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Abstract. We prove local central limit theorems for partial sums of the form

Sn =

n−1∑

j=0

fj ◦ Tj−1 ◦ · · · ◦ T1 ◦ T0 where fj are uniformly Hölder functions and Tj are

expanding maps. Using a symbolic representation a similar result follows for maps Tj
in a small C1 neighborhood of an Axiom A map and Hölder continuous functions fj.
All of our results are already new when all maps are the same Tj = T but observables
(fj) are different. The current paper compliments [43] where Berry–Esseen theorems
are obtained. An important step in the proof is developing an appropriate reduction
theory in the sequential case.

1. Preliminaries and main results

1.1. Introduction. A great discovery of the last century is that deterministic system
could exhibit random behavior. The hallmark of stochasticity is the fact that ergodic
averages of deterministic systems could satisfy the Central Limit Theorem (CLT). The
CLT states that the probability that an ergodic sum at time N belongs to an interval
of size

√
N is asymptotically the same as for the normal random variable with the

same mean and variance. In many problems one needs to see if the same conclusion
holds for unit size intervals. Such results follow from the local (central) limit theorem
(LLT), which has applications to various areas of mathematics including mathematical
physics [12, 45, 47, 30, 55, 76, 79, 91], number theory [5, 8, 49], geometry ([80]), PDEs
[72], and combinatorics ([21, 10, 59, 75]). Applications to dynamics include abelian
covers ([16, 22, 48, 87]), suspensions flows ([46]), skew products ([13, 28, 36, 37, 78]),
and homogeneous dynamics ([9, 14, 15, 63, 74]). Our interest in non-autonomous local
limit theorems is motivated among other things by applications to renormalization (cf.
[3, 4, 5, 19]) and to random walks in random environment ([11, 27, 38, 40, 44]).
Recently there was a significant interest in statistical properties of non-autonomous

systems. In fact, many systems appearing in nature are time dependent due to an
interaction with the outside world. On the other hand, many powerful tools developed
for studying autonomous systems are unavailable in non autonomous setting, so often
a non trivial work is needed to handle non autonomous dynamics. In particular, the
CLT for non autonomous hyperbolic systems was investigated in [2, 6, 7, 25, 26, 51, 68,
69, 71, 77, 86], see also [24, 29, 89, 93] for the CLT for inhomogeneous Markov chains.
By contrast, the LLT has received much less attention and, it has been only established
for random systems under strong additional assumptions [31, 51, 52, 64, 65, 67], see
also [50, 83, 84] for the Markovian case. In fact, the question of local limit theorem is
quite subtle, and even in the setting of independent identically distributed (iid) random
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variables the local distribution depends on the arithmetic properties of the summands.
If the summands do not take values in a lattice then the local distribution is Lebesgue,
and otherwise it is the counting measure on the lattice. The case when the local
distribution is Lebesgue will be refered to as the non-lattice LLT while the case when
the local distribution is an appropriate counting measure will be refered to as the lattice
LLT. The exact definitions are postponed to §1.4.
In this paper for certain classes of expanding and hyperbolic maps we prove a general

LLT for Birkhoff sums Sn formed by a sequence of Hölder continuous functions. In
fact, we identify the complete set obstructions to the non lattice LLT for a large class
of expanding maps, see the discussion in §1.5. In the autonomous case this is done by
using a set of tools called Livsic theory. In that case (see [73]) the non-lattice LLT
fails only if the underlying function forming the Birkhoff sums is lattice valued, up to
a coboundary. In the autonomous case different notions of coboundary (measurable,
L2, continuous, Hölder, smooth) are equivalent, see [88, 32, 94], but this is false in the
non stationary setting. In the course of the proof of our main results we develop a
reduction theory in the non-autonomous case, generalizing the corresponding results in
the Markov case [50].
We stress that we have no additional assumptions. In particular, we neither assume

that the maps are random, nor that the variance of Sn grows linearly in n.

1.2. Locally expanding maps. Let (Xj , dj) be metric spaces with diam(Xj) ≤ 1.
In what follows we will work with the class of maps Tj : Xj → Xj+1 considered in

[65] (see also [64, 82] and [43, §5.2]), which is described as follows.

Assumption 1.1. (Pairing). There are constants 0 < ξ ≤ 1 and γ > 1 such that for
every two points x, x′ ∈ Xj+1 with dj+1(x, x

′) ≤ ξ we can write

T−1
j {x} = {yi(x) : 0 ≤ i ≤ kj(x)}, T−1

j (x′) = {yi(x′) : 0 ≤ i ≤ kj(x)}
with

dj(yi(x), yi(x
′)) ≤ γ−1

dj+1(x, x
′).

Moreover sup
j

deg(Tj) < ∞, where deg(T ) is the largest number of preimgaes that a

point x can have under the map T . Furthermore, the Lipschitz constant of the map Tj
does not exceed some constant K0 which does not depend on j.

Next, for every j and n let T nj = Tj+n−1 ◦ · · · ◦ Tj+1 ◦ Tj. Denote by Bj(x, r) the open
ball of radius r in Xj around a point x ∈ Xj .

Assumption 1.2. (Covering). There exists n0 ∈ N such that

(i) For every j and x ∈ Xj we have

(1.1) T n0
j (Bj(x, ξ)) = Xj+n0.

(ii) For all j and y ∈ Xj there is a function Wj,y : Xj+n0 → Bj(y, ξ) such that

T n0
j ◦Wj,y = id,

where ξ is from Assumption 1.1. Moreover, the functions Wj,y are uniformly Lipschitz.
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Fix β∈(0, 1] and let fj : Xj→R be such that sup
j

‖fj‖β<∞ where ‖fj‖β=sup |fj|+Gj,β(fj)

and Gj,β(fj) is the Hölder constant of fj corresponding to the exponent β. The main
goal in this paper is to prove local limit theorems for the sequences of functions

Snf =

n−1∑

j=0

fj ◦ T j0

considered as random variables on (X0,B0, κ0). Here B0 is the Borel σ-algebra ofX0 and
κ0 belongs to a suitable class of measures. For instance, when each Xj are equipped with
a reference probability measures mj such that (Tj)∗mj ≪ mj+1 with logarithmically
Hölder continuous Radon-Nikodym derivatives then we can take κ0 to be any probability
measure of the form dκ0 = q0dm0 with Hölder continuous density q0. In the more general
setting we consider two sided1 sequences Tj, j ∈ Z such that Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2
holds for all j ∈ Z and then we can take κ0 to be any measure which is absolutely
continuous with respect to the time zero sequential Gibbs measure m0 (see §4.1) with
Hölder continuous density.

1.3. The CLT and growth of variance. Denote σn(κ0) =
√

Varκ0(Snf). If σn =
σn(κ0) → ∞ then (see [26, 43]) σ−1

n (Snf − κ0(Snf)) converges in law to the standard
normal distribution. By [43, Lemma 6.3]

(1.2) fj − κ0(f ◦ T j0 ) = Aj +Bj −Bj+1 ◦ Tj
where Aj, Bj : Xj → R satisfy sup

j
max(‖Aj‖β, ‖Bj‖β)<∞, and Aj ◦ T j0 is a zero mean

reverse martingale. Thus, σn(κ0) 6→ ∞ if and only if

(1.3)
∑

j

Varκ0(Aj ◦ T j0 ) <∞.

By [43, Remark 2.6] and [66, Proposition 3.3] sup
n

|σ2
n(κ0) − σ2

n(m0)| < ∞, so the

divergence of σn(κ0) and a decomposition (1.2) with (1.3) do not depend on the choice
of density of κ0. One of the key ingredients in the proofs of the local limit theorems is
to determine when such decomposition exist modulo a lattice, see Remark 1.4.

1.4. Local limit theorems. Recall that a sequence of square integrable random vari-
ables Wn with σn = ‖Wn − E[Sn]‖L2 → ∞ obeys the non-lattice local central limit
theorem (LLT) if for every continuous function g : R → R with compact support, or
an indicator of a bounded interval we have

sup
u∈R

∣∣∣∣
√
2πσnE[g(Wn − u)]−

(∫
g(x)dx

)
e
− (u−E[Wn])2

2σ2
n

∣∣∣∣ = o(1).

A sequence of square integrable integer valued random variables Wn obeys the lattice
LLT if

1Note that if there is an expanding map T−1 : X0 → X0 such that Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2 hold
with the constant sequence (T−1)j≥0 then we can always extend (Tj)j≥0 to a two sided sequence by
setting Tj = T−1 for j < 0. Another example when we can extend dynamics to negative times is a
non-stationary subshift of finite type, see §2.1.
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sup
u∈Z

∣∣∣∣
√
2πσnP(Wn = u)− ηe

− (u−E[Wn])2

2σ2
n

∣∣∣∣ = o(1).

To compare the two results note that the above equation is equivalent to saying that
for every continuous function g : R → R with compact support,

sup
u∈Z

∣∣∣∣∣
√
2πσnE[g(Wn − u)]−

(∑

k

g(k)

)
e
− (u−E[Wn])2

2σ2
n

∣∣∣∣∣ = o(1).

A more general type of LLT which is valid also for reducible (fj) (defined below) is
discussed in Section 7.

Definition 1.3. A sequence of real valued functions (fj) is reducible (to a lattice
valued sequence) if there is h 6= 0 and functions Hj : Xj → R, Zj : Xj → Z such that
sup
j

‖Hj‖β, <∞, (SnH)∞n=1 is tight, and

(1.4) fj = κ0(fj ◦ T j0 ) +Hj + hZj .

A sequence of Z valued functions (fj) is reducible if it admits the representation (1.4)
as above with h > 1.

We say that the sequence (fj) is irreducible if it is not reducible.

Remark 1.4. In the present paper we shall verify the tightness condition in the defini-
tion of reducibility by showing that Hj admits a decomposition Hj = Aj+Bj−Bj+1◦Tj
like in (1.2) with (1.3). This is equivalent to sup

n
‖SnH‖L2(κ0) < ∞. As discussed in

§1.3 when (1.3) fails then ‖SnH‖−1
L2(κ0)

SnH converges in law to the standard normal dis-

tribution, whence SnH are not tight. Thus (1.3) is necessary for tightness. Using the
martingale convergence theorem we conclude that in the setup of this paper Birkhoff
sums Snf of reducible sequences (fj) can be decomposed into three components: a
coboundary B0−Bn ◦T n0 , a convergent Birkhoff sum SnH and a lattice valued Birkhoff
sum Sn(hZ). We refer to §1.5 for an elaborated discussions on this matter.
Finally, note that reducibility of (fj) does not depend only on the choice of density

of κ0. Indeed as discussed in §1.3, the divergence of ‖SnH‖L2(κ0) depends only on m0.

Also, |κ0(fj ◦ T j0 ) − µj(fj)| = O(δj) for some δ ∈ (0, 1), see [43, Remark 2.6], which
ensures we can always absorb the change of mean in the coboundary term Bj−Bj+1◦Tj.
Next, let R = R(f) be the set of all numbers h 6= 0 such (1.4) holds with appropriate

functions Aj, Bj , Zj. If (fj) is irreducible then R = ∅. Moreover, by [43, Theorem 6.5],
if σ(κ0) 6→ ∞ then R = R \ {0} since then (1.4) holds for any h with Zj = 0. The
following result completes the picture. Let H = {1/r : r ∈ R} ∪ {0}.
Theorem 1.5. If (fj) is reducible and σn(κ0) → ∞ then

H = h0Z

for some h0 > 0. As a consequence, the number r0 = 1/h0 is the largest positive number
such that (fj) is reducible to an r0Z-valued sequence. Therefore, fj can be written in
the form (1.4) with an irreducible sequence (Zj).
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Theorem 1.6. Let (fj) be an irreducible sequence of R valued functions. Under As-
sumptions 1.1 and 1.2 the sequence of random variablesWn = Snf obeys the non-lattice
LLT if σn(κ0) → ∞.

As a byproduct of the arguments of the proof of Theorem 1.6 we also obtain the first
order Edgeworth expansions.

Theorem 1.7. If (fj) is irreducible then with S̄nf = Snf − κ0(Snf) and σn = σn(κ0),

(1.5) sup
t∈R

∣∣∣∣κ0(S̄n/σn ≤ t)− Φ(t)− κ0(S̄
3
n)(t

3 − 3t)

6σ3
n

ϕ(t)

∣∣∣∣ = o(σ−1
n )

where ϕ(t) = 1√
2π
e−t

2/2 is the the standard Gaussian density and Φ(t) =

∫ t

−∞
φ(s)ds is

the Gaussian cumulative distribution function.

We note that by [43, Proposition 7.1]
κ0(S̄

3
n)

σ3
n

= O(σ−1
n ) and so the correction term

κ0(S̄3
n)(t

3−3t)
6σ3n

ϕ(t) is of order O(σ−1
n ).

Theorem 1.6 leads naturally to the questions how to check irreducibility. We obtain
several results in this direction, extending the results obtained in [42] for Markov chains.

Theorem 1.8. If the spaces Xj are connected and σn → ∞ then (fj) is irreducible.
Therefore Wn = Snf obeys the non-lattice LLT.

A partial analogue of this result in the invertible case is presented in Theorem 3.2(ii)
of Section 3. We also prove the following result.

Theorem 1.9. If ‖fn‖L∞ → 0, sup
n

‖fn‖β < ∞ and σn → ∞ then (fn) is irreducible

and so the non-lattice LLT holds.

Next, we consider the lattice case.

Theorem 1.10. Let (fj) be an irreducible sequence of Z valued functions. Then the
sequence of random variables Wn = Snf obeys the lattice LLT if σn → ∞.

In fact, we prove a generalized lattice LLT for general sequences of reducible functions
(see Theorem 7.1). This result includes Theorem 1.10 as a particular case, and together
with Theorem 1.6 we get a complete description of the local distribution of ergodic
sums for the sequential dynamical systems considered in this manuscript. Since the
formulation of Theorem 7.1 is more complicated it is postponed to Section 7. The more
complicated limiting behavior at the local scale comes from the contributions coming

from the coboundary part B0 −Bn ◦ T n0 and the martingale part

n−1∑

j=0

Aj ◦ T j0 , as will be

discussed later.
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1.5. Obstructions to LLT. The results presented above show that there are only
three obstructions for local distribution of ergodic sums to be Lebesgue:
(a) lattice obstruction: the individual terms could be lattice valued in which case the

sums take values in the same lattice;
(b) summability obstruction: the sums can converge almost surely in which case

individual terms are too large to ensure the universal behavior of the sum;
(c) gradient (coboundary) obstruction: if the observable is of the form fj=Bj−Bj+1◦Tj

then the sum telescopes and the variance does not grow.
The results presented in the previous section shows that the non-lattice LLT holds

unless the observable could be decomposed as a sum of three terms satisfying the
conditions (a)–(c) above (i.e. the sequential observable is reducible). Each individual
obstruction has been known for a long time. The lattice obstruction appears even in the
iid case. In fact, the classical LLT states that the sum of iid terms with finite variance
satisfies the non lattice LLT unless the individual terms have lattice distribution in
which case the lattice LLT holds. The coboundary obstruction comes because the terms
are not independent. In fact, the martingale coboundary decomposition developed by
Gordin [60] allows to show for a large class of weakly dependent variables, including
ergodic sums of elliptic Markov chains and subshifts of finite type, that the sum satisfies
the CLT unless the observable is a coboundary.
The summability obstruction is related to the fact that the process is not stationary.

In fact, for independent summands combining the classical Kolmogorov three series
theorem and Feller–Lindenberg CLT one sees that if the variances of individual sum-
mands are uniformly bounded then either the variance of the sum is bounded and the
sum converges almost surely or the variance of sum is unbounded and the CLT holds.
The same result remains valid for additive functionals of uniformly elliptic Markov
chains [29] and for martingales over mixing filtrations [70]. Several papers handle the
situation where two obstructions are present. In particular, for additive functionals of
uniformly elliptic Markov chains, if the summands depend on finitely many variables
then the CLT holds unless the summands can be decomposed as a sum of a gradient
and convergent series, see [93]. The same result holds for expanding maps [26].
Concerning the LLT, the spectral approach developed by Nagaev [85] and extended

to dynamical systems setting by Guivarch and Hardy [62] shows that in the stationary
case, both for Markov chains and hyperbolic systems, the non lattice LLT holds unless
the summands are the sums of coboundaries and lattice valued variables. In the in-
dependent setting it was shown in [35] that if the random variables are bounded then
the LLT holds unless the summands can be decomposed as a sum of lattice valued and
convergent terms. The only work where all three obstructions are present2 is [50], there
the analogues to the results of the present paper are obtained for additive functionals
over two step elliptic Markov chains. Extending the results of [50] to deterministic
systems requires several new ideas which are presented in the next subsection.

