |a +
19 (o0, 1)/ ) Y E({ (=1 s i00)) — I @Y1y (@))] < CoAT LD e g
< ANl

and, analogously,
~ / ~ « —(n—1 +
1902 oo njas ] ¥ Cn/as 100) = 9L 1)y | (@) < CA A= Dg|E

Ifltegrating over m(dgh(n_l)/aum)|g(_OO7L(n_1)/a+H) and m(dg’(tn/aHm)|g(_OO7Ln/a+“), respec-
tively, we get

GELD/4 D (g) — 4w o1y ja, (@))] < CAS AP DglE |
19502 D (g) = 9@ (n-1) sy (@)] < CX*+ A= Dlg|L
from which the first inequality of (A8E) follows with Ky = 2C;A\!T*+. The second inequality is

obtained in a similar way. O
A.3 A correlation inequality: proof of Proposition 2.3

Since (g4 g-o0AL) — (9)+(g)— = {(G+ G—oAy), with the notations of ([ZI]), we can assume that (g;) =
(9—) = 0. Then, calling n := |an|, we write

n+1
~ <0 ~(k ~(<|n/a L (k
(@) = 35" +Z D (@) + (34(@) — 55 V(@) = 3 1P (),
k=0
n+1
~ NE - ~ A(>—|n/a (K
j-(0) = +Z @)+ (g-(2) - gE N2 = Y (@),
k'=1 k’'=0
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with obvious meaning of the symbols. By Lemma[Af]we get ||g$“) loo < KoA7%||g||+ and, analogously,
_(k _ _
165 o0 < KA g5

Observe that (7"0)(—r/,00) = T(n_i,00), SO that g(f')( Thus if

k + k' < n, by Corollary [A.3] and Lemma we have
(550

while for k£ 4+ &’ > 7 we have, by Lemma [A.6]
(o 500

Summing over k and k’ we get

7"g) depends only on O -k 00)"

—\— Ny—(n—|k/a]—|K
< Ky Kallga [ llg- ||z A=) \> (= Lk/al =18 /),

< Kallg+lIZllg-[sA 0.

~ ~ N 1—« = ’
{9+ 9-0AD)] < KA ™" [lg+ /13 ll9- 1o Yo KNAOTREREE T AR

where we have used that (n — |k/a] — |[K'/a]) > (R — k — k') /a — 3, so that

(k+ k) + (n — |k/a) — |K/a)) > #fa—(k+K)1-1/a) - 3>+ ——(i—k—k)—3.

Thus we obtain

n n+2
(g4 g—0AD)| < max{1, K1} KoX®|| g | lg— 2 A" <ﬁ DA D (A+q+ 1)Aq>
q=0 q=0

from which the thesis follows observing that AT < X T <\ \Tan

B Bounds on the norms of the iterated products

The following lemma is easily checked by direct computation.

Lemma B.1. Let . be a map on U x T? of the form ([T28), with .7,(¢,v) of class C* in p, and let
P0,- ., Pn_1 be any functions defined in U x T? of class C* in the first variable . Set p(™(p,v) :=
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(n)(y ), with p(")(y;cp,i/)) defined in (L29). Then one has

|
—

n—1 n

a«ﬂp(n) = Z(@Wpiojﬁi) (asa(yi) ) (pjoyj) (B.1a)

=0

s
ol
RN

n—1 n—1

(’)ip(”) = Z((aipiojﬁi) (asa(yi)w)Q + (awpioyi) (ai(yi)w)) (p]ojﬁﬂ) (B.1b)

=0 J
J

+ Z Appio ") (0p(S)) (Bppjo77) (0(57)s) H (pros™),
Ry g

93p™ = i ((82]31-05”) (0,(59,)° + 3(02pi0") (0u(F1)) (02(F)) (B.1c)

i=0

+ (Opios") (95(77) ) H (pjos7) +2 Z ( pio") (aw(yi)w)Q
7=0 1,7=0
J#i i#]

n—1 n—1
+ (Oppi0 ") (839(‘5”)@)) (Oppjo7) (00(57)) ]___[ (pror™®) + Z dppio ")
k4,5 z;éj;ék;éz

n—1
% (0p(7")) (00077 (0p (7)) (OpbroS ") (0 (7)) H (bros™).
hik
Remark B.2. If both .“,(p,v) and the functions po,...,p,—1 do not depend on v, then setting

p™(p) = pg") (7; 9), equations (B.) still hold, with .7 (¢, ) and p;(.7* (1)) replaced, respectively,
with G(¢) and p;(G*(p)).

B.1 A first application: completion of the proof of Theorem

Differentiating twice the function hy in ([6.24) gives

1081lloe < 3 (0805l lloc + 110085 | 100 (@107 oo + 087|195 (@107 1 )

n=1
where H09p1 )H can be bounded as in Thus, noting that
Bo(q1o77) = BeqroA) 0677, Ff(q1oA") = (FiqioST) (0e-71")? + (BeqroA) 83 7",

and writing agp§ " according to (BIDL), we can use Lemma [G.11] to obtain the bound (6.38), for a
suitable constant Dg.

Finally, since
o0

Ooh1 = ((aepgn))(h +P§n)59(¢h°5”1")) ;
n=1

we find -

|aeh1|a*sz(»aep<"> Nl + 009 Jaro7 .

+ [P 100l + 1YV | o 10a1077 o ).
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where the factors which are not differentiated with respect to € are bounded as in done to obtain
(E40), while the differentiated factors are bounded once more by relaying on (B.Ial) and the bounds
in Lemma

B.2 Products independent of the fast variable: proof of Lemma [7.16]

Let N = O(p~!) be defined as in Remark Then, using that |G (¢)| < 0 for n > N and that

1:[ LG ( Gy (B.2)

we get .
10,G" oo < C(1—p~")". (B.3)

Then, combining (B.1al) and (730) together with the bound (B.3), and reasoning like in (G.34) and
([636)), we obtain

(@ ()| <CL=py)" (B.4a)
1=0
n—1 ) n—1
9y (H pi(G (w))) <Cp(1—py)" 1) (1—py) <CU—py)", (B.4b)
i=0 1=0
so that (B.4a)) gives
P ™ llo0 = llp™loe < C(1 = p")",
while (B.4h) gives _

e o < CA=pa)",  02G o0 < C(1 = pA)", (B.5)
where the second one is a special case of the first one, with p; = @,6 Vi=0,...,n— 1. Inserting the
bounds (B.A) in (BID) (again see (Z30) for notations) and reasoning like in (B4h), we get

P o2 < C(L=py)",  [05G Jloo < C(1 = py')™. (B.6)

Using (Bf) in (BId) delivers the inequality (7.38]).
Finally, from (B.F), (B.6) and the bound (B.3) one obtains (T.37).

