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COMPOUND POISSON DISTRIBUTIONS FOR RANDOM
DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS USING PROBABILISTIC APPROXIMATIONS

LUCAS AMORIM, NICOLAI HAYDN, AND SANDRO VAIENTI

ABSTRACT. We obtain quenched hitting distributions to be compound Poissonian for
a certain class of random dynamical systems. The theory is general and designed to
accommodate non-uniformly expanding behavior and targets that do not overlap much
with the region where uniformity breaks. Based on annealed and quenched polynomial
decay of correlations, our quenched result adopts annealed Kac-type time-normalization
and finds limits to be noise-independent. The technique involves a probabilistic block-
approximation where the quenched hit-counting function up to annealed Kac-normalized
time is split into equally sized blocks which are mimicked by an independency of random
variables distributed just like each of them. The theory is made operational due to a
result that allows certain hitting quantities to be recovered from return quantities. Our
application is to a class of random piecewise expanding one-dimensional systems, casting
new light on the well-known deterministic dichotomy between periodic and aperiodic
points, their usual extremal index formula EI = 1—1/JT?(x¢), and recovering the Polya-
Aeppli case for general Bernoulli-driven systems, but distinct behavior otherwise. Future
and on-going investigations aim to produce and accommodate examples of bonafide non-
uniformly expanding random systems and targets approaching their neutral points.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Limiting hitting distributions and hitting time statistics of dynamical systems, together
with their return counterparts, and the related quantitative recurrence questions, have
a long history of investigation. This investigation remains active and in the last few
years has advanced in many different directions, such as more elaborate targets, non-
uniformly hyperbolic behavior, random systems, and connections to extreme behavior,
both in theory and real-life applications.

In the deterministic case, the canonical picture is presented for uniformly hyperbolic or
expanding systems with singleton targets and Kac-type normalization, where a dichotomy
occurs: either the target consists of a non-periodic generic point and the limit behavior is
pure Poisson (see e.g., [15], [35], [27], [11], [23], [14]), or the target consists of a periodic
point and the limit behavior is Polya-Aeppli (see e.g., [27], [25], [20], [31], [9]). The so-
called extremal index (EI) can summarize both cases: in the pure Poisson case FT = 1,
whereas in the Polya-Aeppli case EI =1 —1/JT?(x) € (0,1).

A direction of generalization found in the literature is to consider different types of
targets, not limited to singletons. In general, this situation exhibits limiting hitting
distributions in the compound Poisson class, which includes, but isn’t limited to, the pure
Poisson and Polya-Aeppli cases. This can be seen most simply in the case of finite targets
with pieces of orbits ([6], [28] and [1]), but more complicated situations were also studied,
such as countable sets ([7]), submanifolds ([16], [8]) and fractal sets ([Ig], [33], [19]). More
abstract approaches to such general target sets were developed in [21I] and [26].

Another main direction of generalization is to handle non-uniformly expanding behav-
ior. Many contributions have been given in the literature, such as [28], [22], [20], [21]
and [26]. We emphasize that the relation between the target position and the position of
the neutral fixed points of such maps plays a major role, because, when they intersect,
strong dependence/recurrence around the target occurs, requiring special normalization
as to find non-trivial limiting distributions (see, e.g, [22]).

Finally, the theory has also been generalized to the realm of random dynamical systems,
see, for example [34], [37], [5], [24], [17], [13] and, very recently, [4]. Compound Poissonian
quenched hitting distributions were also shown in [4] with the spectral method. Despite
their applications being similar to ours, the main differences are that their theory needs
exponential decay of correlations, and their time-normalization is quenched. Quenched
time-normalization usually stands with a merely ergodic driving system, which is the case
there. However, from an applied point of view, this can be an impractical restriction:
quenched time-normalization says that the experimenter will not pre-determine (deter-
ministically) how long to watch the experiment, but will get informed about the complete
noise realization (at least until its remote past) and use it to determine the desired watch
time.

We now discuss the contributions of this work and some of its features.
We show that quenched hitting distributions are compound Poissonian for a certain
class of random dynamical systems, using a probabilistic block-approximation approach

and generalizing the deterministic theory developed in [26] after the approach introduced
in [10]. This is the content of theorem [ our main result.
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The probabilistic block-approximation (theorem splits the quenched hit-counting
function up to annealed-Kac-normalized into equally sized blocks which are mimicked
by an independency of random variables distributed just like each of them. The said
approximation goes for any given noise realization w and w-dependent leading terms and
errors appear. Both of them are tamed by an almost sure convergence statement (lemma
based on a Borel-Cantelli argument, which allows for the quenched result to hold.

The limiting compound Poisson distribution, revealed by the asymptotics of the afore-
mentioned leading terms, and its underlying multiplicity distribution are characterized
by a set of hitting quantities (\,’s), which are transparently expressed in terms of the
asymptotics of the dynamics, its invariant measure and the target. Hitting quantities are
introduced in section 2.3

The theory is made operational due to theorem [I, which allows for the latter hitting
quantities to be recovered from a set of return quantities (ay’s). Return quantities are
introduced in section [2.3] The advantage here is that the return quantities are easier to
calculate in concrete examples.

Moreover, our theory is based on a mild set of hypotheses, introduced in section [2.4]
designed to accommodate non-uniformly expanding behavior (with polynomial decay)
and general targets that do not overlap much with the region where uniformity breaks
and that presents well-defined return quantities.

Our assumptions on the quasi-invariant family of measures do not consider their ab-
solute continuity with respect to the Lebesgue measure, but regularity in a dimensional
sense.

A drawback of our approach is that results are just along sufficiently fast shrinking
neighborhoods of the target set. This is intimately connected with the use of a Borel-
Cantelli argument well-adapted to the annealed time normalization and annealed decay
of correlations.

We conclude with an application to a class of random piecewise expanding one-dimen-
sional systems, casting new light on the well-known deterministic dichotomy between
periodic and aperiodic points, their typical extremal index formula EI = 1-1/J7T7((), and
recovering the geometric case for general Bernoulli-driven systems, but distinct behavior
otherwise. See section [7l

2. ASSUMPTIONS AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. General setup. Consider M and 2 complete separable metric spaces and (0,P) a
measurably invertible ergodic system on 2.

Consider maps T,, : M — M (w € Q) which combine to make the a measurable skew
product S : Q x M — Q x M, (w,z) — (6w, T,x). As usual, for higher-order iterates we
denote S™(w,x) = (0"w, T (x)) where T = Tyn-1,0---0 Ty, 0T, (n > 1).

For E € Bq x By and w € ), write E(w) = {xr € M : (w,x) € E}. Denote
PYQx M) ={1eP(Qx M) : i, rq.it = P},
Ps( x M) = {fie P(Qx M) : Suji = ji, Tuji = P},
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and

. ]P’&s. )
RP(P)(M):{ piw e ty, € P(M) so that: }’
M

we Qs to(E(w)) € [0,1] is (Ba, Bjo1))-measurable, VE € Bq x A

piwe QS p, € P(M) so that:

(]P) -a.S. .
RPr (M)=1 , el to(E(w)) € [0,1] is (Bq, Bjo))-measurable, VE € Bo x By
P-as., Vn = 0:1T), t, = Honw
Notation. Elements in the latter two sets will be written as p = (iy)w, where the outer
‘W’ subscript (instead of ‘w € Q’) is to identify that the given family if defined P-a.s.. The

underlying full measure subset €2y can be assumed to be forward and backward 6-invariant
(otherwise we substitute it by () _, 0").

nez

Any 1 in PP(Q x M) (in PE(2 x M)) rewrites (disintegrates) as
i(B) = | B ap)

where (i), is in RP® (M) (in RP%FD)(M)). Conversely, given (1), in RP® (M) (in
RPE,?)(M)), equation defines i in P¥(Q x M) (in PE(Q x M)). See [12] (prop. 3.3)
and [3] (sec. 1.4).

Now, consider a given i = du,dP(w) € PE(Q x M), with the associated (i), €
RPQ?)(M). Define the marginal measure fi = mar.fi = {, pt, dP(w) € P(M).

Finally, consider I' € #q x %) so that, P-a.s, I'(w) is compact and so that p,(I'(w)) =

0. The set I' is the so-called random target. Denote I',(w) = B,(I'(w)) (p > 0) and the
corresponding w-collection by I', € Bq x By.

The objects above comprise what we call a ‘system’, denoted by (0, P, T, u,, ).

2.2. Preliminary definitions. We now define some working objects.

Let U € Bq x Py be so that p,(U(w)) > 0, P-a.s.. We again can consider that
or, (U(0"w)) > 0, for all n € Z, P-a.s..

Definition 1. The first hitting time of (0,P, T, u,,U) is the family of functions

rot s M — Naju{o}) ' '
r — inf{ieNy :T'(z) e U(O'w)}

w

The associated higher-order hitting times are given, for { = 2, by the family of

functions
T‘E’E : M — Nyyu{wo}
w,£—1
N O CO RN VAN )

Y

w,f—1

where w' = 670 @)y,
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Definition 2. The hit counting function of (6,P,T,, p.,U) with noise w €  and up
time L > 1 is given by

Z:f[’JL:M—>N>0 Z;’LZM*Nzo
L ' L—1 '
x »—>Z Ly i) © T (x) x »—>Z Li(piy © Tp, ()
i—1 i=0

These objects are related, for example, in the sense that {Z%F = ¢} = {r/" < L},
{Z:(’JL =/} = {r“&’g <L< 7“;’“1}. When U =T, we write I;"” = 1p (g © T

Definition 3. The hit marking function of (0,P, T, p.,U) with noise w € 0 and up
time L > 1 1is given by
Yt M-
L—1 '
x> Y Syl 0 Th(x)
i=0

where M = {>77 | 0z, : K < 0, (x;)F, < [0, 1]}[|

Notation. A R-valued function defined on the product space, f(w,x), is often rewritten
as f¥(x) or f,(x) and seen as a family of functions defined on M. And vice versa.
When integrating a function, we may omit the variable of integration, even if it is a
sup/subscript. We leave it for the reader to infer what variables and parameters are being
integrated and were omitted.

Notation. Consider non-negative sequences a(n) and b(n) (n = 0). we will write a(n) <,
b(n) to mean that there exists a quantity C > 0, independent of n, so that a(n) <
Cb(n) (Vn = 0). When a and b have more arguments, we indicate which of them are
controlled uniformly. For example:

i) a(n,m) <, b(n, m) when there exists C,, > 0 so that a(n,m) < Cy,b(n,m) (¥Yn,m =0),
i) a(n, m) <,m b(n, m) when there exists C > 0 so that a(n,m) < Cb(n,m) (Vn,m = 0).

When some of the arguments are taken to the limit, we implicitly consider that these
are the ones being controlled uniformly and we omit the associated subscripts from the <
symbol. We also employ the usual big-O and little-o notation.

Definition 4. The compound Poisson distribution with intensity parameter s € R.g
and cluster size distribution (A¢)eens, € P(Ns1), 22, lAe < 00, denoted CPDyy,), €
P(Nsy), is the distribution of a random variable M : (X, Z,Q) — Nxq given by M (&) =
Zjvz(f) Q;(&), where N is a Nxg-valued random variable on (X, 2", Q) having Poisson dis-
tribution with intensity parameter s and (Q;)jens, s a sequence of Nxq-valued random
variables on (X, 2", Q) which are iid, independent of N and whose entries have distri-
bution Q(Q; =€) = N (j,¢ € N31). Denote R, = 22:1 Q;. Then the probability mass

'The set M can be given the vague topology (with C ([0, 1]) test functions, see [36] section 3.4), making
it a complete separable metric space, while P(91) is another topological space with the weak topology
(with C}f (90) test functions, see [36] section 3.5).
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15 given indirectly by

function of CPDy (y,),
CPD. = D PV =n)=
=1 " (n,..,
ni+...+n; =n

=1

Definition 5. The compound Poisson point process with intensity parameter s € R.y and

cluster size distribution (A¢)en., € P(Ns1), 2,2, €A < 0, denoted CPPP; y,), € P(IM)
— M that satisfies:

is the distribution of a random variable N : (X, 2", Q)
[0,1] mutually disjoint, (N(-)(F3))

—V(Fl,...,Fk)C 1
(1) (), Q = CPDs1en(r),(n), -

i 1S d,

-VF e C@[Q,l], N
2.3. Statistical quantities.
Notation. Write lim lima(L,p) for the value of lim hn% a(L,p) and Lhrn lim a(L, p)
L—w p— —® 50

—)oo P—>0
when they do exist and coincide. Denote also a(L) = lin% a(L,p) and a(L) := lim a(L, p)
p— p—0

We now introduce a few quantities that play a major role in the theory. Those denoted
with a ‘A’ are hitting quantities, and those with an ‘a’ are return quantities. Whenever

the following limits exist (and the appropriate ones coincide), denote, for £ > 1 and w € 2

