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Rates for maps and flows in a deterministic

multidimensional weak invariance principle

Nicolò Paviato∗

June 11, 2024

Abstract

We present the first rates of convergence to an N -dimensional Brownian motion

when N ≥ 2 for discrete and continuous time dynamical systems. Additionally, we

provide the first rates for continuous time in any dimension. Our results hold for

nonuniformly hyperbolic and expanding systems, such as Axiom A flows, suspensions

over a Young tower with exponential tails, and some classes of intermittent solenoids.

1 Introduction

The study of statistical laws for dynamical systems is a widely explored area that attracted
the attention of a rich research community, starting from the work of Bowen, Ruelle
and Sinai in the 1970s. This paper provides quantitative estimates on the number of
iterations of a hyperbolic/expanding1 system to accurately approximate Brownian motion.
In particular, we focus on the rates of convergence for a deterministic version of the
classical functional central limit theorem of Donsker [15]. In the following, we will refer
to this as the weak invariance principle (WIP). Such a result was proved for numerous
nonuniformly hyperbolic maps in [20] and for uniformly hyperbolic flows in [14]. More
recent developments in this direction for a nonuniformly hyperbolic setting are [6, 18, 30,
33, 34].

A natural consequence of the WIP is the central limit theorem, where the rates of
convergence are commonly referred to as Berry-Esseen estimates. Sharp results in this
direction for uniformly and nonuniformly hyperbolic diffeomorphisms were found respec-
tively in [10] and [19]. In the continuous time literature, [37] was the first to provide
Berry-Esseen estimates; these are of the order of O(n−1/4+ε), ε > 0, in the Prokhorov
metric for a billiard flow with finite horizon.

For the WIP, Antoniou and Melbourne [3] proved a convergence rate of O(n−1/4+δ) in
the Prokhorov metric for nonuniformly hyperbolic maps, while Liu and Wang [26] proved
the same rate in the q-Wasserstein metric for q > 1. Here, δ > 0 depends on the degree
of nonuniformity and it gets smaller for greater q; it can be chosen arbitrarily small if the
system has exponential tails. The methods of [3, 26] are based on a generalisation [22] of
the martingale-coboundary decomposition technique of Gordin [17], which allows to apply
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a martingale version of the Skorokhod embedding theorem. It is known [7, 38] that such
a method cannot yield better rates than O(n−1/4). It is important to mention that [3]
and [26] deal exclusively with discrete time systems and real-valued observables and, to
our knowledge, the literature does not have any further results on this topic. This paper
is the first one that gives rates of convergence in N dimension for N ≥ 2; furthermore, it
is the first work that addresses flows in this context.

When N = 1, we get a rate of O(n−1/4(logn)3/4) in Prokhorov for uniformly hyperbolic
maps and flows, improving the one of [3] in discrete time. For nonuniformly hyperbolic
flows, we recover the same rate that [3] proved for maps. For N ≥ 2, we are able to
achieve a rate of O(n−1/6+δ) in the 1-Wasserstein metric independently of the dimension.

To illustrate how the nonuniformity affects the rates, we consider the LSV map studied
in [27]. For γ > 0 we define T : [0, 1] → [0, 1] as

Tx =

{
x(1 + 2γxγ) x ∈ [0, 1/2)

2x− 1 x ∈ [1/2, 1].

This system is a type of Pomeau-Maneville intermittent map [36] and when γ ∈ (0, 1)
there is a unique ergodic invariant probability measure that is absolutely continuous to
Lebesgue measure. The WIP holds for Hölder observables v : [0, 1] → R

d if γ ∈ (0, 1
2
).

A first example of a nonuniformly expanding flow is obtained as a suspension of the
map T with a Hölder continuous roof function. The WIP is also valid on the suspension
by [21, 32, 34]. When N = 1, we obtain for both map and flow the rates in Prokhorov of

O(n− 1
4
(1−2γ)−ε) for γ ∈ (0, 1

2
) and ε > 0, similarly to [3]. If N ≥ 2, we get in 1-Wasserstein

O(n− 1
6
+ε) for γ ∈ (0, 1

3
), and O(n− 1

4
(1−2γ)−ε(log n)−

1
2
(1−2γ)−ε) if γ ∈ [1

3
, 1
2
).

Our proofs utilize results from general martingale theory [12, 13, 24]. To apply the
latter to discrete time dynamical systems, we follow the same strategy of [3, 26] and rely
on an advanced adaptation [22] of the martingale-coboundary decomposition introduced
by Gordin [17]. We proceed similarly in the flow case, where first we generalise [22] to
continuous time; this original work is found in Section 4.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents our main
results for flows and maps. In Section 3, we recall some techniques from [22] and prove
the rates for maps. Section 4 presents two new decompositions for regular observables
with estimates in continuous time, extending the work of [22]. In Section 5, we use the new
estimates from Section 4 to prove the rates for semiflows. Finally, Section 6 shows that
our rates for (non invertible) expanding systems are still valid for a family of (invertible)
nonuniformly hyperbolic flows that satisfy an exponential contraction along stable leaves.
Apart from Section 6, this work can be found in the author’s PhD thesis [35], completed
at the University of Warwick (UK) under the supervision of Prof. Ian Melbourne.

Notation. We write interchangeably an = O(bn) or an ≪ bn for two sequences an, bn ≥ 0,
if there exists a constant C > 0 and an integer n0 ≥ 0 such that an ≤ Cbn for all n ≥ n0.
For x ∈ R

m and J ∈ R
m×n, we write |x| = (

∑m
i=1 x

2
i )

1/2 and |J | = (
∑m

i=1

∑n
j=1 J

2
i,j)

1/2.

2 Setup and main results

We introduce here the metrics used to describe the rates in the WIP, and the class of dy-
namical systems under consideration. This section presents our new rates of convergence
in discrete and continuous time.
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2.1 Metrics for probability measures

Let (S, dS) be a separable metric space with Borel σ-algebra B, and denote with M1(S)
the set of Borel probability measures on S. The following definitions are taken from [16].
Let µ, ν ∈ M1(S).

1-Wasserstein (or Kantorovich) metric

W(µ, ν) = supf∈Lip1

∣∣∫
S
f dµ−

∫
S
f dν

∣∣,

where Lip1 = {f : S → R : |f(x)− f(y)| ≤ dS(x, y) for all x, y ∈ S}.

Prokhorov (or Lévy-Prokhorov) metric

Π(µ, ν) = inf{ε > 0 : µ(B) ≤ ν(Bε) + ε for all B ∈ B},

where Bε =
⋃

x∈B{y ∈ S : dS(x, y) < ε}.

If X and Y are S-valued random elements with respectively laws µ and ν, we write
Π(X, Y ) = Π(µ, ν) and W(X, Y ) = W(µ, ν). Denoting with Xn →w X the weak conver-
gence of the sequence of laws of (Xn)n≥1 to the law of X, we have that W(Xn, X) → 0
implies Xn →w X. The distance Π metrizes weak convergence on M1(S) and the same
is true for W under the extra assumption diam(S) <∞.

We recall that Π(X, Y ) ≤
√

W(X, Y ) (see [16, Theorem 2]) and that, if X and Y
are defined on a common probability space, then Π(X, Y ) ≤ |dS(X, Y )|∞. This estimate
follows from the definition of Π, noting that P(dS(X, Y ) > ε) ≤ ε for some ε > 0 implies
that Π(X, Y ) ≤ ε.

2.2 Nonuniformly expanding maps

Let (X, d) be a bounded metric space with a Borel probability measure ρ and suppose
that T : X → X is a nonsingular map (ρ(T−1E) = 0 if and only if ρ(E) = 0 for all Borel
sets E ⊂ X). Assume that ρ is ergodic.

We suppose that there exists a measurable Y ⊂ X with ρ(Y ) > 0 and {Yj}j≥1 an at
most countable measurable partition of Y . Let τ : Y → Z

+ be an integrable function with
constant values τj ≥ 1 on partition elements Yj. We assume that T τ(y)y ∈ Y for all y ∈ Y
and define F : Y → Y as Fy = T τ(y)y.

The dynamical system (X, T, ρ) is said to be a nonuniformly expanding map if there
are constants λ > 1, η ∈ (0, 1], C ≥ 1, such that for each j ≥ 1 and x, y ∈ Yj ,

(a) F |Yj
: Yj → Y is a measure-theoretic bijection;

(b) d(Fx, Fy) ≥ λd(x, y);

(c) d(T ℓx, T ℓy) ≤ Cd(Fx, Fy) for all 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ τj − 1;

(d) ζ = dρ|Y /(dρ|Y ◦ F ) satisfies | log ζ(x)− log ζ(y)| ≤ Cd(Fx, Fy)η.
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We say that T is nonuniformly expanding of order p ∈ [1,∞] if the return time τ lies
in Lp(Y ). A map F satisfying (a), (b), and (d) is a (full-branched) Gibbs-Markov map
as in [1]. It is standard that there exists a unique ρ-absolutely continuous ergodic (and
mixing) T -invariant probability measure µX on X (see for example [43, Theorem 1]).

The LSV map mentioned in the introduction is an example of nonuniformly expanding
map of order p for every p ∈ [1, 1/γ) (see [2, Subsection 2.5.2]).

Definition 2.1 (Hölder functions). Let N ≥ 1, η ∈ (0, 1], and v : X → R
N . Define

‖v‖η = |v|∞ + |v|η and |v|η = supx 6=y |v(x)− v(y)|/d(x, y)η.

Let Cη(X,RN) consist of observables v : X → R
N with ‖v‖η <∞.

2.3 Rates in the WIP for maps

Let T : X → X be nonuniformly expanding of order p ∈ [1,∞] with ergodic invariant
measure µX . Let v ∈ Cη(X,RN) with mean zero and define Bn : [0, 1] → R

N , n ≥ 1, as

Bn(k/n) =
1√
n

k−1∑

j=0

v ◦ T j ,

for 0 ≤ k ≤ n, and using linear interpolation in [0, 1]. The process Bn is a random element
of C([0, 1],RN) defined on the probability space (X, µX). Note that the randomness of Bn

comes exclusively from the initial point x0 ∈ X, chosen according to µX .
Here follows a standard result (see for example [18, 22, 30]).

Theorem 2.2. Let p ∈ [2,∞] and v ∈ Cη(X,RN) with mean zero. Then,

(i) The matrix Σ = limn→∞ n−1
∫
X
(
∑n−1

j=0 v◦T j)(
∑n−1

j=0 v◦T j)T dµX exists and is positive
semidefinite. Typically Σ is positive definite: there exists a closed subspace Cdeg of
Cη(X,RN ) with infinite codimension, such that det(Σ) 6= 0 if v /∈ Cdeg.

(ii) The WIP holds: Bn →w W in C([0, 1],RN) on the probability space (X, µX),
where W is a centred N -dimensional Brownian motion with covariance Σ.

The following theorems display rates in the WIP, where the order p ∈ (2,∞] influences
the speed of convergence. These rates are stated in the 1-Wasserstein and Prokhorov
metrics on M1(S), where S = C([0, 1],RN) with the uniform distance.

Theorem 2.3. Let p ∈ (2, 3) and v ∈ Cη(X,RN) with mean zero. There is C > 0 such

that W(Bn,W ) ≤ Cn− p−2
2p (log n)

p−1
2p for all integers n > 1.

To our knowledge, the rates of Theorem 2.3 are the first for multidimensional observ-
ables in the dynamical systems literature. They are likely not optimal, as one expects an
improvement when p increases (as it happens for N = 1 in Theorem 2.5). Yet, our proof
of Theorem 2.3 uses modern techniques by [13], which do not improve for p > 3. In such
cases, our rates become O(n−1/6+ε) for any ε > 0.

Remark 2.4. For N = 1 and p ≥ 4, [26, Theorem 3.4] of Liu and Wang implies the rate
W(Bn,W ) ≪ n−(p−2)/(4p). Hence, our Theorem 2.3 provides a new estimate in W in one
dimension when p ∈ (2, 4). Moreover, for p ∈ [4, 6) our rate is of order O(n−1/6+ε) for
any ε > 0, which improves the one of [26]. When p ∈ [6,∞), the rates of Liu and Wang
give better estimates than ours.
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Theorem 2.5. Let p ∈ (2,∞] and v ∈ Cη(X,R) with mean zero. Then there is C > 0
such that

Π(Bn,W ) ≤ C

{
n− p−2

4p p ∈ (2,∞),

n−1/4(log n)3/4 p = ∞
(2.1)

(2.2)

for all integers n > 1.

The rates displayed in (2.1) are due to [3, Theorem 3.2], whereas the one in (2.2) is
proved in Section 3.

Remark 2.6. Using that Π(X, Y ) ≤
√
W(X, Y ), Theorem 2.3 yields for p ∈ (2, 3) and

every N ≥ 1 that Π(Bn,W ) ≪ n− p−2
4p (logn)

p−1
4p . This result is only relevant for N ≥ 2,

as Theorem 2.5 gives better rates when N = 1.

2.4 Nonuniformly expanding semiflows

Let (M, d) be a bounded metric space and let {Ψt : M → M}t≥0 be a semiflow, so that
Ψ0 = Id and Ψs+t = Ψs ◦ Ψt for all s, t ≥ 0. Assume continuous dependence on initial
conditions, that is for any K > 0 there exists CK > 0 such that, for all t ∈ [0, K] and
x, y ∈ M ,

d(Ψtx,Ψty) ≤ CKd(x, y). (2.3)

We suppose Lipschitz continuity in time: there exists L > 0 such that, for all t, s ≥ 0 and
x ∈M

d(Ψtx,Ψsx) ≤ L|t− s|. (2.4)

Let η ∈ (0, 1]. Suppose that there exist a Borel subset X ⊂ M and a first return
time function r : X → [1,∞), r(x) = inf{t > 0 : Ψtx ∈ X} and let T : X → X be
Tx = Ψr(x)x. Assume that r ∈ Cη(X,R). We say that the continuous time system
(M,Ψt) is a nonuniformly expanding semiflow if T is a nonuniformly expanding map as
described in Subsection 2.2. Moreover, we say that Ψt is a nonuniformly expanding flow
of order p ∈ [1,∞] if (X, T ) is nonuniformly expanding map of order p.

We define the suspension Xr = {(x, u) ∈ X × [0,∞) : u ∈ [0, r(x)]}/ ∼, where
(x, r(x)) ∼ (Tx, 0). The suspension semiflow Tt : X

r → Xr is given by Tt(x, u) = (x, u+t)
computed modulo identifications. We have the semiconjugacy πr : X

r → M defined as
πr(x, u) = Ψux between Tt and Ψt, and can now define the ergodic Tt-invariant probability
measure µr = (µX × Lebesgue)/r, where µX is the ergodic invariant measure for T and
r =

∫
X
r dµX. Hence, µM = (πr)∗µ

r is an ergodic Ψt-invariant probability measure on M .
We define the space Cη(M,RN) with norm ‖ · ‖η similarly to Definition 2.1.

2.5 Rates in the WIP for semiflows

Let Ψt : M → M be a nonuniformly expanding semiflow of order p ∈ [1,∞] with ergodic
invariant measure µM . Let T : X → X be the corresponding nonuniformly expanding map
with ergodic invariant measure µX , defined via the first return function r ∈ Cη(X,R).

Let v ∈ Cη(M,RN) with mean zero and define the sequence Wn as

Wn(t) =
1√
n

∫ nt

0

v ◦Ψs ds, (2.5)

for n ≥ 1 and t ∈ [0, 1]. For fixed n, the process Wn is a random element of C([0, 1],RN)
defined on the probability space (M,µM).
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Let vX : X → R
N be vX(x) =

∫ r(x)

0
v(Ψsx) ds. Writing r =

∫
X
r dµX , we get

∫
X
vX dµX = r

∫
Xr v(Ψsx) dµ

r(x, s) = r
∫
M
v dµM = 0.

For x, y ∈ X with r(x) ≤ r(y),

|vX(x)− vX(y)| ≤
∫ r(x)

0
|v(Ψsx)− v(Ψsy)| ds+ |v|∞|r(y)− r(x)|

≤ |r|∞|v|ηd(x, y)η + |v|∞|r|ηd(x, y)η.

Hence, vX ∈ Cη(X,RN) with mean zero. When p ∈ [2,∞], we can apply Theorem 2.2
to vX , obtaining a limiting centered Brownian motion WX : [0, 1] → R

N . Define the new
Brownian motion W =WX/

√
r.