B.3 Products depending on the fast variable: proof of Lemma [7.27]

Assume the hypotheses of Lemma to be satisfied. Reasoning as in the proof of Lemma [T we
find

llp™ llo,3 < C(1 = pr')™. (B.7)
Since 9y (-75")o = (09G2)™, where (99G2)™ is given by (Z29) with p; = 9pGy for all i =0,...,n — 1,
and (.#2)p(0,4) = 0, we also have
Hag(y;)@lloo < C(l - p,y/)n’ k=0,1,2,3. (B8)
On the other hand writing

Ga(75'(0,9)) — Go(F5'(0,9")) = Ga((75")0 (0, 9), Age) — G2((5")a (0, ¢"), AGY)

+(20(0,9") | (06G2(t(F7)a(0,0"), AGY) — 0sGa(t(F5")a(0,4"), AGy))) dt

0
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we have, for n > 2,

(F5)6lay = 1G2075 " |5y < 1(86G2)0 73 Mool G205 7|5, + (1= pr)" T IAT20 V|9 Gal,
so that, iterating, thanks to the condition assumed on p, we get

n—1 i

[(F50la < M G2llags D (1= py)* 1A= =1=0 TT|(06Ga)o. 75" ™ o
=0 =1 (B.9)

n—1

< OlGzlllaga (1 = po)"~H Yo AT < O(1 = poy)",
=0

which holds true also for n = 1. We can now write, by (Z1),

n—1 n—1

™5, <D Ipiog oy T IIkioF [lse
i=0 =0
J#i
where _ _ _
[PioT3 )0y < 100Pillocl(72)6lay + A7 [Pilag,

with the first term missing if ¢ = 0, so that we get

™5, <C(1—py)™! <p S =py) 40 A‘““) <C(—py)", (B.10)

which implies, taking p; = 9gG2 Vi =0,...,n — 1, also the bound
106(-75" )0l < C(1—p')". (B.11)

6|O{0
Analogously, using the expression (B.1D) for 92p™ () and (B.), we get

n—1 n—1

908"y <D (1000107312, 100(FS)ollow + 10601073 10|80 FE ol ) TT pso7% loc
=0 j=0
i
n—1 n—1

+ > 106005 |ooll 06 (L3 sl oo lps07S 10y TT P804 oo,
i,j=0 k=0
i#] k#i,j
that, by the same argument used in (BI0), delivers
000 ™5, < C(1=py)", 105(F5"0la, < C (1 —py)" (B.12)

It is now easy, by using the expression (B.1d) for 93p(™ () and the bounds (B.8)-(B.I12), and reasoning
once more as in in (B.10), to obtain

0505, < C (1= py)", (B.13)
so as to complete the proof of (T53).
Finally the bounds (754 follow collecting together the bounds (B.8)—(B.I12).
C A correlation inequality involving the slow variable
In this and the following Appendix [D] the maps ./, /1 and % are meant as the extended maps which

are obtained by following the procedure described in Subsection [[I, and, analogously, the domains
are meant as the extended domains where the extended maps are defined.
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C.1 Some preliminary rewriting

Define pgk) = pz(-k)(YQ;Q,z/)) and <p>z(-k) = <p>z(-k)(?; 0), for k =0,....n—1and i =0,...,n— k.
according to (Z29) and (Z3I), respectively, and set p(™ = p{™ and (p)™ = (p){"™. Observe that

p(0,4) g (F5(0,%)) — (9)™(0) g-(Z" (0,))

1

=3 (DO 2" (F0.0) 9- (757 (F (0,0)) (1)
1=0
— ) VO 0,0) 9 (T T 0,0))).
Moreover we have
P T N (0,4)) - (L3 (T 0,0)) = p"TV (@ (0), Abep) g (3G (), Ape)), (C.2)

that is (p)@(6) pgnﬂ') (7(9, ¥)) g— (ﬂQ"_i(?i(H, 1))) depends on ¢ only through ¢ := A¥; a similar
consideration holds for the second term inside the summation in (C.]). Defining

AP (@,4) = pP (0,9) g (FE(0,0)) — (p)(0) pETV (G (0), Aoth) g— (FEHG(B), Aow)),

n—1
—n

P (0,) g- (730, 4)) — (1) (0) g—(F"(0,9)) = >_(p) D (0) A"V (T (6, ¥)). (C.3)

=0

C.2 The new correlation inequality: proof of Proposition [7.30

We start with a particular case, by assuming the function g1 in Proposition[7.30] to have zero average.
Eventually we extend the result to any g4 € £, (Q,R).

Lemma C.1. Assume p to be such that the map S5 satisfies Hypotheses[IH3. Let po, ..., pn—1 be any
functions in PBo3(2, R) such that, for some p' € (0,1),

1. ||pi = oo = O(p) for alli=0,...,n—1,
2. |p:i(0)] <1—py for |0 <0 for some 8 =O(1) in p and for alli=0,...,n—1,

and set p™(0,4) = pg")(YQ;H,z/J), with pg") (F2;0,1) defined according to ((29). Then, for any
g+ € BL (Q,R)with (g91)(0) =0, and g— € B, ,(Q,R), one has

‘ <g+p(")g—0«5”£‘ >

<C=py)" (A9 15, 1-lla + g, Mg-lla 2) -

where the constant C' does not depends on n.

Proof. Note that A"~ (7(9,¢)) = A" (éi(e), Ap)) in (C3) depends on 1 only through ¢’ :=
Abap. Thus, using Proposition 23] we bound

(gep™g-0.)

< [(gp™g-0573") = () (g9-07" )| + |} | (9 9-07")]
n—1

<O IPD oo (1 + o) A= g 1 1A, (C.4)
1=0

+ Ol )™ oo (1 + aon) A"l I, 13- 11,
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Observe finally that .#5(0, ) = (G(0) + pAf(6,4), Agy), with

Af(0,9) = F(6,9) — x(6) £(0,), (C.5)
so that we have
AP0, 1) = (pi(0, 1) — (0)(0)) 27V (F2(0,9)) g (50, ))
+ (p:)(0) (551D (@10) + pAF(0,0), Agth) — 51V (@(0), Aov) ) g (S5 (6, )
+ () (0) p 1V (G (0), Aot) (9— (S5~ (C0.9) + pAF(0,)) — g (3~ (G(0), Ao))).

Thus, writing
iV (G0) + pAF(0, ), Agw) — pis; D (G(B), Aotp)

(C.6)
= pAS(0,1) / at 0pp %1V (@(0) + oA F(6,4), Agth),

and

9— (S5 HG(0) + pAF(0,9)) — g— (S5 (G (0), Agp)) = pAF(0,1) /O dt
% ((09g—oFy "1 (G(0) + tpAf(0,0), Ag)) (9a (L5 ")a(G(0) + tpAF(0, %), Agp)))

and using that

(C.7)

‘899 05’2

then the assumptions on the functions pg,...,pn_1 and the bounds provided in Lemma and
Remark [T.2§] give

< [|95g—oy ||oo‘(f5ﬂ2k)9’;0 + )‘_aok’a&q—’;oa

ap —

k) (|- - _
148712, < Cp(t = o) llg-llay 2
which, inserted into (C.4), completes the proof. O

Remark C.2. Note that, using (C.6)) and (C1) and still relying on the bounds of Lemma [T.27] and
assuming g_ to be in %, 4(Q,R), in the same way we get the bound on ||A®)[|7 we may prove more
generally the bound