2As mentioned in §1.1, several papers discuss LLT for random systems. However, in the random
setting the summability obstruction does not appear since a stationary non zero series can not converge
almost surely.
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1.6. Outline of the proofs. In general in order to prove a non-lattice LLT it is enough
to show that

(i) σn → ∞ and the CLT holds;

(ii) There exists δ, c, C > 0 such that |E[eitSn ]| ≤ Ce−ct
2σ2n for all t ∈ [−δ, δ];

(iii) For every T > δ we have

(1.6)

∫

δ≤|t|≤T
|E[eitSn ]|dt = o(σ−1

n ).

The CLT in our case follows from [43] (the proof of the CLT in the setup of [43] follows
the arguments of [26], but the setting of the present paper is slightly different from
[26]). The second condition will be verified by combining [43, Proposition 7.1] and
[42, Proposition 25] with r = 1. The main difficulty is to verify the third condition.
This condition was verified in [50] for irrreducible additive functionals of uniformly
elliptic Markov chains. The approach of [50] relies on the so-called structure constants,
which describe the stable and unstable holonomies of the associated R extension. In
the Markov case, the fact that the past and the future are independent given the
present allows to combine the cancellations described by the structure constants at
different times. In the present case we only know that remote past and remote future
are weakly dependent which does not allow us to conclude because the sum of the
structure constants could diverge arbitrary slowly. To overcome this difficulty we use a
three step approach for proving the non-lattice LLT.
First we show in Section 5 using ideas of [33, 50] that if there are no cancelations in the

characteristic function of the sum then the corresponding structure constants are small
and so by adding a coboundary the terms can be reduced to a small neighbourhood of
zero. In the case where the terms are small we use the complex Ruelle-Perron Frobenius-
Theorem proved in [64] using previous works in [92, 53, 54] (in fact, in the present
setting we find it more convenient to use a version presented in [43, Appendix D]).
The complex Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius Theorem replaces the spectral theory of [85] by
allowing perturbative computation of the characteristic function near zero (see [64,
42, 43]). These perturbative expansions allow to handle the case where summands
are small similarly to the iid case considered in [35]. The proof of the non-lattice
LLT is then obtained by dividing the time axis into blocks (intervals) of two types–
the contracting blocks where the twisted transfer operator decay and non contracting
blocks where the perturbative arguments work. In the case there are many contracting
blocks, the decay of the twisted transfer operators is sufficient to establish the non-
lattice LLT. If the number of contracting blocks is small, so that most of the variance
comes from non contracting blocks, we need an additional argument showing that the
characteristic function can not be large on a large interval. This comes from convexity
of sequential pressures (which it turn follows from Proposition 4.10) and plays a key
role in our argument. Namely, it shows that if J is a sufficiently small interval and the
characteristic function Φ(ξ) satisfies ‖Φ‖L∞(J) = o(1) then ‖Φ‖L1(J) = o(1/

√
VN) where

VN is the variance of the sum. This estimate shows that the local limit theorem holds
provided that characteristic function tends to zero at all non zero points. On the other
hand, if the characteristic function does not tend to zero at some ξ 6= 0 then we show
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that the observables (fj) are reducible to 2π
ξ
Z valued random variables, concluding the

proof of Theorem 1.6, which occupies Section 6.
In Theorem 7.1 we will show that in the reducible case an appropriate type of lattice

LLT holds true. As noted before, for lattice-valued observables (fj) Theorem 7.1 reduces
to Theorem 1.10, but the more general version takes into account also obstructions (b)
and (c). Our proof of the generalized lattice LLT includes an additional step, which
involves another application of the perturbative arguments around non zero resonant
points (using ideas from [64, 42, 43] and [50]). Namely, in the reducible case (1.6) fails
since the characteristic function does not decay in small neighborhoods of the lattice
points 2π

h0
Z, where h0 is like in Theorem 1.5. In this case each lattice point contributes

a correction term and thus an appropriate lattice LLT holds. The proof proceeds by
expanding E[eitSn ] around the lattice points 2π

h0
Z. Here we again rely on the complex

sequential Perron-Frobenius theorem, and we also use the ideas from [41] among other
ingredients.

1.7. Plan of the paper. The layout of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we
present several concrete examples of maps satisfying our assumptions. We begin with
non-stationary subshifts of finite type, and then describe several examples of maps
which can be modeled by such shifts, as well as special types of Hölder continuous
functionals which have applications, for instance, to products of (finite valued) random
Markov dependent matrices and to random Lyapunov exponents. This class of examples
complements the class of smooth maps considered in [43, Section 4] for which our results
also hold. Section 3 explains how to extend our results to two-sided non-stationary
shifts and discuss applications to small sequential perturbations of a fixed Axiom A
map. Section 4 provides background needed for the proof of the local limit theorems
(e.g. real and complex transfer operators, equivariant measures, characteristic functions
and Lasota-Yorke inequalities). Using these tools we will prove Theorem 1.5.
Section 5 is devoted to reduction lemmas, which are essential in the proof of the LLT

in the irreducible case in Section 6. Section 7 analyzes the local distribution of SN in
the reducible case. Section 8 discusses two sided SFT. It contains, in particular, several
generalizations of standard facts about subshifts of finte type to the non-stationary
case, including the conditioning arguments that allow to reduce the LLT from invert-
ible subshifts to non-invertable ones by conditioning on the past. Finally, Section 9
is devoted to checking irreducibility in specific examples. In §9.1 we show that for
connected spaces, the sequential observables are always irriducible, and hence the non-
lattice LLT holds. In §9.2 we prove that close hyperbolic maps on the tori always satisfy
a non-lattice LCLT.

2. Examples and applications

In [43, §4.3.1] a class of smooth expanding maps satisfying our assumptions was
described. Below we will focus on non autonomous subshifts of finite type and provide
several additional applications.
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2.1. Sequential topologically mixing subshifts of finite type (SFT) and their
applications. Let Aj={1, . . . , dj} with sup

j
dj < ∞. Consider matrices A(j) of sizes

dj × dj+1 with 0–1 entries. We suppose that there exists an M ∈ N such that for every
j all entries of the matrix A(j) ·A(j+1) · · ·A(j+M) are positive. Define

Xj =
{
(xj,k)

∞
k=0 : xj,k ∈ Aj+k, A(j+k)

xj,k,xj,k+1
= 1
}
.

Let Tj : Xj → Xj+1 be the left shift. Then Xj = Tj−1 ◦ · · · ◦ T1 ◦ T0X0, and so, we
can identify the k-th coordinate xj,k in Xj with x0,j+k, which from now on will just be
denoted by xj+k, and points in Xj will be denoted by (xj+k)

∞
k=0.

Define a metric dj on Xj by

dj(x, y) = 2− inf{k:xj+k 6=yj+k}

and we use the convention 2−∞ = 0. Then, with this metric, the maps Tj satisfy
Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2. Thus, all of our results are true starting with measures of
the form κ0 = q0dµ0, where µ0 is a time zero Gibbs measure (see §4.1 and §8.1 for the
background on Gibbs measures).
Next, given a point x = (xj+k)k≥0 ∈ Xj and 0 ≤ r1 ≤ r2 we denote the corresponding

cylinder by

[xj+r1, xj+r1+1, ..., xj+r2] = {x′ = (x′j+k)k≥0 ∈ Xj : x
′
j+k = xj+k, ∀r1 ≤ k ≤ r2}.

Related invertible sequential dynamical systems are two sided subshifts of finite type.
Here we assume that the sequences dj and A

(j), and so the shift space Xj , are defined
for j ∈ Z and not only for j ≥ 0. Set

X̃0 = {(yk)∞k=−∞ : A(k)
yk,yk+1

= 1, yk ∈ Ak} and X̃j = {(yj+k)∞k=−∞ : (yk)
∞
k=−∞ ∈ X̃0}.

Define a metric on X̃j by setting

dj(x, y) = 2− inf{|k|:xj+k 6=yj+k}.

Let T̃j : X̃j → X̃j+1 be the left shift. Set

T̃ nj = T̃j+n−1 ◦ · · · ◦ T̃j+1 ◦ T̃j .

Similarly to the one sided case, for every point y = (yj+k)k∈Z ∈ X̃j and all r1 ≤ r2 we
denote

[yj+r1, yj+r1+1, ..., yj+r2] = {y′ = (y′j+k)k∈Z ∈ Yj : y
′
j+k = yj+k, ∀r1 ≤ k ≤ r2}.

The maps T̃j do not satisfy Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2 since they have both expanding
and contracting directions. Nevertheless, in Section 8 we will explain how to prove all
the results stated in the previous section for these maps with µ0 being a time zero Gibbs
measure on the two sided shift.
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2.2. Uniformly aperiodic Markov maps on the interval. In this section we con-
sider maps τj : [0, 1] → [0, 1] with the following properties. Let d ≥ 2 be an integer. For
each j, we assume that there is a collection of disjoint open sub intervals {Ij,1, ..., Ij,dj}
of [0, 1], where 2 ≤ dj ≤ d, such that the union of their closures covers [0, 1]. More-
over, each set τj(Ij,k), k = 1, 2, ..., dj is a union of some of the intervals in the collection
{Ij+1,s : 1 ≤ s ≤ dj+1}. We also suppose that the maps τj |Īk,j are twice differentiable
and that there are constants γ, b > 1 such that for all j and 1 ≤ k ≤ dj,

γ ≤ inf
x∈Īk,j

|τ ′j(x)| ≤ sup
x∈Īk,j

|τ ′j(x)| ≤ b.

Here Īk,j is the closure of Ik,j. The above lower bound means that the maps are
uniformly expanding.
In these circumstances, there exist constants c > 0, η ∈ (0, 1) such that for all j, n

and indexes 1 ≤ ij+ℓ ≤ dj+ℓ, ℓ < n we have

(2.1) diam

(
n−1⋂

ℓ=0

τ−ℓj (Ij+ℓ,ij+ℓ
)

)
≤ cηn

where τ−ℓj A = (τ ℓj )
−1A for every j, ℓ and a Borel set A.

Assumption 2.1 (Adler condition). There is a constant C > 0 such that

sup
j

sup
1≤k≤dj

sup
x∈Ij,k

|τ ′′j (x)|
(τ ′j(x))

2
≤ C.

The following bounded distortion property is a standard consequence of the Adler
condition.

Corollary 2.2. There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all j, n and indexes

1 ≤ ij+ℓ ≤ dj+ℓ, ℓ < n and all x, y ∈ Cj,n(̄i) = τnj (
n−1⋂

ℓ=0

τ−ℓj (Ij+ℓ, ij+ℓ
)) we have

∣∣∣∣
|(τnj )′(x)|
|(τnj )′(y)|

− 1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|x− y|.

This above distortion estimate implies Renyi’s property: there exists A > 0 such that

(2.2)
1

|(τnj )′(x)|
= A±1m(Cj,n(̄i))

on, Cj,n(̄i), where m =Lebesgue. In fact, all we need here is this distortion estimate,
but we prefer to describe the setup with the more familiar Adler condition.
Our last assumption is as follows.

Assumption 2.3 (Uniform mixing of the partition). There is a constant M ∈ N such
that for all j and all 1 ≤ k ≤ dj and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ dj+M we have

Ij,k ∩ τ−Mj (Ij+M,ℓ) 6= ∅.
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The sequential system τj can be lifted to a sequential SFT, as explained in what
follows. Let Aj = {1, 2, ..., dj} and consider the 0− 1-valued dj × dj+1 matrix A(j) such

that A
(j)
k,ℓ = 1 iff Ij,k ∩ τ−1

j (Ij+1,ℓ) 6= ∅ (namely, iff Ij+1,ℓ ⊂ τj(Ij,k)). Let Tj : Xj → Xj+1

denote the corresponding sequential SFT. Then the SFT is uniformly topologically
mixing, the maps πj : Xj → [0, 1] given by

πj(xj , xj+1, ...) =

∞⋂

ℓ=0

τ−ℓj (Īj+ℓ,xj+ℓ
)

are uniformly Hölder and πj+1 ◦ Tj=τj ◦ πj . Consider the function φj : Xj→R given by

(2.3) φj(x) = − ln |τ ′j(πjx)|.

Then under the above assumptions sup
j

‖φj‖η < ∞. Let (µj) be a sequence of Gibbs

measures corresponding to the sequence of functions (φj). Then any limit theorem on
the shift implies the same result for the system (τj) with respect to a measure which is
absolutely continuous with respect to θ0 = (π0)∗µ0, with Hölder continuous density.

Remark 2.4. Let Lj be the transfer operator of τj , that is the operator mapping a
function g to the density of the measure (τj)∗(gdm), where m = Lebesgue. Then,
denoting τ−1

j,k = (τj |Ij,k)−1 we have

Ljg|Ij+1,ℓ
=

∑

k: Ij+1,ℓ⊂τj(Ij,k)

g ◦ τ−1
j,k

τ ′j ◦ τ−1
j,k

.

Let also Lj be the operator acting on the shift given by

Ljg(x) =
∑

y:Tjy=x

eφj(y)g(y).

We define Lnj = Lj+n−1 ◦ · · · ◦ Lj+1 ◦ Lj , and we define Lnj similarly. Then

(2.4) Lnj (g ◦ πj) = (Lnj g) ◦ πj+n.

Using this relation it follows that the measure θ0 = (π0)∗µ0 is absolutely continuous with
respect to Lebesgue. In fact, (πj)∗µj is the asymptotically unique sequence of absolutely
continuous measures (θj) such that (τj)∗θj = θj+1 (see [43, Theorem 2.4(ii)]). In case
(τj) is a two sided sequence (namely τj is defined for j < 0) the shift extension is defined
for all j ∈ Z, as well. In these circumstances Gibbs measures are unique, and it follows
that the densities of the unique absolutely continuous measures θj is (πj)∗µj. The idea
is that (see [43, Appendix A] and [43, Remarks 2.5 & 2.6]) both the densities of the
asymptotically unique and the unique (in the the two sided case) equivariant measures
θj can be expressed by means of the operators Lnj and that each Gibbs measure on the
shift is constructed through a two sided extension, and it can be expressed by means
of the transfer operators Lnj .
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2.3. Finite state elliptic Markov chains. In [50] the LLT for uniformly bounded
additive functionals of uniformly elliptic inhomogeneous Markov chains (ξj) was ob-
tained. However, these result do not apply to functions fj of the entire path (ξj). In
this section we derive the LLT for Hölder continuous functions of the entire path of
finite state Markov chains. Additionally, we will give several examples of how such
functions naturally arise.
For each j, let Aj be a finite set of size dj. Suppose sup

j
dj <∞. Let (ξj) be a Markov

chain, such that ξj takes values in Aj . To fix the notation, let us focus on one sided
Markov chains sequences (ξj)j≥0. The main idea below will be a reduction to a one
sided sequential SFT, and a simple modification of the argument will yield a reduction
of the LLT’s for two sided chains (ξj)j∈Z to a two-sided seqeuntial SFT.
For x ∈ Aj and y ∈ Aj+1 let

pj(x, y) = P(ξj+1 = y|ξj = x)

and suppose that

(2.5) inf
j
min {pj(x, y) : pj(x, y) > 0, x ∈ Aj, y ∈ Aj+1} > 0.

We also assume that the chain is uniformly elliptic: that is, there exists M ∈ N and
ε0 > 0 such that for all j and all x ∈ Aj and y ∈ Aj+M we have

(2.6) P(ξj+M = y|ξj = x) ≥ ε0.

Define a metric dj on the infinite product Aj =
∞∏

k=0

Aj+k by

dj(x̄, ȳ) = 2− inf{k≥0:xj+k 6=yj+k}

where x̄ = (xj , xj+1, . . . ), ȳ = (yj, yj+1, . . . ), and we use the convention 2−∞ = 0.
Let fj : Aj → R be a sequence of Hölder continuous functions with respect to some

given exponent α ∈ (0, 1], whose Hölder norms are uniformly bounded in j. Consider

the random variable Yj = fj(ξj, ξj+1, . . . ). Set Sn =

n−1∑

j=0

Yj . As it will be explained

below, as an application of our main results we get the following result.