The following result is a consequence of Theorem 2.2 applied to vX and passed to the
suspension [21, 32, 34].

Theorem 2.7 (WIP). Let p ∈ [2,∞] and v ∈ Cη(M,RN) with mean zero. We have that
Wn →w W as n→ ∞.

The following theorems are the continuous time versions of Theorems 2.3 and 2.5.
They display for semiflows the same rates that we have for maps.

Theorem 2.8. Let p ∈ (2, 3) and v ∈ Cη(M,RN) with mean zero. There is C > 0 such

that W(Wn,W ) ≤ Cn− p−2
2p (log n)

p−1
2p for all integers n > 1.

Theorem 2.9. Let p ∈ (2,∞] and v ∈ Cη(M,R) with mean zero. There exists C > 0
such that

Π(Wn,W ) ≤ C

{
n− p−2

4p p ∈ (2,∞),

n−1/4(log n)3/4 p = ∞
(2.6)

(2.7)

for all integers n > 1.

To our knowledge, Theorems 2.8 and 2.9 provide the first rates for the WIP in the
dynamical systems literature for continuous time. Note that Theorem 2.8 implies rates in
the Prokhorov metric Π by the same argument of Remark 2.6.

3 Discrete time rates

In this section we provide the proofs of Theorems 2.3 and 2.5. To achieve this, we
firstly recall results from [22] and derive some estimates in L∞. These estimates are then
employed respectively with [13, Theorem2.3(2)] and[12, Lemma 3] to derive our proofs.

3.1 Approximation via martingales

We present here the relevant results from [22] to obtain a Gordin-type [17] reversed mar-
tingale differences sequence with a control over the sum of its squares.

Let T : X → X be nonuniformly expanding of order p ∈ [2,∞] with ergodic invari-
ant measure µX . We call an extension of (X, T,B, µX) any measure-preserving system
(∆, f,A, µ∆) with a measure-preserving π∆ : ∆ → X, such that T ◦ π∆ = π∆ ◦ f . Denote
by P : L1(∆) → L1(∆) the transfer operator for f with respect to µ∆, which is charac-
terised by

∫
(Pv)w dµ∆ =

∫
v(w ◦ f) dµ∆ for all v ∈ L1, w ∈ L∞. It is well known that

P (v ◦ f) = v and (Pv) ◦ f = E[v|f−1A], for any integrable v.

6



Proposition 3.1. There is an extension f : ∆ → ∆ of T : X → X such that for any
v ∈ Cη(X,RN) with mean zero there exist m ∈ Lp(∆,RN) and χ ∈ Lp−1(∆,RN), with
the convention that ∞− 1 = ∞, satisfying

v ◦ π∆ = m+ χ ◦ f − χ, Pm = 0. (3.1)

If p ∈ [2,∞), then there exists C > 0 such that for all n ≥ 1

|m|p ≤ C‖v‖η and
∣∣max1≤k≤n |χ ◦ fk − χ|

∣∣
p
≤ C‖v‖ηn

1
p . (3.2)

If p = ∞, then
|m|∞ ≤ C‖v‖η and |χ|∞ ≤ C‖v‖η. (3.3)

Proof. Equations (3.1) and (3.2) are proven in [22, Propositions 2.4, 2.5, 2.7]. The esti-
mates in (3.3) follows by the arguments displayed before [22, Proposition 2.4].

We call m the martingale part of v and χ its coboundary part. It is relevant to cite [22,
Corollary 2.12] that provides the identity Σ =

∫
∆
mmT dµ∆, where Σ is the matrix defined

in Theorem 2.2(i).

Proposition 3.2. Let p ∈ [2,∞). There exists C > 0 such that

∣∣max1≤k≤n |
∑k−1

j=0(E[mm
T − Σ|f−1A]) ◦ f j|

∣∣
p
≤ C‖v‖2ηn

1
2 ,

for every n ≥ 1.

Proof. Let Φ̆ = (P (mmT )) ◦ f −
∫
∆
mmT dµ∆. Hence, Φ̆ = E[mmT − Σ|f−1A] and the

result follows by [22, Corollary 3.2].

Proposition 3.3. Let n ≥ 1 and let k, ℓ ∈ {0, . . . , n− 1} such that k 6= ℓ. Then

E[(m ◦ fk)(m ◦ f ℓ)T |f−nA] = 0.

Proof. Without loss suppose k < ℓ. Hence,

E[(m ◦ fk)(m ◦ f ℓ)T |f−nA] = (P n[(m ◦ fk)(m ◦ f ℓ)T ]) ◦ fn

= (P n−kP k[(m(m ◦ f ℓ−k)T ) ◦ fk]) ◦ fn

= (P n−k[m(m ◦ f ℓ−k)T ]) ◦ fn.

The proof is finished by P [m(m ◦ f ℓ−k)T ] = (Pm)(m ◦ f ℓ−k−1)T = 0.

Definition 3.4. A sequence of integrable R
N -valued random variables (dn)n≥0, together

with the σ-algebras (Gn)n≥0, is called a reversed martingale differences sequence (in brief
RMDS) if for all n ≥ 0 the variable dn is Gn-measurable, Gn+1 ⊆ Gn, and E[dn|Gn+1] = 0.

Remark 3.5. If dk is a RMDS with σ-algebras Gk, then for any n ≥ 1 the sequence
Mn(k) =

∑k
j=1 dn−k, 1 ≤ k ≤ n, with filtration Ak = Gn−k, is a martingale. Namely,

Mn(k) is Ak measurable and E[Mn(k + 1)|Ak] =Mn(k).

We now recall a classical result connecting martingale theory with measure-preserving
systems. It justifies the use of the terminology "martingale part" for m, and it will be
employed in the proofs of the rates for both maps and semiflows.
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Proposition 3.6. Let (Λ, T,G, µ) be measure-preserving system with transfer operator P .
If v ∈ kerP , then the sequence (v ◦ T n)n≥0 with σ-algebras (T−nG)n≥0 is an RMDS.

Proof. We have that T−(n+1)G ⊆ T−nG and v ◦ T n is T−nG-measurable for all n ≥ 0.
Using

E[v ◦ T n|T−(n+1)G] = E[v|T−1G] ◦ T n and E[v|T−1G] = (Pv) ◦ T,
we conclude that E[v ◦ T n|T−(n+1)G] = (Pv) ◦ T n+1 = 0.

The next theorem follows from [13, Theorem 2.3(2)] and it is our main tool to prove
multidimensional rates for the WIP.

Theorem 3.7 (Cuny, Dedecker, Merlevède). Let p ∈ (2, 3) and N ≥ 1. Suppose that
(dn)n≥0 is a R

N -valued stationary RMDS lying in Lp with σ-algebras (Gn)n≥0. Let Mn =∑n−1
k=0 dk, n ≥ 1, and assume that

∞∑

n=1

1

n3−p/2

∣∣E[MnM
T
n |Gn]− E[MnM

T
n ]
∣∣
p/2

<∞. (3.4)

Then, there is C > 0 and there exists a probability space supporting a sequence of random
variables (M∗

n)n≥1 with the same joint distributions as (Mn)n≥1 and a sequence (Nn)n≥0 of
i.i.d. RN -valued centered Gaussians with Var(N0) = E[d0d

T
0 ], such that for every integer

n > 1, ∣∣max1≤k≤n |M∗
k −∑k−1

ℓ=0 Nℓ|
∣∣
1
≤ Cn

1
p (logn)

p−1
2p . (3.5)

Proof. This proposition is a version of [13, Theorem 2.3(2)] for p ∈ (2, 3). Such a theorem
is stated for a martingale differences sequence, however [13, Remark 2.7] affirms that
its thesis is true for reversed martingale differences sequences, as well. To prove the
sufficiency of condition (3.4), reason as in [13, Remark 2.4].

The last theorem of this subsection is taken from [12] and applied to a bounded RMDS.
It will be used to prove one-dimensional rates in the WIP.

Theorem 3.8 (Courbot). Let (dn)n≥0 with σ-algebras (Gn)n≥0 be a real bounded station-
ary RMDS. Consider W : [0, 1] → R a centred Brownian motion with variance σ2 = E[d20].

Define for 1 ≤ k ≤ n the process Mn : [0, 1] → R as Mn(k/n) = n− 1
2

∑k
j=1 dn−j, using

linear interpolation in [0, 1], and Vn(k) = n−1
∑k

j=1E[d
2
n−j |Gn−(j−1)]. Let

κn = inf
{
ε > 0 : P

(
max0≤k≤n |Vn(k)− (k/n)σ2| > ε

)
≤ ε
}
, (3.6)

κ̃n = max
{
κn| log κn|−

1
2 , n− 1

2

}
. (3.7)

If limn→∞ κn = 0, then there exists C > 0 such that for all integers n > 1

Π(Mn,W ) ≤ Cκ̃
1/2
n | log κ̃n|3/4.

Proof. This theorem derives from [12, Lemma 3], which utilizes [11] to embed a continuous
time martingale into a Brownian motion. It is important to note that here Π denotes a
metric on the space of probability measures over C([0, 1]), while in [12] it is defined via
the set of càdlàg functions. However, this difference does not create an obstruction, as
the proof of [12, Lemma 3] can be adapted to stochastic processes with continuous sample
paths, such as Mn, thus establishing our thesis. (See also [35, Appendix A]).
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3.2 Proof of Theorem 2.3

For fixed v ∈ Cη(X,RN ) with martingale part m ∈ Lp(∆,RN), p ∈ (2,∞), define the
sequence of processes Xn : [0, 1] → R

N , n ≥ 1,

Xn(k/n) =
1√
n

k−1∑

j=0

m ◦ f j, (3.8)

for 0 ≤ k ≤ n, and using linear interpolation in [0, 1]. Recall that the sequence Bn is
defined as Bn(k/n) = n−1/2

∑k−1
j=0 v ◦ T j plus linear interpolation.

Remark 3.9. In spite of Theorem 2.3 being valid only for p ∈ (2, 3), we work with
p ∈ (2,∞) where possible and restrict the range only when we apply Theorem 3.7.

Lemma 3.10. There exists C > 0 such that W(Bn, Xn) ≤ Cn− p−2
2p for all n ≥ 1.

Proof. By Proposition 3.1,

Bn(k/n) ◦ π∆ −Xn(k/n) = n− 1
2

∑k−1
j=0(v ◦ π∆ −m) ◦ f j = n− 1

2 (χ ◦ fk − χ)

for 0 ≤ k ≤ n. Since Bn and Xn are piecewise linear with the same interpolation nodes,
equation (3.2) yields

∣∣supt∈[0,1] |Bn(t) ◦ π∆ −Xn(t)|
∣∣
p
=
∣∣supt∈{0, 1

n
,...,1} |Bn(t) ◦ π∆ −Xn(t)|

∣∣
p

= n− 1
2

∣∣max1≤k≤n |χ ◦ fk − χ|
∣∣
p
≪ n− p−2

2p .

We use that π∆ is a semiconjugacy and get for any f ∈ Lip1

∣∣∫
X
f(Bn) dµX −

∫
∆
f(Xn) dµ∆

∣∣ ≤
∫
∆
|f(Bn ◦ π∆)− f(Xn)| dµ∆

≤
∣∣supt∈[0,1] |Bn(t) ◦ π∆ −Xn(t)|

∣∣
p
≪ n− p−2

2p ,

which completes the proof.

We now show some estimates for i.i.d. random variables and Brownian motion.

Proposition 3.11. Let {ξn}n≥1 be a sequence of identically distributed real random
variables, defined on the same probability space. If a = E[eξ1 ] < ∞, then we have that
E[max1≤k≤n ξk] ≤ log(na) for all n ≥ 1.

Proof. We have that emax1≤k≤n ξk = max1≤k≤n e
ξk ≤∑n

k=1 e
ξk . Since all ξk share the same

distribution, E[emax1≤k≤n ξk ] ≤ E[
∑n

k=1 e
ξk ] = na. By Jensen’s inequality,

E[max1≤k≤n ξk] ≤ logE[emax1≤k≤n ξk ] ≤ log(na).

Proposition 3.12. Let W : [0, 1] → R
N be a centred Brownian motion with covariance Σ.

Then E[esupt∈[0,1] |W (t)|] <∞.

Proof. Since Σ is symmetric and positive semidefinite, there exists an orthogonal N ×N
matrix O such that OΣOT = diag(σ2

1, . . . , σ
2
N), with σ2

i ≥ 0. Then, OW is a centred Brow-
nian motion with covariance OΣOT , and for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N the real-valued processes (OW )i
are independent centred Brownian motions with variances σ2

i . Let σ̄ = max1≤i≤N σ
2
i . If

σ̄ = 0, then both OW and W are the constant zero process and the proof is finished.
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If σ̄ > 0, we use standard Gaussian estimates and get that for every 1 ≤ i ≤ N there
exists Ci > 0 such that for all s > 1

P
(
supt∈[0,1] |(OW (t))i| > s

)
≤ Ci exp

(
−s2/(2σ̄)

)
.

Writing ξ = supt∈[0,1] |OW (t)|, Ĉ =
∑N

i=1Ci, and c = 2N2σ̄, we get

P(ξ > s) ≤∑N
i=1 P

(
supt∈[0,1] |OWi(t)| > s/N

)
≤ Ĉ exp(−s2/c)

and
P(eξ > s) = P(ξ > log s) ≤ Ĉ exp

(
−(log s)2/c

)
.

By a change of variable x = log s,

E[eξ] =
∫ 1

0
P(eξ > s) ds+

∫∞
1

P(eξ > s) ds ≤ 1 + Ĉ
∫∞
0
e−x2/cex dx <∞.

By orthogonality, |OTx| = |x| for all x ∈ R
N . Hence,

|W (t)| = |OTOW (t)| = |OW (t)|

for every t ∈ [0, 1]. Therefore, E[esupt∈[0,1] |W (t)|] = E[eξ] <∞.

Lemma 3.13. Let W : [0, 1] → R
N be a centred Brownian motion, and let (Nn)n≥0 be a

sequence of i.i.d. RN -valued centered Gaussians with Var(N0) = Var(W (1)). Define the
sequence of processes Yn : [0, 1] → R

N as Yn(k/n) = n−1/2
∑k−1

j=0 Nj for 0 ≤ k ≤ n, with

linear interpolation. Then, there exists C > 0 such that W(Yn,W ) ≤ Cn− 1
2 log n for all

integers n > 1.

Proof. Define the sequence Y ∗
n : [0, 1] → R

N as Y ∗
n (k/n) = W (k/n) for 0 ≤ k ≤ n, plus

linear interpolation. We have that Yn =d Y
∗
n as continuous processes for all n ≥ 1. So,

for f ∈ Lip1,

|E[f(Yn)]− E[f(W )]| = |E[f(Y ∗
n )− f(W )]| ≤ E[supt∈[0,1] |Y ∗

n (t)−W (t)|] ≤ A1 + A2,

where

A1 = E[supt∈[0,1] |Y ∗
n (t)−W (⌊nt⌋/n)|] and A2 = E[supt∈[0,1] |W (⌊nt⌋/n)−W (t)|].

Since

A1 = E[max1≤k≤n |W (k/n)−W ((k − 1)/n)|]
≤ E[max1≤k≤n supt∈(k−1

n
, k
n
) |W (t)−W ((k − 1)/n)|] = A2,

it is sufficient to estimate A2. By the rescaling property, Ŵn(t) = n
1
2W (t/n), t ∈ [0, n]

is a Brownian motion for every n ≥ 1, with the same parameters of W . Let (ξk)k≥1 be
a identically distributed sequence of random variables with ξ1 =d supt∈[0,1] |W (t)|. Then,
for every 1 ≤ k ≤ n,

supt∈(k−1
n

, k
n
) |W (t)−W ((k − 1)/n)| = n− 1

2 supt∈(k−1
n

, k
n
) |Ŵn(nt)− Ŵn(n(k − 1))|

= n− 1
2 supt∈(k−1,k) |Ŵn(t)− Ŵn(k − 1)| =d n

− 1
2 ξk.