I)
A = hm Lm\ (L, p) (2)
0 p—0
where
po(Zi0F = 0)
Ne(L, p) = po (298 = 0|78 = ) = 2220 — 7 3
L) = = 025 0) = e ®)
I1)
e = lim lim\,(L, p) (4)
L—o0 p—0
where
(zE = 1) mz“ S o>
MN(L, p) = p(ZE =01ZE >0) = ——2~ =f i = w
I1T)
&) = lim hmae (L, ,0)
L—0o0 p—0
where
fo(ZE5F = 0,157 = 1)
65(L,p) = po(Z2F = 0157 = 1) = 2
K( ) ( r, ’ 0 ) Mw(rp(w))

ZNotice that by L-monotonicity, the outer limits always exist provided that the inner ones do
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V)

af = lim limog' (L, p) (8)
L—»OOp_,O
where
w,L w,p
U (Z57 =4, 17" = 1)

(L, p) = po(Z85 = (15" = 1) = > . 9
Z( ) ( rp | 0 ) le(rp(w)) ( )
Since {Z7" = 0} > {22 = €+ 1} and {ZF = N2 = €+ 1} = {Z2F = 0}, then
d;j([ﬁp) - OA‘ZJ-H(L?p) = OZZJ(L,p). (1())

which entails that the existence of &’s implies that of the of’s with of = &7 — af, ;.
V)

G = Jim Tand(L, p) (11)
where
N _ ~rrL P _ 1\ _ '&(ZFLp > {, [6) - 1) N Y Nw(rp(w)) w
el p) = (ZE, 2 0 = 1) == | )T By )
(12)
VI)
0 = Jim Tano (L, ) (13)
where
Ca(zb —ap -y ME == o (Tp() y
aullp) = (2, = 11§ = 1) = = | artzon T dp(w)dﬂmi >>
14

Since {Zf = 0} > {Zf > (+1} and {ZF = (\{Zf > (+ 1} = {Zf = (}, then
OA‘Z(IGP) - dZJrl(Lup) = CY@(L,p)- (15>

which entails that the existence of &,’s implies that of the a;’s with a, = &y — G-

2.4. Working setup. Now we particularize the general setup of section to specify
our working setup.

So we consider a system (6, P, T, ., ') satisfying the following hypotheses.
H1 (Ambient). Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold and ) a compact metric space.
H2 (Invertibility features).

2.1 (Degree). Yw e Q,Vn =1, Vo e M : #(T") " ({z}) < oo with
Sglg#(Tﬁ)_l({l"}KOO (Vw, z), Sug#(Tﬁ)_l({l’}KOO (Vn, z), sup #(T5) " ({z}) <o (Yw, n).
n> we e

2.2 (Covering). IR > 0, N > 1,Vw € Q,Vn > 1,3(y;" Jkek.., © M with #K,,, < o so
that (Br(yy"))kek.,.. has at most N overlaps.

3See footnote
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Terminology suggests that (Br(y,™))kek... covers M entirely, but a small defect is
allowed, in the sense of (HR.5|) below.

2.3 (Inverse branches). Yw e Q,Vn > 1,Vk € K,
IB;™ = {¢: Br(yy") — M diffeomorphic onto its image with T} o ¢ = id}

is non-empty, ﬁm’tfﬂ and so that ¢, € IBy", ¢ # ¢ = p(dom(p)) n(dom(¢))) = &. In
particular, the set IB(T)) = e, IBY" is finite and so that o, € IB(T}}), dom(p) N

dom(¢)) = & = p(dom(p)) N ¢p(dom(y)) = &.

The following item is a consequence of the previous ones, but we list it here for conve-
nience.

2.4 (Cylinders). Yw e Q,¥n = 1, C¥ = {£ = p(dom(yp)) : ¢ € IB(T)} is finite and has

at most N overlaps.

2.5 (Large covering). For P-a.e. we Q, Vn =1, u, (M\ Ugecw 5)

2.6 (Big images). 3¢ > 0 so that
essinf inf inf pgn,(Br(y;™)) > ¢

weQ n=lkeKy n

Next, we consider that the aforementioned (plain) cylinders are refined enough as to
split and distinguish regions with different hyperbolic behavior.

H3 (Hyperbolicity and cylinders). Plain cylinders split into acceptable (and unacceptable)
cylinders, whereas acceptable cylinders subsplit z'nto good (and bad) cylinders.

+ —
Namely: Ywe Q,YVn>1: Cl =C¥ u CY, C“’ C""l_lC'”

* {11’€U

making measurable

Cn (w,x) = geCly (xe{+,—, ++,+-}).

0, otherwise
Notation. For = € {+, —, ++, +—}, write IB (T")={¢ € IB(T) : { = p(dom(yp)) eC¥}.

This splitting distinguishes hyperbolic behavior in the sense of satisfying:
3.1 (Weak hyperbolicity on plain cylinders). Vn > 1

1 <inf inf inf |DT](x)v| <supsupsup sup |DT](x)v| < oo.
wef) EeCY vHev]H“ ]\14 we) EeCY el vHeiHLM
v|=1

3.2 (Bounded derivatives on acceptable cylinders). ¥n > 1

sup sup sup sup |DT](x)v| =: a, < 0.
weld EeCy xel v‘e’.lH“zM
lv|=1

4Cardinalities behave as in ( |)
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3.3 (Distortion on good cylinders). 30 > 0,3C' > 1, Vn > 1: (denoting & = ¢(dom(y)))

J
esssup sup sup o(7) <On,
we) ++ RTSS J, ( )
@eIB(TM)

where

J (.’L’) _ dgﬂ* [H’G”w’dom(gp)] l’) _ dSD* [UG”w’T:}f] (ZL')
’ djtes| p(dom(p)) dpi)e

3.4 (Backward contraction on good cylinders). 3k > 1,3D > 1,Vn > 1: (denoting
§ = p(dom(y)))
esssup sup  sup sup |[De(z)v|<Dn™" i.e. Dn"<essinf inf inf inf |DT](x)v],

weld t+ edo veT, M we ++ xef vel, M
pelis (zp) 2600 (P) HETE PeIB(TZ) " Jof=1

and, in particular,

esssup sup diam(§) < Dn™".
weld ++
eelB(T)

H4 (Target position).

4.1 (Uniform inclusion in adequate set). VL > 1, 3psep(L) > 0,Yp < peep(L), Vw € Q-

VIS L <LV0O<j <L —1:(T8) Ty (0iw) < C4 ).
2 (Quenched separation from non—good set). It holds that
oo [1/aT))] P
ng&ilj}r(l) nZ_IL ;} e ( w) N {Czwucz”]) =0, P-a.s..

H5 (Lipschitz regularities).

5.1 (Map). sup,ey Lip(T'(z) : @ — M) <

5.2 (Driving). Lip(f) < 0.

5.3 (Target). Lip(I': Q@ — P (M)) < co,where (M) = {A < M, A compact, A # F}

is equipped with the Hausdorff distance dH(A B) = sup mf d(z,y) vsup mf d(az y), which
€AY yEB

makes it a compact metric space.
H6 (Measure regularity).

1 (Ball regular). 30 < dy < d; < 0,3Cy,Cy > 0,3paim < 1,Yp < pgim, for P-a.e.
w e Q:
C’lpdl < ,uw(Fp(w)) < C()pdo.

6.2 (Annulus regular). 3n = 5 > 0,3E > 0,3pqim < 1,Yp < pdaim, V7 € (0,p/2), for

P-a.e. we Q: (o (W\Ts ()
Hw p+7“ p—r ﬁ
oo (T p(w)) s E,Oﬁ'

H7 (Decay of correlations). 3p > 1 so that
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7.1 (Quenched). For P-a.c. we Q, VG € Lip,, (M,R),VH € L*(M,R),Vn > 1

<P Gluip,,, [H o

| G- e man, — @t

7.2 (Annealed). VG € Lip,, (2 x M,R),VH € L*(Q2 x M,R),Vn > 1

|G aresman- @)
Qx M

HS8 (Hitting regular).

<0Gl IH e

3(/\4)5>1,ZOO =1 Z €3)\g < 00.

H9 (Return regular).

o0 o0
2
3(045)521,041 > O,ZO&@ = 1,Z€ Oy < 00.
=1 =1

We call oy the extremal index.

H9J (Pre return regular). It holds that
o0
3(dg)g>17d1 — (342 > 0, ZEOA(Z < Q0.
=1
Using the final implication of item VI), it is immediate that ( H@ H@ because
=81 — Gy >0,>, g =d =1,and Y7 Py <27, lay < .
Moreover, for technical conditions, we assume that the quantities appearing in the
previous hypotheses harmonize so that the following constraints hold. Mostly, they hold
when (polynomial) decay is sufficiently fast.

H10 (Parametric constraints). It holds that

2(‘”{11 v1)+ds

10.1. do(p — 1) > =t

10.2. op > 2 (MI 1) +dy,

D+1

10.3. 0 < kdy — 1.

2.5. Main results. The first result, although interesting on its own, plays mostly an
auxiliary role. Valid in the general setup of section , it expresses hitting quantities (\;’s)
in terms of return quantities (cy’s). This is providential because the former quantities
are the ones central to the theory, but the latter quantities can be computed directly on
examples.

Theorem 1. Let (0,P,T,, j1,,T) be a system as described in section[2.1], with (6,P) only
assumed invariant.

Then oo
() = = 205 (0 1) and (HE),
aq
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Theorem [I| generalizes theorem 2 from [26] to the random situation. Its proof is
basically the same, so we omit it. The interested reader can find the adapted proof
in [2].

Remark 1. Theorem implies that oy = (3,2, )"

Let us now formulate our main result. It says that the systems prescribed in section
have compound Poissonian quenched hitting statistics.

Theorem 2. Let (0,P,T,, 1, ') be a system satisfying (HI-H7), (HY’) and (H10).
Then: Vt>0,Yn=0,Y(pm)m=1\0 with > pm?<oo (for some 0<q<q(do,d1,n, 3, p)ﬂ)
one has
w, |t/ (T, P-a.s.
,uw(ZF /ATl TL) mj:o CPDtm,(M)e(”)a (16)

Pm

where CPDy ), is the compound Poisson distribution with intensity s and multiplicity
distribution (Xg)e.

Remark 2. The quantity q(do, d1,n,B,p) > 0 will be introduced explicitly in lemma @

Remark 3. The \;’s in the limit of equation @ are those given in equation , whose
existence follows from (HY’) and theorem[1]

Remark 4. If the system has exponential asymptotics in (}@ and (, the previous
conclusion s still true, but, actually, with fewer parametric conditions being required:

instead of (H10.1)-(H10.5), only kdy > 1 is needed.

The previous theorem can be strengthened to the following one, which provides an
analogous limit theorem for point processes.

Theorem 3. Let (0,P, T, u.,, ') be a system satisfying (HI-H7), (HY’) and (H10).
Then: Vt>0,Y(pm)m=1\0 with Y, pni<oo (for some 0<q<q(do,dy,n, B,p)) one has

Yl @enll S CPPPy,, (4, in P(W)ﬁ, (17)

PmMm * m—ao0

where CPPP, (»,), is the compound Poisson point process with intensity s and multiplicity
distribution (Ag)e.

Structure of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized into two parts:

I) Theory: Until section [5| we work to prove theorem 2}

Section [3] proves theorem [d] This result provides the skeleton of the proof of theorem
, by approximating the left side of equation . Denoting it briefly by p.(Z = n),
one splits Z into equally sized blocks and mimics them with an independency of random
variables, whose sum forms Z. Theorem W bounds |u,(Z = n) — p,(Z = n)| by with a
sum of long-range components (terms R! and R!, to appear) and short-range components
(terms R? and R3, to appear).

A quantity to be introduced in lemma
6See footnote
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Section [5] proofs theorem [2] To estimate long-range errors, it uses weak hyperbolicity
features (H3.1,H3.2)), the target uniform inclusion in the adequate set (H4.1]), the annulus
regularitynd quenched decay ( To estimate short-range errors, it uses
structure of the covering system (, distortion (, strong hyperbolicity features
( and ball regularity ( Notice annealed decay was not yet used.

To control the newly arranged estimates (still carrying some w-dependency) and to

show that p,(Z = n) goes to the desired CPD, thus closing the proof, the missing piece
is an almost sure convergence result, which allows for the quenched theorem.

This almost sure convergence result is lemma [3| proved in section [ after a Borel-
Cantelli argument and a variance control (lemma [2)). The proof of the variance control
finally uses the annealed decay of correlations (H7.2)) and the regularity in w of maps and
targets (HF).

Finally, theorem [3]is proved in section [6] Although it implies theorem 2] to make ideas
more transparent, we preferred to prove [2] and leverage on this proof to prove theorem 2]
This decision can benefit users who wish to upgrade compound Poison distributions limit
theorems into compound Poisson point processes limit theorems.