Theorem 2.5. Either (fj) is reducible or Sn obeys non-lattice local limit theorem. In
the reducible case Sn obeys generalized non-lattice LLT (Theorem 7.1 from Section 7).

Theorem 2.5 relies on the two auxiliary facts presented below.

Lemma 2.6. Under (2.6) we have

(2.7) ε′0 =: inf
j
min
x∈Aj

P(ξj = x) > 0.

Proof. For j > M we have

P(ξj = y) =
∑

x∈Aj−M

P(ξj−M = x)P(ξj = y|ξj−M = x) ≥ ε0
∑

x

P(ξj−M = x) = ε0.
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For j ≤M we use that the set {P(ξk = x), k ≤M,x ∈ Ak} contains at most d1d2 · · · dM
values, which are all positive �

Next, let A(j) be a dj×dj+1 matrix with 0−1 values such that its (x, y) entry is 1 if and
only if pj(x, y)>0. Consider the sequential one sided subshift of finite type generated
by the sets Aj and the matrices A(j). By (2.6), this sequential SFT is aperiodic.
Next, let µj be the measure on the infinite product Aj = Aj ×Aj+1 · · · induced by

the process (ξj , ξj+1, ...). Then µj is supported on Xj .

Proposition 2.7. The sequence (µj)j≥0 is a sequence of Gibbs measures on Xj corre-
sponding to the potential φj(xj , xj+1, ...) = ln pj(xj , xj+1).

Proof. First, by (2.5) the functions φj are uniformly bounded. Since they depend only
on the first two coordinates, they are also uniformly Hölder continuous. Hence, such
a Gibbs measure indeed exists. Now, to see why µj is the desired Gibbs measure,
by the definition of Gibbs measures (see §8.1), we need to show that (Tj)∗µj = µj+1

and the Gibbs property holds, that is, there is a constant C ≥ 1 such that for all j,
(xj , xj+1, ...)∈Xj and n ≥ 0, C−1eSj,nφ(x) ≤ µj([xj , xj+1, ..., xj+n−1]) ≤ CeSj,nφ(x) where

Sj,nφ =

n−1∑

k=0

φj+k ◦ T kj .

To see why (Tj)∗µj = µj+1 we observe that both measure coincide with the law of
(ξj+1, ξj+2, ...). To prove the Gibbs property, we have

µj([xj , xj+1, ..., xj+n−1]) = P(ξj = xj)

n−2∏

k=0

pj+k(xj+k, xj+k+1)

= P(ξj = xj)(pj+n−1(xj+n−1, xj+n))
−1eSj,nφ(x)

where for n = 1 the above product of n−1 terms should be interpreted as 1. Combining
this with Lemma 2.6 and taking into account that pj(xj , xj+1) ∈ [ε0, 1] we see that

ε′0e
Sj,nφ(x) ≤ µj([xj , xj+1, ..., xj+n−1]) ≤ ε−1

0 eSj,nφ(x)

and the lemma follows. �

In view of the Proposition 2.7, Theorem 2.5 follows from Theorem 3.1 below.

Remark 2.8. In the case of two sided Markov chains (ξj)j∈Z the same argument shows
that the distribution of the entire path (ξj)j∈Z coincides with the (now unique, see
Theorem 8.3 in §8.1) Gibbs measure at time 0 of the two sided sequence of two sided
shifts. This point emphasizes the reason there are no unique Gibbs measures in the one
sided case: we can always change the initial distribution (i.e. the law of ξ0) without
changing its support. This results with a wide range of different Gibbs measures. On
the other hand, for two sided chains there is no initial condition, and so the resulting
Gibbs measures are unique.



LOCAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR EXPANDING MAPS 15

Examples of Hölder functions.

2.3.1. Recursive sequences and series. Let us suppose that (ξj) is a finite state uni-
formly elliptic Markov chain with values in R such that sup

j
‖ξj‖L∞ <∞.

We begin with a specific example of a linear statistic. Define recursively

Xj+1 = aXj + ξj+1

where a ∈ (0, 1). Then, for all j ≥ 0 and n we have Xj = aj+nX−j−n +

j+n∑

k=0

akξj−k. We

thus see that the only bounded solution to this recurrence relation is

Xj = fj(ξj, ξj+1, ...) =

∞∑

k=0

akξj−k.

Notice that the functions fj are Hölder continuous with respect to the metric introduced
earlier since sup

j
‖ξj‖L∞ <∞.

More generally, if ξj takes values in {1, 2, ..., dj} for dj ∈ N and

∞∑

k=0

ak <∞ is a series

with exponential tails then we can consider

fj(ξj, ξj+1, ...) =

∞∑

k=0

akξj−k

or for two sided exponentially decaying sequences (ak),

fj(. . . , ξj−1, ξj, ξj+1, ...) =
∞∑

k=−∞
akξj−k.

We note that similar examples appear in [90], however, our set up is more flexible since
we do not require stationarity and we can also replace linear statistics ξk by nonlinear
smooth functions gk(ξk−r, . . . , ξk, . . . ξk+r).

2.3.2. Products of random positive matrices. Fix some integer d > 1 and let (ξj) be a
sequence of random d× d matrices with positive entries, which are uniformly bounded
and bounded away from the origin. Then the arguments in [64, Ch. 4] yield that for
every realization of (ξj) the sequential Perron-Frobenius theorem holds. Namely, denote
Ξj,n = ξj+n−1 · · · ξj+1 · ξj. Then there are two uniformly bounded sequences of random
vectors νj and hj and a sequence of strictly positive random variables (all three depend
on the entire orbit (ξk)) such that, a.s.

(2.8)

∥∥∥∥
Ξj,n
λj,n

− νj ⊗ hj+n

∥∥∥∥ ≤ Cδn

for some constants C > 0 and δ ∈ (0, 1). Moreover νj · hj = νj · uj = 1. Furthermore,
ξjhj = λjhj+1 and ξ

∗
j νj+1 = λjνj . By [39, Lemma A.2], λj are uniformly Hölder functions

of the path (ξk) with respect to the distance dj defined in the previous section.
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Next, since λj is uniformly bounded and bounded away from the origin we get that
the functions Πj = lnλj are also uniformly Hölder continuous. Thus, all the results
stated in this paper hold true for

ln ‖Ξ0,n‖ and ln([Ξ0,n]k,s), 1 ≤ k, s ≤ d.

Indeed, by (2.8), studying those expressions reduces to proving the corresponding results

for the Birkhoff sums
n∑

j=1

Πj , which is exactly the type of sums studied in this paper.

2.3.3. Lyapunov exponent of nonstationary sequences of random hyperbolic matrices.
Let d > 1 and let A be a hyperbolic matrix with distinct eigenvalues λ1, ..., λd. Suppose
that for some k < d we have λ1 < λ2 < ... < λk < 1 < λk+1 < ... < λd. Let hj be the
corresponding eigenvalues.
Now, let (Aj) be a sequence of matrices such that sup

j
‖Aj − A‖ ≤ ε. Then, if ε is

small enough there are numbers λj,1 < λj,2 < ... < λj,k < 1 < λj,k+1 < ... < λj,d and
vectors hj,i such that

Ajhj,i = λj,ihj+1,i.

Moreover, sup
j

|λj,i − λi| and sup
j

‖hj,i − hi‖ converge to 0 as ε→ 0.

Now, the sequence (Aj) is uniformly hyperbolic and the sequences (λ1,j)j , ..., (λd,j)j
can be viewed as its sequential Lyapunov exponents. Moreover, the one dimensional
spaces Hi,j = span{hi,j} can be viewed as its sequential Lyapunov spaces. Next, λi,j
and hi,j can be approximated exponentially fast in n by functions of

(Aj−n, Aj−n+1, ..., Aj, Aj+1, ..., Aj+n),

uniformly in j.
Finally, let us consider a uniformly elliptic Markov chain (Ak) such that each Ak is a

perturbation of A and it can take at most L values, for some fixed L. Then the random
variables λi,j and hi,j are Hölder continuous functions of the whole orbit of the chain
(Ak) (uniformly in k).

2.4. Expanding maps on T
d. Suppose that there is a number γ > 1 such that for

each j there is a partition of [0, 1)d into rectangles Rj,k, 1 ≤ k ≤ dj such that for each k
the map Tj |Rj,k → [0, 1)d is contracting by at least γ, and has a full image [0, 1)d. We
also assume that supj dj < ∞. Then Assumption 1.1 holds with ξ = 1 (since we can
pair two arbitrary points). Therefore, Assumption 1.2 trivially holds with n0 = 1.
Thus applying Theorem 1.8 we obtain

Corollary 2.9. For expanding maps of Td if σn → ∞ then (fj) is irreducible and Snf
obeys the non-lattice LLT.

3. Two sided shifts

3.1. The result. Let ψj : X̃j → R be a sequence of functions on the two sided shift

spaces X̃j such that sup
j

‖ψj‖α < ∞ for some α ∈ (0, 1]. Let γ0 be the Gibbs measure



LOCAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR EXPANDING MAPS 17

at time 0 corresponding to the sequence (ψj) (see Section 8). Let κ0 be a probability

measure on X̃0 with Hölder continuous density with respect to the measure γ0. Let

Sn =

n−1∑

j=0

ψj ◦ T̃ j0 .

Theorem 3.1. If (ψj) is irreducible then Sn obeys the non-lattice LLT when considered

as a sequence of random variables on the probability space (X̃0,Borel, κ0). Moreover,
the first order expansions (1.5) hold. If (ψj) is reducible then the non-lattice LLT of
Section 7 holds.

3.2. Applications to small sequential perturbations of a single hyperbolic
map. Let T be a diffeomorphism of a compact connected smooth Riemannian manifold
M . We assume that T preserves a locally maximal basic hyperbolic set Λ such that T is
topologically mixing on Λ. Next, consider a sequence of maps Tj such that dC1(Tj , T ) ≤
ε for some ε small enough. Then (see e.g. [43, Appendix C]) there are sets Λj and
Hölder homeomorphisms hj :Λ→Λj which conjugate (Tj) to T , that is

(3.1) TjΛj = Λj+1 and Tj ◦ hj = hj+1 ◦ T.
Let µ0 be a time zero Gibbs measure for the sequence (Tj) corresponding to a sequence
of potentials (φj), see [43, Appendix C]. Consider a sequence of functions fj :M →R

such that sup
j

‖fj‖α < ∞ for some α∈(0, 1]. Let Sn = Snf =

n−1∑

j=0

fj ◦ T j0 and consider

Sn as random variables on the space (M,Borel, µ0).

Theorem 3.2. (a) If ε is small enough then either (1.4) holds almost surely with
some h > 0 and a uniformly bounded sequence Hj such that (SnH)∞n=1 is tight, or the
non-lattice LLT and the first order expansions hold.
(b) If T is an Anosov map of a torus, and Var(Sn) → ∞ then the non-lattice LLT

and the first order expansions hold.

Part (a) follows directly from Theorem 1.6. Indeed due to (3.1), we may assume that
Tj = T for all j. In this case Λ admits a Markov partition Π = {Πj}mj=1 which allows
to construct a Markov coding map π : Σ → Λ where

Σ = {ω :∈ {1, . . . , m}Z : TΠωn ∩Πωn+1 6= ∅} and π(ω) =
⋂

n∈Z
T−nΠωn.

Also by construction µn(B) = µ̄n(π
−1B) where µ̄n are Gibbs measures for potentials

φ̄n = φn ◦ π. Now Theorem 3.2(a) follows from

Proposition 3.3. Π can be constructed in such a way that π is one-to-one µ̄0 almost
everywhere.

Namely we can use the Markov partitions constructed by Bowen. In the case φn
do not depend on n, Proposition 3.3 can be found in [17, page 64]. The result in the
non stationary case can be obtained using similar ideas and we provide it below for
completeness.
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Proof. Let Π be a Markov partition with sufficiently small diameter that produces the
coding, and let Πs and Πu be the boundaries in the stable and unstable directions,

respectively. Then, since the map π is one to one outside the set R =
⋃

k∈Z
T k(Πs ∪Πu),

it is enough to show that for all j we have µj(Π
u) = µj(Π

s) = 0. By replacing T with
T−1 it is enough to show that µj(Π

u) = 0.
We note that in Bowen’s constructions the rectangles are closures of their interiors

(in the induced topology). Take a point x in the interior of one of the rectangles and
let ω be a point with π(ω) = x. Now take a cylinder C containing ω such that the
diameter of π(C) is so small that π(C) ∩ Πu = ∅. Since Πu is backward invariant we
also have π(C) ∩ T−kΠu = ∅ for all k > 0.
By Lemma 4.4 from §4.2 there is a constant c > 0 such that inf

j
µj(C) ≥ c. Thus, for

every measurable set W and every n we have

lim
k→∞

|µn−k(T−kW ∩ C)− µn(W )µn−k(C)| = 0.

Indeed, we can approximate W by images of cylinders and use the uniform mixing for
Hölder functions on the one sided shift. However, as noted above µn−k(T

−kΠu ∩C)=0.
So lim

k→∞
|µn(Πu)µn−k(C)|=0, but since µn−k(C)≥c>0 we conclude that µn(Π

u) = 0. �

Part (b) of Theorem 3.2 is proven in §9.2.

4. Background

4.1. Transfer operators and Gibbs measures. We recall the construction of the
classes of Gibbs measures µj with respect to which our theorems hold.
Suppose first that Xj is equipped with a Borel probability measure mj such that

(Tj)∗mj ≪ mj+1. Moreover, we assume that the functions φj = − ln

(
d(Tj)∗mj

dmj+1

)
sat-

isfy sup
j

‖φj‖β<∞ for some Hölder exponent β. Applying [43, Theorem 2.4] we see that

there is a sequence of Hölder continuous positive functions hj : Xj→R with exponent β
such that the sequence of measures given by dµj=hjdmj is the asymptotically unique
sequence of absolutely continuous measures such that (Tj)∗µj = µj+1 (i.e. it is equi-
variant). If the sequence (Tj) is two sided (that is Tj is defined for all j ∈ Z) then this
sequence is unique and not only asymptotically unique (see [43, Remarks 2.5 & 2.6]).
When there are no underlying reference measure mj we need first to construct such

measures. For this reason we need to work with two sided sequences of maps Tj :
Xj → Xj+1, j ∈ Z (see Footnote 1). On the other hand, even if reference measures
exist one might be interested in proving limit theorems for singular measures (e.g.
measures of maximal entropy in the autonomous case). This is related to the theory
of Gibbs states, and in what follows we will give a quick remainder of the construction
of Gibbs measures in our setting. Take a sequence φj : Xj → R of Hölder continuous
functions with exponent β such that sup

j
‖φj‖β < ∞. Let the operator Lj map a
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function h : Xj → R to a function Ljh : Xj+1 → R given by the formula

Ljg(x) =
∑

y: Tjy=x

eφj(y)g(y).

Then as proven in [65, Theorem 3.3] (see also [43, §5.2]) there is a sequence of functions
hj : Xj → R such that inf

j
min
x∈Xj

hj > 0 and sup
j

‖hj‖β < ∞, a sequence of probability

measures νj on Xj such that νj(hj) = 1 and a sequence of positive numbers λj such
that 0 < inf

j
λj ≤ sup

j
λj <∞ and the following holds:

Ljhj = λjhj+1, L∗
jνj+1 = λjνj .

Moreover, there are C0 > 0 and δ ∈ (0, 1) such that for all n and j and all Hölder
continuous functions g with exponent β,

(4.1) ‖(λj,n)−1Lnj g − νj(g)hj+n‖β ≤ C0‖g‖βδn.
Here

Lnj = Lj+n−1 ◦ · · · ◦ Lj+1 ◦ Lj , λj,n = λj+n−1 · · ·λj+1λj .