DL()B

AP, 2 < Cop(L = py" ) gz, -

Lemma C.3. Assume p to be such that the map % satisfies Hypotheses [IH3. Let po,...,pn_1 be
any functions in Bo3(QR) as in Lemma [Cd, and let (p)™) defined as in (T29). Then, for any
g- € B, 2, R), if one defines

one has

(2Wosty — 2Ma7)| < Co(1 = pr/ V(1 + aok) A lg- I, 2 + plllg-llo.2) -
Proof. Writing
EW(A(0,4)) —EW (Z(0,¢))
= pAf(0,9) BEW (F(0,4)) + (pAf(0,))? /0 ar (1= 1) BEW(G(O,9) + tpAf(0,4), Ag),
with Af(0,%) as in (CH), and observing that

=W (7(0,9)) = ()™ (C9) 9- (@



we get, by using Lemmas [7.16 and [C.1]

(A7 92007 )| < C1+ aok) A F A fllag (1= 97V lg- I, 2
while, using (2.1I0), we find, again by Lemma [7.16]

183E® e < ClIEY P o2 llg—0F " lo.2 < C(1 — p7)*llg=Ilo.2 -

Combining the above estimates we obtain the desired bound. O

Now we can prove Proposition [[L.30 Assume p to be such that the map %% satisfies Hypotheses
[IH3l and observe that

<9+P(")gfoc%”> = <g+><P(")gon2"> + <§+P(”>970Y2">,

where the second term can be bounded using Lemma If we write the first term using (C.3]), we
see we need to estimate (Agnﬂ)) We can write, for any k > 1,

AP (0, 9) = (p:(0.9) — (p:)(0))
% (P (2200,) g (4(0,0) Y (F(0,0) g (AT (T 0.)))
+ (pi(0,9) = (:)(0)) Py Y (F(0,9)) g (S5 (F(0,9))
+ (p:)(0) (5820 (F2(0,0)) - (7 0,0)) = o5 (F0,0) - (FETH T 0,0))) ).
We have ||(pi(8, ) — (0:)(8))|loo < Cp, while, reasoning like when studying (C.6) and (C7), we get
Ipdey (20, 9)) g (0, 9)) — oV (Z(0,4)) g (FFH(Z0,9))]lo0 < Cp(1 = p7) ¥ llg-Illo.1,

so that the average of the first contribution in the r.h.s. of (C.8)) is bounded by Cp?(1— p~")*|llg—Illo.1-
A similar bound for the contribution in the third line of (C.8) is obtained as in the proof of Lemma
[CIl by using (C.6) and (C.7), with the gain of a further factor p because of the factor p; — (p;). As
to the contribution in the last line, we use (C3) twice and write

pfiﬁ(%(e ) g-(FE(0,0)) — p TV (F(0,0) g (L5 (F(0,4)))
—Z( P L (Ga(0,0) AT (F (A0.4)) - L CO)ALT(F T 0.4) (o)

— —k—1 —1) = —k
+ <p>§if’<02<9,w>>g, (Z" 7 (#(0.9)) ~ (p)i57 (C(0) 9 (7 (6. 0)).
Thus, we apply Lemma [C.3] first to the last line, which gives

(@D oGa g 07" 0y — ()51 VoG g 07" )|
< Cp(1 = py) (1 + aok)A™**lg- I, 2 + Allg-llo2) ,

and then to the second line, with g_ , S0 as to obtain

:Agk—l—j)
<<P>§£1°G Ak 1— J)Oy 0. %y — <P>§i)1 GA(k 1-3) yj+1>
N — k—1—3)— k—1—3)—
< Cp(1 = p') ((1+ aoi) A AT DT o+ pllAF P l5,) |

where |||A§-k717j) 15,2 @and hence also |||A§-k*17j)|||a,2 are bounded as discussed in Remark This
concludes the proof of Proposition [7.30
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D Proof of some technical results

Recall that, as mentioned at the beginning of Appendix[C2] ., .1 and .% are a shortened notation
for the corresponding extended maps.
D.1 Derivative of the auxiliary map: proof of Proposition [7.33

In the light of Remark [[.26] we may and so assume that p < pg. First of all we note that

96 (pS"” qzo.73) = BgpS" qoo.73" + pS") Bp(qzo.73), (D.1a)
39 (B GoG") = 0p5™ qoG " + '™ 9y(qoG "), (D.1b)

where both Qgpén) and 9pp™ can be written according to (B1a), so that we can bound separately
(O0py” q20.73') = 0P TG, (py” Dp(a2073")) — P Bp(GoC"). (D-2)

Since 9g(S)7 = (95Ga)™ and 9G" = (9G)"™, we bound the first contribution in (D.2) as

n—1
|©op") g2073") = 05 oG | < 3 |((0200G2) ™ (Bap2 by VoS o5 0.7F)

k=0
~ (p200G2) D Dopa b P oS g7 )T |
n—1
n— n— —k
+Z|<p23902 N ((@ap2 pS ™Mo gro.3*)oG
k=0 (D.3)
n— —n—k\ —k
— (Bop2) (" P07 (g2)o G )0 |
n—1
+ Z’<P259G2>(k) ((59P2><Pénilik)oy2><Q2>0§nik)oak
k=0

— P0G P (9P P oG oG )G |.
Next, we use Proposition [[30, with k instead of n, g+ = 1, p; = p20yGs for i = 1,...,k and
g— = Ogpa pé"il*k)oyg q207"*_ to bound the contributions in the first two lines of (D.3) with

S - p) (o + ko) 10ap2 95" 0. g20. 75 7H 15, 50 (D4)
k=1

and with n — 1 — k instead of n, g1 = gpa, ps = peoFo fori=1,...,n—k—1and g_ = ¢, to bound
the contributions in the third and fourth line of (D3] with

S0 o) ((n— 1= AT 4 (k0= 1= R omall llesllnys). (D5)

and, after writing
(22 96G2)®) ((00p2) (0"~ "M 02)(@2)0G" ") oG — (5 06G) ™) (965 PG 7oG )G |
< (p295G2)® — (B 35C) ¥ || ((Gop2) (pS" ™ 0.7 (42)oG" ") oG |
+ [P 06G) M| ((99p2) — 99P) oG H Pgnilfk)oyﬂ<Q2>°§nik)oak‘
+[FOG)® 5poG || (05" M o) = 51 MG) oG || (420G |

+[(@G)™ (905 B M oG) oakH<Q2>oén —goG"|,
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we rely once more Proposition [Z30 to bound the last two lines of (D.3]) with

n—1

n—1—k — n—1—k
> =) (0 + k) 10sp2lloc 198" lloclazlloe + o 11400p2) ~ 007l 195" ™ ool
k=0

+p+(n—k=1)p") 1= py )" Hazle +p (1= py)" " l{g2) — Glloo)-
Therefore, thanks to (Z57) and (.60, which yield

196p2llco,2 < Cp, lll{p2) = Blllon < Cp? llazllos < Cp, [Ha2) —Tllee < Cp?,

by collecting together the bounds (D) to (D.6) and using ([2.I0), we obtain

n—1
|(Oopy™ q20.75) — 860 qoG"| < 3 C(1 — pv')"p* (1 + kp + k2p?) . (D.7)
k=0

Next, we consider the second contribution in (D.2)), that we rewrite as
W5 00 (2075)) — ™ 00(@G")
= (8" 0u(a2073)) = (p2) " 20 020G ) + (492) ™) @0(a20G") ~ P Do(@oC) ).