IT) Applications: In section [7| we consider certain random piecewise expanding one-
dimensional systems, casting new light on the well-known deterministic dichotomy be-
tween periodic and aperiodic points, their typical extremal index formula EI = 1 —
1/JT?(¢), and recovering the geometric case for general Bernoulli-driven systems, but
distinct behavior otherwise.

3. AN ABSTRACT APPROXIMATION THEOREM

The following theorem approximates the probability distribution of an arbitrary sum
of binary variables in terms of the distribution of a suitable sum of independent random
variables. More precisely, to build the ‘suitable’ independent random variables, one splits
the first sum into smaller block-sums, and each of them is distributionally mimicked by a
new random variable, with the collection of new ones being taken to be independent.

Theorem 4. Consider n > 0, L > n, N € Nx3 large enough so that L < [%J, and
(Xi)Xo" arbitrary {0, 1}-valued random variables on (X, Z°,Q). Denote N' := ¥ ¢ Nzgﬂ
and (Zj)j-\io_l given by Z; 1= ZES?L_l X;.

Let (Zj>§v:/0—1 be an independency of Nso-valued random variables on (X, X, Q) satisfy-
ing Zj ~Zj (j=0,...,N' = 1) and (Z;) 5" L (Z;)¥'5".

Denote WP = Z?:a Z; (0<a<b< N —1)and W := WY L. Similarly notation
without ~’s is adopted, in which case W coincides with Zi]igl Xi.

Then, for all A € [1, N']:
QW =n) - QW =n)| £ R'(N,L,A) + RN, L,A) + R*(N,L,A) + R*(N, L, A),

7 Although L need not divide N, we pretend this is the case, for simplification purposes, i.e. to neglect
possible remainder terms associated with the fractional part — which should not play a role in the
asymptotics (of either the error and leading terms).
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where
R N’'—1
RIN,L,A) = ), max |Q(Z; > NQUVITS = a) = Q(Z; = LWIK = q)).
N'—1 q
1 _ N'—-1__ _ _ N'—-1__
R85 s S0 05 -a) -0(z-) (5 0|
N'—1 ‘
RAN.L,A) = Y Q <Z] > 1WA > 1) and

j=0

RY(N,L,A) =)’ Z QX; = 1)Q(X, = 1),

i=0 g=0v (i—AL)
with the convention that, for b > a, W =0 and Q(W¢ > 1) = 0.

Proof. Using a telescopic sum and the given independence, one has
N'—1
‘@(W =n)-Q(W = n)‘ <)) )Q(Wé‘l +WN T =n) QWY + W = n)(
=0

/

N'—1 n
< 20T =) \@(VV;-N’*1 =n—-0)-Q(Z;+WNt=n- z)‘ _
7=0 =0

We now estimate
QU =)~ QUZ + WY = )

Q(Z; = u, WhN-1 - q—u)—Q(Z; = u, WhN' =1 q—u)‘

Jj+1 j+1

)

u=0

QZ; = u W = g =) —QZ = QAT = g =) = ] [R(g,u)].
u=0

q
We single out u = 0 from the previous sum,

Ri(@.0) = [QZ =0, WX =q) — QZ = 0QWAT = q)
- (@(Wﬁ'fl =q) - Q(Z; =1, WNT! = q)>
(T = 9 - 0z = DeT = 9))|

= |oz = newT = 9 -z = LW = ).

It follows that
N—-1 n ¢

QW = n) — Q(W = n>] < 3 Y N IR (g, )l

j=0 ¢=0u=0
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/

<n Z ;23‘35 > DQWNT! = )-Q(Z; = 1L, W = ‘ Z Z Z R
j=0 = =0u=1
Nh— i1 ;I q
< 2 qg%ng] Q(Z] )@(Wﬁ_l = Q)_Q(Zj = 17W]]Yi-1 ' ‘ 2 Z Z |R T
j=0 ’ 7=0 g¢=0u=1

The first summation will be kept on hold. We deal with the second one now.

For u = 1,...,q, we expand |R;(g, u)| by including intermediate terms with a time
gap A and applying the triangular inequality, as follows:

Rilgw)] < |QZ =uw WA =g-u) - QZ =, WN' = q—u)
+ |02 = u WYE = g—w) - QZ = wQWAL' = g —u)
+ [z - QN = g—w) - QZ = WV = - w),

where the entries in the RHS are denoted, respectively, by |R¥(q,u)|, |Rj(¢,u)| and
IR3(q,u)| (note the unusual order).

Then the sum of the following three terms bounds the later triple sum.

First:

N'—1

2 2 Riaw)l < Z e Z [Rj(q,u)l = RYN, L, A).

E
Oq

Second:
N'—1 q

2 2 2R @l s ) max ) [R(g,w)

qg=0u=1 j=0qe 1
< ) QZ = LW = 1) = RN, L, A),

where the step used that
Ay ={Z; =u, WN' = ¢ —u}, B, :={Z-=uVVﬁleq—u}

j+1

— A\Buy, B\A, € {Z; = u, WA > 1)

Jj+1

= D Rigu)l = Y IQA) - QB < Y Q(Z = u, Wi 2 1)
u=1 u=1

Third:
N-1n ¢ N'—1
3NN R < 2 Z\R?’ ¢, u
j=0 q=0u=1
1(+1)L=1(j+A+1)L-1 N+AL+L i—L

Z > Z QX =1)Q(X=1) = Y Y X=1)Q(X=1)

j=0  I=jL =(j+1)L i=0  1=0v(i—L—AL)
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Z Z Q(X; = NQ(X; = 1) = R¥(N, L, A),

1=01=0v (:i—AL)

where the second < step used the following: (with q’ =q—u)

QVY=) = QUZaEL W =) QU2 =0 WY =)
@(Zj‘H 0 lej-l_l q) = @(ZJ‘H, 0 W]]X-Z_I = q/) ,
= QWi = Q) QZjn = LW =¢)

|Q(W]]j-/1 t=4) _ Q(Zj41 = WJJYH t=¢)
@(Wjji2 =q)] —Q(Zj1 = W]]X-Z =q)|
but, with A := {Z;;; > 1 I/ij\fl =¢}and B = {Z;;; = 1 VVJ]Yr2 ! = ¢}, one has

A\B,B\Ac {Z;, > 1} implying

QWNT =¢) - QW5 =¢)| <Q(Zjy1 = 1)

(j+I+1)L—1
= |@(I/VJJYH =dq) - Q<Wj]j-l:-11 =) <QZju=1) < Z QX; =1)
i=(j+1)L
A1 (j+A)L—1
=1 i=(j+1)L
q q (j+A)L-1
= YR} q.u)| < 2 QZ-—w) Y QX =1)
u=1 u=1 i=(j+1)L

(G+1)L—1 (j+A)L—1

< ) Z Q(X; = NQ(X; = 1).

l=jL =(j+1)L

Now we should deal with the summation we left on hold, coming from the singled-out
term with v = 0, namely,

N'—1

S
oo eclonl

Using an analogous triangular inequality trick, by adding two mixed terms that have
a gap A, and organizing them in the same order used before, one verifies that the second
term is bounded by R*(N, L,A) and the third one is bounded by R3*(N, L, A). So it
suffices to account for the left over term

QZ; = 1)QWN T =¢q) —Q(Z; = 1L,W T =q)|.

N'—1

RYN,L,A) = Z max

— ¢€l0n]

Q(Z; = NQWNL' =) —Q(Z; = 1L,WNL = q)|,

as desired. [ |
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4. BOREL-CANTELLI TYPE LEMMATA

The objective of this section is its final lemma [3 which provides the almost sure
convergence needed to back the quenched result in the proof of theorem [2l This lemma
and its proof strategy was inspired in [37] (lemma 9). To implement the said proof, a
Borel-Cantelli argument is used with expectation control given by lemma [1f and variance
control given by lemma 2]

Lemma 1. Let (0,P, T, u,, ) be a system satisfying (HY’) (and so (H§), by theorem[]).

Then: .
lim im—~2—~ = )t = 1
nggpgg ldlCFp) (E:&:l Z) o31 ( 8)
and 5
_ a(Zy =n
lim llmM =02, ) A=\, (n=1) (19)

L—o0 , 0 p—0 L[IJ(Fp)
Proof. Using (HJ) (for the following items (i.b,ii)) and (HS) (items (i.a,ili-iv)), it holds
that: Ve >0

i) 3y(e) = 1 so that

o0 + 0

iv) 3Lg(e) > lo(€), VL = Lo(e):
A= Me(L)] < ¢/ (o(€)), he= Ael(D)] < e/(la(€)® (V0 =1, Lo(e))

= | M(L)= M(D)] < 26/(50(6))2 ( 1, -+ bo(e))-
v) (due to items (iv—v)) Lo(e),VL =

AL, p) = AelL)] < 3¢/ (lo(€))?
= [Xe(L, p) = Me| < 4e/(Lo(e))?

Lo(€) Lo(e) o(e)

= | D (E=DA(L,p) = D (L= 1| < Z lo(e)4e/(Lo(€))* < 4e
(=1

/=1 (=1
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Now, considering any € < 15,2, €A, L = Lo(€) and p < pi(e, L) A pa(€) A p3(e, L),
we evaluate the quantity of interest, ,&(Zf:p > 1)/Li(T,), starting with its numerator:

wZk 1) = f W22 > 1) dB(w) = j o (L] <Tg>-1rp<9fw>> dP(w)

P
=0

;J Z“w (T9) 7T, (0w) ) dP(w JZEW (22" = €+ 1)dP(w)
Q

=0

_ LT f (Z 08, (L ) 258 > 0)dP(w)

= Li(T J ( Z (X5, (L ) W(ZEF > 0)dP(w)

S Y e |zt > e

2\ =to(e)

ZO(E)—I o0
- L) = 3 ti(zE = e+ )= | Y o) | > 0dpe)

=0 £=Lo(e)
Lo (€)
— Li(T,) - (Z(f—lww,p)) (ZE > 0)
/=1

_ L ST (=1L, p) | Z2F > 0)dP(w)

f=f0(€)+1

where (%) applied a typical Venn diagram argument using overcounting and correction.
Then we consider the following two estimates.
First, we have that:

60(5) [0(6)

S (L) €Y

=1 {=1

e}
(€= 1A+ 4e < Y (€= 1)A, + 5e and
/=1

~
o
—~
)
N2
~
o
—~
)
N2

0 0

(C=DA—de=>(L=DA— > (L=1)\-

/=1 L=Lo(€)+1

=

|
=
>
20
&~
=0
V=

~
Il
_
~
Il
_

VE
s

(f — 1))\( — De.

~
Il
—
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Second, with v (z) = inf{j > 0: T] € I',(¢¥’w)}, we have that:

0 L
o< [ | X e-0nLe |zt 0w < Y k-0
@\ =ty (e)+1 I=Lo(e)+1
L L-1 L L-1 4 ' '
= D U MZE =tur, =)< Y, LY ZE T o =1,(87)7'T,)
€=fo(6)+1 7=0 €=Zo(e)+1 7=0
L L—1 L—1 L
= > O alL =g p)T,) =Y, D, ta(L—jp) |MT,)
5150(6)+1 7=0 7=0 £:£0(6)+1

Combining what we got so far, it follows that:

a2z, =) Li(Ty) - (N (- DA —5¢) i(ZF, > 1)

Li(T,) Li(T)
0 7 L
i(Zr, > 1)
= 1- g —1—5¢ | —F2——
<; ) Li(Ty)
_ (ZE = 1) 1
LiT,) S0 —be
and
ﬂ(Zlgp >1) < Li(T,) — (Zz.il(g — DA+ 56) i(ZE, = 1) — 2 Ljy(T,)
Li(T,) =~ Li(Ty)
0 0 L
i(Zr, = 1)
= 1- Iy — 1+ be — 2¢
(;1 ‘ ) Li(T,)
,[L(Z%p > 1) 1— 2

- = %
Li(T,) Dy I + be

Considering the final two inequalities and passing lim,_,olimy_, mp_,o we observe
that

_— ﬂ(Zl;p = 1) © _1
[I/I—IBO /1)1_{% Lﬂ(Fp) - (Zk:l k)\k) = Qg

Alternating between limsup’s and lim inf’s lets us reach the first desired conclusion.
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Finally, to take care of the second desired conclusion, it suffices to note that

pzE, =n)  ZE = 1) i, = )

LiT,)  La(T,) a(Zk >0)
then take the appropriate limits and apply the first conclusion we have just proved (to
obtain a;), together with the definition of A,. [ ]

Lemma 2. Let (0,P,T,, i, ') be a system satisfying (, (, (, ([@, (,
(H53), (HL). (LY and (HITT)

Then: ¥t > 0,Yn = 1, VL = 1, Ipyar(L) > 0, Vp < pyar(L) small enough so that
N := [ﬁp)J >3and N' =L e N>3ﬁ one has:

VaI'[P(QBp) < Ct,L : Pq; vq € (07 q<d07 d17 n, 67p))7

where
N'—1 (+1)L—1
W,(w) = > pu(Zy =n), 2= > Ip,u ol
j=0 l=jL

and q(do, d1,n, 8,p) is a positive quantity to be presented in the proof (which can be written
explicitly).