Then the sequential Gibbs measures (µj) corresponding to the sequence of potentials
(φj)j∈Z are given by µj = hjdνj . In the case when Tj are subshifts of finite type µj is
the unique sequence of measures satisfying the Gibbs property (see Section 8). Let us
define

Lj(h) = Lj(h · hj)/λjhj+1 =
∑

y:Tjy=x

egj(y)h(y)

where gj = φj + lnhj − ln(hj ◦ Tj)− lnλj. Note that sup
j

‖gj‖β <∞, Lj1 = 1, where 1

denotes the function taking the constant value 1 (regardless of its domain), L∗
jµj+1 = µj

and that the following duality relation holds

(4.2)

∫

Xj

(f ◦ Tj) · gdµj =
∫

Xj+1

f · (Ljg)dµj+1

for all bounded measurable functions f and g. In fact, when (Tj)∗mj ≪ mj+1, taking

the functions φj = − ln

(
d(Tj)∗mj

dmj+1

)
we get that νj = mj and that µj is the unique

sequence of absolutely continuous equivariant measures discussed above (in this case
λj = 1 for all j). In the one sided non-singular case the proof of [43, Theorem 2.4] was
based on proving the above results only with j ≥ 0, and in that case λj = 1 and (µj)j≥0

is the asymptotically unique sequence of absolutely continuous equivariant measures.
Thus (4.1) and (4.2) hold in all cases.

4.2. Maps and Norms. We record some consequences of Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2.

Lemma 4.1. (cf. [82, Lemma 2.1]) For all j and n and every y ∈ Xj there is a function
Zj,y,n : Bj+n(T

n
j y, ξ) → Bj(y, ξγ

−n) such that:

(i) dj+k(T
k
j (Zj,y,nx), T

k
j y) < ξ, ∀ 0 ≤ k < n, x ∈ Bj+n(T

n
j y, ξ);

(ii) T nj ◦ Zj,y,n = id;
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(iii) If dj+n(x, x
′) < ξ then dj(Zj,y,nx, Zj,y,nx

′) ≤ γ−ndj+n(x, x
′) (and so the Lipschitz

constant of Zj,y,n does not exceed Cγ−n for some constant C > 0);

(iv) Zj,y,n+m = Zj,y,n ◦ Zj+n,Tn
j y,m

.

Proof. Define Zj,y,1 as follows. Let x = Tjy. Then there is an index i such that
yi(x) = y. Set Zj,y,1 = yi. Then properties (i)-(iv) hold with
Zj,y,n = Zj+n−1,Tn

j y,1
◦ · · · ◦ Zj+2,T 2

j y,1
◦ Zj+1,Tjy,1 ◦ Zj,y,1. �

We need the following result (c.f. [82, Lemma 2.1]).

Lemma 4.2. Under Assumption 1.2(i) we have the following. For every 0 < r < ξ set

mr = n0 + nr, nr =
[
ln ξ−ln r

ln γ

]
. Then for every j and y ∈ Xj we have

(4.3) Tmr

j (Bj(y, r)) = Xj+mr .

Proof. Let Zj,y,n be the functions from Lemma 4.1. By Lemma 4.1(i)

Zj,y,n(Bj+n(T
n
j y, ξ)) ⊂ Bj(y, ξγ

−n).

Hence Lemma 4.1(ii) gives Bj+n(T
n
j y, ξ) = T nj ◦Zj,y,n

(
Bj+n(T

n
j y, ξ)

)
⊂ T nj

(
Bj(y, ξγ

−n)
)
.

Now let n = nr be the smallest positive integer so that γ−nrξ ≤ r. Then

Bj+nr(T
nr

j y, ξ) ⊂ Bj(y, r).

Thus by Assumption 1.2 (i),

Xj+n0+nr = T n0
j+nr

(
Bj+nr(T

nr

j y, ξ)
)
⊂ T n0

j+nr
◦ T nj

(
Bj(y, ξγ

−n)
)
= T n0+nr

j

(
Bj(y, ξγ

−n)
)

proving the desired result. �

Lemma 4.3. Let un : Xn → R be a sequence of functions so that

lim
n→∞

‖un‖L1(µn) = 0 and ‖u‖β = sup
n

‖un‖β <∞.

Then lim
n→∞

‖un‖α = 0 for all α < β.

In order to prove the lemma we need the following result, whose proof proceeds
exactly like the proof of [64, Lemma 5.10.3].

Lemma 4.4. For every r > 0 there exists ηr > 0 such that for every j and all x ∈ Xj

we have
µj(Bj(x, r)) ≥ ηr

where Bj(x, r) is the open ball of radius r around x in Xj.

Relying on the above result the proof is elementary, and it is included for completeness.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. We first show that if ‖un‖∞ → 0 then Gn,α(un) → 0. Let ε > 0.
Observe that

|un(x)− un(y)| ≤ ‖u‖β(dn(x, y))α(dn(x, y))β−α.
Let δ = (ε/‖u‖β)

1
β−α . Thus, if dn(x, y) ≤ δ we have

|un(x)− un(y)| ≤ ‖un‖β(d(x, y))β ≤ ε(dn(x, y))
α.
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On the other hand, if dn(x, y) > δ then

|un(x)− un(y)| ≤ 2‖un‖∞ ≤ 2‖un‖∞(dn(x, y))
αδ−α.

Hence, if n is large enough to insure that 2‖un‖∞ ≤ εδα, then the estimate

|un(x)− un(y)| ≤ ε(dn(x, y))
α

holds true also when dn(x, y) ≥ δ. We conclude that lim
n→∞

Gn,α(un) = 0.

In order to complete the proof of the lemma it suffices to show that if sup
n

‖un‖β <∞
and ‖un‖L1(µn) → 0 then ‖un‖∞ → 0. Fix ε > 0 and x ∈ Xn. Let Bn(x, ε) be the ball
of radius ε around x in Xn. By Lemma 4.4 there is a constant cε > 0 which depends
only on ε such that µn(Bn(x, ε)) ≥ ηε. Since ‖u‖β <∞ we have

(4.4)

∣∣∣∣un(x)−
1

µn(Bn(x, ε))

∫

Bn(x,ε)

un(y)dµn(y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖un‖βεβ.

Since ‖un‖L1(µn) → 0 and inf
x,n
µn(Bn(x, ε)) > 0, for a fixed ε, the second term in the LHS

of (4.4) converges to 0 as n→ ∞. Letting n→ ∞ we see that lim sup
n→∞

‖un‖∞ ≤ εβ. Since

ε is arbitrary we conclude that ‖un‖∞ → 0, and the proof of the lemma is complete. �

4.3. Lasota Yorke inequalities. In this section we will make some preparations for
the proof of Theorem 1.6. Denote by Lkj,t the operators defined by

Lkj,th = Lkj (eitSj,kfh).

Note that Lkj,t = Lj+k−1,t◦· · ·◦Lj,t, where Lℓ,t := L1
ℓ,t. Fix α ∈ (0, 1]. Let G(h) = Gα(h)

be the Holder constant of h. The following result was essentially obtained in [64, Lemma
5.6.1].

Lemma 4.5. Given T > 0 there are C1 > 0 and θ1 ∈ (0, 1) such that for |t| ≤ T

Gα(Lkn,th) ≤ C1

[
‖h‖∞ + θk1Gα(h)

]
.

Let ‖h‖α,T = max
(
‖h‖∞, Gα(h)

2C1

)
. We shall abbreviate ‖ · ‖α,T = ‖ · ‖∗.

We will need the following result.

Lemma 4.6. (a) For all j ∈ Z and t ∈ R we have ‖Lkj,th‖∞ ≤ ‖Lkj |h|‖∞.
(b) ∀ǫ ∈ (0, 1

2
) ∃k1 = k1(ǫ) and η(ǫ) > 0 such that for all j we have the following: if

‖h‖∗ ≤ 1 and |h(x)| ≤ 1− ǫ for some x ∈ Xj then ‖Lk1j h‖∞ ≤ 1− η(ǫ).

Proof. (a) We have |Lkj,th| = |Lkj (eitSj,kfh)| ≤ Lkj (|h|).
(b) Since Lkj1=1 (for all j∈Z and k∈N), for every j and k∈N, a function h : Xj+k → R

with ‖h‖∗ ≤ 1 and points x ∈ Xj+k and y ∈ Xj such that T kj y=x we have

(4.5) |Lkjh(x)| ≤ 1− eSj,kg(y) + |h(y)|eSj,kg(y).

Now, suppose that for some y0 ∈ Xj we have |h(y0)| ≤ 1 − ǫ. Let k ∈ N be large
enough (in a way that will be specified later). Fix some x ∈ Xj+k. By Lemma 4.2, for
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every r > 0 there is a point yr ∈ Xj such that dj(y0, yr) < r and Tmr

j yr = x (where mr

was defined in Lemma 4.2). Then, as ‖h‖∗ ≤ 1 we have

|h(yr)− h(y0)| ≤ 2C1d
α
j (yr, y0) ≤ 2C1r

α.

Now, let us take k = mr for some r which will be determined soon. By (4.5) applied
with y = yr we see that

|Lkj (x)| ≤ (1− eSj,kg(yr)) + |h(yr)| ≤ 1− eSj,k(yr) + (|h(y0)|+ 2C1r
α)eSj,kg(yr)

≤ 1− eSj,kg(yr) + (1− ǫ+ 2C1r
α)eSj,kg(yr) = 1− eSj,k(yr)(ǫ− 2C1r

α).

Next, let us take the largest r = r(ǫ) such that ǫ − 2C1r
α ≤ ǫ/2. Let c = sup

j
‖gj‖∞.

Then eSj,kg(yr) ≥ e−ck. We conclude that with k = mr(ǫ) we have

sup
x∈Xj+k

|Lkj (x)| ≤ 1− C(ǫ)ǫ

with C(ǫ) = 1
2
e−cmr(ǫ). Thus, the result holds with η(ǫ) = C(ǫ)ǫ. �

Remark 4.7. It follows from the formula for mr in Lemma 4.2 that we can take
η(ǫ) = ǫC(ǫ), where C(ǫ) = A(C1, n0, γ, c)ǫ

c
α ln γ , c = sup

j
‖gj‖∞ and A(C1, n0, γ, c)

depends continuously only on C1, n0, γ and c (and can easily be estimated). However,
we will not use this precise form because we will always work with a fixed ǫ.

We will constantly use the following two corollaries of the previous two lemmata.

Corollary 4.8. Let k0 = k0(C1) be the first positive integer k such that 2C1δ
k ≤ 1.

Then

(4.6) sup
|t|≤T

sup
j

sup
k≥k0

‖Lkj,t‖∗ ≤ 1

where ‖Lkj,t‖∗ is the operator norm with respect to the norm ‖ · ‖∗.
Proof. The result follows by combining Lemmata 4.5 and 4.6(a). �

Corollary 4.9. Given ǫ ∈ (0, 1
2
) there exists k2 = k2(ǫ) ∈ N with the following prop-

erties. If for some l, m ≥ k0 = k0(C1) and t ∈ [−T, T ] we have ‖Lk2+ml,t ‖∗ > 1 − η(ǫ)
(where η(ǫ) comes from Lemma 4.6), then there exist a function h with ‖h‖∗ ≤ 1 such
that min

x
|Lml+k2,th(x)| > 1− ǫ.

Proof. Let k∗2(ǫ) be the smallest positive integer k so that C1θ
k
1 ≤ 1

2
(1−η(ǫ)), where η(ǫ)

comes from Lemma 4.6. Then by Lemma 4.5 for every function H such that ‖H‖∗ ≤ 1
and all j ∈ Z, s ≥ k∗2(ǫ) and t ∈ [−T, T ] we have

(4.7)
G(Lsj,tH)

2C1
≤ 1− η(ǫ).

Next, take k2(ǫ)=max(k∗2(ǫ), k1(ǫ)), where k1(ǫ) comes from Lemma 4.6(b). Suppose

that ‖Lk2(ǫ)+mj,t ‖∗>1−η(ǫ). Then there is h such that ‖h‖∗≤1 and ‖Lk2(ǫ)+mj,t h‖∗>1−η(ǫ).
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Set H = Lmj,th. Then

‖Lk2(ǫ)+mj,t h‖∗ = ‖Lk2(ǫ)j+m,tH‖∗ = max

(
‖Lk2(ǫ)j+m,tH‖∞,

G(Lk2(ǫ)j+m,tH)

2C1

)
> 1− η(ǫ).

Now, since ‖h‖∗ ≤ 1 and m ≥ k0, it follows from (4.6) that ‖H‖∗ ≤ 1. Thus, since
k2(ǫ) ≥ k∗2(ǫ) we conclude from (4.7) that

G(Lk2(ǫ)j+m,tH)

2C1

≤ 1− η(ǫ).

Hence ‖Lk2(ǫ)j+m,tH‖∞ > 1−η(ǫ), and so by Lemma 4.6(a), ‖Lk2(ǫ)j+mH‖∞ > 1−η(ǫ). Hence,
since k2(ǫ) ≥ k1(ǫ) by (the contrapositive of) Lemma 4.6(b) we have

min
x∈Xj+m

|H(x)| = min
x∈Xj+m

∣∣Lmj,th(x)
∣∣ > 1− ǫ

and the proof of the corollary is complete. �

4.4. Integral of characteristic function and LLT. Arguing like in [64, §2.2], in
order to prove a non-lattice LLT starting with a measure of the form κ0 = q0dµ0 with
‖q0‖α <∞ it suffices to prove the following:

(i) there are constants δ, c2, C2 > 0 such that for all |t| ≤ δ and all n

(4.8)
∥∥Ln0,t

∥∥
∗ ≤ C2e

−c2σ2nt2 .

(ii) for each T > δ we have

(4.9)

∫

δ≤|t|≤T
‖Ln0,t‖∗dt = o(σ−1

n ).

Similarly, in order to prove a lattice LLT for integer valued observables fj it suffices to
prove (i) and

(4.10) (ii)′
∫

δ≤t≤2π−δ
‖Ln0,t‖∗dt = o(σ−1

n ).

We begin with (4.8).

Proposition 4.10. There are positive constants δ0, c1, c2, C1, C2 such that for every
finite sequence of functions (vj)

n+m−1
j=n with a := max ‖vj‖α ≤ δ0 we have the following.

Set Aj(g) = Lj(eivjg) and Am
n = An+m−1 ◦ · · · ◦ An+1 ◦ An. Then

(4.11) C1e
−c1Var(Sn,mv) ≤ ‖Am

n ‖α ≤ C2e
−c2Var(Sn,mv)

where Sn,mv =

m−1∑

k=0

vn+k ◦ T kn .

Corollary 4.11. There exists δ > 0 such (4.8) holds for all t ∈ [−δ, δ] and all n.

Proof. We apply Proposition 4.10 with functions of the form vj = tfj . Let ‖f‖ =
supj ‖fj‖α. Now (4.8) follows from the upper bound in Proposition 4.10 if |t|‖f‖ ≤
δ0. �



24 LOCAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR EXPANDING MAPS

In the course of the proof of Proposition 4.10 we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.12. There exists a constant b > 1 with the following property. Let vj for
n ≤ j ≤ n + m − 1 be functions such that max

j
‖vj‖α ≤ 1. Let the operators Rt be

given by Rt(h) = Lmn (heitSn,mv). Then for every t ∈ R,

‖Rt‖α ≥ b−m(1 + |t|)−1.

Proof. We have Rt(e
−itSn,mv) = Lmn 1 = 1. Therefore, 1 = ‖1‖α ≤ ‖Rt‖α‖e−itSn,mv‖α. To

complete the proof, we note that

‖e−itSn,mv‖α ≤ 1 + |t|Gα(Sn,mv) ≤ 1 + |t|bm

for some b > 1. �

Proof of Proposition 4.10. The proof of the proposition uses ideas from [64] and [43].
We provide most of the details for the sake of completeness.
First, the norm of the operator Am

n is invariant with respect to replacing vj with
vj − cj for a constant cj. Thus, it is enough to prove the proposition when µj(vj) = 0
for all j. Moreover, setting vj = 0 for j 6∈ {n,m + 1, ..., n + m + 1} we can always
assume that vj is defined for all j.
Next, we recall a few analytic tools that are crucial for the proof of both lower and

upper bounds. Denote by Hj the space of Hölder continuous functions uj on Xj with
exponent α. Let H0

j ⊂ Hj be the subset of functions such that µj(uj) = 0. Consider
the operators Rj,z,u, z ∈ C given by

Rj,z,u(h) = Lj(hezuj )

where u = (uj)
∞
j=0 considered as a point in the Banach space

∞∏

j=0

H0
j equipped with the

norm ‖u‖=sup
j

‖uj‖α. These operators are analytic in both z and u. Thus combining

(4.1) and 3 [43, Theorem D.2], there are constants δ0, C > 0 and δ ∈ (0, 1) which
depend only on the maps Tj such that for every complex z with |z| ≤ δ0 and a sequence
u with ‖u‖ ≤ δ0 the following holds: there are uniformly bounded and analytic in z

(and u) triplets λj(z)=λj(z; u)∈C, h
(z)
j =h

(z;u)
j ∈Hj and ν

(z)
j =ν

(z;u)
j ∈H∗

j so that for all
n and m,

(4.12)
∥∥∥Rm

n,z,u/λn,m(z)− ν(z)n ⊗ h
(z)
n+m

∥∥∥
α
≤ Cδm

where λn,m(z) =
n+m−1∏

k=n

λk(z) and ν ⊗ h is the operator g → ν(g)h. Moreover

ν(z)n (h(z)n ) = ν(z)n (1) = 1 λn(0) = 1, h(0)n = 1 and ν(0)n = µj.