and, using that
Do (g2073") = (00(F2)8) "™ (Dng2)o.75",

06(q20G") = (09G) ™ Dpga0G"
00(@oG") = (9sG)\" (997)oC ",
we apply first Proposition [[.30) with p; = ps 9p-7%, g+ = 1 and g— = g2 to bound
(P2 96(:72)8) ") (D0g2)0.75") — (p2 00 (-F2)8) " (Dag2)oG" | < C(1 = p+')" (p+ p°n)[106g2 e 35

then reason as in ([L50) to get

’<p230(c72)9>(n) (0pq2)0G " — (5 0pG)™ (30§)°6n’

n—1

< (99g2)0C" Y (p2 0o(:F2)0) D ((p208(S2)0) — DDC) oG (B36G) " DoG

[}

+ (p0sG)™ (<80‘I2>06n - 3@0@”)
< C(1=py)"n|p20s(S2)o — B 06G |l 0a2]l 00 + C(1 = )" [{O6az) — Dodll
< C(1—py)'np?,
so that eventually we obtain
(9" Bo(az073") — ™ B0(@G"))| < Cp. (D.8)

and hence, summing together (D7) and (D.8), the first bound in (Z.63)) follows.

The second bound in (T.63)) is obtained in a similar way by reasoning as in the second part of the
proof of Proposition [7.32] and using (D7) and (D.8) instead of (Z.59).
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D.2 Comparing the translated and auxiliary maps I: proof of Lemma [7.37

As in Appendix [D.I] we consider explicitly only the case p < pg. Note that all the proofs from here
on, until the end of this appendix, undergo major simplifications if .# is restricted to the set Ag,., as
discussed in Remark [[.Z0 in particular all term which involve the function ¢y vanish identically.

We follow the strategy we have outlined in Remark [Z.36 by rearranging sums where differences
WoALt! — WoAj appear (see the equations (D.I0) to (D.I4) below) in such a way that the new
summands contain differences of more regular functions (see Lemmas [D.1] and [D.4] below).

Thus, if we define, for k > 0,

Dy sl6.0) = | "t Ba(po. L) (a0, ) + £ pC(0, ), Avt), (D.92)
Dpaslbv) = [ (1 ) 03 (po ) (Gal6,8) + £9C(6, 0), Av). (D.9D)
B s0.6) = 32 00D 1o75) 0., D)
Rpﬁzyk(o,’l/)) = .ko ((Dpﬁgyk,i CQ) Oy;) (0,v), (D.9d)

we can write, for n > 1,
n—1
posl —poss = (po s oSy — po s oAyt
i=0
n—1 )
=p Y (Dprn-1-i¢)oss (D.10)
i=0
=p Z (@6 (posT ™10 ()07 + p* Ry 2.n1,

=0

and, using the second line of (.10, with n — 4 — 1 instead of n, to write

n—1—1
Bo(pos 1) = Be(po sy ) +p Y Be((Dpin-i-1-5 )05
i=0
in the last line, we obtain
n—1 n—1
poAt —po 3 = p> (9a(po.3 )02 ()05 40"  (Rpam-1-i052C) 075 +p Ry 2n-1. (D.11)
i=0 i=0

Note that, by Lemma and Remark [6.13] for all n > 1 one has

[Rp2n-1llc <C,  (|Rpan-l) <C. (D.12)
Next, using (Z.68) and recalling ([7.46]), if we set
Eyrk = 0g(poFy)oSacr,  1=0,1,2, (D.13)

then in the first sum on the r.h.s. of (D.I1]) we can write

(Op(pos3 ™" 1)oS2 () 073

. . . 2 . o D.14
= p ' Epon—i-10575 (WoAF™ —WoA)) + Y Eyrp_i1095 (WoAj)" . (D-14)

r=1
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The following result is easily checked.

Lemma D.1. Let {E,}}Z) be a set of functions Ey: Q@ — Q, withn > 1. For m € N such that
1 <m < n, define

AE,0=Fposs ", ABn,=FEwSs ' —FE,1,k=1,....m—1, AFEp,,=—E,_1, (D.15)

where AE,, i, with 0 < k < m are meaningful only if m > 2. Then, for any m as above, one has

m—1 m
> Bmo1 oy (WoAfH —WoAl) =Y " AEy m-io5 WoAj. (D.16)
1=0 1=0

Remark D.2. If the functions Ej in Lemma [D.I] are such that

1Bkl ,.5 < (1 —py)*To, k=0,...,n—1, (D.17a)
Eeos ' = Eecallyys < p(L—py)fTo,  k=1,...,n—1, (D.17b)

for some constant I'g, then one finds

> MAEnn-ills, 5 < CTo. (D.18)
i=0
Analogously, if
| Bklloe < (1= pv)F T, k=0,...,n—1, (D.19a)
|Eross ™t — Ex_1lloo < p(1—p~')* T, E=1,...,n—1, (D.19b)
one has .
Z HAEn,n—lHoo < C'1—‘0- (DQO)
i=0

Remark D.3. The functions Ey o introduced in (DI3)) satisfy the conditions (D.I7) with I'y =
C|10ap ||l ag.3- Indeed, using that dg(po.7s) = dppo./48dp(.-7¥)a, one has
1 Ep,0,k055 " — Eyok-1lla.3
< (186 (ho3 )l sllc00s " = colllas,s + 06 (po5 )07t — Do (po.5Hlloy sllcollao 3
< [19eplllao 31106 (720 5, slllcoos " = colllao3
+ 1960l 311106 (-2 o I, 5196 (-2)6 — LIz, 5llcollas .3
< Cp (L= p7)* 106,53+

as a consequence of the bounds (.54 in Lemma [727]

Lemma [D.1]is extended immediately as follows.

Lemma D.4. Let {E}}}Z) and, for 1 <m < n, {AE, x}, be as in Lemma[Dd, and let {F},}7_,
be a set of functions Fy: Q0 — Q. Then, for any m as above, one has

m—1
st B Wy
= . (D.21)
= Z AEmﬁm,ioni FiWoAé + Z Em,ioygfl (Fi,l — E)WoAé.
i=0 i=1
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Remark D.5. It is easy to check that
||89(y2k)9 cron_l - 80(y2k)60y2 Cr”oo
< 186 (F3)ellsllero(F3 o — erlloo + 105 (7)o lloo 1 (-72)0 — Llos|l €l
< Cp(1—py),
and, analogously,
|06 (Dp,1,k cr)o0Fs " — Do (Dyp1k—1¢r) oo
< 186 Dy cr) locllos ™ = Llloo + 196 (Dp,1k r) — B (Dyp10-1¢r) ||
< Cp (1= py")**7)100p|ll o, 3-

Therefore the functions @, and Qy .k, for 7 = 0, 1,2, satisfy the conditions (D.19)), with I'y = C' and
To = C||9¢p|llag.3 respectively, and hence, by Remark [D.2] we can bound

1AQrmilloe < Cp(L=p7)*  [|1AQprmilloc < Co(1 = py)* |86llag,3: (D.22)
forr=0,1,m>2and k=1,...,m—1.