Proof. Let t,n and L be as in the statement. Fix o € (0,1). Set pyar(L) < psep(L) A Pdim
small enough so that N* < N’. Consider p < py.r(L) as in the statement.

For a given j € [0, N/ — 1], write w’ = §?Lw and notice that

N'—1 N'—1
an) = Z ]E[p (,uw(Z;" = n)) = Z ]Ep (Nw’(ZiL=_01 I]_Fp(giw/) o) TZ)/:n))
j=0 j=0
N'—1 N’
= Y Ee(pa(Zy =n)) = Y. i(Zo =n) = N'ji(Zy = n).
j=0 j=0

Now fix A := N® < N’. Then:

Ep(2,%) = Z f 1,(Z8 = n)po(Z8 = n)dP(w)
JN’—I (i+A)A(N'—1)
= 2 Z 2 f 1o (28 = n)po (28 = n)dP(w)

D Z f 4ol 22 = n)( 22 = n)dP(w)

=0 j=(+A)A(N'—1

= (I)+ ({I).

8See footnote El
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Immediately we get that

(+1)L-1 (HIG2)
molZf =) S pu(Z3 2 1)< Y pn(T,(0w) 5 Lo®
I=jL

= (I) < Lp™AEp,) = Ap™Nj(Zy = n).

Most of the remaining work is to control component (I7).

Fix w € Q and, for a given i € [0, N’ — 1], write ' = 6 w. Moreover, consider
re€ (0,p/2), ve[0,L— 1] and denote by

— +
Uv,w’ = Fp(evw/)y Uv,r,w’: Br(Uv,w’c)ca Uvm,w’: Br(Uv,w/)> (20>
respectively, the p-sized target with noise w’ v-steps ahead; its diminishment by radius r;
— +

and its enlargement by radius . They relate as Uy o/ C Uy CUprwr-

Moreover, dynamical counterparts of those in equation are denote by

~ )=

(T:ﬁ )71 Uyr - O ﬂ (T%) - Uper
ve[0,L—1]
\{v;:l=1,...,n}

=y = U = ||

o <...<vp,<L—1

~
Il
fu

_ + ¢
(Tsf)il U’L)l,w’ N (T:)J’)ilU’va' ’

~ )=
D)

Z/_{r,w’ = |_|

o <...<vp<L—1

~
Il
—

ve[0,L—1]
\{vi:l=1,...,n}

C

+ —
(TP ™ Upr 0 (T) Uowr |

DL
D)

Zj{r,w’ = |_|

o <..<vp<L-—1

~
Il
—

ve[0,L—1]
\{vi:l=1,...,n}

describing

- the locus of points which hit the p-sized target exactly n times during the time
interval [0, L — 1] when given the noise ';

- the diminishment of the first by radius r, in the sense that hits are considered in
a r-stringent way (at least r-inside the p-sized target) and non-hits are considered
in a r-stringent way (at least r-away from the p-sized target);

- the enlargement of the first by radius r, in the sense that hits are considered
in a r-permissive way (at most r-away from the p-sized target) and non-hits are
considered in a r-permissive way (at most r-inside the p-sized target).

- +
They relate as U, < Uy CUr -
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Finally, define

y €
]":L‘EZ/{T‘,UJI 1’1: ZJ/FIWI
- + c
w’ _ T € ¢ in_ )0,z el
5:()=4 O < Us 03 ()= O s o
dag (w U, ° y dy (@ Uy o ©
GU) e U U QG S RS
d]\/[(l‘,uw/c)-i-dM(l?,Z/{r,w/) dM(Z‘,Z/{nw/c)-‘rd]\/j(:C,Mw/)

- ! + /
They relate as ¢ < 1y, <@y

+
Using that Lipy,, (da(2,Urw)), Lipg,, (du(z,Us)) < 1, it can be checked that
, t o 6 diam (M 6 diam (M
Llpd]u(qs’r‘ ) < + ( ) 2 < + ) 27
( minxeM [dM ([E, UT,w/) + dM (ZE, uw’)]) dmm (uwH Z/{T,w’c)

where din (uw,,z}r,wf) = inf{dy(z,y) : x € Uy, y e]j{r’w,c},

Notice that for a point = € U,, to be minimally-displaced in such a way as to reach

+
U, either: a) some of the hits in its finite-orbit is consequently-displaced to an extent
which now makes it at least r-away from associated p-sized target, or b) some of the

non-hits in its finite-orbit is consequently-displaced to an extent which now makes it at
least r-inside the associated p-sized target. In either case, the associated image point of x
has to be consequently-displaced by distance at least . When the said image point being
consequently-displaced happens to be the last one in the orbit of z, i.e., its L—1 iterate, by

. i1
the expanding feature of the system ( and since U,y < UL (1)~ T30, (07w") e

C «'  this is when x would have to be displaced the least: no more than r/a;_; (use
+
( I) and ( ) Therefore r/a; 1 < dpin (uw,,uw,c), and so

+
Lipy,, (%) < 6 diam(M)ar,_12/r?,

+ + + +
|93 |Lipa,, = 6%V Lipg, (62') = 1v Libg,, (6%') = Lipg,, (62') < 6 diam(M)az_2/r?,
where the last equality follows from p sufficiently small.

Now we start looking at (/1) directly:

+

[ 1tz = e = wape) — [ otz = oo PG

[ 1tz = g, B ) — | (25 = (6 )2

; n
< | p (2 = LB ) = Lz = ),
Q P
where the < is because
' o + — ( " 7"77

+ w + —
,uw’((br ) < ,U/w’(UT,w’ \Z/{r,w’> < Z M@”w(UU,r,w’ \ Uv,r,w’) < 3"
v=0 P
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The approximating term that appeared above is transformed as follows:

| 1tz = mis @ )P@) | sy 07
Q Q

J Ho! (Z;iz =
Q

+ / + /
Wt O IP) = | a1yt oy 0 )P

=)L +w’ (j—9)L +w’
= ,ue(j*i)Lw’(ZO = n):uw'(¢r ) - :uw'(ﬂ{zg(j*i)Lw’:n} © Tw/ ¢r ) d]P)(w)
Q
(H[7.1) o a1
S L((] =)L) P65 ||Lip,,, dP(w) ﬁ (=)L) =5

Whereas the new approximating term which appeared above is transformed as follows:

T + G- +
f Mw’(l{zw’:n} ¢r )dHD<w) = f IL{Zjﬂ:n} ¢rdjn = J IL{ZO:N} oSV ¢ rdi
Q I

Qx M Qx M
and
G-DL § gp ; b di
]I{Zozn} oS ¢ rdit — H{Zﬂzn}d/’b ) ¢ rdft
Qx M Qx M Qx M
(Hr2 o pap1?
< (=D)L 7P|, ,, < (G —9L)" .
+ +
where, recalling that¢¥ = ¢“(n, L, p), we have used that
62 (@)= 62*(2)|
. + 2H(1)— @72 (g
Lipy,, ,(¢,) = sup y
(w1,21)#(w2,x2) Q(w17w2) \% M(:El;xQ)
§2 (01)— 622(x1)| 622 (1) = 62 (1)]
x — J—
< sup sup 07" (@1 r U4 sup sup r 2
Tl wiFws dﬂ(whw) w2 T1FET2 dM(9€1>$2)
¥ +
2 w1 _ w2
4 U’ s 1952 07()
T ) T Lwl Fwa d%(wla WE)
*)  ar_ o’ B+ v)ar— olap {2
< L21+(6'27)L1$ 217
r r r

+
with (%) following from w —¢¥(z) being a locally Lipschitz function whose associated local
Lipschitz constants are bounded by W#, where o = Lip(6) v 1, g = Lip(T") v 1,
v = sup,cy Lip(Ti(z) : Q@ — M). This is verified in the following paragraph.
+
Fix € M and consider w € Q. In case z € int(U,) (or int(lf,.,°)), there is u,(w) >0

+
so that @ € B, () (w) implies x € intUy (or int I/ ,4), so the function of interest

+
9Notice that | ¢ ¢ HLide < ap_1%/r? as. is enough to justify the above inequality. However, our
hypotheses imply this is true for every w. This might seem an excess, but later in the proof we will need
the inequality for every w. See the next footnote.

+
0Here one needs [¢¥ ILip,,, < ar,?/r? for every w. See the previous footnote.
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is locally constant. In case x € int([j{ rw \Uy), it boils down to understand how the
+
linear interpolation within ¢, varies with @ € By (.)(w), where u(w) is that for which
@ € By (w)(w) implies x € int(zjir,@c\uw). For this purpose, we first evaluate the Lipschitz
+
constant of @ € By () (w) — d(x,Uy) and @& € By () (w) — d(z,Us°):
i)
‘d(l’,[/{w) - d(%,u@)‘ < dH(“(.LMuLD)
(sup,, Lip(T,;' : (M) — 2(M)) v 1)* - (Lip(T') v 1) - (Lip(d) v 1)*
dQ (W, (:})

< + sup Lip(T'A:Q— 2(M))

AeP (M)
< (a'B + y)da(w, ©).
since

Lip (():2(M)x 2 (M)—2(M)) <1,

Lip (|J:2(M)x 2 (M)—2(M)) <1,
Lip (B,:Z2(M)—2(M)) <1,
sup,, Lip (T, : (M) — 2(M)) < 1/ inf inf CoLip(T,|¢: & — M) <1

we) £eCy
and
sup Lip(T.(x) : Q@ — M)
sup Lip (2.7 Q-2 (M el 77 < sup Lip(T:(2):0— M),

where CoLip(T) = inf,,, d(dT(i’z]/‘)y)'

ii) Similarly,
+ -
|d(x7u7"7wc) - d(x>u7"7®c)| < (OZLB + V)dﬂ(w7@>7
since also Lip(B,:Z(M)—>P(M)) < 1.
To conclude justifying (), one repeats the calculations for the Lipschitz constant of a
quotient and applies (i) and (ii) to get that

+
/¢ 4di
LlpdQ iM<x7u7“7w ) < dlam( )( 5+7)d (W,(Z))
dM<x7ur,w’c)+dM(x7uw’) dmzn(“’rw’ Z/{ )
L
¢ PP )
Finally, we notice that
. L . . + (HE.2) 7
‘/L(Zo=n)u(¢r)—u(20=n)2 <M(Zo=n)J po(@7 — Ty, )dP(w) - < LEN(ZOZH)-

Combining the previous four steps, we arrive at

| 1otz = mze = myap) = 20 =

< Lp"mzo —n) (G —D)L)
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which implies
N'—1 N'—1 oba, 2
IEDY 2 <M(Zo n)’ *Lp—/a Zo = n) + ((j =)L) P—5— )
=0 j=(+A)A(N'—1)+1
alap_4?

n
SN'(N' = 4) <ﬂ(Zo = n)? + L ji(Zy = n)) + N (AL)P+L,
p

r2

Then we can conclude the following about the variance:

varp(2W,) = EP(QBPQ> - (EP@BP))Q
< Ap™Nj(Zy = n)
/ / ~ 2 i ~ /Oé ar— 1 —p+1

— N®u(Zy = n)%

< APBN(Zy =n) + N2LL EM(ZO —n)+ N’M(AL) A

P
(*) n N Ne(=p+1)
< NLp™ + NT—B + ozLaL_12L_p—2
p r

() g t t te(=p+L)

$ . Lpdo + A_pwnfﬁ + CYLCZL,12L7P . . p,
(M(Fp)“ (L) (L) (T, )t

Lpd() ady + p’u)?’] ,B d1 + Oé a _12_[/ p ado(p 1) 2w—dq

(***)

g de*adl + pwnfﬁfdl + pado(pfl)72w7d1,

where (%) uses N'i(Zy =n) < NL™'i(Zy = 1) < NL™'Li(T',) <t and ¢ is incorporated
into the < sign; (**) uses the choice r := p* for a given w > 1; and (x » *) incorporates L
dependent quantities on <. Notice that ¢ and L dependent constants being incorporated
inside < is associated to the use of a constant C; ;, in the statement.