Henceforth we omit the subscript u.

3Note that in the case of a two sided sequence (Tj)j∈Z, by applying [65, Theorem 3.3] we get (4.12)
with any fixed sequence u with ‖u‖ <∞ with constants depending also on ‖u‖. In this case the result
will follow from the analysis below with the choice uj = vj/‖v‖ (s.t. ‖u‖ = 1).
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Next, let Πj(z) = lnλj(z), Πn,m(z) =

n+m−1∑

j=n

Πj(z), and Λ̄n,m(z) = lnEµn [e
zSn,mu].

Then by [43, Corollary 7.5] there exists r0 > 0 and Q < ∞ such that if |z| ≤ r0 then
for all n and m, ∣∣∣Π′′

n,m(z)− Λ̄′′
n,m(z)

∣∣∣ ≤ Q.

Taking z = 0 we see that

(4.13)
∣∣∣Π′′

n,m(0)− Var(Sn,mu)
∣∣∣ ≤ Q.

Applying [43, Corollary 7.5], now with the third derivatives, we see that if r0 > 0 is
small enough and |z| ≤ r0 then for all n and m we have

(4.14)
∣∣∣Π′′′

n,m(z)− Λ̄′′′
n,m(z)

∣∣∣ ≤ Q3

for some constant Q3. Next, we claim that there are constants δ1 > 0 and C3 > 0 such
that if |t| ≤ δ1 then

(4.15) |Π′′′
n,m(it)| ≤ C3(1 + ‖Sn,mu‖2L2).

If ‖Sn,mu‖2L2 ≥ A for a sufficiently large constant A then (4.15) is proven exactly like
[43, (7.2)]. Namely, we decompose the set {n, n+1, ..., n+m−1} into blocks such that
the variance of the sums along the indexes in each one of the individual blocks is bounded
above and below by two sufficiently large positive constants, and then repeat the proof
of [43, (7.2)] with this block partition instead of the block partition of {0, 1, 2, ..., n−1}
that resulted in [43, (7.2)] (the only difference here is that in [43, (7.2)] we had m = 0).
It remains to prove (4.15) with some δ1=δ1(A) and C3=C3(A) when ‖Sn,mu‖2L2 ≤A.

In this case, using (4.14) it is enough to bound |Λ̄′′′
n,m(it)| by some constant uniformly

in n,m and t ∈ [−δ1, δ1] for an appropriate δ1. Using the formula

(ln f)′′′ =
f ′′′

f 2
− 2f ′f ′′

f 3
− 2f ′f ′′

f 2
+

2(f ′)3

f 3

with the function f(t) = E[eitSn,mu] and noticing that for |t| ≤ δ1(A) and δ1(A) small
enough we have |f(t)− 1| ≤ 1

2
, we see that there is a constant C = C(A) such that

|Λ̄′′′
n,m(it)| ≤ C.

Next, using (4.15) and the Lagrange form of the second order Taylor remainder of
the function Πn,m around the origin we see that there are constants C4, C5 such that

(4.16)

∣∣∣∣Πn,m(t) +
t2

2
Var(Sn,mu)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C4t
2 + C5|t|3(1 + Var(Sn,mu))

where we used that Πn,m(0)=lnλn,m(0)=0 and Π′
n,m(0)=µn(Sn,mu)=0 (see [65, Theo-

rem 4.1(b)]).

We can now complete the proof of the proposition. We start with the upper bound
in (4.11). Without loss of generality we may assume that Var(Sn,mu) ≥ C0 where C0

is a sufficiently large constant since when the variance is smaller the required estimate
could be always ensured by taking sufficiently large C2.
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By (4.12) and the uniform boundedness of the triplets, there is a constant C2 > 0
such that if |t| ≤ r0 then ‖Rn,it‖ ≤ C2|λn,m(it)| = C2|eΠn,m(it)|. Finally, by (4.16) there
exists 0 < δ2 < δ1 such that if |t| ≤ δ2 then (for C0 large enough),

|eΠn,m(it)| ≤ e−
1
4
t2Var(Sn,mu).

Next, given a sequence (vj) we take uj = vj/r0. If supj ‖vj‖α ≤ r0δ0 then ‖u‖ ≤ δ0
and so the above estimates hold. Moreover, Am

n = Rn
n,ir0 and Var(Sn,mu) = r−2

0 Var(Sn,mv).

Therefore, the upper bound holds with the above C2 and c2 =
1
4
r−2
0 .

Next, we prove the lower bound. Note first that
(
h
(z)
n+m ⊗ ν

(z)
n

)
(1)=νn(1)h

(z)
n+m=h

(z)
n+m.

Since h
(0)
n+m = 1, the uniform boundedness and analyticity of the triplets gives

∣∣∣
(
h
(z)
n+m ⊗ ν(z)n

)
(1)− 1

∣∣∣ ≤ A|z|

for some constant A. Therefore, there exists δ3 > 0 such that if |z| ≤ δ3 then
∣∣∣
(
h
(z)
n+m ⊗ ν(z)n

)
(1)
∣∣∣ ≥ 1

2
.

Hence, if m is large enough to ensure that

(4.17) Cδm <
1

4
,

then by (4.12)

(4.18) ‖Rm
n,z1‖α ≥ 1

4
|λn,m(z)|.

Now, by (4.16), if |t| ≤ δ4 and δ4 is small enough then

(4.19) |λn,m(it)| = |eΠn,m(it)| ≥ e−t
2[C′′+ 1

4
Var(Sn,mu)]

where C ′′ > 0 is a positive constant. Now the lower bound in (4.11) in case (4.17) is
obtained as follows. Suppose that sup

j
‖vj‖α ≤ δ4δ0. Then the lower bound is obtained

by taking t = δ4, uj = vj/δ4 and using (4.18), (4.19) and that ‖Rm
n,it‖α ≥ ‖Rm

n,it1‖.
The lower bound when Cδm≥1

4
(with C sufficiently small) follows from Lemma 4.12,

taking into account that in this case ‖Sn,mv‖ ≤ am ≤ m (assuming a ≤ 1). �

4.5. Corange. Here we prove Theorem 1.5. To simplify the proof we assume that
µk(fk) = 0 for all k.
Recall the definition of the set H in Theorem 1.5. Taking into account Remark 1.4

and Lemma 4.3, H is the set of all real numbers t such that for all n we have

(4.20) tfn = hn − hn+1 ◦ Tn + gn + Zn

where hn, gn and Zn are functions such that sup
n

‖hn‖α<∞, µn(gn)=0, sup
n

Var(Sng)<∞,

‖gn‖α → 0 and Zn is integer valued. It is clear that H is a subgroup of R.
Theorem 1.5 follows from the following corollary of Proposition 4.10.
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Corollary 4.13.
(i) If ‖Snf‖L2 6→ ∞ then H = R.

(ii) If (fj) is irreducible then H = {0}.
(iii) If (fj) is reducible and ‖Snf‖L2 → ∞ then H = t0Z for some t0 > 0.
As a consequence, the number h0 = 1/t0 is the largest positive number such that (fj)

is reducible to an h0Z-valued sequence.

Proof. (i) If the variance does not diverge to ∞ then by [43, Theorem 6.5] (applied
with with m0 = µ0) we see that (fj) is decomposed as a sum of a center tight sequence
and a coboundary. Thus for every real t the function tfj has decomposition (4.20)

(with Zj = 0) with gj being the martingale part. Since
∑

j

Var(gj) < ∞ we see that

‖gn‖L2(µj)→0 and so by Lemma 4.3 we have ‖gn‖α → 0. We thus conclude that H = R.

(ii) If t 6= 0 belongs to H then f must be reducible to an hZ-valued sequence, with
h = 1/|t|.
(iii) We claim first that if t ∈ H then for all j large enough the norms ‖Lnj,t‖α do not

converge to 0 as n → ∞. Since sup
n≥j

‖gj‖α → 0 as n → ∞, for j large enough we can

apply Proposition 4.10 with these functions to conclude that

‖An
j,t‖α ≥ C1e

−c2Var(Sj,ng)

where An
j,t is the operator given by

An
j,t(q) = Lnj (eitSj,ngq).

Since sup
n

Var(Sj,ng) <∞ we get inf
n
‖An

j,t‖α > 0. To finish the proof of the claim, note

that An
j,t(q) = eihj+nLnj,t(qe−ihj) and so ‖An

j,t‖α ≤ C‖Lnj,t‖α for some constant C > 0.
Now, in order to complete the proof of the corollary, it is enough to show that there

exists δ1 > 0 such that for every t ∈ H and all w ∈ [−δ1, δ1] \ {0} for all j we have

(4.21) lim
n→∞

‖Lnj,t+w‖α = 0.

(4.21) shows that t + w 6∈ H. It follows that H is a non empty discrete subgroup of R,
whence H = t0Z for some t0 ∈ R+, completing the proof of the proposition.
In order to prove (4.21), let ‖f‖ = sup

j
‖fj‖α. Define δ1 =

δ0
2‖f‖+2

, where δ0 comes from

Proposition 4.10. Thus, when j is large enough and |w| ≤ δ1 we can apply Proposition
4.10 with the functions uj = gj + wfj to conclude that the operator

Bnj,t,w(q) = Lnj (qeitSj,ng+iwSj,nf) satisfies ‖Bnj,t,w‖α ≤ C ′
2e

−c2w2Var(Sj,nf)

where we have used that the variance of Sj,ng is bounded in n. The desired estimate
(4.21) follows since lim

n→∞
Var(Sj,nf) = ∞ and Lnj,t+w(q) = e−ihj+nBnj,t,w(qeihj). �



28 LOCAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR EXPANDING MAPS

5. Reduction lemmas

Fix an integer m0 ≥ 0. In all of the paper we will take m0 = 0 except for §9.2 where
we take m0 to be sufficiently large. Next, take some j and ℓ such that ℓ = k +m for
some integers k ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ m ≤ m0. Let y1 and y2 be two inverse branches of T kj . Let
w1, w2, v1, v2 be inverse branches of Tmj+k. Define the temporal distance function with
gap m by

∆j,ℓ,k,m(x
′, x′′, y1, y2, w1, w2, v1, v2)

= Sj,ℓ(y1 ◦ w1(x
′)) + Sj,ℓ(y2 ◦ v1(x′′))− Sj,ℓ(y1 ◦ w2(x

′′))− Sj,ℓ(y2 ◦ v2(x′)).
Note that this function is defined only for choices of x′, x′′, yi, vi, wi for which the above
compositions are well defined. Namely we have four orbits such that the first and the
third orbits as well as the second and the fourth orbits have the same itineraries up
to time j + k, while the first and the fourth orbits as well as the second and the third
orbits have the same itineraries after time j + ℓ. During m iterations between times
j + k and j + ℓ we do not impose any restrictions, hence the word gap m in the above
definition.

Lemma 5.1. For every 0 < δ < T there exist constants γ1, θ2 ∈ (0, 1) such that for
every positive integer L and ǫ ∈ (0, 1

2
) such that

(5.1) ǫ ≤ γL1

for every j and ℓ ≤ L + 1 such that ℓ = k +m, 0 ≤ m ≤ m0 we have the following. If
for some nonzero real t such that δ ≤ |t| ≤ T there exists h with ‖h‖β,T ≤ 1 and

(5.2) |Lℓj,th(x)| ≥ 1− ǫ ∀x ∈ Xj+ℓ

then (a) ∀x′, x′′, yi, wi, vi as above

(5.3)

∣∣∣∣dist
(
∆j,ℓ,k,m(x

′, x′′, y1, y2, w1, w2, v1, v2),
2π

t
Z

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2θ
ℓ
2;

(b) Fix l̄ ≤ ℓ/2. If T l̄
j+ℓ−l̄(y

′) = T l̄
j+ℓ−l̄(y

′′) = x and z is an inverse branch of T ℓ−l̄j (with

both y′ and y′′ belonging to its domain) then

(5.4)

∣∣∣∣dist
(
Sj,ℓ(z(y

′))− Sj,ℓ(z(y
′′)),

2π

t
Z

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2θ
ℓ
2.

Note that (5.3) can be written as

(5.5) ∆j,ℓ,k,m(x
′, x′′, y1, y2, w1, w2, v1, v2) =

(2π/t)mt,j,ℓ,k,m(x
′, x′′, y1, y2, w1, w2, v1, v2) +O(θℓ2)

for some integer valued function mt,j,ℓ,k,m, while (5.4) can be written as

(5.6) Sj,ℓ(z(y
′))− Sj,ℓ(z(y

′′)) = (2π/t)mt,j,ℓ(x, z, y
′, y′′) +O(θℓ2)

for some integer valued function mt,j,ℓ.
We will also need the following result.
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Lemma 5.2. There is a sequence of functions Hk : Xk → R such that sup
k

‖Hk‖α <∞,

constants C > 0, θ < 1 and c(ℓ) → 0 as ℓ→ ∞ with the following properties.
Suppose that either (5.4) holds for some t with δ ≤ |t| ≤ T and some j, ℓ ≥ 2n0

and all relevant choices of l̄, x, y′ and y′′ as described in Lemma 5.1(b), or (5.3) holds
for some t with δ ≤ |t| ≤ T , some j, ℓ ≥ 2n0, m = n0 + 1 and all possible choices of
x′, x′′, wi, vi, wi. Then

(5.7) fj+ℓ−1 = gj,t,ℓ +Hj+ℓ−1 −Hj+ℓ ◦ Tj+ℓ−1 + (2π/t)Zt,j,ℓ

where Zt,j,ℓ is integer valued, sup
t,j,ℓ

‖gt,j,ℓ‖∞ ≤ Cθℓ, and sup
t,j,ℓ

‖gt,j,ℓ‖α ≤ c(ℓ).

Moreover, the image of the function Zt,j,ℓ is contained in either the image of the
function mt,j,ℓ from (5.6) or the image of the function mt,j,ℓ,k,n0+1, k = ℓ− n0 − 1 from
(5.5), depending on the case.

Remark 5.3. If the spaces Xk are connected we can take Zt,j,ℓ to be a constant. Indeed,
since all the functions fj+ℓ−1, gj,t,ℓ, Hj+ℓ−1, Hj+ℓ◦Tj+ℓ−1 are continuous we see that Zt,j,ℓ
is continuous and thus constant.

Remark 5.4. It is a natural question whether in general one can arrange that gj,t,ℓ
and Zj,t,ℓ will depend only on j + ℓ and t. However, the important part of the lemma
is that the coboundary terms H depend only on j + ℓ, which will allow us to take
the same coboundary parts when (5.7) holds for both j and j + 1. This will yield the
desired cancellation for the sums fj+ℓ−1+ fj+ℓ ◦ Tj+ℓ−1. Similarly, this will enable us to
obtain an appropriate cancellation for ergodic sums Sj,m when (5.7) holds with j + s
for all 0 ≤ s < m. Such cancellations will be crucial for decomposing the summands
inside such blocks into three components: coboudnaries, small terms and a lattice
valued variable. The lattice valued variables will disappear after multiplication by t
and taking the exponents. The sum with small terms will be dealt with similarly to the
case of small t′s. The heart of the proof of Theorem 1.6 is to execute this idea precisely.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. Let m = sup
j

sup |gj| and take ε and L such that

(5.8) ε ≤ e−(3m+3)L.