Proposition 3.12 yields E[eξ1 ] < ∞, hence we can apply Proposition 3.11 getting that

A2 = n− 1
2E[max1≤k≤n ξk] ≪ n− 1

2 logn, which completes the proof.
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We present here the proof of Theorem 2.3, which we obtain by Theorem 3.7 in com-
bination with Lemmas 3.10 and 3.13.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Let p ∈ (2, 3),Xn be from (3.8), and let Yn be as in Lemma 3.13.
Consider W an N -dimensional Brownian motion with mean 0 and covariance Σ from The-
orem 2.2(ii). Recall that Σ =

∫
∆
mmT dµ∆. By Lemmas 3.10 and 3.13, to prove the rate

on W(Bn,W ) it suffices to estimate W(Xn, Yn).
Let us check the hypotheses of Theorem 3.7 for dn = m ◦ fn. By (3.1) we have that

Pm = 0 , so Proposition 3.6 yields that dn with σ-algebras f−nA is an RMDS on the
probability space (∆,A, µ∆). It lies in Lp by Proposition 3.1, and it is stationary because f
is measure-preserving. Let us show thatMn =

∑n−1
j=0 m◦f j , n ≥ 1, satisfies condition (3.4).

In the following equation, the off-diagonal terms are zero by Proposition 3.3:

E[MnM
T
n |f−nA]−E[MnM

T
n ]

=
∑n−1

k,ℓ=0

(
E[(m ◦ fk)(m ◦ f ℓ)T |f−nA]− E[(m ◦ fk)(m ◦ f ℓ)T ]

)

=
∑n−1

k=0

(
E[(mmT ) ◦ fk|f−nA]− E[(mmT ) ◦ fk]

)

=E
[∑n−1

k=0(mm
T − Σ) ◦ fk|f−nA

]
.

Using Proposition 3.2,

∣∣E
[∑n−1

k=0(mm
T − Σ) ◦ fk|f−nA

]∣∣
p/2

=
∣∣E
[∑n−1

k=0 E[(mm
T − Σ) ◦ fk|f−k−1A]

∣∣f−nA
]∣∣

p/2

≤
∣∣∑n−1

k=0 E[(mm
T − Σ) ◦ fk|f−k−1A]

∣∣
p/2

=
∣∣∑n−1

k=0 E[(mm
T − Σ)|f−1A] ◦ fk

∣∣
p/2

≪ n
1
2 .

Since p ∈ (2, 3), the series in (3.4) converges.
By Theorem 3.7, there exists a probability space supporting a sequence (M∗

n)n≥1 with
the same joint distributions as (Mn)n≥1 and a sequence (Nn)n≥0 of i.i.d. RN -valued cen-
tered Gaussians with Var(N0) = E[mmT ] = Σ, such that (3.5) holds.

Let M∗
0 = 0 and define for n ≥ 1 the process X∗

n : [0, 1] → R
N asX∗

n(k/n) = n− 1
2M∗

k for
0 ≤ k ≤ n, with linear interpolation. So, X∗

n =d Xn as continuous processes. Using (3.5),
we have that for all f ∈ Lip1,

W(Xn, Yn) ≤ E[f(X∗
n)− f(Yn)] ≤ E[supt∈[0,1] |X∗

n(t)− Yn(t)|]
= n− 1

2

∣∣max1≤k≤n |M∗
k −∑k−1

ℓ=0 Nℓ|
∣∣
1
≪ n− p−2

2p (log n)
p−1
2p .

Hence, W(Bn,W ) ≪ n− p−2
2p (logn)

p−1
2p and the proof is complete.

3.3 Using bounded martingales

Let T be nonuniformly expanding of order p = ∞. For v ∈ Cη(X,R) with mean zero,
we consider its martingale part m ∈ L∞(∆) and write Φ̆ = E[m2|f−1A] − σ2, where
σ2 =

∫
∆
m2 dµ∆. As pointed out before [22, Corollary 3.2], there exist m̆, χ̆ : ∆ → R with

Pm̆ = 0 such that Φ̆ = m̆+ χ̆◦f− χ̆, which is called the secondary martingale-coboundary
decomposition of v. Since τ ∈ L∞, [22, Proposition 3.1] and the arguments displayed
before [22, Proposition 2.4] yield that there is C > 0 such that

|m̆|∞ ≤ C‖v‖2η and |χ̆|∞ ≤ C‖v‖2η. (3.9)
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Proposition 3.14 (Azuma-Hoeffding inequality [41, pg 237]). Let M(n) =
∑n

j=1Xj,
n ≥ 1, be a real-valued martingale with Xj ∈ L∞ for j ≥ 1. Then

P

(
max
1≤k≤n

|M(k)| ≥ x
)
≤ exp

{ −x2/2∑n
j=1 |Xj|2∞

}
,

for every x ≥ 0 and n ≥ 1.

Proposition 3.15. Let v ∈ Cη(X,R) with mean zero. There exist a, C > 0 such that

µ∆

(
max
1≤k≤n

|∑n−1
j=0 Φ̆ ◦ f j| ≥ x

)
≤ C exp

{
−ax

2

n

}
,

for every x ≥ 0 and n ≥ 1.

Proof. For any k ≥ 1 and g : ∆ → R, write gk =
∑k−1

j=0 g ◦ f j. Let Φ̆ = m̆ + χ̆ ◦ f − χ̆.

Hence, Φ̆k = m̆k + χ̆ ◦ fk − χ̆, and by (3.9) there is K > 0 such that for any n ≥ 1 we
have max1≤k≤n |Φ̆k| ≤ max1≤k≤n |m̆k|+K. So,

µ∆(max1≤k≤n |Φ̆k| ≥ x) ≤ µ∆(max1≤k≤n |m̆k|+K ≥ x)

≤ µ∆(max1≤k≤n |m̆k| ≥ x/2) + µ∆(K ≥ x/2).
(3.10)

If m = 0, we have automatically µ∆(max1≤k≤n |m̆k| ≥ x/2) = 0. If m 6= 0, we use
that Pm̆=0 to get from Proposition 3.6 that (m̆ ◦ fn)n≥0 is an RMDS on the probability

space (∆, µ∆). As in Remark 3.5, for every n ≥ 1 the process M̆n(k) =
∑k

j=1 m̆ ◦ fn−j,

1 ≤ k ≤ n, is a martingale. Since m̆k = M̆n(n) − M̆n(n − k), using Proposition 3.14
and (3.9), there is c > 0 such that

µ∆( max
1≤k≤n

|m̆k| ≥ x/2) ≤ µ∆( max
1≤k≤n

|M̆n(k)| ≥ x/4)

≤ exp

{ −x2/32∑n
j=1 |m̆|2∞

}
= exp

{
−cx

2

n

}
.

Since µ∆(K ≥ x/2) = 1 for x ≤ 2K and 0 otherwise,

µ∆(K ≥ x/2) ≤ exp{4K2 − x2} ≤ exp{4K2} exp{−x2/n}.

Conclude by applying these estimates to (3.10).

3.4 Proof of Theorem 2.5 (p = ∞)

For fixed v ∈ Cη(X,R) with mean zero and martingale part m ∈ L∞(∆), define the
sequence of processes Yn : [0, 1] → R, n ≥ 1

Yn(k/n) =
1√
n

k∑

j=1

m ◦ fn−j,

for 1 ≤ k ≤ n, using linear interpolation in [0, 1]. Following [21, Lemma 4.8], let
h : C([0, 1],R) → C([0, 1],R) be the linear operator (hf)(t) = f(1)− f(1− t).

Lemma 3.16. There exists C > 0 such that Π(h ◦Bn, Yn) ≤ Cn− 1
2 for all n ≥ 1.
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Proof. The process h ◦ Bn is piecewise linear on [0, 1] with interpolation nodes k/n for
0 ≤ k ≤ n, and h ◦Bn(k/n) =

∑n−1
j=n−k v ◦ f j. By (3.1),

h ◦Bn(k/n) ◦ π∆ − Yn(k/n) = n− 1
2

(∑n−1
j=n−k v ◦ π∆ ◦ f j −∑k

j=1m ◦ fn−j
)

= n− 1
2 ((v ◦ π∆)n − (v ◦ π∆)n−k − (mn −mn−k))

= n− 1
2 (χ ◦ fn − χ ◦ fn−k).

Since h ◦Bn ◦ π∆ and Yn have the same interpolation nodes, we have by (3.3),
∣∣supt∈[0,1] |h ◦Bn(t) ◦ π∆ − Yn(t)|

∣∣
∞ =

∣∣max0≤k≤n |h ◦Bn(k/n) ◦ π∆ − Yn(k/n)|
∣∣
∞

≤ 2n− 1
2 |χ|∞ ≪ n− 1

2 .

Since π∆ is a semiconjugacy and the Prokhorov metric is bounded by the infinity norm,

Π(h ◦Bn, Yn) = Π(h ◦Bn ◦ π∆, Yn) ≤
∣∣supt∈[0,1] |h ◦Bn(t) ◦ π∆ − Yn(t)|

∣∣
∞ ≪ n− 1

2 .

Lemma 3.17. There is C > 0 such that Π(Yn,W ) ≤ Cn− 1
4 (logn)

3
4 for all integers n > 1.

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 2.3, the sequence dn = m ◦ fn, n ≥ 0, with σ-
algebras f−nA is a stationary RMDS on the probability space (∆,A, µ∆). Equation (3.3)
yields that dn is bounded. We adopt the same notation of Theorem 3.8, noting that
σ2 =

∫
∆
m2 dµ∆ and and that Yn coincides with Mn. We have that

Vn(k) = n−1
∑k

j=1E[m
2 ◦ fn−j|f−n−(j−1)A] = n−1

∑k
j=1E[m

2|f−1A] ◦ fn−j.

We claim that
κn ≪

√
n−1 logn.

Assuming the claim true, let us evaluate κ̃n from (3.7). Note that x 7→ x2(log x)−1 is

decreasing for x ∈ (0, 1). Hence x 7→ x2| log x|−1 is increasing and so is x 7→ x| log x|− 1
2 .

Since κn ≪
√
n−1 log n, we get that

κn| log κn|−
1
2 ≪

√
logn

n| log log n− logn| ≪
1√
n
.

By definition, κ̃n ≪ n− 1
2 as well, and the statement follows from Theorem 3.8.

Let us now prove the claim. Writing Φ̆ = E[m2|f−1A]− σ2 and Φ̆k =
∑k−1

j=0 Φ̆ ◦ f j ,

Vn(k)− (k/n)σ2 = n−1
∑k

j=1 Φ̆ ◦ fn−j = n−1(Φ̆n − Φ̆n−k),

for every n ≥ 1. So, max0≤k≤n |Vn(k) − (k/n)σ2| ≤ 2n−1max1≤k≤n |Φ̆k|. By Proposi-
tion 3.15, there are a, C > 0 such that

µ∆

(
max0≤k≤n |Vn(k)− (k/n)σ2| ≥ ε

)
≤ µ∆

(
max1≤k≤n |Φ̆k| ≥ nε/2

)
≤ Ce−anε2,

for all ε > 0 and n ≥ 1. Let now εn =
√

logn/(an). We have that C ≤ nεn for n large
enough and

µ∆

(
max0≤k≤n |Vn(k)− (k/n)σ2| > εn

)
≤ C exp{−anε2n} = C/n ≤ εn.

By definition (3.6), we have that κn ≪ εn ≪
√
n−1 log n which proves the claim.

13



The proof of the next proposition is part of the proof of [3, Theorem 2.2]. However,
we present this result as a separate statement due to its multiple applications and to
maintain our work self-contained.

Proposition 3.18. Let Z(t), t ∈ [0, 1], be a R
N -valued continuous process with Z(0) = 0

a.s. and let W (t), t ∈ [0, 1], be a N -dimensional Brownian motion. Then we have that
Π(Z,W ) ≤ 2Π(h ◦ Z,W ).

Proof. It is easy to see that h ◦W =d W . Note that h(hf) = f if f(0) = 0, and the map
h : C([0, 1],R) → C([0, 1],R) is Lipschitz with constant Lip(h) ≤ 2. We conclude by the
Lipschitz mapping theorem [40, Theorem 3.2],

Π(Z,W ) = Π(h(h ◦ Z), h(h ◦W )) ≤ 2Π(h ◦ Z, h ◦W ) = 2Π(h ◦ Z,W ).

Proof of Theorem 2.5 (p = ∞). Since Bn(0) = 0 for all n ≥ 1, applying Proposi-
tion 3.18 with N = 1 we get

Π(Bn,W ) ≪ Π(h ◦Bn,W ) ≤ Π(h ◦Bn, Yn) + Π(Yn,W ).

Apply Lemmas 3.16 and 3.17 to finish.

4 Martingale-coboundary decompositions for semiflows

In this section we recall how the semiflows defined in Subsection 2.4 can be modelled by
suspensions over a Gibbs-Markov map with an unbounded roof function. We show that
Hölder observables on the ambient space lift to regular functions on the suspension, for
which we get two new decompositions in the style of Gordin [17]. This follows and extends
the approach of [22] to continuous time.

We inform the reader that sometimes in our arguments it may be necessary to diminish
the parameter η ∈ (0, 1]; such a change does not create any issue because of the inclusion
of Hölder spaces.

4.1 Gibbs-Markov semiflows

Let Ψt : M →M be a nonuniformly expanding semiflow of order p ∈ [2,∞] as in Subsec-
tion 2.4. Hence, there exist η ∈ (0, 1], a set X ⊂ M with a Borel probability measure ρ
and a first return function r ∈ Cη(X,R) with inf r ≥ 1. Since the map T = Ψr : X → X,
is nonuniformly expanding, following Subsection 2.2 there are a subset Y ⊂ X with
ρ(Y ) > 0 and a measurable partition {Yj}j≥1, a return time τ ∈ Lp(Y, ρ), and a map
F = T τ : Y → Y such that conditions (a)-(d) are satisfied. It is a standard result that
there is a unique absolutely continuous ergodic F -invariant probability measure µ on Y
and dµ/(d ρ|Y ) is bounded, and hence τ ∈ Lp(Y, µ).

Let ϕ : Y → [1,∞) be defined as ϕ(y) =
∑τ(y)−1

j=0 r(T jy). It lies in Lp(Y, µ) because
ϕ ≤ |r|∞τ . Define the suspension Y ϕ = {(y, u) ∈ Y × [0,∞) : u ∈ [0, ϕ(y)]}/ ∼ where
(y, ϕ(y)) ∼ (Fy, 0). The suspension semiflow Ft : Y

ϕ → Y ϕ is given by Ft(y, u) = (y, u+t)
computed modulo identifications.

There is a semiconjugacy πϕ : Y
ϕ →M between Ft and Ψt, defined as πϕ(y, u) = Ψuy.

We have the ergodic Ft-invariant probability measure µϕ = (µ × Lebesgue)/ϕ̄, where
ϕ̄ =

∫
Y
ϕdµ. Moreover, it is easy to see that µM = (πϕ)∗µ

ϕ is exactly the ergodic
Ψt-invariant probability measure on M , defined in Subsection 2.4.
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Proposition 4.1. There is C > 0 such that

|ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)| ≤ C(infYj
ϕ)d(Fx, Fy)η, (4.1)

for every j ≥ 1 and x, y ∈ Yj. Moreover, if p 6= ∞ then

∑
j µ(Yj)(supYj

ϕp) <∞. (4.2)

Proof. Recall that τ is constant on partition elements. Using that r ∈ Cη(X,R),

|ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)| ≤∑τ(x)−1
ℓ=0 |r(T ℓx)− r(T ℓy)| ≤ |r|η

∑τ(x)−1
ℓ=0 d(T ℓx, T ℓy)η,

for each j ≥ 1 and x, y ∈ Yj. Hence, point (c) from Subsection 2.2 yields that there is
C > 0 such that

|ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)| ≤ Cτ(x)d(Fx, Fy)η.

By infX r ≥ 1 and the definition of ϕ, we get τ |Yj
≤ ϕ|Yj

, which implies τ(x) ≤ (infYj
ϕ).

Equation (4.1) follows.
By (4.1), we get supYj

ϕ − infYj
ϕ ≤ C diam(Y )η(infYj

ϕ). Hence, there exists K > 0
such that supYj

ϕ ≤ K infYj
ϕ for all j ≥ 1. So,

∑
j µ(Yj)(supYj

ϕp) ≤ Kp
∑

j µ(Yj)(infYj
ϕp) ≤ Kp|ϕ|pp <∞.

Since F : Y → Y is Gibbs-Markov and ϕ : Y → [1,∞) satisfies (4.1), we say as in [5,
Definition 2.2] that Ft : Y

ϕ → Y ϕ is a Gibbs-Markov semiflow. We define the space
Cη(Y,RN) with norm ‖ · ‖η similarly to Definition 2.1.