Finally, we need to choose (a,w) € (0,1) x (1,00) so that

dog > ady Oé<d0/\1—d—0
w17>5+d1 i.e. w>5-ﬁ;}d1 v :
ado(P—1)>2w+d1 w<w
which admits a solution if, and only if,
ptd 1 %do(p—l)—dl p . 2(%\/1)—#0!1
7 vi1= 5 = o(p - ) > do/dl

This is guaranteed by the parametric constraint (, so there exists some solution
(cvs, wy ) to the system. Actually, the space of solutions forms a triangle and one can select
(cvs, wy ) as its incenter, a function of dy, dy,n, § and p, whereas the strictly positive margin
this choice opens in the inequalities of the original system is denoted by ¢(do, d1, 7, B, p).
With such a choice, we obtain that

Var]P’(wp> < Ot,L : pq(do,d1,n,ﬁ,p) < Ct,L : ,Oq avq € (07 Q(d07 dh n, B: p)) .
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Lemma 3. Let (0,P,T,, u,,I') be a system satisfying (H3.1), (H4.1), (H6.1), (H6.9),
(HW(HWUENM@.W
Then: Vt>0,Yn=1,Y(pm)m=1\0 with 3} -, pm?<oo (for some 0<q<q(do,dy,n, B,p)),
denoting N = [ﬁj and N' = Nl one has:
1)
N'—1
lim lim Z U (Z2 =n) = tag A, P-a.s.

L—00 a0

2)
N'—1
lim lim Z po(ZY = 1) = tag, P-a.s.

L—0 J
P m—0 =0

3)

N-1

Tim Z 1030 (Tp,, (Bw)) = t, P-a.s.,
where Z5 = Zlﬁl -1 Ir, (o) © T)-

Proof. Let t,n and (p,,)m=1 be as in the statement. Consider L > 1 and m large enough

so that pm < pvar(L), N =3 and N’ = 3. Denote also 20,(w) = ZN . (25 = n).
Using Chebycheft’s inequality combined with lemma [2] we get that

varp(20,) B Cir

~
a? a?

P(120, — Ep(2W,)| > a) <
and therefore, since ), pm? < o0, Borel-Cantelli lemma let us conclude that

lingo 120, — Ep(20,,.)| = 0, P-as.

On the other hand,
1t i ZE
Lar, )" L, )z, = 1)
so, by lemma (1| and the definition of \,,, we have that

lim lim Ep(20,.) = tai\,

L—0m o0

Ep (wﬂm ) =

and therefore, combining the previous two centered limits, conclusion (1) follows:

lim lim 205, =tog,, P-as.

L—00 o

For (2), it suffices to repeat the argument noticing that the new expectation will be

1
driven by tr(p—";i), whose double limit is tay.

Hgee footnote
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For (3), it suffices to fix L = 1 and n = 1 in the above argument, and after the
Borel-Cantelli step, notice that

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [2]

5.1. Applying the abstract approximation theorem. Let t > 0,n > 1 (n = 0 is the
leftover case) and w € € be any.

Fix, once and for all, (pm)m=1 \, 0 fast enough so that > _, pn? < o0, for some
0< q < q(d07d17n 67 )
Consider L > n, which should not be chosen as a function of previous variables.

Define N := [M(F;MJ and N;, | = 8= e Ng. Let v € (0,dp) and set A := p,, ™"

We will consider m large enough (depending on L) so that N > 3, A > 2, p < pyar(L),
L<|%]and A <N

We want to study
N'—1(j+1)L—1
w,N N—-1 yw,m w,m
fo(Zy) " =mn) = (X, L =n) = (ZO ZL f; )
Jj= i=j

where I;"™ = Lp, (i) o T
Theorem {4| can be readily applied and gives

N'—1
Zw,Nm_ o Zw_
=0

SRLW(N,L,A) +RL (N, L,A) +R2 (N, L,A) +RE (N, L,A),

7W i w (G+1DL—-1 yw,m
where Z¢ mimics Z¢ = >0 )"

For the next sections, sections [5.2 - to [5.7], it is enough to consider w restricted to a
P-full measure set.

5.2. Estimating the error R'. Recall that

Rom(N,L,A) =
N'—1 N'-1 N'—1
Z max Z L (Z‘“u Z Zy=q— u> Mw(qu),uw< Z Z”qu) )
0 qe[1,n] by k=j+Am k=j+Am

Now recycle the construction and notation used in the proof of lemma [2] to control the
term (I1): for a given j € [0, N’ — 1], writing w’' = ¢’Lw and considering r € (0, p,n/2),

12866 footnote
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28
— + — + -,
€ [0, L — 1], we once again have the objects: Uy ., Uy rw's Uvirw s Uer s Ur s Ur s @ and
+ /
¢ . Then:
N'—1 N'—1
Heo (Z;"=u, Z Z°’=q—u) uw( —U> < Z Zy=q— u>|
k=j+A k=j+A
(G+1)L-1 N-1
o B SN T Y
i=jL i=(j+A)L
(j+1)L—1 N—1
( Z I“’m—u> 2 I’ =q—u ‘
i=jL i=(j+A)L
L—1 ) (N-1)—jL /
= |y <Zlf’m=u, Z If’mzq—u>
i=0 i=AL
L1 (N=-1)=(+A)L AL
Y (Z I ’m:u> [LgAL ( Z r w’m:q—u> :
i=0 i=0
AL
= | (1%/1{\/;”’A:q7u} o Tw’ > — My (:ﬂ_uw,) QAL (:H‘{ij’A:qfu}>’
where we used that ij’A = SND=GHAL If , and thus YV DI pehm ij’A o
TS5k,

ey
< ,u,w/ ((bf H{ijw,A:q_u} O TyjA/L) — /,Lw/ (ﬂuw/) ILLOALUJ/ (:[I‘{‘/]?J’A:q—u}) 9

i / + ! - !
where ¢ means that either ¢ or ¢ will make the inequality true,
i / AL i /
< /W( 6 Vs, 0 T ) y <¢;y ) Ligat,, <]1 {Vf,Azq_u})'
i /
+ lﬂw’ (¢$ ) — Mo (ILZ/{W/)] HoALyy (ﬂ{vjwvA:q,u}) ’
=: (A)+ (B).
Now notice that
t
(4) < (AL)Z|oy |, < (AL)Pap?/r?,
where the first estimate used (H7.1)) while the later used (HS3.1)), (H4.1|) and (H3.2)), as in

the quenched argument in the proof of lemma

+ ’
13In the present passage, the a.s. validity of [|¢% HLide < az_12/r? would be enough, but, after recalling
e argument of lemma[2] we see that it actually holds for every w. The validity for every w was importan
th t of 1 that it actually holds f The validity fi i tant

back then, but not here.
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Moreover,
w + — (Hp.2) w
(B) < UgALyy <‘/J 7A:q_u) Nw’(ur,w’ \Z/{r,w’) S HeALy <‘/J 7A:q_u> L_ﬁ

Therefore

l

Rem(N,L,A) Z_ Zi:[AL

w,A 7
(- 5]

m

N'—1

<)
=0

L 2
_pQr—1 w,
Zl(AL) ’ r2 /3 Z qunlaj}\cf HoALyy (V; . € [07 Q])

2 2
NAL) Y L N < Nan) el
T2 pm/B r pm’87

where ij’A takes values between 0 and N — (j + A)L < N

5.3. Estimating the error R'. This section is going to follow the lines of the previous
one, with minor modifications.

Recall that

RL(N,LA) =
N'—1 N'—1 N'—1
—o 910 ( T A ’ k=j+A

For a given j € [0, N’ — 1], writing w’ = 6L and considering r € (p,,/2), v € [0, L],
— +
recalling the objects introduced in the proof of lemma we reuse Uy, Uy o and Uy oy
— +
whereas U, U,y and Y, ., are modified by including a union UL before the original

definitions therein (in particular, {Z&" > 1} = U,,), while <b“’ and gzﬁ“ are kept the same
(but considering the previous modification).

Following the same steps and notation from the previous section, we get that

N'—1 N'—1
m(Z;”?l, > Z;?=Q) —uw<Zf>1>uw< > Z;?=q>|

k=j+A k=j+A
+ +
< /~Lw’< Qb(: IL{V],W’A:(]} © T§L> — Mot (Qbr >M0ALw’ (ﬂ{vjwvA_q}>’

t
+ Hﬂw’ <¢‘: > — Hw (ﬂuw,)] HoALyy <]1{Vj“”A=q}>‘

=:(A) + (B).

As before,
t
(A) < (AL)?|oy

L 1 S (AL)_p(lL_12/’I"2.
p M
For the first inequality we use (H7.1)). For the second, we adapt the previous reasoning as

follows. Intuitively, the Lipschitz constant of, say, the modified function ;5:?’ is bounded
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by the inverse of d(Z/_{ ,W/,Z/Ij,). For a point to z € US,, with no hits, to be minimally

displaced to U, ., among x itself being displaced or the consequently-displaced points in
its orbit, a) at least one r-stringent hit has to be created while b) the other instances
should turned into r-stringent non-hits (if they are not already). The situation where this
would occur with minimal displacement is one where (b) starts already fulfilled and only
(a) has to be accomplished by displacing = in such that its L — 1 iterate changes from a
non-hit to a r-stringent hit. This can be made with a minimum displacement of r/ay_1,
where again we use (H3.1)), (H3.2) and (HJ4.1).

Moreover,

w + — ( © '
(B) < pgare <Vj A= q) forUrer \Unr) < oLy <V- A= q) L—.

Therefore
N'—1

ﬁi’m(N, L,A) < max [(AL)

— €l0n]

2

+ QAL (‘/;w,A = Q) LQ—]

N'—1 N'—1

<Y (AL 2 " Z max ppacs (V2 € [0.4])

N]
=0 q<|0,

2 2 n
< N'(AL)™ L7j1 + LNp—B < N(AL)™ aL?j; + LN;—B,

where Vj”’A takes values between 0 and N — (j + 1)L < N.

5.4. Estimating the error R?. To start
N'—1 j+A-1 N'—1j+A-1
R2 (N, L,A) Z”w >1, Y. Zp=1)< ) D w28 =127 = 1)
k=j+1 §=0 k=j+1
where we reverse the double sum and single out the £ = 7 + 1 terms, to get
N'+A-2 (k—2)A(N'—1) N/

2 2 uw(z;fJ >1,2¢ 2 1)+ Y po(Zp > 1,28 = 1) = (1) + (1)

=(k—A+1)v k=1

To estimate (I) we notice that:

N'+A—-2 (k=2)A(N'-1) (j+1

< S Y S (T (60) 1 (T) T, (0)) (1> )
k=1 j=(k—A+1)v0 I=kL
N+ A2 (=2 A (N'-1) (+1)L1 (k+ 1)1 L
YOO Y Y (w )~ (T7IT,, (0~ C )
k=1  j=(k—A+1)v0 i=jL  I=kL
1)L

—

L—1 (k+1)L—1

Si

—2 (k=2)A(N'—1) (j+1)L—1 (k+1)L—1

2
M+

. ‘ -, =,
Lot (Fpm(w') A (TSH T, (07W) N {C vl 7’_1]>
k=1 j=(k—=A+1)v0 i=jL  I=kL
::(Igood) + (Ibad)
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where W' := 0'w.

To estimate (Iz0q) We begin evaluating the following:
++ : ,
o (€ AT ) 0 (257D, (070

<y ek (€0 (T5)7'T,,.(07w))
= ﬂw”f(f)

Mo (5)7
g=p(dom(p))e C'¢ -
€T ()T

where, from (H3.3), ¢ € IB(T),*) implies fior|pom(p)) = o [©s (Hoi—ier|dom()) |, and so

< Z [‘]@71 [QD* (Mo |d0m(90))]] (cp(dom(cp)) A (Tj;'_i)_lrpm (Hl_iw/))
¢ as above [J@_l [80*<,U/91—iw/ |dom(<p))]] (90<d0m(90)))

Moy (f)

< ) T Jo () pg=iuraom(p) (dom(p) n ™ (T ))7'T,, (0" 'w")) 11 (€)
£ as above infl’eé J‘P_l(x) /Lel*iw"dom(ﬁﬁ’) (dom((p)) v

£ as above

((l—i)%lﬂelw(rpm(@lw)) D w6 = (1= )0 g (T, (6 ))Mw( | 5)

& as above

(=) g (T, (0'w))N ey (Bp(—iy—= (T, (w)))

/Aﬁ

(1= 0)° pg1s (T, (B w))N Copm + DL = 1) )% < p1gi (T, (0'0)) (I = 0)° [p ™+ (1—0) "] .
Then

N'4+A—2 (k=2)A(N'=1) (j+1)L—1 (k+1)L—1

(Tgo0d) < Z Z Z Z Hgtes 0'w))(l = i) [pm™+(1—1) "]

k A+1)v0  i=jL I=kL
N’+A 2 YA(N'—1) (k+1)L—1

(G+1)L—-1
Z Z 2, (Melw(rpmwlw» >, =y [pmd0+(l—z‘)“d0]>

=(k—A+1)v0 =KL i=jL

where, for each [ ﬁxed7 as ¢ runs, we have | —i € [kL —jL — L+ 1,kL —jL+ L — 1], so

N/+A 2 (k=2)A(N'-1) (k+1)L—1 kL—jL+L—1

Z Z Z <M9lw(rpm (elw)) Z s° [Pmdo-f—s_“do])

k=1 j=(k—A+1)v0 I[=kL s=kL—jL—L+1
N'+A=2 (k—=2)A(N'—1) (k+1)L—1 kL—jL+L—1
SN (Y o) (08 o)
k=1 j=(k—A+1)v0 l=kL s=kL—jL—L+1

N'4+A—2 /(k+1)L-1 (h=2)A(N'~1) KL—jL+L-1
$ ( S uezwmmwlw») YN s ]
k=1

I=kL j=(k—A+1)v0 s=kL—jL—L+1
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where s € [L + 1 SALE SO
N'-‘rA 2 k+1)L—1 3AL
Z < Z Lo, ))) ( Z w0 [undo+pmdo]>
k=1 l=kL u=L+1
N'+A—2 /(k+1)L—1
Z < Z Lot ))) (La—ndo—s-l + (AL>D+1pmdo) :

k=1 I=kL
where for the first term in the square bracket we have used that, for ¢ > 1, 3" n=¢ <
m~*! together with @ — kdy < —1, which is guaranteed by (H[10.3), whereas for the
second we have used that u° is increasing and the summation interval is bounded above
by 3AL.