That is, we take γ1 in the statement of the lemma equal to e−3m−3. Fix h and ℓ ≤ L+1
such that (5.2) holds. We claim that

(5.9) inf
y∈Xj

|h(y)| ≥ 1− e−mℓ−2.

To prove (5.9), suppose that ∃y ∈ Xj such that |h(y)| < 1−e−mℓ−2. Let x = T ℓj y. Then

|Lℓj,th(x)| ≤
(
Lℓj|h|

)
(x) ≤ 1− eSj,ℓg(y) + (1− e−mℓ−2)eSj,ℓg(y) ≤ 1− e−mℓ−2e−mℓ < 1− ε

where in the second inequality we have used (4.5) with k = ℓ. However, the latter
estimate contradicts (5.2). Write h(y) = r(y)eiφ(y) with inf

y∈Xj

r(y) ≥ 1− e−mℓ−2. Notice

that each inverse branch y of T ℓj has a Lipschitz constant non-exceeding Cθℓ for some

constants C > 0 and θ ∈ (0, 1). Thus, φ is Hölder continuous and G(φ ◦ y) ≤ C ′θαℓ for
some constant C ′.
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Next, we have

(Lℓj,th)(x) =
∑

T ℓ
j y=x

e[Sj,ℓg+itSj,ℓf+iφ](y)r(φ(y)).

Note that for any probability measure ν on a probability space Ω and measurable
functions q : Ω → R and r : Ω → [0,∞)
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ω

r(ω)eiq(ω)dν(ω)

∣∣∣∣
2

= 1− 2

∫

Ω

∫

Ω

sin2

(
1

2
(q(ω1)− q(ω2)

)
r(ω1)r(ω1)dν(ω1)dν(ω2).

Since
∑

y: T ℓ
j y=x

eSj,ℓg(y) = 1, we can define a probability measure ν = νx on Xj by

νx(A) =
∑

y∈A:T ℓ
j y=x

eSj,ℓg(y). Then Lℓj,th(x) =
∫
rei(tSj,ℓf+φ)dνx. Fix some x ∈ Xj+ℓ. Since

|Lℓj,th(x)| ≥ 1− ε and r = |h| ≥ 1− εℓ, where εℓ = e−mℓ−2 ≤ 1
2
, we see that

∑

y′,y′′

eSj,ℓg(y
′)+Sj,ℓg(y

′′) sin2

(
1

2
(tSj,ℓf(y

′)− tSj,ℓf(y
′′) + φ(y′)− φ(y′′))

)
≤ ε(2− ε)

2(1− εℓ)2
≤ 4ε

where the sum it taken over all points y′, y′′ in Xj such that T ℓj y
′ = T ℓj y

′′ = x. Using

also that eSj,ℓg ≥ e−mℓ we see that for every y′, y′′ as above we have

sin2

(
1

2
(tSj,ℓf(y

′)− tSj,ℓf(y
′′) + φ(y′)− φ(y′′))

)
≤ 4εe2mℓ ≤ 4e−mℓ−2 ≤ e−mℓ

where in the second inequality we have used (5.8). Therefore, with θ = e−m, for any
two inverse branches y′(·) and y′′(·) of T ℓj (with x belonging to their image) we have

(5.10) tSj,ℓf(y
′(x)) + φ(y′(x))− tSj,ℓf(y

′′(x))− φ(y′′(x)) ∈ 2πZ+O(θℓ).

The above arguments show that (5.10) holds uniformly in x because of our assumption
(5.2). Now let y′, ỹ′ and y′′, ỹ′′ be two pairs of inverse branches of x′ and x′′ of the form
y′ = y1 ◦ w1, ỹ

′ = y1 ◦ w2, y
′′ = y2 ◦ v2 and ỹ′′ = y2 ◦ v1, with yi, wi and vi like in the

definition of ∆j,ℓ,k,m. Thus,

∆j,ℓ,k,m(x
′, x′′, y1, y2, w1, w2, v1, v2)+

[φ(y1 ◦ w1(x
′))− φ(y1 ◦ w2(x

′′))]− [φ(y2 ◦ v2(x′))− φ(y2 ◦ v1(x′′))] ∈
2πZ

t
+O(θℓ).

Since

φ(y1◦w1(x
′))−φ(y1◦w2(x

′′)) = O(θβℓ), φ(y2◦v2(x′))−φ(y2◦v1(x′′)) = O(θβk) = O(θβℓ)

we conclude that ∆j,ℓ,k,m(x
′, x′′, y′, y′′) is O(θβℓ) close to 2πZ

t
. This proves (a).

To prove (b) we use (5.10) with y′, y′′ replaced by z ◦ y′ and z ◦ y′′ to get

tSj,ℓf(z(y
′(x))) + φ(z(y′(x)))− tSj,ℓf(z(y

′′((x)))− φ(z(y′′(x))) ∈ 2πZ+O(θℓ).

Therefore

tSj,ℓf(z(y
′(x)))− tSj,ℓf(z(y

′′(x))) ∈ 2πZ+O
(
θβ(ℓ−l̄)

)
.
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In other words there is an integer valued function m(ȳ, ¯̄y) such that

(5.11) Sj,ℓf(z(y
′(x)))− Sj,ℓf(z(y

′′(x))) =
2πm(y′, y′′)

t
+O

(
θβ(ℓ−l̄)

)
.

This proves (b). �

Proof of Lemma 5.2. In order to present the idea of the proof in the simplest possible
setting we first prove the lemma for sequential topologically mixing subshift of finite
type. Then we explain the modifications needed in the general case.
In the case of a sequential subshift we take ξ in Assumption 1.1 such that dj(x, y) < ξ

is equivalent to x0 = y0 (e.g. any 1/4 < ξ < 1/2 will do). Take an arbitrary point
a = (a0, a1, ....).
Write q = j+ℓ. For every two symbols u ∈ Aq−n0 and v ∈ Aq choose some admissible

path Pq,u,v of length n0 from u to v (not including u and v). Define a function α′
q :

Xq → X0 by

α′
q(x) = [a0, a1, ..., aq−n0, Pq,aq−n0 ,xq

, x] := (a0, a1, ..., aq−n0 , Pq,aq−n0 ,xq
, xq, xq+1, . . . )

where x = (xq, xq+1...) ∈ Xq. Then the function x→ α′
q(x) is Lipschitz and

(5.12) d0(α
′
q(x), α

′
q(x

′)) ≤ C2−qdq(x, x
′)

for some constant C = Cn0 which depends only on n0. Indeed, if for some s we
have xq+k = x′q+k for all k ≤ s then Pq,aq−n0 ,xq

= Pq,aq−n0 ,x
′
q+ℓ

and so the first q + s

coordinates of α′
q(x) and α

′
q(x

′) coincide. On the other hand, if xq 6= x′q then we have

d0(α
′
q(x), α

′
q(x

′)) = 2−(q−n0) = 2n02−qdq(x, x
′) (as dq(x, x

′) = 1). Next, let

αj,ℓ = T j0 ◦ α′
j+ℓ, Rj,ℓ = Sj,ℓ ◦ αj,ℓ

and
Hj,ℓ = Rj,ℓ − Sj,ℓ ◦ T j0 (a) = Sj,ℓ ◦ T j0 ◦ α′

j+ℓ − Sj,ℓ ◦ T j0 (a).
Let the functions Rk and Hk be given by

Rk = S0,k ◦ α′
k and Hk = Rk − S0,k(a) = S0,k ◦ α′

k − S0,k(a).

Then sup
k

‖Hk‖β < ∞ since the first k − n0 coordinates of α′
k(x) coincide with those

of a and sup
k

‖fk‖β < ∞, and if for some s and points x, x′ ∈ Xj+ℓ we have xj+ℓ+m =

x′j+ℓ+m, m ≤ s then α′
j+ℓ(x) and α

′
j+ℓ(x

′) have the same j + ℓ+ s first coordinates.

We claim next that

(5.13) ‖(Hj,ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ −Hj,ℓ)− (Hj+ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ −Hj+ℓ)‖β = O(θℓ3)

for some θ3 ∈ (0, 1). Indeed, since

(5.14) Sj,ℓ ◦ T j0 = S0,j+ℓ − S0,j

we have

(5.15) Rj,ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ −Rj,ℓ = (S0,j+ℓ+1 − S0,j) ◦ α′
j+ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ − (S0,j+ℓ − S0,j) ◦ α′

j+ℓ

= Rj+ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ −Rj+ℓ +
(
S0,j ◦ α′

j+ℓ − S0,j ◦ α′
j+ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ

)
.
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Since the points α′
j+ℓ(x) and α

′
j+ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ(x) have the same j+ ℓ− n0 first coordinates

and sup
k

‖fk‖β <∞ we see that

sup |S0,j ◦ α′
j+ℓ − S0,j ◦ α′

j+ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ| = O(2−βℓ).

Using also (5.12) we get

(5.16) ‖S0,j ◦ α′
j+ℓ − S0,j ◦ α′

j+ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ‖β = O(2−βℓ).

In order to complete the proof of (5.13), we note that

(5.17) Hj,ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ −Hj,ℓ = Rj,ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ − Rj,ℓ + (Sj,ℓT
j
0 a− Sj,ℓ+1T

j
0a)

= Rj,ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ −Rj,ℓ − fj+ℓ(T
j+ℓ
0 a) and

Hj+ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ −Hj+ℓ = Rj+ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ −Rj,ℓ + (S0,j+ℓa− S0,j+ℓ+1a)

= Rj+ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ − Rj+ℓ − fj+ℓ(T
j+ℓ
0 a).

Hence the expression inside the absolute value on the LHS of (5.13) equals to
[Rj,ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ − Rj,ℓ] − [Rj+ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ − Rj+ℓ] which together with (5.15) and (5.16)

yields (5.13).

In view of (5.13) and (5.17) it is enough to prove (5.7) with Hj,ℓ−1 and Hj,ℓ instead
of Hj+ℓ−1 and Hj+ℓ, respectively. To prove (5.7) with these functions we write

(5.18) Rj,ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ − Rj,ℓ = Sj,ℓ+1 ◦ αj,ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ − Sj,ℓ ◦ αj,ℓ
= Sj,ℓ+1 ◦ αj,ℓ − Sj,ℓ ◦ αj,ℓ +Dj,ℓ = fj+ℓ ◦ T ℓj ◦ αj,ℓ +Dj,ℓ = fj+ℓ +Dj,ℓ

where

Dj,ℓ := Sj,ℓ+1 ◦ αj,ℓ+1 ◦ Tj+ℓ − Sj,ℓ+1 ◦ αj,ℓ
and in the last equality he have used that T ℓj ◦ αj,ℓ = id.
Next, we claim that

(5.19) Dj,ℓ =
2πZj,ℓ
t

+Rj,ℓ

where Zj,ℓ is an integer valued function andRj,ℓ is a function such that sup |Rj,ℓ|=O(θℓ2).
Let us complete he proof of (5.7) based on the validity of (5.19). By (5.18) and (5.13)
it is enough to show that

(5.20) ‖Rj,ℓ‖α ≤ c(ℓ)

where c(ℓ) satisfies c(ℓ) → 0 as ℓ→ ∞.

Since αj,ℓ = α′
j+ℓ ◦ T j0 , (5.12) gives sup

j,ℓ
‖Dj,ℓ‖β <∞. Since

sup |tRj,ℓ| = sup |tDj,ℓ − 2πZj,ℓ| = O(θℓ2).

and sup
j,ℓ

‖Dj,ℓ‖β < ∞, we see that if ℓ is large enough then Zj,ℓ must be constant on

balls or radius r for some positive constant r. (Indeed if x1 and x2 are close then
|t||Dj,ℓ(x1)−Dj,ℓ(x2)| < Cθℓ2, so |Zj,ℓ(x1)− Zj,ℓ(x2)| < 1, meaning Zj,ℓ(x1) = Zj,ℓ(x1).)
We conclude that ‖Zj,ℓ‖β ≤ C for some constant C which does not depend on j or ℓ.
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Therefore sup
j

sup ‖Rj,ℓ‖β < ∞. Since sup |Rj,ℓ| → 0 as ℓ → ∞, Lemma 4.3 implies

that ‖Rj,ℓ‖α ≤ c(ℓ) for some sequence c(ℓ) so that c(ℓ) → 0, and (5.20) follows.
In order complete the proof of the lemma for subshifts it remains to prove (5.19). Set

z(y) = [aj , aj+1, ..., aj+ℓ−n0−2, y] = (aj, ..., aj+ℓ−n0−2, yj+ℓ−n0−1, yj+ℓ−n0, ...)

which is defined for all words y = (yk)k≥j+ℓ−n0 such that aj+ℓ−2−n0 and yj+ℓ−n0−1 are
linked. Let us also set

y′(x) = (aj+ℓ−n0−1, Pj+ℓ−1,aj+ℓ−n0−1,xj+ℓ−1
, xj+ℓ−1, xj+ℓ, ...)

and

y′′(x) = (aj+ℓ−n0−1, aj+ℓ−n0, Pj+ℓ,aj+ℓ−n0
,xj+ℓ

, xj+ℓ, xj+ℓ+1, ...).

Then

αj,ℓ−1(x) = z(y′(x)) and αj,ℓ(Tj+ℓ−1x) = z(y′′(x)).

Notice that z(·) is an inverse branch of T ℓ−n0−2
j and that

T n0+1
j+ℓ−n0−1y

′(x) = T n0+1
j+ℓ−n0−1y

′′(x) = Tj+ℓ−1x.

Thus under (5.4) (applied with the point x′ = Tj+ℓ−1x, and l̄ = n0 + 1) we have

Dj,ℓ−1 = Sj,ℓ ◦ αj,ℓ ◦ Tj+ℓ−1 − Sj,ℓ ◦ αj,ℓ−1 =
2πZ

t
+R

where Z = Zj,ℓ−1 is an integer valued function and R = Rj,ℓ−1 is a function such that
sup |R| = O(θℓ2). This completes the proof of (5.19) under (5.4) for sequential subshifts.
If instead (5.3) holds with m = n0 + 1, then for every point x we have

Dj,ℓ−1(x) = ∆j,ℓ,k,m(x
′, x′′, y1, y2, w1, w2, v1, v2)

where x′ = Tj+ℓx, x
′′ = Tj+ℓa, y1 = y2 coincide with the inverse branch corresponding

to the cylinder [aj , ..., aj+ℓ−n0−1], w1 is the inverse branch corresponding to the cylin-
der [aj+ℓ−n0Pj+ℓ−n0,aj+ℓ−n0

,xj+ℓ+1
], v2 is inverse branch corresponding to the cylinder

[Pj+ℓ−n0−1,aj+ℓ−n0−1,xj+ℓ
, xj+ℓ] and w2 = v1 coincide with the inverse branch correspond-

ing to the cylinder [aj+ℓ−n0, ..., aj+ℓ]. Indeed, we have that y1◦w2 = y2◦v1. This finishes
the proof of the lemma for sequential subshifts.

The proof for the more general maps proceeds as follows. First, by Lemma 4.1 for
every j, n and y ∈ Xj there is an inverse branch Zj,y,k : Bj+k(T

k
j y, ξ) → Xj+k of T

j
j such

that

dist
(
T sj (Zj,y,kx), T

s
j y
)
< ξ

for all s ≤ k and x ∈ Bj+k(T
k
j y, ξ). The map Zj,y,k corresponds to the inverse of

the map x → [yk, ..., yk+n−1, x] in the case of a subshift, where y = (yk, yk+1, ...) and
x = (xk+n, xk+n+1, ...). Let us define

α′
j+ℓ = Z0,x0,j+ℓ−n0 ◦ Sj+ℓ−n0,T

j+ℓ−n0
0 x0,n0

= Z0,x0,j ◦ Zj,T j
0x0,ℓ−n0

◦W
j+ℓ−n0,T

j+ℓ−n0
0 x0

where W
j+ℓ−n0,T

j+ℓ−n0
0 x0

is the right inverse of T n0
j+ℓ−n0

from Assumption 1.2. Then

the proof of the lemma proceeds like in the case of a subshift of finite type with the
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above definition of the function α′
j+ℓ, using the properties of the inverse branches from

Lemma 4.1. �

6. Local limit theorem in the irreducible case

Here we prove Theorems 1.6 and 1.10. To simplify the proofs we will assume that
κ0(fj ◦ T j0 ) = 0 for all j, that is, E[Sn] = 0 for all n. This could always be achieved by
subtracting a constant from fj .