By Lemma [D.1] after inserting (D.14)) into (D.I1J), we obtain

n—1 n
> Bpom-1-i05 (WoAS™ — WoAl) =" AEy.nn-ioFs WoA, (D.23)
1=0 1=0

where the functions AE,, o, ; are defined as in (D.I5) with Ey, = Ey ok, so that,

Y MAE 0 mn-illlag,s < Cll06pllac3, (D.24)
=0

by Remarks [D.2] and [D.3] Furthermore, in the second sum on the r.h.s. of (D11, if we set
mek =0y (Dp71,k CT), an = 69(5”2’“)9056 Cr, r=0,1,2, (D.25)

and define AQyp rm i and AQ,, m i according to (D.15) with Ey = Qp ., and Ej = Q, 1, respectively,
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we obtain

n—1 n—1 1
(Rp1n—1-i052C) oSy = 22(30( Dyin-1-iC)oSy ﬂ)OyzC)OﬁJ
1=0 1=0 7=0
22 S Qo 107G jo s (WoAFY (Wol)'
=0 0r,s=1
i—li-ﬁ-l 2 . ‘ ' ‘
+p7 Z Z Z Qprn—1-i075 ' AQu,i41,i41-j0-74 (WoA’OH)T WoA)
i=0 j=0 r=1

n—1ln—j3 2
”_1(2 ) (B@uan s 075 Qo WoAlH o7 (Wo )’
(D.26)

0s
i 2
) Z(Qp,o,n—j—ioyf (Qs,i-1 — Qs,i) WOA3+1)°5ﬁ2j (W°A6)8>

AQp,0.n—jin—j—ioSs " AQuit1,i41 WOAEH) of] Wody

+
E\
[\v]

/__\3&7

L

3

d

/N

7=0 i=0
n—1ln—j

+ Z (Qp 0,n—j—i (AQO (X AQO,H—l z+1))05ﬁ] VVOAZJ'_J-'_1 WoA!
j=0 =1
n—1

+ Qp.0,n—1 0T AQo i1 0&?1Jrl (WOAIJFQ WOAZJrl)WoAIJrl)
1=0

where we have used Lemma [D.1] to obtain the third line, Lemma [D.4] to obtain the fourth and fifth
lines, and first Lemma [D.1] and then Lemma [D.4l to obtain the last three lines.

Remark D.6. To bound the second to last line of (D.26) we use that, for m > k > 0, we have

AQo,m i — AQomt1,k+1 = (QokoTs " — Qo—1) — (Qo k1975 — Qok)
= 0p(S3 "o (0p(-F2)0 c00Ts " — co) — Bp(F5)g (Do (F2)o co0Ss * — o)
= (00(#3" "o — 00(-73)s) (06(F2)o coo-F5 " — co)
= 0p(S3 "o (1 — 9o (S2)0) ((96(F2)o — 1) coo’s ' + (cooFs ' —co))

so that [|AQo,mk — AQom,k+1]lec < Cp*(1 — p7)F.

The bounds (54)) in Lemma [7.27 and the second bound of (2.38) in Theorem [ together with the
bounds in Remarks[D.5 and [D.6], yield that

D (Rpan-1-i05 Q) 0S| < Cp ?|008]]lag3; (D.27a)
1=0 o]
n—1 .
< (Rp,1,n-1-i92¢) 053 > < Cp |1l ag,3- (D.27b)
=0

In conclusion, we obtain (T.69) with Cy . x = Ep1,5-1+p "AEponk for k=1,...,nand Cp 0 =
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AAZ%VLmO7L&

Cp,n,O = pilaﬁ?p Cooyz_la
Cponk :=g(posd oS¢y

B B (D.28)
P (Bp(posy) cooSs b — Dg(po Sy oS o), k=1,....n—1,
Cpnn = Bg(poS5 ™ oS et — p~ 1 g(po.3 ") coo sy !
so that the bound (Z70D) follows from the estimates (Z.54) and (D.24)), while
n—1 ] n—1
Rymi=)Y_ (ag(poy;—l—l)oyg c2)oy; W20 Al +p > (Rpim-1-i0%C) 05 + pRyan-1 (D.29)
=0 =0
satisfies the bounds in the statement because of the bounds (D.12)) and (D.27]).
Remark D.7. While the functions Cp 50, ..., Cp n,n depend on .4 alone, the function Ry ,, involves

both .71 and .5 through the contributions Ry 2n,—1 and Rp 1 k.

D.3 Comparing the translated and auxiliary maps 1I: proof of Proposition
rd10]

Once more, we can confine ourselves to the case p < py. We have
9 (0" a0 A7) = dupi™ @ro A + pi” dparo.sT), (D-30)
which, together with (D.Ial), allows us to write the first contribution in (Z.52H) as
dohy — Ogha = > g (W q10.77") — 0p (05" 20.75")
n=0

=@ = 0pS™) (0107 — q2o73) + > (00pS"” — 09pl”) guo.75"
= n=0

o o (D.31)
+ Z 0opS” (@107 — q20.75) + > (07" = p§) (Bpqro ST — B0 75")
n=0
+ Z " — plV) Opga0.75" + sz (Boqr0" — Doquo73).
n=0
n (D.37]) we can expand
*p2 ZP1 1oy1k *pZOyzk) pgnikil)oygkﬂ, (D.32)
according to (Z.65al), and
Oy — o = nil(ﬂk) — ")) Bopao. s py' T oA
k=0
+ Z 7" (Ogpro. ST — Bgpao.7F)pSF Vol (D.33)

+ Z 7r§k) agploylk (pgn_k_l)oylqu _ pgn—k—uoy;“)
k=0
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with m 1= p10pG1 and my := pa0yGa, first taking into account (BIal) and then proceeding as in
deriving (T.65a). Next, we apply (Z.87h), (Z.66D) and, once more, (T.65a) to write in the first line of
(D.33)

k—
w%k) - ”ék) = Z 7le) (Am,m,w,i + pagoS) fOAE)) ”ékﬂil)oyziﬂv (D.34)

with ag(0) := a1(0) + dgco(0), in the second line
89ploylk - a9pQO§ﬂ2k = Doyp1,0op2, Wik T P a4oy1k foAlocv (D.35)
with a4(0) := 0pa1(0), and in the third line
ot e e

n—k—2
() k+1 k41 itk (n—k—2—13) i k2 (D36)
Z p1 o Pl P2, Wyitk+1 TP a;0.7] foAO + 1) 2y 0. .

Moreover in (D.31)), (D32) and (D:33) we express pjo.7;* — pao.Za" and q10.7* — q20.74" according to
(Z88)) and, analogously to (D.35]), we write

0pqro ST — 09q20Sy" = Noyqr 09q2,Win + P 507" fo Ay, (D.37)
with 05(9) = 8962(9).

Remark D.8. Bounds analogous to (.90) hold also for the functions Az, x, wons Doypr.9ps,w,n and
Adyqr.00q2,W,n- Thus, for any

’
AA" € {APLWJNAQ%WJU Aphpmwynv A!h,qmwynv AW1,7F27W7H7 A69p1769p27W7n7 Aaethﬁequm}
and for any k£ > 0, one has

IANS, 5 < Cp, (JAWeAG) < Cp?,  (JAA']) < Cp.