Definition 4.2 (Function space on Y ϕ). Let η ∈ (0, 1], N ≥ 1, and define for j ≥ 1 the
set Y ϕ

j = {(y, u) ∈ Y ϕ : y ∈ Yj}. For v : Y ϕ → R
N , let |v|∞ = sup(y,u)∈Y ϕ |v(y, u)| and

‖v‖η = |v|∞ + |v|η, |v|η = sup
j≥1

sup
(x,u),(y,u)∈Y ϕ

j , x 6=y

|v(x, u)− v(y, u)|
(infYj

ϕ)d(Fx, Fy)η
.

Let Fη(Y ϕ,RN) consist of observables v : Y ϕ → R
N with ‖v‖η <∞.

Our next result shows that Hölder observables on the ambient space M lift naturally
into the just defined function space on Y ϕ.

Proposition 4.3. Let v ∈ Cη(M,RN). Then w = v ◦ πϕ ∈ Fη2(Y ϕ,RN) and there exists
C > 0 such that ‖w‖η2 ≤ C‖v‖η.

Proof. We clearly have that |w|∞ ≤ |v|∞. Hence, we are left to show that |w|η2 ≪ ‖v‖η.
Let j ≥ 1 and (x, u), (y, u) ∈ Y ϕ

j . We have

|w(x, u)− w(y, u)| = |v(Ψux)− v(Ψuy)| ≤ |v|ηd(Ψux,Ψuy)
η. (4.3)

For r ∈ Cη(X,R) and k ≥ 1, we write rk =
∑k−1

j=0 r ◦ T j. Let n ≥ 0 be such that
rn(x) ≤ u < rn+1(x). So, n ≤ τ(x) and u = rn(x) + E(x), where E(x) ≤ r(T nx) ≤ |r|∞.
Taking K = |r|∞ for estimate (2.3), there is CK > 0 such that

d(Ψux,Ψuy) = d(ΨE(x)(Ψrn(x)x),ΨE(x)(Ψrn(x)y)) ≤ CKd(Ψrn(x)x,Ψrn(x)y).
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Using (2.4),

d(Ψrn(x)x,Ψrn(x)y) ≤ d(Ψrn(x)x,Ψrn(y)y) + d(Ψrn(y)y,Ψrn(x)y)

= d(T nx, T ny) + d(Ψrn(y)y,Ψrn(x)y)

≪ d(T nx, T ny) + L|rn(x)− rn(y)|.

By point (c) of Subsection 2.2,

d(T nx, T ny) ≪ d(Fx, Fy) ≤ diam(M)1−ηd(Fx, Fy)η.

Using again (c),

|rn(y)− rn(x)| ≤ |r|η
∑n−1

j=0 d(T
jx, T jy)η ≪ nd(Fx, Fy)η.

By n ≤ τ(x) ≤ infYj
ϕ, we get |rn(y) − rn(x)| ≪ (infYj

ϕ)d(Fx, Fy)η. Combining these
estimates, there exists C > 0 such that

d(Ψux,Ψuy) ≤ C(infYj
ϕ)d(Fx, Fy)η.

Combining the above equation with (4.3), we get

|w(x, u)− w(y, u)| ≤ C|v|η(infYj
ϕ)ηd(Fx, Fy)η

2
.

By inf ϕ ≥ 1, we get (infYj
ϕ)η ≤ infYj

ϕ and so |w|η2 ≤ C|v|η.

We conclude this subsection with two estimates and introducing the transfer operators
for both semiflow Ft : Y

ϕ → Y ϕ and map F : Y → Y . Let g = dµ/(dµ ◦F ) be the inverse
Jacobian of F . Then, (see for example [1]) there is C > 0 such that

g(y) ≤ Cµ(Yj) and |g(x)− g(y)| ≤ Cµ(Yj)d(Fx, Fy)
η, (4.4)

for all j ≥ 1 and x, y ∈ Yj.
We denote with Lt : L

1(Y ϕ) → L1(Y ϕ) the transfer operator for Ft, so
∫
(Ltv)w dµϕ =∫

v(w ◦ Ft) dµ
ϕ for all v ∈ L1, w ∈ L∞, t ≥ 0. Let P : L1(Y ) → L1(Y ) be the

transfer operator for F , so
∫
(Pv)w dµ =

∫
v(w ◦ F ) dµ for all v ∈ L1 and w ∈ L∞;

recall that |Pv|q ≤ |v|q for all q ∈ [1,∞]. The pointwise formula for P is given by
(Pv)(y) =

∑
j g(yj)v(yj) where yj is the unique preimage of y under F |Yj

.

4.2 Primary decomposition

We start by describing the class of functions that will admit our new decomposition.

Definition 4.4. For v : Y ϕ → R
N , define v′ : Y → R

N as v′(y) =
∫ ϕ(y)

0
v(y, u) du. We say

that v satisfies (⋆) if (i) v ∈ L∞(Y ϕ), (ii)
∫ ϕ

Y
v dµϕ = 0 and (iii) ‖Pv′‖η < ∞. For such

functions v, we write 〈v〉η = |v|∞ + ‖Pv′‖η.

Note that if v satisfies (⋆) then Pv′ has mean zero. This follows by

∫
Y
Pv′ dµ =

∫
Y
v′ dµ =

∫
Y

∫ ϕ(y)

0
v(y, u) du dµ = ϕ̄

∫
Y ϕ v dµ

ϕ = 0.

Proposition 4.5. There exists C > 0 such that ‖Pv′‖η ≤ C‖v‖η for all v ∈ Fη(Y ϕ,RN).
If in addition

∫
Y ϕ v dµ

ϕ = 0, then v satisfies (⋆) and 〈v〉η ≤ C‖v‖η.
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Proof. Let x, y ∈ Yj and suppose without loss that ϕ(x) ≤ ϕ(y). By (4.1),

|v′(x)− v′(y)| ≤
∫ ϕ(x)

0
|v(x, u)− v(y, u)| du+

∫ ϕ(y)

ϕ(x)
|v(y, u)| du

≪
(
|v|η(infYj

ϕ)(supYj
ϕ) + |v|∞(infYj

ϕ)
)
d(Fx, Fy)η

≤‖v‖η(supYj
ϕ2)d(Fx, Fy)η.

(4.5)

Let now x, y ∈ Y , with preimages xj , yj ∈ Yj under F . Since |v′| ≤ ϕ|v|∞, we have
that |v′(xj)| ≤ |v|∞(supYj

ϕ). Using (4.4), (4.5), and (4.2) with p = 2

|(Pv′)(x)− (Pv′)(y)| ≤∑j |g(xj)− g(yj)||v′(xj)|+
∑

j g(yj)|v′(xj)− v′(yj)|
≪‖v‖η

(∑
j µ(Yj)(supYj

ϕ2)
)
d(Fxj , F yj)

η ≪ ‖v‖ηd(x, y)η.

Similarly, (4.2) yields also that |Pv′|∞ ≪ |v|∞, concluding that ‖Pv′‖η ≪ ‖v‖η.
Let v : Y ϕ → R

N satisfy (⋆). We define χ′, m′ : Y → R
N as follows:

χ′ =
∑∞

k=1 P
kv′, m′ = v′ − χ′ ◦ F + χ′.

It is well known for Gibbs-Markov maps (see [1, Theorem 1.6]), that for every function
w ∈ Cη(Y,Rd) with mean zero, there are a, C > 0 such that ‖P kw‖η ≤ Ce−ak for all
k ≥ 1. Since Pv′ ∈ Cη(Y,Rd) has mean zero, the series

∑∞
k=1 ‖P kv′‖η =

∑∞
k=0 ‖P kPv′‖η

converges. By completeness, χ′ ∈ Cη(Y,Rd) and Pm′ = Pv′ − χ′ +
∑∞

k=2 P
kv′ = 0. We

have that

‖χ′‖η ≤
∑∞

k=0 ‖P kPv′‖η ≪ ‖Pv′‖η, |m′|p ≤ |ϕ|p|v|∞ + 2|χ′|∞ ≪ 〈v〉η. (4.6)

Hence m′ ∈ Lp(Y,RN).
Such a construction of χ′ and m′ is conducted in the same way in [22, Subsection 2.2];

we decided to include it to make our argument self-contained.
Define m,χ : Y ϕ → R

N by

χ(y, u) = χ′(y) +

∫ u

0

v(y, s) ds, m(y, u) =

{
m′(y) u ∈ [ϕ(y)− 1, ϕ(y))

0 u ∈ [0, ϕ(y)− 1)
. (4.7)

Proposition 4.6. We have that m ∈ Lp(Y ϕ,RN) and χ ∈ Lp−1(Y ϕ,RN), with the
convention that ∞− 1 = ∞. Moreover, there exists C > 0 such that

|m|p ≤ C〈v〉η and |χ|p−1 ≤ 〈v〉η,

for all functions v that satisfy (⋆).

Proof. Firstly, suppose that p = ∞. Then, by (4.6) and (4.7),

|χ|∞ ≤ |χ′|∞ + |ϕ|∞|v|∞ ≪ 〈v〉η. |m|∞ = |m′|∞ ≪ 〈v〉η.

Secondly, suppose that p ∈ [2,∞). By (4.6), |χ(y, u)| ≤ |χ′|∞+u|v|∞ ≪ ϕ(y)〈v〉η. Hence,

|χ|p−1 ≪ 〈v〉η(
∫
Y

∫ ϕ

0
|ϕ|p−1 ds dµ)

1
p−1 = 〈v〉η|ϕ|

p
p−1
p <∞.

Since m′ ∈ Lp(Y,RN), (4.7) and (4.6) yield

|m|pp ≪
∫
Y

∫ ϕ

0
|m′|p1{ϕ−1≤u<ϕ} du dµ = |m′|pp ≪ 〈v〉pη <∞.

The statement follows.
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Our next proposition shows how the transfer operator L1 acts pointwise.

Proposition 4.7. Let v ∈ L1(Y ϕ). Then

(L1v)(y, u) =

{
v(y, u− 1) u ∈ [1, ϕ(y))∑

j g(yj)v(yj, u− 1 + ϕ(yj)) u ∈ [0, 1)

Proof. Let w ∈ L∞(Y ϕ). By definition of L1 and µϕ, using the substitution u 7→ u+ 1,

∫
Y ϕ L1(1{0≤u<ϕ−1}v)w dµϕ = ϕ̄−1

∫
Y

∫ ϕ(y)

0
1{0≤u<ϕ(y)−1}v(y, u)w(y, u+ 1) du dµ

=
∫
Y ϕ 1{1≤u<ϕ(y)}v(y, u− 1)w(y, u) dµϕ.

(4.8)

Next, let us focus on 1{ϕ−1≤u<ϕ}v. By the substitution u 7→ u+ 1− ϕ(y),

∫
Y ϕ L1(1{ϕ−1≤u<ϕ}v)w dµϕ = ϕ̄−1

∫
Y

∫ ϕ(y)

ϕ(y)−1
v(y, u)w(Fy, u+ 1− ϕ(y)) du dµ

= ϕ̄−1
∫
Y

∫ 1

0
v(y, u− 1 + ϕ(y))w(Fy, u) du dµ.

Write ṽu(y) = v(y, u− 1 + ϕ(y)) and wu(y) = w(y, u). Then,

∫
Y ϕ L1(1{ϕ−1≤u<ϕ}v)w dµϕ = ϕ̄−1

∫ 1

0

∫
Y
ṽu(w

u ◦ F ) dµ du
= ϕ̄−1

∫ 1

0

∫
Y
(P ṽu)w

u dµ du

=
∫
Y ϕ 1{0≤u<1}(P ṽu)w dµϕ.

(4.9)

Equations (4.8) and (4.9) yields that

(L1v)(y, u) = L1(1{0≤u<ϕ−1}v + 1{ϕ−1≤u<ϕ}v)(y, u)

= 1{1≤u<ϕ}v(y, u− 1) + 1{0≤u<1}(P ṽu)(y).

The proof is completed by the pointwise formula for P .

We present now our new primary martingale-coboundary decomposition.

Proposition 4.8. Suppose that v satisfies (⋆) and define ψ : Y ϕ → R
N as ψ =

∫ 1

0
v◦Fs ds.

Then ψ = m+ χ ◦ F1 − χ and m ∈ kerL1.

Proof. Let (y, u) ∈ Y ϕ with u ∈ [0, ϕ(y)− 1). Then F1(y, u) = (y, u + 1) and ψ(y, u) =∫ u+1

u
v(y, s) ds, so

χ(F1(y, u))− χ(y, u) =
∫ u+1

0
v(y, s) ds−

∫ u

0
v(y, s) ds = ψ(y, u) = ψ(y, u)−m(y, u).

If u ∈ [ϕ(y)− 1, ϕ(y)), then

ψ(y, u) =
∫ u+1−ϕ(y)

0
v(Fy, s) ds+ v′(y)−

∫ u

0
v(y, s) ds.

We have that F1(y, u) = (Fy, u + 1 − ϕ(y)). By definition, v′ − m′ = χ′ ◦ F − χ′ and
m(y, u) = m′(y), so

χ(F1(y, u))− χ(y, u) = χ′(Fy)− χ′(y) +
∫ u+1−ϕ(y)

0
v(Fy, s) ds−

∫ u

0
v(y, s) ds

= v′(y)−m′(y) + ψ(y, u)− v′(y) = ψ(y, u)−m(y, u).

Therefore ψ = m+ χ ◦ F1 − χ on the whole of Y ϕ.
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We are left to prove that m ∈ kerL1 using the formula of Proposition 4.7. Let y ∈ Y .
If u ∈ [1, ϕ(y)), then u− 1 ∈ [0, ϕ(y)− 1) and by definition of m,

(L1m)(y, u) = m(y, u− 1) = 0.

If u ∈ [0, 1), then u− 1 + ϕ(yj) ∈ [ϕ(yj)− 1, ϕ(yj)) for all preimages yj of y, and

(L1m)(y, u) =
∑

j g(yj)m(yj , u− 1 + ϕ(yj)) = (Pm′)(y) = 0,

because m′ ∈ kerP .

Following the terminology of Section 3, the new functions m and χ are called respec-
tively martingale and coboundary part of v. In view of Proposition 4.8, to estimate the
Birkhoff sums of ψ in p-norm, it would be desirable to have χ ∈ Lp. This is indeed true
for p = ∞ by Proposition 4.6; however, in general χ lies in Lp−1. Nevertheless, the next
result show that for p ∈ [2,∞) the function χ ◦ Fn − χ lies in Lp for all n ≥ 1.

Proposition 4.9. There exists C > 0 such that |max1≤k≤n |χ ◦Fk−χ||p ≤ C〈v〉ηn1/p for
all n ≥ 1. Moreover,

∣∣max1≤k≤n |χ ◦ Fk − χ|
∣∣
p
≤ C〈v〉η

(
n1/q + n1/p|1{ϕ≥n1/q}ϕ|p

)
(4.10)

for all n ≥ 1, q ≥ p, and v satisfying (⋆).

Proof. This proof is identical to the one of [22, Proposition 2.7], with the obvious nota-
tional changes. (See also [35, Proposition 3.37]).

The next Corollary is found [22, Corollary 2.8] and we prove it for completeness.

Corollary 4.10. |max1≤k≤n |χ ◦ Fk − χ||p = o(n1/p).

Proof. Using that ϕ ∈ Lp(Y ), we have |1{ϕ≥n1/q}ϕ|p → 0 by the bounded convergence
theorem. Let q > p, then equation (4.10) yields for n→ ∞ that

n−1/p
∣∣max1≤k≤n |χ ◦ Fk − χ|

∣∣
p
≪ n− q−p

pq + |1{ϕ≥n1/q}ϕ|p −→ 0.

4.3 Key estimates

This section displays results from [23] to get crucial estimates for the martingale-coboundary
decomposition of any v : Y ϕ → R

N that satisfies (⋆). We denote m and χ for respectively
the martingale and the coboundary part of v, as defined in (4.7)

Proposition 4.11. Let p ∈ [2,∞). There exists C > 0 such that

∣∣max1≤k≤n |
∑k−1

j=0 m ◦ Fj |
∣∣
p
≤ C〈v〉ηn

1
2 , (4.11)

and ∣∣max1≤k≤n |
∫ k

0
v ◦ Fs ds|

∣∣
2(p−1)

≤ C〈v〉ηn
1
2 , (4.12)

for all n ≥ 1 and any v that satisfies (⋆).