6.1. Contracting blocks. Fix some T > δ and partition {|t| : δ ≤ |t| ≤ T} into
intervals of small length δ1 (yet to be determined). In order to prove (4.9) it is sufficient
to show that if δ1 is small enough then for every interval J whose length is smaller than
δ1 we have

(6.1)

∫

J

‖Ln0,t‖∗dt = o(σ−1
n ).

Let us introduce a simplifying notation. Given an interval of positive integers
I = {a, a + 1, ..., a + d − 1} we write LIt = Lda,t = La+d−1,t ◦ · · · ◦ La+1,t ◦ La,t and
SI = SIf =

∑

j∈I
fj ◦ T j0 . Henceforth we will refer to a finite interval in the integers as a

“block”. The length of a block is the number of integers in the block.
Fix a small ε ∈ (0, 1) (that will be determined latter). We say that a block I is

contracting if

(6.2) sup
t∈J

‖LIt‖∗ ≤ 1− η(ε)

where η(ε) > 0 comes from Lemma 4.6.

Lemma 6.1. If I = {a + 1, a + 2, ..., a + d} is a non contracting block of size larger
than 2k0 (where k0 comes from (4.6)) and I ′′ ⊂ I is a sub-block such that I \ I ′′ is
composed of a union of two disjoint blocks whose lengths not less than k0 then I ′′ is a
non-contracting block.

Proof. Decompose I = I ′∪I ′′∪I ′′′ where the blocks I ′, I ′′, I ′′′ are disjoint and are ordered
so that I ′ is to the left of I ′′ and I ′′ is to the left of I ′′′. Since I is non-contracting there
exists t ∈ J such that 1− η(ε) < ‖LIt‖∗. On the other hand, by sub-multiplicativity of
operator norms we have

(6.3) 1− η(ε) < ‖LIt‖∗ = ‖LI′′′t ◦ LI′′t ◦ LI′t ‖∗ ≤ ‖LI′′′t ‖∗‖LI
′′

t ‖∗‖LI
′

t ‖∗.
Since the lengths of I ′ and I ′′′ are at least k0 by (4.6) we have ‖LI′t ‖∗≤1 and ‖LI′′′t ‖∗≤1.

Thus by (6.3) we have 1−η(ε) < ‖LI′′t ‖∗. Therefore the block I ′′ is non-contracting. �

Combining Lemmata 5.2 and 6.1 together with Corollary 4.9 we obtain the following
result.

Corollary 6.2. LetHk be the functions from Lemma 5.2. Let k0 be from (4.6) and k2(·)
be from Corollary 4.9. If ε is small enough then there exists L = L(ε) ≥ max(k0, 2n0+1)
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such that L(ε) → ∞ as ε→ 0 with the following properties. If I = {a, a+1, ..., a+d−1}
is a non contracting block such that d > 2k0 + k2(ε) + L(ε) then for every s ∈ I with

a + k0 + L(ε) + k2(ε) ≤ s ≤ a + d− k0 − 1

and all t ∈ J we can write

(6.4) tfs = tgs + tHs − tHs+1 ◦ Ts + 2πZs

where ‖gs‖α = O(δ1) + c(L) where c(L) → 0 as L → ∞ (and δ1 is the length of the
interval J in (6.1)).

Remark 6.3. The functions gs and Zs can also depend on t, ε and I, but it is really
important for the next steps that the functions Hs do not depend on I.

Proof. For each ε, take L = [a| ln ε|] where a is sufficiently large so that (5.1) holds.
In the following arguments, in order to simplify the notations we write L = L(ε) and
k2 = k2(ε).
Take l ∈ I with a+k0 ≤ l and l+k2+L−1 < a+ d−1−k0. By Lemma 6.1 applied

with the sub-block I ′′ = {l, l + 1, ..., l + k2 + L − 1} we have sup
t∈J

‖Lk2+Ll,t ‖∗ > 1 − η(ε).

Fix some t′ ∈ J such that ‖Lk2+Ll,t′ ‖∗ > 1 − η(ε). By Corollary 4.9 applied with m = L
there is a function h with ‖h‖∗ = 1 and

min
x∈Xl+k2+L

|LLl+k2,t′h(x)| > 1− ε.

Therefore, by Lemma 5.2, with j = l + k2 and ℓ = L = L(ε) we have

t′fl+k2+L−1 = t′fj+L−1 = t′gt′,j,L + t′Hj+L−1 − t′Hj+L ◦ Tj+L + 2πZt′,j,L

where Zt′,j,L is integer valued and ‖gt′,j,L‖α ≤ c(L) with c(L) → 0 as L → ∞. Now, if
t ∈ J then we can write

tfj+L−1 = t′fj+L−1 + (t− t′)fj+L−1 = gt,j,L + tHj+L−1 − tHj+L ◦ Tj+L−1 + 2πZt′,j,L

where
gt,j,L = t′gt′,J,L + (t− t′) (fj+L−1 +Hj+L ◦ Tj+L−1 −Hj+L−1) .

Since the length of the interval J does not exceed δ1 and the ‖·‖α norms of the functions
fk and Hk are uniformly bounded we have ‖gt,j,L‖α ≤ c(L) +Cδ1 for some constant C.
To finish the proof, note that any s ∈ I can be written as s = j+L−1 = l+k2+L−1

for some l with the above properties when a+ k0 + L+ k2 ≤ s ≤ a+ d− k0 − 1. �

The last key tool needed for the proof of (6.1) is the following simple fact.

Lemma 6.4. Let Q(h) = ah2 + bh + c be a quadratic function with a > 0 and J be
an interval. Then there is an absolute constant C > 0 such that∫

J
e−Q(h)dh ≤ C√

a
exp

[
−min

J
Q(h)

]
.

Proof. By linear change of variables we can reduce the problem to the case Q(h) = h2.
Now there are two cases:

(1) If [−1, 1] ∩ J 6= ∅ then the result follows because

∫

R

e−h
2

dh <∞.
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(2) If [−1, 1] ∩ J = ∅ then the result follows since for A ≥ 1∫ ∞

A

e−h
2

dh <

∫ ∞

A

2h

2A
e−h

2

dh =
e−A

2

2A
< e−A

2

. �

Next, let

D(ε) = 4 (L(ε) + n0 + k0 + k2(ε))

where L(ε) comes from Corollary 6.2, k2(ε) comes from Corollary 4.9, n0 comes from
Assumption 1.2 and k0 comes from (4.6). Let Ln be the maximal number of contracting
blocks contained in In = {0, 1, ..., n − 1}, such that the distance between consecutive
blocks is at least k0 and the length of each block is between D(ε) and 2D(ε).
Let B= {B1, B2, . . . , BLn} be a corresponding set of contracting blocks separated

by at least k0, and A={A1,. . ., AL̃n
} be a partition into intervals of the compliment

of the union of the blocks Bj in In, ordered so that Aj is to the left of Aj+1. Thus

L̃n∈{Ln−1, Ln, Ln+1}.
We will prove of (6.1) by considering three cases depending on the size of Ln.

6.2. Large number of contracting blocks. The first case is when Ln is at least of
logarithmic order in σn. More precisely, we have the following result.

Proposition 6.5. There is a constant c = c(ε) > 0 such that (6.1) holds if Ln ≥ c ln σn.

Proof. By the submultiplicativity of operator norms, Corollary 4.8 and (6.2), ∀t ∈ J
we have

‖Ln0,t‖∗ ≤
(∏

k

‖LAk
t ‖∗

)
·
(∏

j

‖LBj

t ‖∗
)

≤ (1− η(ε))Ln .

Hence (6.1) holds when Ln ≥ c lnσn for c large enough. �

6.3. Moderate number of contracting blocks. It remains to consider the case
where Ln ≤ c lnσn for c = c(ε) from Proposition 6.5.

Proposition 6.6. There is ε0 > 0 such that (6.1) holds if ε < ε0 and Ln → ∞ but
Ln ≤ c lnσn, where c = c(ε) comes from Proposition 6.5.

We first need the following result.

Lemma 6.7. Let A = {a, a + 1, ..., b} ⊂ {0, 1, ..., n − 1} be a block of length greater
or equal to 4D(ε) + 1, which does not intersect contracting blocks from B. Define
a′ = a + 2k0 + L(ε) + k2(ε) and b

′ = b− 2k0 − 1, and set A′ = {a′, a′ + 1, ..., b′}. Then
for every s ∈ A′ and all t ∈ J we can write

(6.5) tfs = gt,s +Hs −Hs+1 ◦ Ts + 2πZs

where ‖gt,s‖α ≤ C(ε)+c0δ1 for some C(ε) such that C(ε) → 0 as ε → 0, c0 is a constant
(here δ1 is the length of the underlying interval J) and Zs are integer valued.

Proof. Let s ∈ A′. Then, since B is maximal, the block of length D(ε) ending at s is
non contracting. Therefore the result follows from Corollary 6.2. �

We also need the following result.
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Lemma 6.8. Suppose that Ln = o (σ2
n). Then there exists m = mn ∈ {1, . . . , L̃n} such

that

(i) For all n large enough we have ‖SAm‖L2 ≥ σn

4
√
Ln

(
and so |Am| ≥

σn

4
√
Ln‖f‖∞

)

where ‖f‖∞ = sup
j

‖fj‖∞ and |Am| is the size of Am.

(ii) Write Amn = {an, an + 1, ..., bn} and set A′
mn

= {a′n, a′n + 1, ..., b′n}, where
a′n = an + 2k0 + L(ε) + k2(ε) and b′n = bn − 2k0 − 1.

Then, if n is large enough, (6.5) holds for every s ∈ A′
mn

and all t ∈ J .

Proof. Let C = A ∪B. Then Sn =
∑

C∈C
SC =

Ln∑

k=1

SBk
+

L̃n∑

l=1

SAl
. Thus

σ2
n = ‖Sn‖2L2 =

∑

k

‖SBk
‖2L2 +

∑

l

‖SAl
‖2L2 + 2

∑

l1<l2

Cov(SCl1
, SCl2

).

Now, since the size of each block Bj is at most 2D(ε) and ‖f‖∞ = sup
k

‖fk‖∞ <∞,

∑

1≤k≤Ln

‖SBk
‖2L2 ≤ (2D(ε)‖f‖∞)2 Ln = o(σ2

n).

Next, for every sequence of random variables (ξj) such that |Cov(ξn, ξn+k)| ≤ Cδk for
C > 0 and δ ∈ (0, 1) we have the following. For all a < b and k,m > 0,

|Cov(ξa + ... + ξb, ξb+k + ...+ ξb+k+m)| ≤
b∑

j=a

∞∑

s=k

|Cov(ξj, ξb+s)| ≤ C
b∑

j=a

∑

s≥k
δb+s−j

≤ Cδ

b∑

j=a

δkδb−j = Cδδ
k
b−a∑

j=0

δj ≤ Cδ(1− δ)−1

where Cδ = C/(1 − δ). Applying this with ξj = fj ◦ T j0 (and using the exponential
decay of correlations, see [65, Theorem 3.3] or [43, Remark 2.6]), we see that there is a
constant R > 0 such that for each l1,∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

Cl2
:l2>l1

Cov
(
SCl1

, SCl2

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ R.

Therefore

σ2
n =

∑

1≤k≤L̃n

‖SAk
‖2L2 + o(σ2

n) +O(Ln) =
∑

1≤k≤L̃n

‖SAk
‖2L2 + o(σ2

n).

Thus, if n is large enough then there is at least one index m such that

‖SAm‖L2 ≥ σn

4
√
Ln
.
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Next, by the triangle inequality ‖SAm‖L2 ≤ sup
j

‖fj‖L2(µj )|Am| ≤ ‖f‖∞|Am| and so

|Am|≥
σn

4
√
Ln‖f‖∞

. Thus property (i) holds. Property (ii) follows from Lemma 6.7. �

To complete the proof of Proposition 6.6, we will prove the following result.

Lemma 6.9. There is ε0 > 0 such that if the length δ1 of J satisfies δ1 < ε0 and if

ε < ε0 then

∫

J

‖LAmn
t ‖∗dt = O

(√
Lnσ

−1
n

)
.

Proof of Lemma 6.9. Let A′
mn

be defined in Lemma 6.8. Then we can write

Amn = Un ∪A′
mn

∪ Vn
for blocks Un and Vn such that Un, A

′
mn
, Vn are disjoint, Un is to the left of A′

mn
and Vn

is to its right. Moreover, Vn is of size 2k0+1 and Un is of size 2k0+L(ε) + k2(ε). Thus
by (4.6),

sup
t∈J

max
(
‖LUn

t ‖∗, ‖LVnt ‖∗
)
≤ 1.

Since
LAmn

t = LVnt ◦ LA
′
mn

t ◦ LUn

t

we conclude that
‖LAmn

t ‖∗ ≤ ‖LA
′
mn

t ‖∗.
Thus, its enough to show that

(6.6)

∫

J

‖LA
′
mn

t ‖∗dt = O
(√

Lnσ
−1
n

)
.

Next, let us write A′
mn

= {a′n, a′n+1, ..., b′n}. Then, by Lemma 6.8(ii), for all s ∈ A′
mn

and all t ∈ J we can write tfs = gt,s+Hs−Hs+1◦Ts+2πZt,s where ‖gt,s‖α ≤ C(ε)+c0δ1,
for some C(ε) such that C(ε) → 0 as ε→ 0, and c0 is a constant. In particular, if t0 is
the center of J and t = t0 + h ∈ J , then for all s ∈ A′

mn
we have

tfs = t0fs + hfs = (gs + hfs) + t0Hs − t0Hs+1 + 2πZs

where gs = gt0,s and Zs = Zt0,s. Therefore, for any function u we have

LA
′
mn

t u = e−it0Hb′nLb′n−a′na′n
(eiSa′n,b′n

g+it0Ha′n
+ihSa′n,b′n

fu).

Let At(u) := Lb′n−a′na′n
(eiSa′n,b′n

g+ihSa′n,b′n
fu). Then since sup

j
‖Hj‖α <∞ there is a constant

C > 0 such that
‖LA

′
mn

t ‖∗ ≤ C‖At‖∗.
Now, by Proposition 4.10 there exist constants C0 > 0 and c > 0 such that if δ1 (and
hence |h|) and ε are small enough then

‖At‖∗ ≤ C0e
−cVn(h)

where Vn(h) = ‖Sa′n,b′n(g + hf)‖2L2 . Thus
∫

J

‖LA
′
mn

t ‖∗dt =
∫ δ1/2

−δ1/2
‖LA

′
mn

t0+h
‖∗dh ≤ CC ′′

0

∫ δ1/2

−δ1/2
e−cVn(h)dh.
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Applying Lemma 6.4 with Q(h) = Vn(h) = ‖San,bn(g + hf)‖2L2 and using Lemma 6.8(i)
we conclude that there are constant C ′, C ′′ > 0 such that

∫ δ1/2

−δ1/2
‖LA

′
mn

0,t0+h
‖∗dh ≤ C ′ (Var(Sa′n,b′n)

)−1/2 ≤ C ′′L1/2
n σ−1

n

where we have used that the quadratic form Q(h) is nonnegative, and (6.6) follows. �

Proof of Proposition 6.6. By the submultiplicativity of the norm and Corollary 4.8

‖Ln0,t‖∗ ≤




L̃n∏

k=1

‖LAk
t ‖∗



(

Ln∏

j=1

‖LBj

t ‖∗
)

≤ (1− η(ε))Ln‖LAmn

t ‖∗.

Thus Lemma 6.9 gives

∫

J

‖Ln0,t‖dt ≤ (1− η(ε))Ln

√
Lnσ

−1
n which is indeed o(σ−1

n ) if Ln

diverges to infinity. �

6.4. Small number of contracting blocks. The third and last case we need to cover
to complete the proof of (6.1) is when Ln is bounded.

Proposition 6.10. If Ln is bounded then either

(i) (fj) is reducible and, moreover, one can decompose

fj = gj +Hj−1 −Hj ◦ Tj−1 + (2π/t)Zt,j

with t ∈ J , Zt,j integer valued and gj ◦ T j0 is a reverse martingale difference satisfying∑

j

Var(gj) <∞; or

(ii)

∫

J

‖Ln0,t‖∗dt = o(σ−1
n ).