0103—

Eventually, by collecting together the expansions from (D.31)) to (D.37)), we can write (D.31)) as a
sum of several contributions in the form

Oghy — Oghs = A1 + As + A3 + Ay + As + Ag + A7 + As, (D.38)
where the functions Ay, ..., As are defined and bounded in the following way.

e The contribution

oo n—1k—-1
. (@) (h—im1)  pitl b (n—k—1) okt
A=) 3 > m Ay oSy Ogp20Sy py oSy Agi gz, Win
n=0 k=0 i=0
oo n—1
(n—k—1) k+1
+ Z Z ™ Aaeplﬁaepzywyk P2 0S5 Agy g2, Win
n=0 k=
0o n—1n—k-2
(k) (4) k+1 (n—k—2—1) i+k4-2
+ Z Z Z 7T (99p10y1 P o Apypo Witk +1 D3 oSy Agy g2, Win
n=0 k= i=0
oo n—
(k) (n—k—1) k—+1
Z P1 Bpy o, Wik P oSy Aoyar,0992,Win

k=0

is such that its average is bounded as [(A;)| < Cp because of Remark [D.8 and the fact that
196p2lo0 < Cp-
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e The average of

oo oo o0

i— i i k n i
:Z Z Z 71-5 1)911371',00«71 WoAy (Wé )591720«7; pg )Oy2k+1)of5ﬂ2+1Aq1,qz,W,n+k+i+2
i=0 k=0 n=0

oo o0
k— _
+ Z Z 775 1)C‘3Of5ﬂfc ' WOAIS 89P2°<5ﬁ2k pgn)oy2k+1Aq1,qz7W7n+k+1
k=0n=0

(k—1
JrZZ”l D0 k007 Wodk pi oS FH Ny, gy winshin
k=0n=0

oo
+ Z " Va0 7 N Wo AR Agy anwim

o0 o0 oo
k i—1 ; ; .
+ Z Z 7T§ )36p10y1k (pgz )ACIl,i,OoyllWOAB)OylkJrl pgn)Oy21+k+2AQ11q2,W,n+i+k+2
=0 k=0n=0

k i—1 n— n
+ Z Z ”E )30p10y1k (pg )a1°y1 IWOAO)Q%ICJr1 A1 g2, Wyn+k+1

k=0n=0

k—1 k
+ E E pg )Qal k Ooyk WoAk (n) 0.7 i Aaem,aequynJrkJrl
k=0n=0

00
(n—1) -1
+ Z P1 aloyln WOAg A69Q1769qz7W7"’

where we have used Lemma [T.4], is bounded as [(Az2)| < Cp because of Remark [D.8] the bound
[T09) and the fact that ||Ogp2|lec < Cp.

e The contribution

oo o oo

=SS Ay (157 Ogpa0.Sf pS 0 SET o S pago s PHRFIFY fo ARt

i=0 k=0n=0
oo oo
(k) (n) k41 +h+1 4Rl
+ E E T Doyp1,0ppa, Wik Py ©0F5 ' pago ST foAp
k=0n=0

[ olNe o lNe o)

k, (i k+1 k42 +htit2 +htit2
+ E g E 7r( )(99[)10 ( oA T Ay, pa, Wz+k+1p2 ﬂl pago S T fo AT
=0 k=0 n=0

o0 oo

k k+1 k+1 k41

JFE E pg) p1p2Wkp2 y"’ paso. S foA”‘Ir +
k=0n=0

is dealt with first writing

")Oy2k+1 _ pg")oylkJrl + (pén)onkJrl . pg")oylkJrl)’
B0 = g 1 (0 AN — st

)

then expanding pg")oyf“ —pé")oyf“ and pg")oj@”kﬂ —pén)ofS’f'JFkJr2 according to (Z.66al), so
as to apply Lemma [(.37, while using Lemma [.43] for the contributions containing the remaining
factors pi” 0.7+ and p 0.7+ in order to obtain a factor either D1 q, 0.7 0 D1, n0 T,
so that eventually one finds |[(A3)| < Cp because of Remark [D.8 the bound (Z.79) and the fact

that ||0gp2|lec < Cp.
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e The contribution

oo 0 o0

A= 3N m T Dag 00 S Wo A

=0 k=0n=0
x (75" Dgpa0. S F Py 0. ST o S5 pago Pt htiT 2o Anthrit?

o0 o0
+ 33w Vage A WoAbdapao. A S0 A pazo A o AT
k=0n=0

k—1) k k. (n k+1 k+1 k+1
+ZZ7T( Dy k0077 WoAj pg 0.7yt pago. SR T fOAZ}Jr +
k=0n=0

+ 3wV @S Wo Ay pase s fo Ay

+§:§:§:w< ) 9ppro.7p Vot

=0 k=0n
« gal,i,OonyrkJrl WOA6+k+1p§n)Oy21+k+2pa20yln+z+k+2foAg+z+k+2

S-S
S St Al o S ase A Wo A e A o A
k=0n=0

+ Z Z P Dy ko0 S WoAl pio s paso Rt foAp it
k=0n=0

+ 3 a0 AT Wo Al pao s fo Al

where we have used Lemma [T41] can be studied by decomposing,
@207 T = ap0. 7T+ (a0 /P! — apo TR,

so as to apply Lemma to obtain a factor ®s g, nt+k+1 from the terms containing the first
factor and Lemma [[37 to extract a further function W from the terms with the difference,
which allows us to use the bounds in Remark [D.8 and then proceeding in a similar way for the
factors GQOyfl+k+i+2, c120<71"+k+”r2 and c15o<7171’+kle appearing in the other contributions, so
that eventually, after using also (Z.97)) for the contributions where only the sum over n appears,
a bound [(A4)| < Cp is obtained.

e The average of

oo n—1k—1
As = Z Z T Ay i 18 0 A0 Qgpao A pi TE N o B g0 gt
n=0 k=0 i=0
co n—1
+ Z Z ﬂ-gk) Aogp,06ps, Wik pén g 1)Of5ﬂ2k+1 G205
n=0 k=0
n—1n—k—2

+
M8
M

Z 7T( )agployk OykJrl AP11P2,W1+1€+1 Pé - 271.)0'5ﬂ2i+k+2 qQOyQH
=0

2

3
Il
o
1T
= O

k k—1
p< ) Apy o 05T 0. 9y gp0.77

n
NE

3
Il
=]
B
Il
o
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after writing

A i % % k k k k % A i %
BB B )
i) dgproSFpl) oA = 1l Bgpoo.AFp o

+(m )39plo ' (l)o<y1kle *Wék)aepzoyk (l)oyngrl),

is found to be bounded as |{A5)| < Cp by using Proposmon for the contributions with the

factors involving the smooth terms ﬂ'é ), (k), () and 71' Ggpgoyfp 5”““, and by decom-

posing the differences 7r§ R 7T§Z , Ek) - ék) and p(Z pé ) according to (T65al), and, similarly,

the last difference as

wik)aep Oyk (l)oyf”l - Wék)aepzoyzkpgi)onkJrl
k—
Z 7T1O«71j - WQOyzj)ngilﬂ)oyzjﬂ Bpp20.Sy pg)oyzkﬂ
(
T

(8977105’1 — Ogma0 S ) 05’2]”'1
k+1+l . . . . .
+ Z W% ) (%ploykp(J k— 1)Oy1k (p10<71] . pQOyg)pgl_J+k+1)Oy2k+l+J,
j=k+1
so as to use (Z.72) and the bounds in Remark [D.8
e The average of
As = Z aepén) Agy g2, Won + Z pgn) Adyq1,0092,W,n
= n=0
is bounded as |(A4g)| < Cp, as it follows from the definition (Z.86]) and Lemma [T.37]
e The contribution