We will leave ([p,aq) to the end.

For (I1), we consider L' < L and proceed as follows

N’ N’ kL—1 EL+L'—1 (k+1)L—1
Dol Zg 2128 =) = > pe | D, I =1 Y e Y P
k=1 k=1 i=(k—1)L I=kL I=kL+L/
N’ kL—1 kL+L'—1 kL—1 (k+1)L—1
<D | D) =1 D el ), =10 ) =1
k=1 i=(k—1)L I=kL i=(k—1)L I=kL+L'

and, denoting w’ = 0w,

N’ kL+L'—1
< Z 2 oty (Fpm (91("]))
k=1 I[=kL

N +A—2 kL—1 k’+1L 1
(m N (

NP YR VD Y

=(k—1)L I=kL+L'
N’ kL 1 (k+1)L—1 (

PINDINED IR

k=1i=(k—1)L l=kL+L'

-(IIrest) (Ijgood) (IIbad)-

The term ([Iest) will not be improved, whereas the term (I1y04) is approached just
like (Igo0a), as follows:

i . +—- -
W) (T 1T, (6-4) [c Y. ])

N’ (k+1)L—1 kL—1
IIgood Z Z Nﬁlw(rpm (61&1)) Z (l - Z>D [p do + (l ) Kdo]
k=1 I=kL+L’ i=(k—1)L

where, for each [ fixed, as ¢ runs, we have | — i € [L/ + 1,2L — 1], so

N’ k‘+lL 1 2L—1
<3 (5 i) (5wl o)
k=1 \Il=kL+L' u=L"+1

14The interval where s ranges has length 2L and it is translated by L when j moves one unit, therefore
the original and the new interval overlap by half, so eventual repetitions are more than compensated by
a factor of two.
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N’ (k+1)L—1
Z ( Z LLgte, ))) (L/D*ﬂdOJrl + LD+1pmdo> .

33

=1 l=kL

Now we combine (Ipaq) and (I7,q) and their domain of summation| to see that

(Toa) + ITat) S > > g ([c?‘j C?i“j]mrpm(giw))

1=0 [= 1+L+L’

— Nj Z iy ([ Cﬁi”]ﬁfpm(%))

=0 s=L+L'
AL N—1
< X D ([E20c ] ar,,0w).
s=L" i=0
Combining the bounds of (Igp0d4) and (I/ge0a), we conclude that
5N—1
R2 N L, A Z Lo, )) (L/Dfnd0+1 + (AL)D+1pmd0>
N’ kL-i—L’—l AL N-1 e ,
Y% 0+ 3, 3 ([€ 2002 2]or,, 00))
k=1 I=kL s=L' i=0

5.5. Estimating the error R®. Here we use (H6.1) to see that

RELNLA) = 3 N T (0 ora (T (60))

i=0 (=0v (i—AL)
N-1

< AL pu® 3 g, (90)),

i=0
which, noticing that AL < (AL)**!, reveals to be bounded above by R, (Nm, L, Ap,).

5.6. Controlling the total error. Put r = p,,* (w > 1) and L' = L* (0 < o < 1).
Then

N'—1 R
o (ZF;Z =n> — o (Z Z =n>
=0

< aL_IZPmpv—Qw—ch + mewn—ﬂ—dl
5N—1

+ Z me(rp (9lw)) (L/D*I{d0+1 + Lb+lpmd0_v(g+1)>
N:’ kL+L'—1 AL N—1 N |
+Z Z luelw (FP Z Z ,Ung <[ C gw:l A Fpm<ezw))’
k=1 [=kL s=L" i=0

where in the first line of the RHS accounts for both R! and R!.

I5Notice that the initial L'-strip of the first component of the original summation has already been singled
out inside (I[lyest)-
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Now we fine-tune parameters v € (0,dp) (A = p,,~") and w > 1 (r = p,,*). In the last
equation, we need the exponents accompanying p to be strictly positive. In particular,
we need

B+ d

w > v1,pv—2w—d; >0and dy—v(®+1)>0.

The space of solutions (w,v) € (1,90) x (0,dy) to those inequalities is non-empty triangle
2(5‘:}41 \/1)+d1
do/(0+1)

We will take double limits of the type limy_,o lim,, .o on the RHS equation . To
fist take lim,, ., we use that, by lemma ,
5N—1
Wlll_I)I(l}o Z pors (T, (0'w)) = 5t, P-a.s.

=0

if p > , which is guaranteed by (H10.2). Let’s fix any such solution (w,v).

and, by similar argumentﬂ,

N’ kL+L/~1
lim Z Z figiy (L, (0'w)) = tL!, P-as..
TR SkL

Finally, using hypothesis (H4.2) and noticing that d — kdy + 1 < 0 (by (H10.3))) and
a —1 < 0 (by design), we conclude that the RHS of equation under the double
limit lim;_, lim,,_e goes to 0. The same thing occurs if we adopt the double limits
lim, , lim,, .o, lim; o lim _ and lim, , lim . Therefore

(=)= (B 7 -)

5.7. Convergence of the leading term to the compound Poisson distribution.
It remains to show that (Z;V:IO_I Z;J = n) to CPDya, (0, (7).

lim lim =0, P-a.s..

L—00m o

Due to the independence and distributional properties of the Z}‘”s (see theorem :

N'—1 n
M ( Z Z;J:n> :Z Z 1_[ ,UJw(Z;):O) ’ Z H,U/w _nz
J=0 I=10<<..<jii<N'—-1 | je[0,N'—1] (n1,...,ny)eNL | i=1
\{ji5i=1=---7l} n1+...+nl=?z

N'—1

n l
< 1o [T iz - ~0Y 5 S [ mezs =n)
1=1"" jie[0,N'=1] (n1,....;my)eNL ; =1
i=1,...,0 ni+...+n;=n
( N'—1 n 1 l N'—1
(1+o(1 Huw =02 X H(Zﬂw(Zngni)>7

=1 (nl,...,nl)Elel 1=1 Jj=0
ni+...+n=n

16 Adapting the argument of lemma [3] item (III) to the new term, we see that the new P-expectation
is tL*1, but the variance lemma used therein, lemma [2] would need to be adapted as well, what we
omitted.
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where i) o(1) refers to a function g(w,m, L) so that limz . lim,, . |g(w, m, L)| = 0, P-
a.s.; ii) equality (x) included 1/I! to account for j;’s not being anymore increasing and used
that the error terms that come from different j;’s being equal are small, as one can see in
the case when two j; agree; and iii) equality (xx) uses that a product of sums distributes
as a sum of products.

We then notice that, by lemma [3]
N'—1

ngrgog j;) p(Z7 = n;) = tag Ay, P-as.

and
N1 N'—1
nggonl%ojno po(Z7 =0) ngrolcnil?ncl}oexp <§] In (1 — (25 = 1)))
N'—1
= 1 Tm — UJ 2 == —ten —d.D..
nglgo n%exp (;} po(Z7 = 1) + 0(1)) e P-as
Therefore

N'—1 I l
—_— ~ ta
lim Tm |, (2 7 :n) —e Yy TS T =0, s
Lo m—o0 Jj=0 =1 ’ (nl,...,nl)eNél 1=1

n1+...+nl:?L

< lim lim
L—0m o0

= 0, P-a.s.,

N'—1
He < Z Z;J = n) - CPDtO&l,(/\é)An)
=0

where the equivalence is because the former term is precisely the density of such a com-
pound Poisson distribution (see equation ([1)).

As a consequence, we can conclude the proof with

ﬁ MW(Z‘;;Z = 77,) - CPDtal,(Az)z({n})

m—00 ’

N

N'—1
. T w,N o 7w _
Jim T\, (2575 = n) = p (ZO Z¢ = n)‘
]:

L—o00om—o0

N'—1
4+ lim m e <Z Z;) = n) — CPDtoq,(/\z)z(n)
=0

= 0, P-a.s.
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6. PROOF OF THEOREM [3]

<...<ap<bp<1 and

By [29] theorem 4.2, it suffices to show that for any k=1, 0<a;<b; <.

Ny, ..., nip=0:
UJ,[%J w7l%J
M (E/Pm (om) ([ab bl)) =nNg,... 7YPm om) ([akv bk)) = nk)

“2% Q(N(lan, b)) = ma, o Nlag, b)) = ne), (22)

m—00

where N : (X, 27,Q) — M with N,Q = CPPP,,, (), complies with definition .
= 2 and that, when needed, fractions

To simplify the presentation, we consider k =
divided by fi(I',,) or L already make an integer.

Write, for ¢ = 1, 2,

aqt byt (b, — ag)t N,
A, = ——2 B, = —2 N, = +L—-—% N ==
! M(Fpm> ! /’L(Fpm) 1 M(Fl)m) 1 L .
N— .t N = N
So the left side of equation becomes
Bi—1 By—1
uw<2 7™ =mny, Z If’m=n2>
i=Ay i=Ag
1A1+ ]+1)L 1 *1 A2+ j+1 —1
<Z Z If’ —nl,Z 2 I:)’m:ng).
=0 i=A1+jL 7=0 i=Ax+jL
w,l w,2

1}, the family of random variables

With Z = {(¢,j) : ¢ = 1,2,j = 0,..., N, —
)(g.j)er is mimicked by an independency (Z;”q)(qd)ez, (Zf’q)(w)ez 1 (Z;”q)(q,j)ez,

J
w,q ~UJ,(] s
Z7% ~ 70, for (q,7) € T,
In analogy to the approximation theorem, we then want to bound
Nj-1 Nj—1 Nj-1 Nj—1
uw( Z Z;J’l = nq, Z Z;-J’z = n2> — uw< 2 Z;”l =ny, Z Z;-J’2 = n2> . (23)
3=0 j=0 j=0 =0

Denote W;” a=3" i—a Zw’q and similarly without ~’s.

Then
w,1 w,2 o
— VV0 Ni—1 = T, T/VOJ%_1 = Ny

I;[rwl ”70.12
eq' S o 0,N]—1 = ny, 0,N}—1 = N2
W =ni, W

w,1 w,2
T M Wo,N{q =1, WoNg—1 =2 ) = o (W v

= (8)+ (V).
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We consider (A) first. Repeating the telescoping argument in the proof of theorem ,
we have

Ni—1 w,1 _ w,2 _
(WDJ 1 W] N/ 1~ nl, WO,Né—l — nQ)
(8) < ) (W + we! W2, = ny)
jor o (Wo jHLNI—1 = L Wo nr g = T2
Ni—1 p w,1 w,2
S L | e
=~ 0,j—1 — o w,1 w,1 w,2 o
j=0 1=0 o257+ WHLN{A U3 Z’WO,Né—l = n1)
N{—1 py wl o w,1 w,1
Z Z Z - 9 W7+1 N’/ -1 q u, WO,N’ 1 n2)
w, 1 w,1 w,1 o
=0 ¢=0u=0 — o Z = u)p (Wg+1 N-1 =47 WO,Né—l = ny)

One has to single out u = 0 from u € [1,¢q]. We focus on the principal part u € [1, ¢],
which can be bounded by the sum of the following three terms (note the unusual order).