Proof. This proof is carried out exactly as the one of [22, Corollary 2.10] with the obvious
notational changes. We remark that an essential ingredient for (4.11) is Burkholder’s
inequality [9], while (4.12) follows from Rio’s inequality [25]. (See also [35, Proposi-
tion 3.42]).
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Corollary 4.12. The limit Σ = limn→∞ n−1
∫
Y ϕ(
∫ n

0
v ◦Fs ds)(

∫ n

0
v ◦Fs ds)

T dµϕ ∈ R
N×N

exists for any v satisfying (⋆). Moreover, Σ =
∫
Y ϕ mm

T dµϕ.

Proof. This proof is identical to the one of [22, Corollary 2.12], with the obvious notational
changes for the suspension Y ϕ and applying Proposition 4.11 and Corollary 4.10 to the
martingale-coboundary decomposition of v. (See also [35, Corollary 3.43]).

Corollary 4.13 (WIP). Let Ŵn(t) = n−1/2
∫ nt

0
v◦Fs ds, t ∈ [0, 1], and let W : [0, 1] → R

N

be a centered Brownian motion with covariance Σ from Corollary 4.12. Then, Ŵn →w W
on the probability space (Y ϕ, µϕ).

Proof. This proof is carried by the same approach of [22, Corollary 2.13], applying Propo-
sition 4.11 with the obvious notational changes.

Proposition 4.14. Let p = ∞ and let v satisfy (⋆). There exist a, C > 0 such that

µϕ
(
max
1≤k≤n

|
∫ k

0
v ◦ Fj| ≥ x

)
≤ C exp

{
−ax

2

n

}
,

for all n ≥ 1 and x ≥ 0.

Proof. Proposition 4.8 yields that
∫ 1

0
v◦Fs ds = m+χ◦F1−χ, withm ∈ L∞∩kerL1. Then,

(m ◦ Fn)n≥1 is an RMDS by Proposition 3.6 and it is bounded. We have
∫ n

0
v ◦ Fs ds =∑n−1

j=0 m ◦ Fj + χ ◦ Fn − χ for n ≥ 1. To conclude, reason similarly to the proof of

Proposition 3.15, replacing Φ̆, m̆, χ̆, f , A with respectively ψ, m, χ, F1, B, and using the
estimates from Proposition 4.8 instead of (3.9).

4.4 Secondary decomposition

Let v ∈ Fη(Y ϕ,RN) with mean zero and let m and χ be respectively its martingale
and coboundary parts, as defined in (4.7). By Proposition 4.5, the observable v satisfies
(⋆) and 〈v〉η ≪ ‖v‖η. Let UFv = v ◦ F and U1v = v ◦ F1 be the Koopman operators
respectively for F and F1.

Proposition 4.15. (U1L1(mm
T ))(y, u) =

{
(UFP (m

′m′T )(y) u ∈ [ϕ(y)− 1, ϕ(y))

0 u ∈ [0, ϕ(y)− 1)

Proof. Let (y, u) ∈ Y ϕ. By Proposition 4.7 and definition of m, if u ∈ [1, ϕ(y)),

(L1(mm
T ))(y, u) = mmT (y, u− 1) = 0; (4.13)

and if u ∈ [0, 1)

(L1(mm
T ))(y, u) =

∑
j g(yj)mm

T (yj, u− 1 + ϕ(yj)) = (P (m′m′T ))(y). (4.14)

Let us analyse U1L1(mm
T ). If (y, u) ∈ Y ϕ is such that u ∈ [0, ϕ(y) − 1), then u + 1 ∈

[1, ϕ(y)) and by (4.13) we get

(U1L1(mm
T ))(y, u) = (L1(mm

T ))(y, u+ 1) = 0.

If u ∈ [ϕ(y)− 1, ϕ(y)), then u+ 1− ϕ(y) ∈ [0, 1) and (4.14) yields that

(U1L1(mm
T ))(y, u) = (L1(mm

T ))(Fy, u+ 1− ϕ(y)) = (P (m′m′T ))(Fy),

finishing the proof.
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As in Corollary 4.12, let Σ =
∫
mmT dµϕ and define

v̆ = U1L1(mm
T )− Σ = E[mmT − Σ|F−1

1 B]. (4.15)

By
∫
U1L1(mm

T ) dµϕ =
∫
L1(mm

T ) dµϕ = Σ it follows that
∫
Y ϕ v̆ dµ

ϕ = 0. Following

Definition 4.4, we write v̆′(y) =
∫ ϕ(y)

0
v̆(y, u) du.

Proposition 4.16. There exists C > 0 such that

|v̆|∞ ≤ C‖v‖2η and ‖P v̆′‖η ≤ C‖v‖2η,

for all v ∈ Fη(Y ϕ,RN) with mean zero. So, the observable v̆ satisfies (⋆) and 〈v̆〉η ≤ ‖v‖2η.
Proof. By definition of m′, we see that |m′| ≤ |v′|+ 2|χ′|∞. Using |v′| ≤ ϕ|v|∞ and that
‖χ′‖η ≪ ‖Pv′‖η from (4.6), we get that |m′| ≪ ϕ〈v〉η and |m′m′T | ≤ ϕ2〈v〉2η. By (4.4)
and (4.2) with p = 2, we get that for all y ∈ Y

|P (m′m′T )(y)| ≤∑j g(yj)|m′m′T (yj)| ≪
∑

j µ(Yj)(supYj
ϕ2) 〈v〉2η ≪ 〈v〉2η. (4.16)

Recall that Proposition 4.6 yields |m|2 ≪ 〈v〉η. By Proposition 4.15 and (4.16),

|v̆|∞ ≤ |UFP (m
′m′T )|∞ +

∣∣∫
Y ϕ mm

T dµϕ
∣∣ ≤ |P (m′m′T )|∞ + |m|22 ≪ 〈v〉2η.

The first estimate follows by 〈v〉η ≪ ‖v‖η.
Let us now show the second estimate. Proposition 4.15 yields

v̆′(y) =
∫ ϕ(y)

0
(UFP (m

′m′T )(y)1{ϕ(y)−1<u<ϕ(y)} − Σ) du = (UFP (m
′m′T ))(y)− ϕ(y)Σ.

The identity PUF = IdL1(Y ) implies that P v̆′ = P (m′m′T ) − (Pϕ)Σ. Therefore, to com-
plete the proof it suffices to show that ‖P (m′m′T )‖η ≪ ‖v‖2η and ‖(Pϕ)Σ‖η ≪ ‖v‖2η.

Let us focus on (Pϕ)Σ. Apply Proposition 4.5 with v ≡ 1 to get that v′ = ϕ and
‖Pϕ‖η ≪ 1. Hence, ‖(Pϕ)Σ‖η = ‖Pϕ‖η|Σ| ≪ |m|22 ≪ 〈v〉η ≪ ‖v‖2η.

Next, let us focus on P (m′m′T ). We already know by (4.16) that |P (m′m′T )|∞ ≪ ‖v‖2η.
Let x, y ∈ Yj. By definition of m′, equation (4.5) and χ′ ∈ Cη(Y,RN), we get

|m′(x)−m′(y)| ≤ |v′(x)− v′(y)|+ |χ′(Fx)− χ′(Fy)|+ |χ′(x)− χ′(y)|
≪ ‖v‖η(supYj

ϕ) d(Fx, Fy)η + ‖χ′‖ηd(Fx, Fy)η + ‖χ′‖ηd(x, y)η.

Since ‖χ′‖η ≪ ‖Pv′‖η ≪ ‖v‖η, we use point (b) of Subsection 2.2 to get |m′(x)−m′(y)| ≪
‖v‖η(supYj

ϕ)d(Fx, Fy)η. Using that |m′| ≪ ϕ〈v〉η ≪ ϕ‖v‖η, we obtain

|m′(x)m′(x)T −m′(y)m′(y)T | ≤(|m′(x)|+ |m′(y)|)|m′(x)−m′(y)|
≪‖v‖2η(supYj

ϕ2)d(Fx, Fy)η.

Fix x, y ∈ Y with preimages xj , yj ∈ Yj under F . By (4.4) and (4.2) with p = 2,

|(P (m′m′T ))(x)− (P (m′m′T ))(y)| ≤∑j |g(xj)− g(yj)||(m′m′T )(xj)|
+
∑

j g(yj)|(m′m′T )(xj)− (m′m′T )(yj)|
≪ ‖v‖2η

∑
j µ(Yj)(supYj

ϕ2) d(Fxj, F yj)
η

≪ ‖v‖2ηd(x, y)η.

We conclude that ‖P (m′m′T )‖η ≪ ‖v‖2η.
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By Proposition 4.16, for any v ∈ Fη(Y ϕ,RN) we can apply Proposition 4.8 to v̆,
obtaining the secondary martingale-decomposition of v.

We show now that the Birkhoff sum and integral of v̆ are close. For n ≥ 1, define
ϕk =

∑k−1
j=0 ϕ ◦ F j. For (y, u) ∈ Y ϕ and t > 0, define the lap number Nt(y, u) = n ≥ 0 to

be the unique integer such that ϕn(y) ≤ t+ u < ϕn+1(y).

Proposition 4.17. There exists C > 0 such that
∣∣∫ n

0
v̆ ◦ Fs ds−

∑n−1
j=0 v̆ ◦ Fj

∣∣
∞ ≤ C‖v‖2η,

for every n ≥ 1 and v ∈ Fη(Y ϕ,RN) with mean zero.

Proof. Define α = UFP (m
′m′T ). Proposition 4.15 gives that (U1L1(mm

T ))(y, u) =
α(y) 1{ϕ(y)−1≤u<ϕ(y)} for all (y, u) ∈ Y ϕ. The integral

∫ n

0
(U1L1(mm

T )) ◦ Fs ds sums α
along an orbit under F , with an error given by
∣∣∫ n

0
(U1L1(mm

T ))(Fs(y, u)) ds−
∑Nn−1(y,u)

j=0 α(Fjy)
∣∣ ≤ |α(y)|+ |α(FNn(y,u)y)| ≤ 2|α|∞,

(4.17)
for all n ≥ 1 and (y, u) ∈ Y ϕ.

We find that every initial point (y, u) ∈ Y ϕ enters the strip [ϕ − 1, ϕ) exactly once
every lap. Still, the sum

∑n−1
j=0 (U1L1(mm

T )) ◦ Fj could miss the term α ◦ FNn−1 , giving
that for every (y, u) ∈ Y ϕ and all n ≥ 1,

∣∣∑n−1
j=0 (U1L1(mm

T ))(Fj(y, u))−
∑Nn−1(y,u)

j=0 α(Fjy)
∣∣ ≤ |α(FNn−1(y,u)y)| ≤ |α|∞. (4.18)

Both (4.17) and (4.18) can be restated with infinity norms, because the estimates are
uniform in (y, u). Combine (4.17) and (4.18), noticing that the two terms nΣ cancel out:
∣∣∫ n

0
v̆ ◦ Fs ds−

∑n−1
j=0 v̆ ◦ Fj

∣∣
∞ =

∣∣∫ n

0
(U1L1(mm

T )) ◦ Fs ds−
∑n−1

j=0 (U1L1(mm
T )) ◦ Fj

∣∣
∞

≤ 3|α|∞ ≤ 3|P (m′m′T )|∞ ≪ 〈v〉2η,

where the last inequality is true by (4.16). Conclude by 〈v〉η ≪ ‖v‖η.
Proposition 4.17 enables us to connect discrete and continuous time estimates. The

two corollaries that follow will be used in the proofs of our main theorems.

Corollary 4.18. Let p ∈ [2,∞). There exists C > 0 such that

∣∣max1≤k≤n |
∑k−1

j=0 v̆ ◦ Fj|
∣∣
2(p−1)

≤ C‖v‖2ηn
1
2 ,

for all n ≥ 1 and v ∈ Fη(Y ϕ,RN) with mean zero.

Proof. Since v̆ satisfies (⋆) by Proposition 4.16, we get from (4.12) that

|max1≤k≤n |
∫ k

0
v̆ ◦ Fj ||2(p−1) ≪ 〈v̆〉ηn

1
2 ≪ ‖v‖2ηn

1
2 .

The statement follows by Proposition 4.17.

Corollary 4.19. Let p = ∞ and v ∈ Fη(Y ϕ,R) with mean zero. There exist a, C > 0
such that

µϕ
(
max
1≤k≤n

|∑k−1
j=0 v̆ ◦ Fj | ≥ x

)
≤ C exp

{
−aε

2

n

}
,

for all x ≥ 0 and n ≥ 1.
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Proof. By Proposition 4.17, there exists K > 0 such that

max1≤k≤n

∣∣∑k−1
j=0 v̆ ◦ Fj

∣∣ ≤ max1≤k≤n

∣∣∫ k

0
v̆ ◦ Fj

∣∣+K.

Hence,

µϕ
(
max
1≤k≤n

|∑k−1
j=0 v̆ ◦ Fj| ≥ x

)
≤ µϕ

(
max
1≤k≤n

|
∫ k

0
v̆ ◦ Fj | ≥ x/2

)
+ µϕ(K ≥ x/2).

Since v̆ satisfies (⋆) by Proposition 4.16, the first term of the right-hand side is sorted by
Propositions 4.14. The second term is treated as in (3.15).

5 Continuous time rates

This section provides the proofs of Theorems 2.8 and 2.9. Let Ψt : M →M be a nonuni-
formly expanding semiflow of order p ∈ (2,∞] with ergodic invariant measure µM as
in Subsection 2.4, and let v ∈ Cη(M,RN) with mean zero. For t ∈ [0, 1] and n ≥ 1,

let Wn(t) = n− 1
2

∫ nt

0
v ◦ Ψs ds be as in (2.5), which converges weakly to a centred N -

dimensional Brownian motion W by Theorem 2.7. Let Ft : Y
ϕ → Y ϕ be the respective

Gibbs-Markov semiflow with ergodic invariant measure µϕ, which is semiconjugated to
Ψt by the map πϕ : Y

ϕ → M , πϕ(y, u) = Ψuy. Then the observable w = v ◦ πϕ has mean
zero, and by Proposition 4.3 it lies in Fη2(Y ϕ,RN). We define the sequence of processes

Ŵn on the probability space (Y ϕ, µϕ) as Ŵn = Wn ◦ πϕ. We have that

Ŵn(t) =
1√
n

∫ nt

0

w ◦ Fs ds, t ∈ [0, 1]. (5.1)

Following Corollary 4.13, we note that the limiting Brownian motion W has covari-
ance matrix Σ =

∫
Y ϕ mm

T dµϕ, where m is the martingale part of w. Since πϕ is

measure-preserving, we have Wn =d Ŵn for all n ≥ 1, so W(Wn,W ) = W(Ŵn,W )

and Π(Wn,W ) = Π(Ŵn,W ). Therefore, in the remainder of this section we deal with

observables w that lie in Fη(Y ϕ,RN) for some η ∈ (0, 1], and prove rates for Ŵn.

We recall from Proposition 4.8 that there exist m,χ : Y ϕ → R
N such that

∫ 1

0
w ◦ Fs ds = m+ χ ◦ F1 − χ. (5.2)

Since 〈w〉η ≪ ‖w‖η, Proposition 4.6 yields that there is C > 0 such that, for p ∈ (2,∞]

|m|p ≤ C‖w‖η, |χ|p−1 ≤ C‖w‖η. (5.3)

Proposition 4.9 yields for p ∈ (2,∞) that

∣∣max1≤k≤n |χ ◦ Fk − χ|
∣∣
p
≤ C‖w‖ηn1/p. (5.4)

Notation. For n ≥ 1 and g : Y ϕ → R
N , we write gn =

∑n−1
j=0 g ◦ Fj .
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5.1 Proof of Theorem 2.8

For fixed w ∈ Fη(Y ϕ,R) with mean zero and martingale partm ∈ Lp(Y ϕ,RN), p ∈ (2,∞),
we define the sequence of processes Xn : [0, 1] → R

N , n ≥ 1, as

Xn(k/n) =
1√
n

k−1∑

j=0

m ◦ Fj , (5.5)

for 0 ≤ k ≤ n and using linear interpolation in [0, 1].

Proposition 5.1. Let {ξn}n≥1 be a sequence of identically distributed real random vari-
ables, defined on the same probability space. If ξ1 ∈ Lq for some q ∈ [1,∞), then
|max1≤k≤n |ξk||q ≤ n1/q|ξ1|q for all n ≥ 1.