=33 T D00 Wodl (w4 gpao 7 p 0 S )0 A gao g I
=0 k=0 n=0

k—1 — n n
+ Z Z 7r§ )aBOylk 1 WoAlg 59p20«5’2kpé )Oy2k+1 g0 Rt
k=0n=0

Jrzz (k— 1)©a4k00y1 WoAk (n)onkJrl q2oy2n+k+1
k=0n=0

+ 3w Va0 WoAy qroy

+ Z Z Z 7T§k)(99p1 0. (pgi_l)Aal,iyoonyoAé) oy1k+1 pén)oy2i+k+2qgo¢72n+i+k+l

i=0 k=0 n=0

+ 303w upro AL (BT aro AT T WoAp Jo A grosg R
k=0n=0

k—
ES S oD, g0 Wodk pi o s dygo syt
k=0n=0

+ 5 o Varo s WoAy dpgz0.74,
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where we have used Lemma [[41] can be dealt with as follows. Consider for instance the sum in
the fourth line and, after writing 77%”71) = Wé"il) + (7r§"71) — Wé"il)), expand 7r§"71) — Wé"il)
according to (D.34), so as to extract either a factor Ay, 5, wn_1 or a factor pfoAfy =", while for
the remaining term with ﬂémfl), after writing 0,071 = ;0.7 + (a0 — ago ),
expand a40.7" "1 — az0.75" ! according to (Z6J), again with the aim of extracting either a sum
of terms containing a function W or a term whose averaged absolute value is of order p. In that
way we obtain two contributions with a further sum, but also with a further factor which is of
order p and, if the average of its absolute value is not of order p, contains a further function W,
so that the overall average is bounded proportionally to p. The average of the remaining term

Z ﬂén—l)a4oy2n—1 WoAf gzo5'

n=0

is controlled through Proposition [[.45] which ensures an overall bound of order p. The con-
tributions in the other lines are discussed analogously, and eventually the bound [{(A7)| < Cp
follows.

e The contribution
As =Y 0py” paso.s T oAy + 3 pi" Y paso s fo Ay
n=0 n=0

can be studied as follows. First of all, write
a0 " = a0y + (a20. 7" — ag0.75"), as0. " = a0 + (a50. " — a50.7y"),

so that, when considering the terms ago0.%5" and aso0.%5", we write pfo Ay = WOAQ‘|r1 — WoAy,
in order to apply first Lemma [(43] to obtain

> 00py" Y Dag 00 ST WoAl + 3 pY Dy 1,005 WAy
n=0 o n=0 . (D.39)
=W+ 0ps Dayn00SFWoAL —as W+ ps" VD, 1,005 WoAy,

n=1 n=1
and hence Proposition to bound the average as
Cp+C i(l — 07" (L + a0 A" + p+np +120°) (1D azm,0llzg 2 + 1D asm0llzg,2) < Cp,
n=1
while, when considering the terms with the differences, i.e.
i 89p§") p (ago " — az0.75") foAf + ipén_l) p (as0 7" — a50.75") fo Af, (D.40)
n=0 n=0

we reason as done when bounding the second contribution in the third line of (Z.98) in the proof
of Lemma [[47] in order to obtain a bound proportional to p, which, together with the previous
bound, yields that [{Ag)] < Cp.

To obtain the second bound in (Z.I04]), we consider

((’)9 (pi”l)qzoﬂlm) — 0o (Pgn2)(J20«5’2m)) (39 (pﬁ”l)qgoylm) — Oy (pgn2)qgoy;2)) )
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where both factors can be written as in (.38). Then observe that all the contributions A; to A7
are O(1) in p and contains at least a function W, while the contribution As can be dealt with as
when discussing the first bound in (7.I04) and written as the sum of the two contributions (D.39) and
(D4Q), which both contains a function W. This yields that

|<A1A]>‘§Cp, t,j=1,...,8,

by Theorem [ Then the second bound in ([TI04) follows as well.

D.4 Second derivative of the conjugation: proof of Lemma [7.52

Since the proof of Lemma [.52] follows very closely the same scheme as Propositions [.49] and [Z.50) we
confine ourselves to discuss briefly how to proceed without entering into the details.

Once more, as in proving Lemma [Z.37 and Proposition [7.50] (see Appendices[D.2]and[D.3] and recall
Remark [T.26), also to prove Lemma [[.52] we discuss explicitly the case p < po, since the statement
trivially holds true for p > pg.

We want to show that

[((D3ha(0,) — O3R(0))*)] < Cp,  ((95ha(0,-) — Dzha(6,-))*) < Cp, (D.41)
To this end we write
9 (ps") qzo73) — BBE™ GoG) = 93p") qro75 — O35 oG
+20pp8"™ Dp 0.7y — 200P™ 99goG + P B2guo. 7y — ™ 920G
B qro) — B3PS quo.s3) = 3p\™ qroy — O3y gro. 7y
+28pp") D107 — 206p5") g0 73 + pi") R2q10. 77 — p§") R2gro. 73,

so that the terms in the second and fourth lines can be studied as in Appendices [D.1] and [D.3] with
q1, g2 and q replaced, respectively, either with dgq1, Jpgz and 9gq or 93¢, I3q> and J3q.
The terms in the first and third lines can be dealt with by first writing, according to (BIL),
n—1
a3ps" = > (92 (99G2)*) W 95 pao.sy py ozt
k=0

ZZ P2 (99G2)2) D (9p28sGa)o 3 (p20pGa) * 1~ Vo3 gppyo. 73 pi*~F Vo k1

k=0 i=0

ko1 (D.42)
+ 3D (12 (06G2)A) D (p2 3 Ga)o.75 (p209Ga) K= Vo731 Ggpyo.sf pF Vot

k=0 i=0

n—1ln 2

—k—
+ Z Do agGg)(k) 89p2oy (anGGQ) (4) ykJrlaep Oyk+1+l (n k—i—2) yk+2+z

and analogous expressions for 831_7(") and a§p§">, with .7 and . instead of .7, respectively, and then
expanding

%ps" azo 3 — G 1oG", Oppy” qro AT — 03y @075,
by following the same scheme as in Appendices [D.1] and [D.3], respectively.

In that way, we obtain expressions where, with respect to (D.3) and (D.33]), in addition to the func-
tions 1 = p199G1, T2 = p20yG2 and p Iy G and, the functions plagGl, Opp109G1, p1 (896'1)2, pgagGg,
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Dpp20pGa, p2(09G2)?2 DO2G, 0pP 0pG and P (0pG)? also appear. So, together with the differences (D.32)
to (D34), we have to expand also the differences

(P192G1)™ — (p202G)™ | (Bep136G1) ™ — (Bgp286Gi2) ™, (p1(86G1)%) ™ — (p2(8eG2)?) ™,

when considering 892p§”) QoS — 8‘92])5”) q20.73", while inserting (D.42)) and the analogous expression
for 83]_7(") into 8§pg") q20.55" — 83]_7(") goG" we obtain a sum of contributions with the same structure
as (D.3).