GE G| e (Zwl =4 I/Vw+11 N1 =4 u WSJJ\lf’ )
(A)2< ZZZ Zwl_ le o le )
j=0 g=1u=1 ,U/w( u, J+AN{—-1 - U, 0,Nj—1 n2>
N/ —1 w,l w,1 o _
(&) < \ max Zq: Hol 25 = 0 Wiia g =4 = Wo. N/ 1= n2)
= w,1 w,1 wl )
j=0 geltml] i _“w(zj = u)p (W +AN] -1 = Wo Ny—1 = n2)
Ni—-1 n w,1 w,1
s Z 22 pa(Z57 _“)“w(Wj+AN' 1—‘1 u, Wo vy -1 = n2)
’\’ w,1 w,1 wl .
j=0 g=1u=1 — o Z - U)MW(VVJHN’—l =q—u,W 0,N,—1 — n2)

The bound of (A); can be handled pretty much as in the proof of theorem [2| Minor
modifications are needed and we discuss them now. Notice that the first term inside
absolute value in (A); can written as

]1 A+'+1L1wm :[L B 1 w,m 1 B 1 ,0,m
“‘U( (SO pem oy P L T =g (S0 1 =)

and, with w’ = 04175,
- (]l{zf e L g L m—nz})

_ AL

where the last step is because
AQ_Al_jL>A2_A1_(N{_1)L>A2_A1_(Bl_A1):Ag_Bl EAL,

with the latter inequality following from being AL € [1,(Ay — By)/L] after choosing
A = p,, Y, for some v € (0,dp) and considering m large enough (dependent on L) so that
the first inequality below holds.
(CL2 — bl)t < L_l (CLQ — bl)t _ A2 — Bl

Cpmd() N ﬂ(Fpm) L ‘

pm—v < L—l
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With the positive separation AL, we can follow the treatment of Rim(N ,L,A) in
section : a) the function not composed with the dynamics should be given a Lipschitz
approximation (and it is the same function that appeared before), b) the function com-
posed with the dynamics is more complicated, but we only care about its sup norm, which
is 1 anyway, ¢) quenched decay of correlations can be applied again, proceeding just as
before.

To control the singled out term u = 0 one repeats the strategy in the proof of theorem
[ with what we did above to control the principal part. Using the notation from the proof
of theorem [4] errors with ~’s will appear, only the first of which still matters at the end
(the others are dominated by the respective errors without ~’s). We omit this part.

The bound of (A)s, just like in the proof of theorem , is estimated from above by

Ni-1
w,1 w,1
Z max Z“w (Z" = w Wi jeass = LW,y = na),
s qeln1 —
Ni—1
< D (27 2 LW a2 ),
7=0

which is pretty much identical to R, (N, L, A) and can be controlled just like we did in
section 0.4

We also omit the discussion of (A)s, which should be treated analogously.

So the error terms associated with (A) end up being treated just like the errors already
controlled in the proof of theorem

Now we consider (V). Repeating the telescopic argument once more, we have

(V) < NéZl (Ww]\lf' 1 nl’WOJ L+ W N’ )
~ , 2

j=0 (WwN’ 1 an ?+ ij+1 Ny—1 = ny)
N,—1 7

< 22: i (W‘”Q — 1) (WSUN' 1 nl,WwN, == 1)
]=0 =0 ! _Mw(WS)N/ 1 nl, Zw + W+1 N/ 1 == n2)

< Nili MW(WON/ ! nl’ZMJFWHN' L =4

== wl 2
j=0 ¢=0 _“w(WON'A - nl,Z“’ + W+1 Nj—1 = Q)
R 2 2

2 2 ,

S Z Z Z "uw Zw =U, ij-i-l Nj—1" q_u) - IUW(Z;J = ) (W;j_l Nj—1— q_u)‘ .

7=0 ¢=0u=0

The latter expression is essentially the same of that encountered at the end of the
telescopic argument in the proof of theorem [ Therefore it can be bounded in the same
manner, with errors R, R, R? and R?, which can then be controlled just as in the proof
of theorem 2

Finally, using independency and section [5.7] the leading term appearing on the second
part of equation [23| converges, as desired, to

OPD (bi—a1)tat,(Ae)e ( ) CP-D (ba— az)toq,()\g)[(,n@)
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7. APPLICATION: RANDOM PIECEWISE EXPANDING ONE-DIMENSIONAL SYSTEMS

We consider a class of random piecewise expanding one-dimensional systems
(0,P,T,, i, I') prescribed by the following conditions. Elements in this class immedi-
ately comprise a system as in the general setup of section and will check that they
also comprise a system as in the working setup of section (i.e., satisfying hypotheses
(D))

C 1. Consider finitely many maps of the unit interval (or circle), T, : M — M, for
ve{0,...,u—1}. For ease of exposition, say that w = 2. They carry a family of open
intervals A, = (i), (I, < ) so that M\\J™ , ¢, is finite and T,lc,, is surjective and
C?-differentiable with
1 < dpw < nf{|T)(2)|:2eiv=1,...,0,i=0,...,u—1},
sup{|T.," (z)| :z € Giyv=1,...,1,,i =0,...,u —1} < Cpax < 0.

For n > 1, let AY = \/;:(} (T9)'Axw)- For n = 0, we adopt the convention Af =
{(0,1)} (Vw € Q). Write A} = [Jeeaw ¢ (co-finite) and, for x € A7, denote by Aj(x)
the element of A“ containing z. In particular, + € AY implies that x is a point of
differentiability for 77.

C2. Let Q = {0,1}%. Set T, := Tyy(w), where mj(w) = w; (j € Z). Consider 6 : Q — Q to
be the bilateral shift map.

C3. Consider P € Pp(2) an equilibrium state associated to a Lipschitz potential. Usual
wnstances are Bernoullt and Markov measures.

C4. Consider T'(w) = {z(w)} (we Q), where z : Q — M is a random variable taking
values either xo or xy (possibly coincident) in the form x(w) = Tryw), with {zo,x1}
Noco Moy A E| (which needs to be a non-empty set).

Moreover, for each w € ), with the minimal period
m(w) == min{m > 1: T"@z(w) = 2(0™“w)} € No; U {o0},
one defines the number of finite-periods occurring along the w fiber (K(w) € Nyg u {0})
and the associated sequence of such periods ((m; (w))f:((‘)”)fl < Ny ), using the conventions
m_1(w) :=0 and max & := 0, letting

mo(w) := m(w) € N>y
my(w) 1= m(gm0@w) € N3,
Kw):=max< k> 1: mo(w) := m(gm@+mo@)y) eNs; p eNyyu {0}

My_1(w) := m(fm—2@+F+mo(@),)e Ny,

In particular, writing M;(w) == 37—t my(w) for 1 < j < K(w) (with My(w) :=0), one
has:

mo(w) li(é")) 77;/[2(:«1))
r(w) — z(AM @) e, (M) ) 2T, (gMs@ly)

"The intersection (1,2, A¥ is a co-countable set (Vw € Q).



40 LUCAS AMORIM, NICOLAT HAYDN, AND SANDRO VAIENTI

We conclude ( assuming that the target satisfies the dynamical condition that
sup{m;(w) 1weQ,j=0,..., K(w) =1} =: My < o,
where the convention sup & := 0 is adopted.

C5. Consider that there existsr > 0, K,Q > 1 and € (0,1] so that p,, = h,, Leb forms a
quasi-invariant family satisfying: i) (w, ) — hy(x) is measurable, ii) K™ < hy|p, (s(w)) <
K a.s., and iii) hy|p, (z(w)) € Holg(M) with Hz(hy|B, (s(w))) @.s.. See remark @

The following result says that theorem [2| applies to systems in the class ( and,
in particular, they have quenched limit entry distributions in the compound Poisson class
with the needed statistical quantities presented explicitly.

Theorem 5. Let (0,P, T, u.,, ') be a system satisfying conditions ((1-(5). Then the
hypotheses of theorem [J are satisfied with

hy (2 (w)) JTM O o)) = (T @) |, i< Kw)
v IS P
Qp = 9 ho(z(w)) JTY ) (2(w)) - Cif 0= K(w) + 1 dP(w).
S - |
0 Lif 0= K(w) +2

\

The quantities oy comply with (f@ and theorem (1], allowing for Ay = (cy — 1)/ to
hold.

In particular: ¥t>0,Y(pm)m=1\0 with > _, pm?<o0 (for some 0<q<1) one has
Uw(Zw7[t/ﬂ(Fpm)J =n) s CPDtah(/\z)z(n) (¥n = 0),

Com m—o0
and
w, |t/ (T o P-a.s. .
YFPS/M(Fp )J*Mw m—%:) CPPPtal,(M)e m P(Dﬁ) (24)

We will prove the theorem after a few remarks on relevant subclasses within ((1-CJ5))
and examples.

Remark 5. When the maps T, are piecewise expanding linear maps, they preserve Lebesgue
and conditions (([1)-((3), () are immediately satisfied.

To illustrate condition ((4)), or, better said, condition M < o0, we can look at deter-
ministic targets z(w) = x. Two noticeable cases occur:
i) Pure periodic points x: when there is some m, = my(z) > 1 so that z is
(minimally) fixed by any concatenations of m, maps in (7,)"Z5. In this case,
m(w) = my, K(w) = 00, m;(w) = m, and My = m,.

It is convenient to represent these types of examples with diagrams (that can
neglect topological information), where the deterministic target z is highlighted
with a green ball, each arrow indicates how each map T, acts, blue cycles indicate
cycles that avoid the target, purple paths indicate paths between the blue cycles
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and the target and yellow cycles indicate cycles that include the target (but are

not obtained composing blue cycles with purple paths).

To
Yo T°
/j ‘: ~\
'K_/.
AT

% QeI e
\Jj
T

FIGURE 2. (b) Pure

FIGURE 1. (a) Pure
two-periodic diagram.

one-periodic diagram.

Considering remark , we can easily present explicit examples of systems com-
plying with cases (a) and (b) above. In both examples, z(w) = 1/2 and all maps
> 1 and

preserve Lebesgue. Constructions of this kind are possible for any m.

u = 1.

FIGURE 3. (a) A pure FIGURE 4. (b) A pure
one-periodic systemﬁ two-periodic system.

i) Pure aperiodic points z: when x is not fixed by any finite concatenation of maps
in (T,)“Z5. In this case, m(w) = 0, K(w) = 0 and My = 0.
Here are some compatible diagrams in this case:
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;
5

L R
L 2ad
T ?To ?.., T. T‘
T T LI % M _~)
@)= = (0) = o' O )
AR 2 O,
T
Ta T Ta Ta AL AN “Ta
TELL L DD A
Te \-ﬂ. [N
Yo

FIGURE 5. Some pure aperiodic diagrams.

Explicit examples realizing these structures (or exhibiting these sorts of behav-
iors) can be tricky to constructlr_gl, especially when the diagram is infinite and one

has to control the behavior of infinitely many iterates of the System@ Notice,

however, that, once the maps are fixed, the set of pure aperiodic z’s is generic,
because it is given by

M\ U Fix(T, ,o...0T,),

Vp—1
p=1 (vo,...,vp—1)€{0,...,u—1}P

which is co-countable.

For a finite diagram such as the last one in the first row, we can consider the
following explicit example:

FIGURE 6. A pure aperiodic system.

19We are not claiming that every (possible) diagram compatible with (i) can be realized by examples in
the class (

20In this direction, beta maps with irrational translation and rational (random) targets were studied in
[4]. They do not fit exactly in the class ( because they do not have subjective branches. However,
they can be dealt with here by considering their action on S* rather than on [0, 1]. See remark
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iii) Hybrid. This is the general case. They can combine the behavior in (i) and (ii)
while still verifying Mp < co. Here are some possible diagrams in this case:

pul o AL T
R A\ A 9)
v oS 6o LG wCe_roT
= * To To To
T
'\" TA B T° 'r‘ T
T G.Q—P—» ‘\‘,C e —»s=b T G.Q—» 3
) To T T Q} AT A T T TN ) A
o o\,

FIGURE 7. Some hybrid diagrams

For a finite diagram such as the last one in the first row, we can consider the
following explicit example:

FIGURE 8. A hybrid system.

iv) Non-examples. Here are some diagrams which do not satisfy Mpr < co.
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T.C O I | J Ve
T T A SO 2tmg A
() ._\, - Al a7
T &',
To
T Ta
SENAT.
T‘C 0 -T—:o?\ 1" C@) Q [}
To
To To

FIGURE 9. Some non-examples diagrams.

Notice that whenever a purple path occurs arbitrarily large periods can be
formed. But this can occur without purple paths as well, as in the first diagram.
Moreover, this can occur both with infinite diagrams (the first two) and with finite
diagrams (the last two).

Remark 6. It is not being claimed that systems as in (i) are not covered by the theory
presented in theorem @ It is just being said that systems as in (iv) are not treated with
the techniques used in this section (to calculate underlying ay’s).