Proof. We have that (max1≤k≤n |ξk|)q = max1≤k≤n |ξk|q ≤ ∑n
k=1 |ξk|q. Since all the ξk

share the same distribution, E[(max1≤k≤n |ξk|)q] ≤ E[
∑n

k=1 |ξk|q] = nE[|ξ1|q]. The state-
ment follows.

Lemma 5.2. There exists C > 0 such that W(Ŵn, Xn) ≤ Cn− p−2
2p for all n ≥ 1.

Proof. Let ψ =
∫ 1

0
w ◦ Fs ds. By (5.2), we have ψk = mk + χ ◦ Fk − χ, k ≥ 1, and

Ŵn(t)−Xn(t) = n−1/2(ψ⌊nt⌋/n −m⌊nt⌋/n) +Rn(t) = n−1/2(χ ◦ F⌊nt⌋/n − χ) +Rn(t)

for all t ∈ [0, 1], where Rn(t) = (Ŵn(t)− Ŵn(⌊nt⌋/n))− (Xn(t)−Xn(⌊nt⌋/n)). So,

n
1
2 |Rn(t)| ≤

∣∣∫ nt

⌊nt⌋ w ◦ Fs ds
∣∣ + |m ◦ F⌊nt⌋−1| ≤ |w|∞ +max1≤k≤n |m ◦ Fk−1|.

By Proposition 5.1 and (5.3),

n− 1
2

∣∣max1≤k≤n |m ◦ Fk−1|
∣∣
p
≤ n− 1

2
+ 1

p |m|p ≪ n− p−2
2p ‖w‖η.

Hence,
∣∣supt∈[0,1] |Rn(t)|

∣∣
p
≤ n− 1

2 (|w|∞ +
∣∣max1≤k≤n |m ◦ Fk−1|

∣∣
p
) ≪ n− p−2

2p ‖w‖η.
By the estimate on Rn and (5.4),

∣∣supt∈[0,1] |Ŵn(t)−Xn(t)|
∣∣
p
≪ n− 1

2

∣∣max1≤k≤n |χ ◦ fk − χ|
∣∣
p
+ n− p−2

2p ≪ n− p−2
2p .

We finish the proof showing that for any f ∈ Lip1,∣∣∫
Y ϕ f(Ŵn) dµ

ϕ −
∫
Y ϕ f(Xn) dµ

ϕ
∣∣ ≤

∣∣supt∈[0,1] |Ŵn(t)−Xn(t)|
∣∣
p
≪ n− p−2

2p .

Proof of Theorem 2.8. Let p ∈ (2, 3). Consider Xn from (5.5) and let Yn be as in
Lemma 3.13. Let W : [0, 1] → R

N be the limiting Brownian motion that has covariance

Σ =
∫ ϕ

µ
mmT dµ∆. By Lemmas 5.2 and 3.13, to prove the rate on W(Ŵn,W ) it suffices

to estimate W(Xn, Yn).
Let us check the hypotheses of Theorem 3.7 for dn = m◦Fn, n ≥ 0. By Proposition 4.8

we have that L1m = 0, so Proposition 3.6 yields that dn with σ-algebras F−n
1 B is an RMDS

on the probability space (Y ϕ,B, µϕ). It lies in Lp by (5.3), and it is stationary because
Fn is measure-preserving.

Since m ∈ kerL1, we follow the proof of Proposition 3.3 and get E[(m ◦ Fk)(m ◦
Fℓ)

T |F−1
n B] = 0 for all 0 ≤ k 6= ℓ ≤ n − 1. Using the notation v̆ = E[mmT − Σ|F−1

1 B]
from (4.15), we apply Corollary 4.18 and reason as in the proof of Theorem 2.3 (in
Subsection 3.2) to prove that Mn =

∑n−1
j=0 m ◦ Fj , n ≥ 1 satisfies condition (3.4).

We can now apply Theorem 3.7 and follow the proof of Theorem 2.3 to get that

W(Xn, Yn) ≪ n− p−2
2p (logn)

p−1
2p , which concludes the proof.
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5.2 Proof of Theorem 2.9 (p = ∞)

Let p = ∞ and w ∈ Fη(Y ϕ,R) with mean zero and martingale part m ∈ L∞(Y ϕ,R).
Define the sequence of processes Yn : [0, 1] → R, n ≥ 1

Yn(k/n) =
1√
n

k∑

j=1

m ◦ Fn−j,

for 1 ≤ k ≤ n, using linear interpolation in [0, 1]. Let h : C([0, 1],R) → C([0, 1],R) be the
linear operator (hf)(t) = f(1)− f(1− t) as in [21, Lemma 4.8].

Lemma 5.3. There exists C > 0 such that Π(h ◦ Ŵn, Yn) ≤ Cn− 1
2 for all n ≥ 1.

Proof. Let ψ =
∫ 1

0
w ◦ Fs ds. By equation (5.2),

h ◦ Ŵn(t)− Yn(t) = n− 1
2

(∫ n

n−⌊nt⌋ w ◦ Fs ds−
∑⌊nt⌋−1

j=1 m ◦ Fn−j

)
+Rn(t)

= n− 1
2

(
ψn − ψn−⌊nt⌋ −

(
mn −mn−⌊nt⌋

))
+Rn(t)

= n− 1
2

(
χ ◦ Fn − χ ◦ Fn−⌊nt⌋

)
+Rn(t)

for every t ∈ [0, 1], where

Rn(t) = h ◦ (Ŵn(t)− Ŵn(⌊nt⌋/n))− (Yn(t)− Yn(⌊nt⌋/n))
= (Ŵn((1− ⌊nt⌋)/n)− Ŵn(1− t))− (Yn(t)− Yn(⌊nt⌋/n)).

So,

n
1
2 |Rn(t)| ≤

∣∣∫ 1−⌊nt⌋
1−t

w ◦ Fs ds
∣∣ + |m ◦ Fn−⌊nt⌋−1| ≤ |w|∞ + |m|∞,

and by (5.3),
∣∣supt∈[0,1] |Rn(t)|

∣∣
∞ ≪ n− 1

2‖w‖η. Hence,

∣∣supt∈[0,1] |h ◦ Ŵn(t)− Yn(t)|
∣∣
∞ ≪ n− 1

2 (2|χ|∞ + ‖w‖η) ≪ n− 1
2‖w‖η.

Since the Prokhorov metric is bounded by the infinity norm, we conclude that

Π(h ◦ Ŵn, Yn) ≤
∣∣supt∈[0,1] |h ◦ Ŵn(t)− Yn(t)|

∣∣
∞ ≪ n− 1

2 .

Lemma 5.4. There exists C > 0 such that Π(Yn,W ) ≤ Cn− 1
4 (log n)

3
4 for all integers

n > 1.

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 2.8, the sequence dn = m ◦ Fn with σ-algebras
F−n
1 B, n ≥ 0, is a stationary RMDS on the probability space (Y ϕ,B, µϕ). Equation (5.3)

yields that dn is bounded. We adopt the same notation of Theorem 3.8, noting that
σ2 =

∫
Y ϕ m

2 dµϕ and that Yn coincides with Mn. We have that

Vn(k) = n−1
∑k

j=1E[m
2 ◦ Fn−j |F−1

n−(j−1)B] = n−1
∑k

j=1E[m
2|F−1B] ◦ Fn−j.

As pointed out in the proof of Lemma 3.17, to apply Theorem 3.8 and complete the
current proof, it suffices to show that κn ≪

√
n−1 log n. Writing v̆ = E[m2|F−1

1 B]−σ2 as
in (4.15), we have that

Vn(k)− (k/n)σ2 = n−1
∑k

j=1 v̆ ◦ Fn−j = n−1(v̆n − v̆n−k),
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for every n ≥ 1. So, max0≤k≤n |Vn(k)−(k/n)σ2| ≤ 2n−1max1≤k≤n |v̆k|. By Corollary 4.19,
there are a, C > 0 such that

µ∆

(
max0≤k≤n |Vn(k)− (k/n)σ2| ≥ ε

)
≤ µ∆

(
max1≤k≤n |v̆k| ≥ nε/2

)
≤ Ce−anε2 ,

for all ε ≥ 0 and n ≥ 1. Reasoning as in Lemma 3.17, this estimate is sufficient to show
that κn ≪

√
n−1 logn, which concludes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 2.9 (p = ∞). Let w ∈ Fη(Y ϕ,RN) with mean zero and let Ŵn be

from (5.1). Since Ŵn(0) = 0 for all n ≥ 1, applying Proposition 3.18 with N = 1 we get

Π(Ŵn,W ) ≪ Π(h ◦ Ŵn,W ) ≤ Π(h ◦ Ŵn, Yn) + Π(Yn,W ).

Conclude by Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4.

5.3 Proof of Theorem 2.9 (p ∈ (2,∞))

In the current subsection, we use our new estimates from Section 4 to apply the method
found in [3, Section 4] to the semiflow case with real-valued observables. We remark
that the following results are proven by the same techniques of [3], and are shown here
for completeness. Let p ∈ (2,∞) and w ∈ Fη(Y ϕ,R) with mean zero and martingale
part m ∈ Lp(Y ϕ,R). Consider σ2 =

∫
Y ϕ m

2 dµϕ and define dn = (m ◦ Fn)/(n
1/2σ)

with σ-algebras Gn = F−1
n B, n ≥ 0. Since L1m = 0, the sequence dn is a RMDS by

Proposition 3.6. Then (dn−j)0≤j≤n with filtration (Gn−j)0≤j≤n is a martingale differences
array. Define for 0 ≤ k ≤ n

Vn(k) =
∑k

j=1 E[d
2
n−j|Gn−(j−1)].

Define now a sequence of processes Xn : [0, 1] → R, n ≥ 1, as

Xn

(
Vn(k)

Vn(n)

)
=

k∑

j=1

dn−j, (5.6)

for 0 ≤ k ≤ n, and linear interpolation in [0, 1]. As stated in [3], the integer k in (5.6) is
a random variable k = kn(t) : Y

ϕ → {0, . . . , n}, such that Vn(k) ≤ tVn(n) < Vn(k + 1).

Proposition 5.5. There exists C > 0 such that
∣∣supt∈[0,1] |kn(t)− ⌊nt⌋|

∣∣
2(p−1)

≤ Cn
1
2 for

all n ≥ 1.

Proof. The proof is carried out as in [3, Proposition 4.4]. The only fact left to show is
that ∣∣max1≤k≤n |Vn(k)− k/n|

∣∣
2(p−1)

≪ n
1
2 . (5.7)

We have that

Vn(k)−
k

n
=

1

nσ2

k∑

j=1

E[m2 ◦ Fn−j|F−1
n−(j−1)B]−

k

n
=

1

nσ2

k∑

j=1

(
E[m2 − σ2|F−1

1 B] ◦ Fj

)
,

and (5.7) follows by Corollary 4.18.

Proposition 5.6. For n ≥ 1 and ψ =
∫ 1

0
v ◦ Fs ds, define Zn = max0≤i,ℓ≤√

n |ψl| ◦ Fi⌊√n⌋.
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(a)
∣∣∑b−1

j=a ψ ◦ Fj

∣∣ ≤ Zn((b− a)(
√
n− 1)−1 + 3) for all 0 ≤ a < b ≤ n.

(b) |Zn|2(p−1) ≤ C‖w‖ηn1/4+1/(4(p−1)) for all n ≥ 1.

Proof. This proof is identical to the one of [3, Proposition 4.6] with the obvious notational
changes and applying equation (4.12) to get

∣∣max1≤k≤n |ψk|
∣∣
2(p−1)

≪ n1/2.

Let h : C([0, 1],R) → C([0, 1],R) be the linear operator (hf)(t) = f(1)− f(1− t).

Lemma 5.7. There exists C > 0 such that Π(h ◦ Ŵn, σXn) ≤ Cn− p−2
4p for all n ≥ 1.

Proof. This proof follows the one of [3, Lemma 4.7], writing for t ∈ [0, 1]

h ◦ Ŵn(t)− σXn(t) = n− 1
2

(∫ n

n−⌊nt⌋w ◦ Fs ds−
∑k

j=1m ◦ Fn−j

)
+Rn(t),

and using appropriately estimate (5.4) and Propositions 5.5, 5.6. (See also [35, Lemma
3.58]).

Lemma 5.8. Let B : [0, 1] → R be a standard Brownian motion. There exists C > 0

such that Π(Xn, B) ≤ Cn− p−2
4p for all n ≥ 1.

Proof. This is identical to the proof of of [3, Lemma 4.3], adapting the notation and
applying [24, Theorem 1] of Kubilius. We remark the importance of (5.7) to finish this
proof. (See also [35, Theorem 3.59]).

Proof of Theorem 2.9 (p ∈ (2,∞)). This proof is identical to the proof of [3, Theo-
rem 2.2] with the appropriate notational changes. We write it to keep this work self-

contained. Let Ŵn be from (5.1). Since Ŵn(0) = 0 for all n ≥ 1, Proposition 3.18 yields

that Π(Ŵn,W ) ≤ 2Π(h ◦ Ŵn,W ). Using that W =d σB, we get

Π(Ŵn,W ) ≪ Π(h ◦ Ŵn, σB) ≪ Π(h ◦ Ŵn, σXn) + Π(σXn, σB).

Conclude by Lemmas 5.7 and 5.8.

6 Nonuniformly hyperbolic flows

In the previous sections we showed how to derive rates in the WIP for certain non-
invertible systems using martingales techniques and Gordin’s method. However, these
approaches are not applicable directly in the invertible setting. Therefore, in this section
we illustrate how the theorems outlined in Section 2 remain valid for a class of invertible
systems.

Following the arguments of [3, Remark 6.2(a)], Theorems 2.3 and 2.5 are still valid
for a class of maps that are nonuniformly hyperbolic in the sense of Young [42, 43],
namely they display polynomial tails with inducing time in Lp, and have an exponential
contraction along stable leaves. Such conditions are satisfied if the Young tower displays
exponential tails. However, the matter of passing the rates from semiflows to flows is more
delicate than in the discrete setting. In the following, we show how Theorems 2.8 and 2.9
are satisfied for a class of nonuniformly hyperbolic flows that display an exponential
contraction along stable leaves.
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6.1 Setup

Let (M, d) be a bounded metric space and let Ψt : M → M , t ∈ R, be a flow, so Ψ0 = Id
and Ψt+s = Ψt ◦ Ψs, t, s ∈ R. As in Subsection 2.4, we assume continuous dependence
on initial conditions (2.3) and Lipschitz continuity in time (2.4). Our main assumption
is that Ψt is nonuniformly hyperbolic, that is it can be modelled by a suspension with
Hölder continuous first return time, where the induced map is nonuniformly hyperbolic
in the sense of Young [42]. Hence, we assume the existence of X ⊂ M and a function
r : X → [1,∞), r(x) = inf{t > 0 : Ψtx ∈ X}, such that T : X → X, Tx = Ψr(x)x
is nonuniformly hyperbolic. We suppose that there is a constant η0 ∈ (0, 1] such that
|r|η0 = supx 6=y |r(x)− r(y)|/d(x, y)η0 <∞.

Let us specify the conditions that we require for the map T .

• There is a Borel probability measure m on X, which is preserved by T .

• There exists a measurable Y ⊂ X, m(Y ) > 0, with an (at most countable) mea-
surable partition {Yj}j≥1 and a function τ : Y → Z+ that is constant on partition
elements, such that T τ(y)y ∈ Y for all y ∈ Y . We define F : Y → Y as Fy = T τ(y)y.

• Let p ∈ [2,∞]. We have an F -invariant probability measure µ on Y such that
τ ∈ Lp(Y, µ), and we set τ =

∫
Y
τ dµ.

• There is a partition of Y consisting of stable leaves Ws of F , which is a refinement
of {Yj}j≥1. For y ∈ Y , let Ws(y) denote the stable leaf containing y. The stable
leaves are invariant under F , that is F (Ws(y)) ⊂ Ws(Fy).

• The set X is partitioned into stable leaves Ws
T that are invariant for T . For x ∈ X,

let Ws
T (x) denote the stable leaf containing x. We suppose that Ws

T extends Ws,
namely for x ∈ X and y ∈ Y (i) Ws

T (x) ∩ Y 6= ∅ and (ii) Ws
T (y) ∩ Y = Ws(y).