Comparing (B1D) with (BIal) we observe that, because of the presence of an extra derivative with
respect to @, a further sum may appear; however, when this happens, the two derivatives act on two
distinct factors, and this produces a further factor p, which compensates the factor 1/p arising from
the sum.

E Triple correlations: proof of (4.9)

We start by proving a correlation inequality which somehow generalizes (7.8]) in Proposition and
allows us to estimate averages of the form

m—1
<f1,u(nl)OAoGOAgl+1,LL(n2)OAgl+m+1f20Agl+"2+m+1>, G = H gioAé, (E.1)
1=0

where all functions f1, f2, go, - - -, gm—_1 are in B, (T2, R), for some a > 0, and p(™ is defined by (Z15),
with g as in (TI4). Since we need to apply the result only when both functions f; and fo have zero
average, we confine ourselves to such a case.

Lemma E.1. Let fi, fo, 1,G € B, (T% R), with a € (0,1], be such that (f1) = (f2) = 0 and u is of
the form (LI4). Then, for every m > 0, one has

> (AnoAGoA T ur o AR foAR ) < o fullal folla|Gllas  (B2)

nl,ﬂ,z:l

Proof. If we all Ny =n1 +m+ 1 and Ny = ny + ne +m + 2, and proceed as in Subsection by
using the first line of (Z8) for p(™) and ([T7) for u(™2), we write

(FutmoAgGo Ay 0 AT [roAN® ) = ()™ +72( fLGoAg ! fr0Af)

ni—1
Y Z <M>j1+n2<f1(,b’ ,u("l_jl_l)vo)oAélGoAglﬂfQoAéV?>
71=0
n271 .
tp Z <M>m+jz<f1GoAgl+1(M(m*hfl),ﬁoAgz—Jz—l)oA(J)VlfQOAéVz> (E.3)
J2=0

ni—1lng—1

4 P2 Z Z <‘u>j1+j2
J1=0 j2=0
<f1({) u(”l*jl*l)oAO)oAél GoAvou-i-l(‘u(nz7j271)1~)oA7012*j2*1)oA(1)VlfQOAéVz>.
us, to bound the double sum in the two last lines o , I 71 > j2, by Proposition wit
Th bound the doubl in th last li f if j j2, by P ition 23] with

gr = fi, g_ = ({)’u(’m—jl—l)oAO)GoAgl-i-l—jl (M(nz—ﬁ—1)5OA32—j2—1)0A6\71—j1f2oA(1)V2—j1’
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we get
’<f1({)‘u(mfjlfl)oAO)oAJO'lGOABH-H(M(m*jz71){)0147012*%*1)014(1)\/1 f2oAéVz>’

< O(1—py)™* 2 (1 + ajn) A2 2| £ o foll |Gl as
where we have bounded j; > (j1 + j2)/2; we arrive at an identical estimate in the case where j; < ja,
using again Proposition 2.3, now with
gy = fi(op™M V0 A0)0 AT Go AP T (u(n2 792" Vg0 AP T2 o A g = fo.

Summing over j; and js, we obtain immediately the bound

Ca™lp*(1 = p1)" 2| fillall follallGlla

with C independent of p and «, so that summing also over n; and ns produces an estimate of the form
of the r.h.s. of (E2)). Reasoning in a similar way for the term in the first line of (E.3]), with ny and ns
in place of j; and ja, we find that

o0

> [(AiGeAp ™ froAg )| < Ca | fullal fellal Gl (E4)

nl,n2:0

Finally, the sums in the second and third lines of (E3]) are dealt with in the same way by discussing
separately the two cases j1 > ns and j; < ny and the two cases jo > n1 and jo < nq, respectively, so
as to get once more an estimate of the form of the r.h.s. of (E.2)). O

Remark E.2. By looking at the proof of Lemma [E 1], one sees that the result still holds if either
a few functions p appearing in p(™) and in p(") are replaced with any functions with the same
regularity (see Remark [TI8] for a similar comment) or an arbitrary number of such functions u are
replaced with different functions p/ which, besides sharing the same regularity, still admit the bounds

1 loe < (1= p).

Observe now that

co n—1

Wo (1) — Woo (3 Z Z A i— 11/1)/’[/(7n+i+1)(140_i_11/]) b(AO_(nJ’_l)’L/J)
n=1 =0
co n—1
= Z A i— 1w)ﬂ(n_i_1)(Aan1/}) b(Aa(n+1)1/}),
n=1 :0

where the second relation in (.I5]) has been used to obtain the second line. By rearranging the sums,
we can write,

(Wo — WOO =p Z Z Z Z Zl—HZ ﬁOAO_il_l

11=0n1=11+1i2=0no=is+1 (E5)
X,U,(nl i1 — 1)OA nlbOA niy— 1 A i2— 1M(n2 i2— 1)OA n2boA ng— 1

To bound the average of (E.H) we order the sums distinguishing the cases i1 > is and 41 < i2; in the

first case we further study separately the case no > nq (which implies is < i3 < 11 < ng) and ng < ng
(which implies either ias < ny < i1 < ny or iz < i3 < ny < nq), while the second case can be reduced
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to the first one by renaming the indices. Therefore we obtain

’<(WO - W00)2>’ < 2p4 Z Z Z Z <M>i1+i2

19=011=t2 n1=1t1+1no=ni1+1

X | <1~)0A82_il u(”l71‘171)01470””“"HboAgz_"1 ﬁoAB‘Z_iZIu(”z*izfl)vo b) }

oo oo [eS) [eS)
VD VD WD VR i
12=0n2=t2+111=n2 ni1=i1+1

X | <1~)0A81_il u(m*il*l)vo b f)oAB“_izu(m*”*l)oAgl_"2+1boAgl_"2 > ‘

2050 D VI SR

12=01%1=12 no=11+1ni1=no
X | <1~)0A81_“ u(”lf”fl)vo b f)oAB“_ZZM(m*”*l)oAgl_"z"_l bo Ay ™" > ‘ ,
that we rewrite, more conveniently,

o0 o0

[(Wo — Woo)*)| < 2 Z Z (1) | (b p ™o Ag (bu)o A+t (M(WZ)OAZ}“H)Q
=0 m =0

% ({) (ms)) Am1+mz+2 Am1+7n2+m3+2>‘
b2ty S (oA (0o e
1=0 m1,ma,ms3=0 (EG)

% (b<M>)0A8%1+m2+1(<M>mgu(m3))oAm1+m2+2 oAm1+m2+m3+2>‘

+ 2p4z Z <’u>2i’<b'u(m1—1)oAO (bM)OABnl (’u(mz)oAgqul)Q

1=0 m1,ma2,m3=0

X ()™ pt™) Yo A po Ag Fmatmat ) |

Note that all the averages in (E.f) are of the form (EI), or of a similar form as described in Remark
[E2 with fi = b and fo = ¥ in all cases.

The sum over ¢ produces a factor C/p. Since (0) = (b) = 0, we can apply (E2) to all three
contributions in the above expression. Finally, after summing over m, and ms, we get

[{(Wo = Woo))| < Cy~10" D (2l o + ()™ 13lla),

and hence, using (3] to deal with the first term and taking into account that & = O(1) in p in the
case we are considering, we arrive at the bound (3.
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