Proof of theorem [J Tt is enough to check that conditions (—( imply the hypotheses
(HI}H7, HOMHIO) of section [2.4]
Here we check just (HO) and the rest are left for the reader (who should choose
— +7
BR(y?n) = (O7 1)70 = 07627 Coﬁ) = @7d07d1 = 17 K€ IR>17p € IR>1>'

We start calculating ay’s. Consider ¢ = 1 and w € 2 (eventually taken in a set of full
measure).

Consider

L = Mg,\K(w)(w). (25)

Then take pg(w, L) = po(mo(w), ..., 7 (w)) small enough so that p < po(w, L) implies

T,By(z(w)) N By(x(0'w)) = @, Vi € [1, LI\ {Mg(w) : k € [1, K (w)]}, (26)

which can be guaranteed noticing that

a) returns occur precisely in the instants { My (w) : k € [1, K(w)]} and not in between
(by minimality),
b) T is continuous on x(w) (Vi > 1), a.s., because, by ((4), one has

z(w) € {9, x1} < ﬂAj’ c A, as.
=1
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Because of the previous constraint, one could have started with L’s of the form L =
My, Ak (w)(w), qr = £ (so still satisfying equation (25])), in the sense that other choices of

L are superfluous from the viewpoint of the quantity we will study, Z;J;L. Then one could
restrict po(w, L) further so that p < po(w, L) implies:

My ("Mk’ w“)

—— ,
M (w)—M; (w) Bp<l’(0Mk/(w)w)) - Ang(w)w )M () (J](QMk(w)w)) ’\V/k R ke [0, qr, N K(LLJ)]

oM (), MqL/\K(w) k'/ < k ’
(27)
which can be guaranteed noticing that
Mkfk/ (GMk;/<w)w> M ’(w) M ,(9Mk’<“’)w) M /(w) M, (UJ) .
a) Tt x(0Mw W) = x(67 -+ 0V Ww) = (0" “w), with the

. (B ~o0 oMj (@) oM (w)
cC v w
later in {zg, 2} N, A ANy, @)~ My ()

M elbfk/(w) ) . .
b) TGMIZT('C;)( “) is continuous at z(0Mx(“w), because, again by (, one has
w
M ng,(w)
LE(@ k/(W)CU) € .A o (;JMIC/(OJ)Q)).

The point with condition is to say that, p is so small that, starting from any
pre-intermediary time My (w) and going to any post-intermediary step My (w), the initial
p-sized ball grows under iteration up to time My (w) but still fitting inside a partition
domain (thus an injectivity domain) of the map evolving from time My (w) until the end,
Mg, nk(w)- In particular, the image balls won’t break injectivity (or wrap around). Most
importantly, it is implied that for any z € B,(z(w)):

(1) Bt (- T @)

qr, A K(w)

is a binary sequence starting with a batch of 1’s followed by a (possibly degenerate) batch
of 0’s (e.g. 11100, 1111 or 10000).

Then, for w, L and p as above, one has:

& (L, p)po(Tp(w)) = po(Zgl ™ = 0= 1,157 = 1)

&, 3 [0 > 0= 1,157 =1

je{My (w):ke[1,qr AK (w)]}

o (I8 = LI = Lo I = 1) i 0= 1 < K(w)
0 , otherwise

Y

0 , otherwise
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pMe-1(w) 3 TMeW =1 (gMe(w)
N(Fp)

a(I
M( 1%) (eMi—l(w)w))
, if 0= K(w) + 1,
Ll > K(w) + 2

0
Notice that
Ll ((TQJ)\@A(w))—lrp(gMeA(w)w)) B Leb (h 1 7M@) 1p P (M) )>
a(r,) i Leb(h 11, (w)) dP(w)
[l >>+0<e>] Leb ((72") 1B, (w(0"w))
a $olhe ) + O(€)]Leb(B,(2(w)))dP(w)
[P (z(w)) + O(e )][(JTM@ (z(w))) ™ +0(6)] Leb (B,(x(0M“w)))
- Solhu(z(w)) + O(e)JLeb(B,(z(w)))dP(w)
e (L;)Eo((r)gd)m) (T a)) ™ + 000) 28)
< pr(w,e) <7 (see

~ Johe

where, given € > 0 (for w and L chosen as above), we've considered p
< L E):

(C5)) 7Wlth p1(w, €) small enough so that for any p < p;(w, €)
he(2) = ho(z(w)) + O(e), Vz e B,(z(w))

1 0(e), ¥z e B,(z(w)).

and
(JTY (2) ™ = (JTY (2(w)))

We can write
)" A (¢/H; ([JTiW(w)]_l|Br(x(w))>)1/ﬂ Al

P1 (wa 6)
We can use (C[l]) (finitely many maps and uniformly bounded second derivatives), (Cf)
(uniformly bounded finite-periods) and ((5|) (uniform Holder constants for the densities)
i : ,L>1L, :=/(Mr

to pass to controls that are uniform on w and then integrate: for any e > 0, L > L

= (¢/Hp(hwB, (x(w)

and
p < pil(Ly€) = ( min | p1(vo, .., vr) A essinf pi(w, €) € (0,1],
St
one has
(,V((LJ)) = . )
hw(I(UJ)) + O(E) |:<JT“J)\Jp71(L~)( (w)))7 + 0(6) _ (JTS/Q(W)(J?(CU))>7 — O(e):| Jif < K(w)
. hy(z(w)) + O(e)dP(w)
hy(z(w)) + O(e) [(!]Tyz—l(w)(w(w)))71 4 O(E):| if £ = K(w) + 1 dP(w),
Lif 6> K(w) + 2

hy(z(w)) + O(e)dP(w)



COMPOUND POISSON DISTRIBUTIONS FOR RANDOM DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS 47

then taking iterated limits of the type lim, limy, Ep one finds that

hofa()) e o) (1 )] e < Ko
(T | (2 aton) ™ = () it e < K
= | )@l e ge,) T o= Kw) 1 TP
Q L B (x(w))dP(w) [( ) } ’
0 iF 0> K(w) + 2

(29)
The following diagram helps one to visualize how the integrand in equation , with

the factor Shh?:v(f% suppressed, changes
QW

a) for w’s with varying amounts of periodicity (read the different lines),
b) as ¢ grows (read the different columns).

(=1 (=2 (=3
1—1/JT0 ) 1—1/JT0)
K(w)=o: [1- 1/{]1—;1}?“&()((41)(:E(w))7 / _ (g;ﬂ)o(w)w(x<w))7 / 0m0<W>+m;](w()ww)(x(w)) L
JT7 (@(w)) T (@(w) I T ) (2(w))
K(w)=0:( 1 : 0 : 0 ,0)
Kw)=1:[1-=1/JTm® — L 0 0.
(w) / (:c(w)), JT:]nO(w) (x(w)) ?
1—1/J7m™ ) -
K(w) =2 117729 (a(w)), L= Y Lgmaion () L 5 0
JT) (z(w)) JTL”O(“’)(x(w))JTgmlo(w)w(x(w))

(30)

Having found that ay’s exist and have explicit representation, it remains to check that
a; > 0and >)°, Py < .

It holds that ay > 0 because the quantity found in the first column of diagram (30)) is
bounded below by 1 — 1/dy;, > 0.
—1

Moreover, considering the integrand of equation (29)), we see that ay is at most (V/dmm) 1,
therefore

0 0
Z Pay < Z O (Vi)™ < 00,
=1 =1

since dy, > 1.

This concludes that conditions ((1))-(CH4]) imply the hypotheses of theorem [2f and that
the associated ay’s satisfy (H@ and the hypotheses of theorem

Let us finally notice that in this case, where dy,dy,n,8 = 1 and p = oo (i.e., can
be taken arbitrarily large), ¢(do,d1,n, 5,p), reduces to 1. This is because the system of
inequalities appearing at end of proof of lemma [2 reduces to only two (1 > « and w > 2
for (o, w) € (0,1) x (1,%0)) which admit a solution that opens a margin of (at least) 1 in
both equations. [ |
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Remark 7. As it comes to M = [0,1], the use of surjective branches in (({1]) was to
facilitate as much as possible the presentation of covers and cylinders in (I@ below. But
these can be still presented without surjective branches. For example, one could present
them for the beta maps Ty(x) = 1/2 4 2z (mod 1) and Ti(x) = 1/2+ 3z (mod 1). On the
other hand, to have the type of decay against Lipschitz test functions we will be after in
([—@, the interval maps ought to have subjective branches (otherwise the good functional
space becomes bounded variation instead of Lipschitz), which is not the case of the previous
beta maps. In this situation, one has to resort to seeing these beta maps as acting smoothly
in M = S, and cylinders will not anymore mark regions of continuity/differentiability,
but will still mark injective regions.

Remark 8. Condition (({5]) was included to make transparent what is really used in the
argument above. But one should be aware that conditions (—C@ suffice to conclude that
densities are a.s. bounded away from 0 and oo and a.s. admit a uniform Holder constant
(on the entire manifold M ). See [37] Example 21. This is stronger than ((3), which then
can, technically, be omitted from the list of conditions.

Now we concentrate on analyzing the these conclusions of theorem 5| refine (or how
ay’s in equation simplify) when additional conditions are considered.

Corollary 1. Consider the assumptions of theorem@ and assume further that K(w) =0
a.s..

Then

0, if =2

and CPD in the limit theorem boils down to a standard Poisson.

Proof. Immediate. ]

Corollary 2. Consider the assumptions of theorem [3 and assume further that P is
Bernoulli, K (w) = o a.s. and

(@) L (T2 (@0 w)) P

Then

oy = (D —1)D7*, with D' := f [T g (w)] dP(w),
Q
and the CPD in the limit theorem boils down to a Polya-Aeppli (or geometric) one.

Proof. Notice that K (w) = o a.s. and the independence of h,(z(w)) from the rest implies
—2 “ o —1 “ .
f |77 (@ (@) | dP(w) - f 1]/ (@@ @] dp),
j=0 Jj=0

21This occurs when, for example, when h,, = 1 a.s., or much more generally, when h,, depends only on
the past entries of w (see, e.g., [32] prop. 1.2.3 and [30] prop. 3.3.2).
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then, after we make the point in I) that <w — JT ;};ﬁw(m(ﬁMﬂ'(“)w)» _is independent
under P, we will find that ’

=2 -1 1
a=]] f [T (0" @) dBw) [ ] f |70 (0| dp(w),

Jj=

which, we will argue in II), equals

=[] || Pres) o) =[] )] ap) = 0= 00~

where D! := SQ[JTLTO(w)x(w)]*ldIP’(w), as desired.
Let us make the points that are missing.
I) Notice first that

P(mo(w) = ig, mi(w) = i1) = P(mo(w) = ig, me(0°w) = i) = P(Lper;, () Lo—io Peril(l"))
= P(Lper,, () P(Lg=io per;, () = P(mo(w) = io)P(mo(w) = 1),

where the first equality in the second line is because (7;)’s are independent under P and
the indicator functions can be expressed in terms of disjoint blocks of (m;)’s, namely

Oy -« vy Mig—1 and T, ..., Tig1i—1- On the other hand
P(m(w) = 1) ZP mo(w) = ig, m1(w) = 41)
— 211» mo(w) = i0)P(mo(w) = i1) = P(mo(w) = i).

So combining the two previous chains of equality, we find that my and m; are independent,
ie., mg L my.

Once again, since (7;); is an independency under P, whenever two random variables
X and Y can be expressed as X = ¢ o (m,...,m,—1) and Y = o (W, ..., Tigris—1),
then X 1 Y. Similarly for 7w instead of w. This is the case for (JT'(x(:)), Lng()=io) L

(JT;}O ($ o Qio(,))’ 1m1(~):i1)-
Therefore
P({w -[JTW( (w >>]‘ - 0. [T T3 (el NI =0})
=P ({w: TR @@)] T = o [T (@ w)] T = bmow) = o, mo(8w) = i |)

w0

— ZZ [IP’ ({w : [JT:'j’(.z'(cu))]_1 = a,mo(w) = 1o )IP> { [JT2 (= (giow))]—l — b, mo(67w) — %1})]

_ lZP({w [T ()] = @y mo(w m} 1 [ w [JT ()] = b mo(w) = 11}>]
—P ({ [T (2w a} IP [T (2(w))] ™ = b})

On the other hand
P ({u: [T, @) " = o))
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({w: [T @@)] ™ = 0, [ITpas) (@@ )] = b})

gmo(w)

P
= ZIF’ <{w ; [JTL”O(“)(x(w))]fl = a}) P <{w : [JTL"O(W)(x(w))]fl = b})
—P ({w [T (@(w))] T = b}) .

So combining the two previous chains of equality, we find that

JT™ O (z()) L JTO) (w(6m™00))),

as desired.
IT) Notice that

[ L) et e - S0 ({8 o) — )
. b

= Y0P ({w s [JTo@ @w)] ™ = b}) = f (I g (w)] ™ dB(w),

Q
where we have used the last equality in I). [ |
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