• We have the quotient space Y = Y/ ∼, where x ∼ y if x ∈ Ws(y), with projection
π : Y → Y . We can also quotient the map F into F : Y → Y with invariant
probability measure µ = π∗µ. There is a partition {Y j}j≥1 of Y such that Yj =
π−1(Y j). The separation time s(x, y) is defined as the infimum of n ∈ N0 such that
F

n
x and F

n
y belong to different partition elements. The function F is a full-branch

Gibbs-Markov map and it separates trajectories: s(x, y) < ∞ if and only if x 6= y.
We extend the separation time to x, y ∈ Y by s(x, y) = s(π(x), π(y)).

Let Ỹ ⊂ Y be such that it intersects every stable leaf only once, that is for every
y ∈ Y the set Ws(y)∩ Ỹ contains exactly one element, and for j ≥ 1 let Ỹj = Ỹ ∩Yj. Let

π : Y → Ỹ be the associated projection, so that πy ∈ Ws(y)∩ Ỹ and πx = πy if and only
if x ∈ Ws(y). Since Ws

T extends Ws, we can also extend the domain of the projection,

defining a new π : X → Ỹ .

To conclude our list of assumptions, we include some estimates. Suppose there exist
C > 0 and γ ∈ (0, 1) such that for any n ≥ 0 and x, y ∈ Ỹ ,

d(F nx, F ny) ≤ Cγs(x,y)−n, (6.1)

d(T nx, T ny) ≤ Cγs(x,y)−βn(y), (6.2)

where βn = {j ∈ {1, . . . , n} : T j ∈ Y }. Assume also that

d(T ix, T iy) ≤ C(d(x, y) + d(Fx, Fy)), (6.3)
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for all j ≥ 1, x, y ∈ Yj, and 0 ≤ i ≤ τ(y)− 1.

We also assume an exponential contraction of T along stable leaves, that is

d(T nx, T nx′) ≤ Cγn (6.4)

for all n ≥ 0, x ∈ X and x′ ∈ Ws
T (x). This condition is essential for our purposes and was

assumed by [28, 29]. It is satisfied by flows modelled by Young towers with exponential
tails and by some classes of intermittent solenoids.

Let rn =
∑n−1

j=0 r ◦ T j and define ϕ : Y → [1,∞) as ϕ(y) = rτ(y)(y). By ϕ ≤ |r|∞τ
and τ ∈ Lp(Y ), we get that ϕ ∈ Lp(Y ), as well. Define the suspension Y ϕ = {(y, u) ∈
Y × [0,∞) : u ∈ [0, ϕ(y)]}/ ∼ where (y, ϕ(y)) ∼ (Fy, 0). The suspension flow Ft : Y

ϕ →
Y ϕ is given by Ft(y, u) = (y, u + t) computed modulo identifications. The projection
ρ : Y ϕ → M , ρ(y, u) = Ψuy, is a semiconjugacy from Ft to Ψt. We define the ergodic
Ft-invariant probability measure µϕ = (µ × Lebesgue)/ϕ̄, where ϕ̄ =

∫
Y
ϕdµ. Then,

ν = ρ∗µ
ϕ is an ergodic Ψt-invariant probability measure on M . We define the space

Cη(M,RN ) with norm ‖ · ‖η similarly to Definition 2.1.

Let v ∈ Cη(M,RN) with mean zero and define the sequence

Wn(t) =
1√
n

∫ nt

0

v ◦Ψs ds,

for n ≥ 1 and t ∈ [0, 1]. Every Wn is a random element in C([0, 1],RN) defined on the
probability space (M, ν). If Ψt is a nonuniformly hyperbolic flow and p ∈ [2,∞], then the
WIP is satisfied for Hölder observables. This follows by passing the WIP for maps [33]
to the flow using [21]. So, there exists a centered Brownian motion W : [0, 1] → R

N such
that Wn →w W . It follows the last theorem of our paper.

Theorem 6.1. Let v ∈ Cη(M,RN) with mean zero and let p ∈ (2,∞]. The rates of
convergence for the WIP in Wasserstein and Prokhorov metrics of Theorems 2.8 and 2.9
are also valid for nonuniformly hyperbolic flows, with the same conditions on p and N ≥ 1.

The remainder of this section is dedicated to prove Theorem 6.1. Let us outline our
approach. Firstly, we show how to model a flow by a suspension with a roof function
that is constant along stable leaves, and which projects into a Gibbs-Markov semiflow.
Secondly, we establish that a lift of a Hölder observable v is cohomologous to a function h
that only depends on future coordinates. This function projects to an observable h that
fits within the appropriate functional space described Section 4. We obtain the rates for
the WIP for h following the approach of Section 5. Finally, these rates are passed to the
WIP for the function v through standard arguments.

We start presenting a couple of estimates. We fix θ = γη0 ∈ (0, 1), where η0 ∈ (0, 1] is
the Hölder exponent for r : X → [1,∞) and γ ∈ (0, 1) is from equations (6.1)-(6.4).

Proposition 6.2. Let p ∈ [2,∞]. There exists C > 0 such that, for all j ≥ 1, x, y ∈ Ỹj,
and 0 ≤ n ≤ τ(y)− 1,

|rn(x)− rn(y)| ≤ C(infYj
ϕ)θs(x,y).

Moreover,
|ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)| ≤ C(infYj

ϕ)θs(x,y).

29



Proof. Let us prove the estimate as done in [5, Proposition 7.4]. Equations (6.1) and (6.3)
yield that there is C > 0 such that

d(T jx, T jy) ≤ Cγs(x,y). (6.5)

For all 0 ≤ j ≤ τ(y)− 1. So,

|rn(x)− rn(y)| ≤
∑n−1

i=0 |r(T ix)− r(T iy)| ≤ |r|η0
∑n−1

i=0 d(T
ix, T iy)η0 ≪ nθs(x,y).

The first estimate follows by n ≤ τ(y) ≤ infYj
ϕ. By (6.1), equation (6.5) holds also when

j = τ(x). So, the estimate for ϕ follows taking n = τ(y).

Proposition 6.3. For every v ∈ Cη(M,RN) there exists C > 0 such that,

|v(Ψux)− v(Ψsy)| ≤ C
(
(infYj

ϕ)(θη)s(x,y) + |u− s|η
)
,

for all (x, u), (y, s) ∈ Y ϕ with x, y ∈ Ỹj.

Proof. We have that

|v(Ψux)− v(Ψsy)| ≤ |v|ηd(Ψux,Ψsy)
η ≤ |v|η{d(Ψux,Ψuy)

η + d(Ψuy,Ψsy)
η}.

We use Lipschitz continuity (2.4) for the last term: d(Ψuy,Ψsy)
η ≤ Lη|u− s|η.

Let n ≥ 0 be such that rn(x) ≤ u < rn+1(x). Reasoning as in Proposition 4.3,

d(Ψux,Ψuy) ≪ d(T nx, T ny) + L|rn(x)− rn(y)|.

Since n ≤ τ(x), equation (6.5) yields d(T nx, T ny) ≪ θs(x,y). Applying Proposition 6.2,
d(Ψuy,Ψuy) ≪ (infYj

ϕ)θs(x,y). Combine the previous estimates to conclude.

Remark 6.4. Our assumptions are naturally satisfied when the flow Ψt is uniformly
hyperbolic. In such a case,we have Y = X, the return function τ is constantly 1, and
ϕ = r ∈ L∞(Y ) is Hölder continuous. Moreover, an observable v ∈ Cη(M) lifts directly
to a Lipschitz observable with respect to a two-sided symbolic metric.

6.2 Reduction to a constant roof function along stable leaves

We recall here standard arguments from [8, 39] in order to quotient the suspension Y ϕ

along stable leaves. For a more complete and general exposition of our setting, we refer
to [5], where the authors do not assume the exponential contraction (6.4). We remark
that our methods rely strongly on such a requirement.

For x ∈ X, define χ̃(x) =
∑∞

n=0(r(T
nπx)− r(T nx)). By (6.4),

|r(T nπx)− r(T nx)| ≤ |r|η0d(T nπx, T nx)η0 ≤ |r|η0(γη0)n.

Hence, the series for χ̃ converges absolutely for any x ∈ X, and the function χ̃ is bounded.
Let rk =

∑k−1
j=0 r ◦ T j . Since inf r ≥ 1, there exists k ≥ 1 such that inf rk ≥ 4|χ̃|∞ + 1.

We take without loss k = 1 (otherwise in the following we could substitute r with rk and
T with T k). Define r̃ : X → R as

r̃ = r + χ̃− χ̃ ◦ T,
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so that inf r̃ ≥ inf r − 2|χ̃|∞ ≥ 1. A calculation gives

r̃(x) = r(πx) +
∑∞

n=0(r(T
n+1πx)− ϕ(T nπTx)).

Since the stable leaves are invariant under T , we have that π(Tx) = π(Tπx). Hence,
r̃(x) = r̃(πx) for all x ∈ X, and we say that r̃ is constant along stable leaves.

For the remaining of this subsection, we fix θ = γη0 ∈ (0, 1), where η0 ∈ (0, 1] is the
Hölder exponent for r : X → [1,∞) and γ ∈ (0, 1) is from equations (6.1)-(6.4).

Proposition 6.5. There exists C > 0 such that

|χ̃(x)− χ̃(y)| ≤ Cθs(x,y)/2,

for all x, y ∈ Ỹ .

Proof. This proof follows [5, Lemma 8.4]. If x and y belong to different partition elements,

then s(x, y) = 0 and the statement is trivial. Suppose now x, y ∈ Ỹj for some j ≥ 1 and
write N = ⌊s(x, y)/2)⌋. We write

|χ̃(x)− χ̃(y)| ≤ A(x, y) + A(πx, πy) +B(x) +B(y),

where

A(x, y) =
∑N−1

n=0 |r(T nx)− r(T ny)|,
B(x) =

∑∞
n=N |r(T nx)− r(T nπx)|.

Since βn ≤ n, equation (6.2) yields

A(x, y) ≤ |r|η0
N−1∑

n=0

d(T nx, T ny)η0 ≤ C|r|η0
N−1∑

n=0

θs(x,y)−n

≪ (1− θ)−1θs(x,y)−N ≪ θs(x,y)/2.

.

So, A(πx, πy) ≪ θs(πx,πy)/2 = θs(x,y)/2.
Let us deal with B. By equation (6.4), for all y′ ∈ Y

B(y′) ≤ |r|η0
∑∞

n=N d(T
ny′, T nπy′)η0 ≪∑∞

n=N θ
n ≤ (1− θ)−1θN .

Hence, B(x), B(y) ≪ θN+1/θ ≪ θs(x,y)/2, and the claim for χ̃ is proved by combining the
estimates for A and B.

We can now define ϕ̃ : Y → R as ϕ̃ =
∑τ−1

j=0 r̃ ◦ T j, noting that it is constant along
stable leaves and satisfies the formula ϕ̃ = ϕ + χ̃ − χ̃ ◦ F . We have also that inf ϕ̃ ≥ 1
and

∫
Y
ϕ̃dµ =

∫
Y
ϕ dµ; hence, ϕ̃ is an integrable roof function. Since the function ϕ lies

in Lp(Y ), by |ϕ̃|p ≤ |ϕ|p + 2|χ̃|∞ it follows that ϕ̃ ∈ Lp(Y ).

Proposition 6.6. Let p ∈ [2,∞]. Then there exists C > 0 such that

|ϕ̃(x)− ϕ̃(y)| ≤ C(infYj
ϕ̃)θs(x,y)/2.

for all j ≥ 1 and any x, y ∈ Yj.
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Proof. We follow the proof of [5, Proposition 6.1]. Since inf ϕ ≥ 4|χ̃|∞ + 1, we have that

infYj
ϕ ≤ infYj

ϕ̃+ 2|χ̃|∞ ≤ infYj
ϕ̃+ 1

2
inf ϕ ≤ infYj

ϕ̃+ 1
2
infYj

ϕ,

giving that infYj
ϕ ≤ 2 infYj

ϕ̃.

Since ϕ̃ is constant along stable leaves, we can assume without loss that x, y ∈ Ỹj. So,

|ϕ̃(x)− ϕ̃(y)| ≤ |ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)|+ |χ̃(x)− χ̃(y)|+ |χ̃(Fx)− χ̃(Fy)|.

Using Proposition 6.2,

|ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)| ≪ (infYj
ϕ)θs(x,y) ≤ 2(infYj

ϕ̃)θs(x,y)/2.

Proposition 6.5 yields |χ̃(x)− χ̃(y)| ≪ θs(x,y)/2 and

|χ̃(Fx)− χ̃(Fy)| ≪ θs(Fx,Fy)/2 ≤ θ−1/2θs(x,y)/2.

Combine the previous estimates to conclude the proof.

Let Y ϕ̃ be the suspension over Y via the map F with roof function ϕ̃ and let F̃t : Y
ϕ̃ →

Y ϕ̃ be the associated suspension flow. Define the measure µϕ̃ = (µ× Lebesgue)/
∫
ϕ̃dµ.

Let g : Y ϕ̃ → Y ϕ be g(y, u) = (y, u− χ̃(y)), following the identifications on Y ϕ. So,

g(y, ϕ̃(y)) = (y, ϕ̃(y)− χ̃(y)) = (y, ϕ(y)− χ̃(Fy)) = (Fy,−χ̃(Fy)) = g(Fy, 0).

Hence, the function g respects the identifications on Y ϕ̃, and so it is well-defined. Note
that Ft◦g = g◦ F̃t, where Ft is the suspension flow on Y ϕ. Let ρ̃ = ρ◦g; by Ψt◦ρ = ρ◦Ft,
we get that Ψt ◦ ρ̃ = ρ̃ ◦ F̃t, and so ρ̃ is a semiconjugacy between F̃t and Ψt.

Proposition 6.7. Let v ∈ Cη(M,RN) and let w = v ◦ ρ̃. There exists C > 0 such that

|w(x, u)− w(y, s)| ≤ C
(
(inf
Yj

ϕ)(θη/2)s(x,y) + |u− s|η
)
,

for all (x, u), (y, s) ∈ Y ϕ̃ such that x, y ∈ Ỹj.

Proof. Recall that infYj
ϕ ≤ 2 infYj

ϕ̃. Hence, using Proposition 6.3,

|w(x, u)− w(y, s)| =
∣∣v(Ψu−χ̃(x)x)− v(Ψs−χ̃(y)y)

∣∣
≪ (infYj

ϕ)(θη)s(x,y) + |χ̃(x)− χ̃(y)|η + |u− s|η
≤ 2(infYj

ϕ̃)(θη/2)s(x,y) + |χ̃(x)− χ̃(y)|η + |u− s|η.

By Proposition 6.5 |χ̃(x)− χ̃(y)|η ≪ (θη/2)s(x,y), which concludes the proof.

Proposition 6.8. There exist C > 0 and γ1 ∈ (0, 1) for which

d(ρ̃ ◦ F̃t(y, 0), ρ̃ ◦ F̃t(y
′, 0)) = d(Ψt−χ̃(y)y,Ψt−χ̃(y′)y

′) ≤ Cγt1,

for all t ≥ 0 and y, y′ ∈ Y such that y′ ∈ Ws(y).
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Proof. Writing r̃k =
∑k−1

j=0 r̃ ◦ T j, k ≥ 1, we have that r̃k = rk + χ̃ − χ̃ ◦ T k. Let
n = n(y, t) ≥ 0 such that r̃n(y) ≤ t < r̃n+1(y). Since r̃ is constant along stable leaves, we
have t = r̃n(y) + E(y) = r̃n(y

′) + E(y), where E(y) ≤ |r̃|∞. Let K = max{|r̃|∞, |χ̃|∞} to
be used for (2.3). So, there is CK > 0 such that

d(Ψt−χ̃(y)y,Ψt−χ̃(y′)y
′) ≤ CKd(Ψr̃n(y)−χ̃(y)y,Ψr̃n(y′)−χ̃(y′)y

′)

= CKd(Ψrn(y)−χ̃(Tny)y,Ψrn(y′)−χ̃(Tny′)y
′).

We have that

χ̃(T ny′)− χ̃(T ny) =
∑∞

j=0{r(T jπT ny′)− r(T n+jy′)} −∑∞
j=0{r(T jπT ny)− r(T n+jy)}

=
∑∞

j=0{r(T n+jy)− r(T n+jy′)} =
∑∞

j=n{r(T jy)− r(T jy′)} = Gn,

and by (6.4),
|Gn| ≤ C|r|η0

∑∞
j=n γ

j = C|r|η0γn/(1− γ) ≪ γn. (6.6)

Using (2.3) and (2.4),

d(Ψrn(y)−χ̃(Tny)y,Ψrn(y′)−χ̃(Tny′)y
′) ≤ CKd(ΨGn+rn(y)y,Ψrn(y′)y

′)

≪ d(ΨGn+rn(y)y,Ψrn(y)y) + d(Ψrn(y)y,Ψrn(y′)y
′)

≤ L|Gn|+ d(T ny, T ny′).

Combining the previous estimates with (6.4) and (6.6),

d(Ψt−χ̃(y)y,Ψt−χ̃(y′)y
′) ≪ L|Gn|+ d(T ny, T ny′) ≪ γn.

Since n ≥ t/|r̃|∞ uniformly in y ∈ Y , the proof is finished letting γ1 = γ1/|r̃|∞.

Remark 6.9. By what seen in the current subsection, we can assume without loss that
the flow Ψt is modelled by a suspension Y ϕ with roof function ϕ ∈ Lp(Y ) constant along
stable leaves and satisfying the condition of Proposition 6.6. By Proposition 6.8, we
suppose that d(Ψty,Ψty

′) ≪ γn for some γ ∈ (0, 1), all t ≥ 0, and all y, y′ ∈ Y such that
y′ ∈ Ws(y). Moreover, we assume that Hölder observables on M lifted to Y ϕ satisfy the
condition of Proposition 6.7.

6.3 Reduction to future coordinates for flows

In this subsection we present an adaptation of [31, Theorem 5] and [4, Theorem 7.1] to
our family of nonuniformly hyperbolic flows.

Following Remark 6.9, we consider ϕ : Y → [1,∞) satisfying ϕ(πy) = ϕ(y) for all

y ∈ Y , where π : Y → Ỹ is a projection to a chosen set Ỹ ⊂ Y that intersects every stable
leaf only once. Hence, if (y, u) ∈ Y ϕ then (πy, u) lies in Y ϕ as well, and we can define
π : Y ϕ → Y ϕ as π(y, u) = (πy, u). Moreover, ϕ ∈ Lp(Y ) for some p ∈ [2,∞] and there
exist C > 0 and γ ∈ (0, 1) such that

|ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)| ≤ C(infYj
ϕ)γs(x,y), (6.7)

for all j ≥ 1 and any x, y ∈ Yj.
Let ρ : Y ϕ → M , ρ(y, u) = Ψuy. As stated in Remark 6.9, we have that
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(I) For every v ∈ Cη(M,RN) there exists K > 0 such that

|v ◦ ρ(x, u)− v ◦ ρ(y, s)| ≤ K
(
(infYj

ϕ)γs(x,y) + |u− s|η
)
,

for all (x, u), (y, s) ∈ Y ϕ such that x, y ∈ Ỹj;

(II) d(Ψty,Ψty
′) ≤ Cγt, for all t ≥ 0 and y, y′ ∈ Y such that y′ ∈ Ws(y).

Using the notation ϕm =
∑m−1

j=0 ϕ ◦ F j, we define for (y, u) ∈ Y ϕ and t ≥ 0 the lap
number Mt(y, u) = m to be the unique integer such that ϕm(y) ≤ t+u < ϕm+1(y). Since
ϕ(y) = ϕ(πy), we have also that Mt(y, u) = Mt(πy, u). Let Ft : Y

ϕ → Y ϕ, t ∈ R, be the
suspension flow of F on Y ϕ. It can be written as

Ft(y, u) =
(
FMt(y,u)y, t+ u− ϕMt(y,u)(y)

)
. (6.8)

Since ϕ is constant along stable leaves, we can project it to ϕ : Y → [1,∞) that is

integrable with respect to µ = π∗µ. Let Y
ϕ

be the suspension over Y via the map F

with roof function ϕ, suspension semiflow F t : Y
ϕ → Y

ϕ
, t ≥ 0, and ergodic measure

µr = (µ× Leb)/
∫
Y
ϕdµ. We have by (6.7) that for all j ≥ 1 and x, y ∈ Y j ,

|ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)| ≤ C(infY j
ϕ)γs(x,y).

Remark 6.10. Since γ ∈ (0, 1), we know that dγ(x, y) = γs(x,y) is a metric on Y such
that dγ(x, y) ≤ γ−1dγ(Fx, Fy). Hence, the function ϕ satisfies equation (4.1) with metric

dγ and η = 1. As in Section 4 and in [5, Definition 2.2] we say that F t : Y
ϕ → Y

ϕ
is a

Gibbs-Markov semiflow.

Proposition 6.11. Let v ∈ Cη(M,RN). There exist h, χ : Y ϕ → R
N such that

v ◦ ρ = h + χ− χ ◦ F1.

The function χ is bounded and h is constant along stable leaves (that is h = h◦π). Hence,

h projects to an observable h : Y
ϕ → R

N .

Proof. For w = v◦ρ, define (formally) χ =
∑∞

n=0{w◦Fn−w◦Fn◦π} and h = w+χ◦F1−χ.

χ ◦ F1 − χ =
∞∑

n=0

{
w ◦ Fn+1 − w ◦ Fn ◦ π ◦ F1 − w ◦ Fn + w ◦ Fn ◦ π

}

=

∞∑

n=0

{
w ◦ Fn+1 ◦ π − w ◦ Fn ◦ π ◦ F1

}
− w + w ◦ π = H − w + w ◦ π.

(6.9)

Since π ◦ F1 = π ◦ F1 ◦ π, we have that h = w ◦ π +H is constant along stable leaves.
By ρ ◦ Ft = Ft ◦ ρ, point (II) yields

|w(Fn(y, u))− w(Fn(π(y, u)))| = |v(Ψn+uy)− v(Ψn+uπy)| ≤ C|v|η(γη)n+u,

for all n ≥ 0. So, the series for χ converges absolutely on Y ϕ and χ is bounded.

Definition (Function space on Y
ϕ
). Let θ ∈ (0, 1) and N ≥ 1. For j ≥ 1, define

Y
ϕ

j = {(y, u) ∈ Y ϕ : y ∈ Y j}. We denote with Hθ(Y
ϕ
,RN) the space of bounded

observables w : Y
ϕ → R

N such that

|w|θ = sup
j≥1

sup
(x,u),(y,u)∈Y ϕ

j , x 6=y

|w(x, u)− w(y, u)|
(infY j

ϕ)θs(x,y)
<∞.

34



Remark 6.12. Writing dθ(x, y) = θs(x,y) for θ ∈ (0, 1) and reasoning as in Remark 6.10,

any function w ∈ Hθ(Y
ϕ
,RN) satisfies for η = 1

|w(x, u)− w(y, u)| ≤ θ−1|w|θ(infY j
ϕ)dθ(Fx, Fy)

η,

for all j ≥ 1 and (x, u), (y, u) ∈ Y
ϕ

j . Such a condition for η ∈ (0, 1] is the of Definition 4.2.

Therefore, we can apply our new results from Section 4 to any observable in Hθ(Y
ϕ
,RN).

The next result shows that, if v ∈ Cη(M,RN), then the function h defined in Propo-

sition 6.11 lies in Hθ(Y
ϕ
,RN) for some parameter θ ∈ (0, 1). By Remarks 6.10 and 6.12,

such a regularity is sufficient to apply our results on the rates of convergence for semiflows.

Proposition 6.13. Let v ∈ Cη(M,RN) and let h : Y
ϕ → R

N be from Proposition 6.11.

There exists θ ∈ (0, 1) such that h ∈ Hθ(Y
ϕ
,RN).

Proof. We follow the proof of [4, Theorem 7.1] and use the same notation of Proposi-
tion 6.11. Let C > 0 and γ ∈ (0, 1) be the constants in equation (6.7) and let θ = γη/2.
Since h is constant along stable leaves, it is sufficient to prove that there exists K > 0 such
that |h(x, u)− h(y, u)| ≤ K(infYj

ϕ)θs(x,y) for all (x, u), (y, u) ∈ Y ϕ such that x, y ∈ Ỹj.

For all j ≥ 1, define Lj = γ(1−γ)/(C infYj
ϕ) and fix x, y ∈ Ỹj such that θs(x,y) ≤ Lj/2

(the case θs(x,y) > Lj/2 is trivial). Write w = v ◦ ρ and let u ∈ [0,min{ϕ(x), ϕ(y)}]. We
deal separately with the two addends of h = w ◦ π +H , where H is from equation (6.9).
For the first one, we see by point (I) that

|w(πx, u)− w(πy, u)| ≪ (infYj
ϕ)γs(πx,πy) ≤ (infYj

ϕ)θs(x,y).

Let us deal with H . For N̂ = ⌊s(x, y)/2⌋, we write

|H(x, u)−H(y, u)| ≤ A1(x, y) + A2(x, y) +B(x) +B(y),

where

A1(x, y) =
∑N̂−1

n=0 |w(Fn+1(πx, u))− w(Fn+1(πy, u))|,
A2(x, y) =

∑N̂−1
n=0 |w(Fn(π(F1(x, u))))− w(Fn(π(F1(y, u))))|,

B(y) =
∑∞

n=N̂ |w(Fn+1(π(y, u)))− w(Fn(π(F1(y, u))))|.

Let us focus on B. Note that M1(y, u) =M1(πy, u) = m ∈ {0, 1} and by (6.8)

F1(π(y, u)) = (Fmπy, s) and π(F1(y, u)) = (πFmy, s).

Since Fmπy and πFmy belong to the same stable leaf, point (II) yields,

B(y) ≪ |v|η
∑∞

n=N̂ d(Ψn+uF
mπy,Ψn+uπF

my)η ≪ (γη)N̂/(1− γη).

By our choice of N̂ , we get B(y) ≪ (γη)N̂ ≪ (γη/2)s(x,y) = θs(x,y).

Le us deal with A1 and A2. Note that for all n = 0, . . . , N̂ + 1, equation (6.7) yields

|ϕn(x)− ϕn(y)| ≤ C(inf
Yj

ϕ)
n−1∑

i=0

γs(F
ix,F iy) ≤ C(inf

Yj

ϕ)
N̂∑

i=0

γs(x,y)−i

≤ C infYj
ϕ

1− γ
γs(x,y)−N̂ ≤ C infYj

ϕ

(1− γ)γ
γs(x,y)/2 ≤ L−1

j θs(x,y) ≤ 1

2
.

(6.10)
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By inf ϕ ≥ 1, equation (6.10) yields |ϕn(x)−ϕn(y)| ≤ (inf ϕ)/2. Hence, for n = 0, . . . , N̂ ,
the intervals of the type [ϕn(x), ϕn+1(x)] and [ϕn(y), ϕn+1(y)] have the endpoints closer

than (inf ϕ)/2. Let k =Mn(x, u) and h =Mn(y, u); by inf ϕ ≥ 1, we have k, h ≤ n ≤ N̂ .
Hence, |k − h| ≤ 1.

For n = 1, . . . , N̂ , let a1(x, y) = |w(Fn(πx, u))− w(Fn(πy, u))|. By (6.8),

a1(x, y) = |w(F kπx, n+ u− ϕk(x))− w(F hπy, n+ u− ϕh(y))|.

For ℓ = 0, . . . , N̂ − 1, let a2(x, y) = |w(Fℓ(π(F1(x, u))))− w(Fℓ(π(F1(y, u))))| and define

k1 =M1(x, u) k2 =Mℓ(F
k1x, u+ 1− ϕk1(x))

h1 =M1(y, u) h2 =Mℓ(F
h1y, u+ 1− ϕh1(y)).

Writing n = ℓ+ 1, we have by (6.8) that

a2(x, y) = |w(F k2πF k1x, n+ u− ϕk(x))− w(F h2πF h1y, n+ u− ϕh(y))|.

Note that k1 + k2 = k = Mn(x, u) and h1 + h2 = h = Mn(y, u). We assume without loss
that k ≥ h.

We claim for i = 1, 2 that

ai(x, y) ≪ (infYj
ϕ)γs(F

kx,F ky) + |ϕk(x)− ϕk(y)|η. (6.11)

Assuming the claim and by equation (6.7), we can bound

ai(x, y) ≪ (infYj
ϕ)
{
γs(x,y)−k +

∑k−1
ℓ=0 (γ

η)s(F
ℓx,F ℓy)

}

≪ (infYj
ϕ)
{
γs(x,y)−k +

∑k−1
ℓ=0 (γ

η)s(x,y)−ℓ
}

≤ (infYj
ϕ)
(
1 + 1/(1− γη)

)
(γη)s(x,y)−k.

By k ≤ n,we have ai(x, y) ≪ (infYj
ϕ)(γη)s(x,y)−n and hence

(inf
Yj

ϕ)−1Ai(x, y) ≪
N̂∑

n=1

(γη)s(x,y)−n ≤ (γη)s(x,y)−N̂

1− γη
≪ (γη)s(x,y)/2 = θs(x,y).

The main statement is proven by combining the estimates for A1, A2 and B.

Let us show the claim for a1(x, y). By |k − h| ≤ 1, we have to deal with two cases. If
k = h, equation (6.11) follows from point (I). If k = h + 1, using again point (I) and the
identifications on Y ϕ,

a1(x, y) ≤ |w(F hπx, n+ u− ϕh(x))− w(F hπx, ϕ(F hx))|
+ |w(F h+1πx, 0)− w(F h+1πy, n+ u− ϕh+1(y))|

≤ C(infYj
ϕ)γs(F

h+1πx,Fh+1πy)

+ (ϕ(F hx)− n− u+ ϕh(x))
η + (n + u− ϕh+1(y))

η.

(6.12)

Note that on the last line of (6.12) the quantities inside the brackets are positive. Hence,
equation (6.11) follows by the general inequality αη + βη ≤ 2(α+ β)η for all α, β ≥ 0.

To deal with a2(x, y), we use the identity s(F k2πF k1x, F h2πF h1y) = s(F kx, F hy).
Hence, the claim is proven analogously to a1(x, y): if k = h, equation (6.11) follows by
point (I); if k = h+ 1, we conclude by reasoning as in (6.12).
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Proof of Theorem 6.1. For v ∈ Cη(M,RN), let w = v ◦ ρ. By Proposition 6.11, there
exist functions h, χ : Y ϕ → R

N such that w = h+ χ− χ ◦ F1 with χ ∈ L∞(Y ϕ,RN), and

the function h : Y
ϕ → R

N defined as the projection of h via π. We show that to get the
rates for Wn it suffices to prove them for the sequence

W n(t) = n−1/2
∫ nt

0
h ◦ F s ds,

defined on the probability space (Y
ϕ
, µϕ).

Define on the space (Y ϕ, µϕ) the sequences

W ′
n(t) = n−1/2

∫ nt

0
w ◦ Fs ds and W ′′

n (t) = n−1/2
∫ nt

0
h ◦ Fs ds.

Note that W ′
n(t) = Wn(t) ◦ ρ and W n = W ′′

n ◦ π. Since ρ and π are measure-preserving,
we have Wn =d W

′
n and W n =d W

′′
n . By a change of variables, for all x ∈ R

∫ x

0
(χ− χ ◦ F1) ◦ Fs ds =

∫ x

0
χ ◦ Fs ds−

∫ x

1
χ ◦ Fs ds =

∫ 1

0
χ ◦ Fs ds.

Hence,

∣∣supt∈[0,1] |W ′(t)−W ′′(t)|
∣∣
∞ = n−1/2

∣∣supt∈[0,1]
∣∣∫ nt

0
(χ− χ ◦ F1) ◦ Fs

∣∣∣∣
∞ ≤ n−1/2|χ|∞.

For the Wasserstein metric, we get

W(Wn,W n) = W(W ′
n,W

′′
n ) ≤ E[supt∈[0,1] |W ′

n(t)−W ′′
n (t)|] ≪ n−1/2.

Since Π is bounded by the infinity norm, Π(Wn,W n) = Π(W ′
n,W

′′
n ) ≪ n−1/2. Hence, we

are left to estimate the rates for W n.
Using Remarks 6.10 and 6.12, we see that F t is a Gibbs-Markov semiflow and the

observable h belongs to the functional space of Definition 4.2. Let m : Y
ϕ → R

N be the
martingale part of h. By Corollary 4.13, the limiting Brownian motion W has covariance
matrix Σ =

∫
Y

ϕ mmT dµϕ, and the sequence W n coincides with Ŵn of (5.1). Hence,

the rates for W(W n,W ) and Π(W n,W ) can be deduced as in the proofs of Theorem 2.8
and 2.9 (which can be found in Section 5).
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