Proof. Suppose that Ln is bounded, and let N0 be the right end point of the last
contracting block BLn. If Ln = 0 we set N0 = −1. Set N(ε) = N0+k0+L(ε)+k2(ε)+1.
Then, for every t ∈ J and n ≥ N(ε) we have

‖Ln0,t‖∗ = ‖Ln−N(ε)
N(ε),t ◦ LN(ε)

0,t ‖∗ ≤ ‖Ln−N(ε)
N(ε),t ‖∗‖LN(ε)

0,t ‖∗ ≤ ‖Ln−N(ε)
N(ε),t ‖∗

where in the second inequality we have used (4.6).
Now, by Lemma 6.7 applied with A = {N0, ..., n− 1} we see that there are functions

gj, H̃j, Z̃j such that for all j ≥ N(ε) we have

(6.7) t0fj = gj + H̃j − H̃j+1 ◦ Tj + 2πZ̃j

where t0 is the center of J and sup
j

‖gj‖α ≤ C(ε), with C(ε) → 0 as ε→ 0. Hence, like

in the previous cases, if we take ε and δ1 small enough, then it is enough to bound the
norm of the operator An,t given by

An,tu = An,t0+hu = Ln−N(ε)
N(ε) (eiSN(ε),n−N(ε)(g+hf)), where h = t− t0.
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Let δ0 be the constant from Proposition 4.10. Take ε and δ1 small enough so that
sup
|h|≤δ1

sup
j

‖gj + hfj‖α < δ0. Applying Proposition 4.10 we have

‖An,t0+h‖∗ ≤ Ce−cQn(h)

for some constant c > 0 where, as before

Qn(h) = Var(S̃nf)h
2 + 2hCov(S̃nf, S̃ng) + Var(S̃ng)

where S̃nf = SN(ε),n−N(ε)f and S̃ng = SN(ε),n−N(ε)g. Then σ̃n := ‖S̃nf‖L2 ≥ σn−CN(ε)
for some constant C. Thus, by Lemma 6.4 there is a constant A > 0 such that

(6.8)

∫ δ1/2

−δ1/2
‖An,t0+h‖∗ ≤ Aσ−1

n exp

(
−c min

[−δ1/2,δ1/2]
Qn(h)

)
.

Note that

mn = minQn = Var(S̃n(g + hnf)) ≥ 0

where hn := argminQn = − bn
2an

. Thus, if mn→∞ then (6.1) holds. Let us suppose

that lim inf
n→∞

mn < ∞. We claim that in this case either (6.1) holds or (fj) is reducible

to a lattice valued sequence of functions. Before proving the claim, let us simplify the
notation and write

Qn(h) = σ2
n(h− hn)

2 +mn = anh
2 + bnh + cn

where an = σ̃2
n. Thus hn = argminQn = − bn

2an
.

We now consider two cases.

(1) For any subsequence with lim
j→∞

mnj
<∞ we have |hnj

| ≥ δ1. Then

min
[−δ1/2,δ1/2]

Qnj
(h) ≥ anj

δ21
4

=
σ̃2
nj
δ21

4

and so (6.1) holds by (6.8).

(2) It remains to consider the case when there is a subsequence nj such that |hnj
| ≤ δ1

and Q := lim
j→∞

mnj
< ∞. By taking further subsequence if necessary we may assume

that the limit lim
j→∞

hnj
= h0 exists. Then for all n,

Qn(h0) = lim
j→∞

Qn(hnj
) = lim

j→∞
Var(S̃n(g + hnj

f))

= lim
j→∞

(
Var(S̃nj

(g + hnj
f))− Var(Sn,nj−nf)− 2Cov(S̃n(g + hnj

f), Sn,nj−n(g + hnj
f))
)

≤ lim
j→∞

mnj
− 2 lim inf

j→∞
Cov(S̃n(g + hnj

f), Sn,nj−n(g + hnj
f)) ≤ Q+ 2C

for some constant C > 0, where the last inequality uses that
∣∣Cov(fj, fj+k ◦ T kj )

∣∣ ≤ c0δ
k
0

for some constants c0 > 0 and δ0 ∈ (0, 1). Since Qn(h0) ≤ Q+ 2C for all n we obtain

lim sup
n→∞

Var(S̃n(g + h0f)) ≤ Q+ 2C.
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Hence sup
n

Var(Sn(g + h0f)) <∞. Thus, by [43, Theorem 6.5] we can write

h0fj + gj = µj(h0fj + gj) +Mj + uj+1 ◦ Tj − uj

with functions uj and Mj such that sup
j

‖uj‖α and sup
j

‖Mj‖α are finite, Mj ◦ T j0 is a

reverse martingale difference with
∑

j

Var(Mj) < ∞. Combining this with (6.7) we

conclude that (t0 + h0)(fj) is reducible to a 2πZ valued sequence of functions, and the
proof of Proposition 6.10 is complete. �

6.5. Proof of the main results in the irreducible case. Combining the results of
§§6.2–6.4 we obtain (4.9) completing the proof of Theorem 1.6.

To prove Theorem 1.10 we note that the analysis of §§6.2–6.4 (in particular the proof
of Proposition 6.10) also shows that if J is an interval such that

∫
J ‖Ln0,t‖∗dt 6= 0 then

(fj) is reducible to hZ valued sequence for some h with 2π
h
∈ J . By the assumption of

Theorem 1.10 such a reduction is impossible for |h| > 1 (see Theorem 1.5) and therefore
(4.10) holds implying Theorem 1.10.

Theorem 1.7 follows by combining [43, Proposition 7.1], the estimate (4.9) and [42,
Proposition 25] with r = 1.

7. Local limit theorem in the reducible case

7.1. The statement of the general LLT. Let κ0 be a probability measure on X0

which is absolutely continuous with respect to µ0 and q0 =
dκ0
dµ0

is Hölder continuous with

exponent α. Suppose that (fj) is a reducible sequence such that σn → ∞. Let a = a(f)
be the largest positive number such that f is reducible to an aZ valued sequence (such
a exists by Theorem 1.5). Let δ = 2π/a and write

(7.1) δfj = δµj(fj) +Mj + gj − gj+1 ◦ Tj + 2πZj

with (Zj) being an integer valued irreducible sequence, gj ,Mj are functions such that

sup
j

‖gj‖α < ∞, sup
j

‖Mj‖α < ∞, and (Mj ◦ T j0 ) is a reverse martingale difference

with respect to the reverse filtration (T j0 )
−1Bj on the probability space (X0,B0, κ0).

Moreover, we have
∑

j

Var(Mj) <∞. Then by the martingale convergence theorem the

limit M = lim
n→∞

SnM exists. Set A = M+ g0.

Theorem 7.1. If (7.1) holds then for every continuous function φ : R → R with
compact support,

sup
u∈aZ

∣∣∣∣∣
√
2πσnEκ0 [φ(Sn−u)]−

(
a
∑

k

∫

Xn

Eκ0 [φ(ka+A−gn(x))]dµn(x)
)
e
− (u−E[Sn])2

2σ2
n

∣∣∣∣∣=o(1).

Remark 7.2. (i) To demonstrate the roles of A and gn define Qn(x, y) = A(y)−gn(x).
To simply the notation we assume that a = 2π. Now, if Qn converges to the uniform
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distribution on [0, 2π] with respect to dκ0(y)dµn(x) then

a
∑

k

∫

Xn

Eκ0 [φ(ka+A− gn(x))]dµn(x) →
∫ ∞

−∞
g(x)dx.

Thus, even though the sequence is reducible, the local law is Lebesgue and we get the
non-lattice LLT. This is similar to the fact that if we add a sequence Un which converges
in distribution to the uniform distribution on [0, 1] to a sum of iid integer valued random
variables Sn and if Un and Sn are asymptotically independent then Yn = Sn+Un obeys
the non-lattice LLT.
On the other hand, if A(y)− gn(x) converges in distribution to a constant b then we

get an LLT similar to Theorem 1.10, but with the local law being the counting measure
supported on b+aZ. In general, the set of possible limits in distribution of the sequence
Qn determines the possible local laws along the appropriate subsequences.

(ii) Applying the theorem with f̃j = fj + gj+1 ◦ Tj − gj instead of fj we obtain that

sup
u∈aZ

∣∣∣∣∣
√
2πσnEκ0 [φ(Sn + gn ◦ T n0−g0−u)]−

(
a
∑

k

Eκ0 [φ(ka+A1)]

)
e
− (u−E[Sn])2

2σ2
n

∣∣∣∣∣ = o(1)

where A1 = M mod 2π (or A1 = M). Now, the sequence Qn in part (i) becomes the
single random variable A1, and the same discussion applies with the distribution of A1

determining the local law after subtracting a coboundary.

(iii) Similarly, it will also follow that

sup
u∈aZ

∣∣∣∣∣
√
2πσnEκ0 [φ(Sn − u+ gn ◦ T n0 )]−

(
a
∑

k

Eκ0 [φ(ka+A)]

)
e
− (u−E[Sn])2

2σ2
n

∣∣∣∣∣ = o(1)

and the same discussion applies.

Remark 7.3. Note that Theorem 7.1 implies Theorem 1.10 since in that case (7.1)
holds with gj =Mj = 0. We gave a different proof in Section 6 since the computations
in the general case are significantly more complicated.

7.2. Proof of Theorem 7.1. It suffices to prove the theorem in the case κ0(fj◦T j0 ) = 0
for all j, that is, E[Sn] = 0 for all n because this could always be achieved by subtracting
a constant from fj.
The first step of the proof is standard. In view of [18, Theorem 10.7] (see also §10.4

there and Lemma IV.5 together with arguments of Section VI.4 in [73]), it is enough
to prove the theorem for functions φ ∈ L1(R) whose Fourier transform has compact
support. In particular, the inversion formula holds

(7.2) 2πφ(x) =

∫ ∞

−∞
eitxφ̂(t)dt where φ̂(t) =

∫ ∞

−∞
e−itxφ(x)dx.

Next, let L > 0 be such that φ̂ vanishes outside [−L, L]. Then by (7.2) we have

√
2πEκ0 [φ(Sn − u)] =

1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
e−ituφ̂(t)Eκ0 [e

itSn ]dt =
1√
2π

∫ L

−L
e−ituφ̂(t)Eκ0 [e

itSn ]dt.
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Divide [−L, L] into intervals J of length δ1 for some small δ1, such that each interval
J which intersects δZ is centered at some point in δZ (recall that δ = 2π

a
). Then

√
2πEκ0 [φ(Sn − u)] =

∑

J

1√
2π

∫

J

e−ituφ̂(t)Eκ0 [e
itSn ]dt.

Now, because of Theorem 1.5, the arguments in the irreducible case show that if J does
not intersect δZ and δ1 is small enough then

sup
u

∣∣∣∣
∫

J

e−ituφ̂(t)Eκ0 [e
itSn ]dt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖φ̂‖∞
∫

J

‖Lnt ‖∗dt = o(σ−1
n ).

Thus, denoting Jk = [kδ − δ2, kδ + δ2], where δ2 =
1
2
δ1, we see that

(7.3)
√
2πσnEκ0 [φ(Sn − u)] =

∑

k

σn√
2π

∫

Jk

e−ituφ̂(t)Eκ0 [e
itSn ]dt+ on→∞(1).

The proof of Theorem 7.1 is based on the following result.

Proposition 7.4. For each k we have

sup
u∈ 2π

δ
Z

∣∣∣∣
σn√
2π

∫

Jk

e−ituφ̂(t)E[eitSn ]dt− e−
1
2
u2/σ2nµn(e

−ikgn)κ0(e
ikA)φ̂(kδ)

∣∣∣∣ = on→∞(1).

Let us first complete the proof of the theorem relaying on Proposition 7.4. Since there
are finitely many intervals Jk inside [−L, L], using (7.3) and the proposition we get

σn√
2π

∫

Jk

e−ituφ̂(t)Eκ0[e
itSn ]dt = e−

1
2
u2/σ2n

∑

k

µn(e
−ikgn)κ0(e

ikA)φ̂(kδ) + on→∞(1)

uniformly in u. Next, notice that, for all k, µn(e
−iδkgn)κ0(e

ikδA)φ̂(δk) = Ĉn(δk) where

Cn(t) =

∫

X0

∫

Xn

φ(t+A(x)− gn(y))dκ0(x)dµn(y).

To complete the proof we use the Poisson summation formula to derive that
∑

k

Ĉn(kδ) = a
∑

k

Cn (ka) .

7.3. Proof of Proposition 7.4. Fix some k and denote J = Jk and t0 = kδ. Now,
using (7.1) for t = t0 + h = kδ + h ∈ J , we have

tfj = k(Mj + gj − gj+1 ◦ Tj + 2πZj) + hfj .

Thus,
eitSn = e−ikgn◦T

n
0 eik(SnM+g0)eihSnf .

Next, take some ℓ < n and write

eitSn = e−ikgn◦T
n
0 eik(SnM−SℓM)eih(Snf−Sℓf)Hih,ℓ

where for all z ∈ C,
Hz,ℓ = eik(g0+SℓM)+zSℓf .

Notice that for every function q : X0 → R,

Ln0 (eitSnq) = e−ikgnLn−ℓℓ

(
eik(Sℓ,n−ℓM+ihSℓ,n−ℓf)Lℓ0(Hih,ℓq)

)



44 LOCAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR EXPANDING MAPS

where we recall that Sℓ,nf =

n−1∑

j=ℓ

fj ◦ T jℓ (Sℓ,kM is defined similarly). Notice that for

every function G we have

Ln−ℓℓ (eik(Sℓ,nM+ihSℓ,nf)G) = L(ih;t0)
ℓ,n G

where L(z;t0)
s,n = L(z;t0)

s+n−1 ◦ · · · ◦ L(z;t0)
s+1 ◦ L(z;t0)

s and L(z;t0)
s (g) = Ls(eikMs+zfsg).

Thus, recalling that κ0 = q0dµ0 we have

(7.4) Eκ0 [e
itSn ] = µ0[e

itSnq0] = µn[Ln0 (eitSnq0)] = µn[e
−ikgnL(ih;t0)

ℓ,n−ℓ Gℓ,z]

where Gℓ,z = Lℓ0(Hz,ℓq0).
Next, consider the Banach space B1 of all sequences u = (uj)j≥0 of Hölder continuous

functions uj : Xj → C such that ‖u‖ := sup
j

‖uj‖α < ∞. Let the operator A(u,z)
j be

defined by A(u,z)
j g = Lj(eikuj+zfj ). We view these operators as perturbations of the

operators Lj. Then these operators are analytic in (u, z) and are uniformly bounded

in j. Moreover, L(z;t0)
s = A(M,z)

s , where M = (Mj). This means that we can view

the operators L(z;t0)
s as analytic in (M, z) perturbations of the operators Ls (the per-

turbation is small if s is large and |z| is small). Thus, if ℓ is large enough (so that
sup
s≥ℓ

‖Ms‖α is small) and |z| is small enough by applying [43, Theorem D.2] with the

operators L(z;t0)
s , s ≥ ℓ, considered as small perturbations of of the operators Ls, we

get the following. There are triplets consisting of a non-zero complex number λt0,s(z) a

Hölder continuous function η
(z)
t0,s and a complex bounded linear functional ν

(z)
t0,s (on the

space of Hölder functions) which are uniformly bounded, analytic in z and

(7.5) L(z;t0)
ℓ,n−ℓ = λt0,n−1(z) · · ·λt0,ℓ+1(z)λk,ℓ(z)ν

(z)
t0,ℓ

⊗ η
(z)
t0,n +O(θn), 0 < θ < 1.

Moreover, ν
(z)
t0,s(η

(z)
t0,s) = ν

(z)
t0,s(1) = 1. Furthermore, since lim

s→∞,z→0
‖kMs + zfs‖α = 0,

(7.6) lim
s→∞,z→0

|λt0,s(z)− 1| = 0,

(7.7) lim
s→∞,z→0

‖η(z)t0,s − 1‖α = 0

and

(7.8) lim
s→∞,z→0

‖ν(z)t0,s − µs‖α = 0.

Setting λt0,ℓ,n(z) = λt0,n−1(z) · · ·λt0,ℓ+1(z)λt0,ℓ(z), we conclude that

(7.9) Eκ0 [e
(ikδ+z)Sn ] = µn(e

−ikgnη
(z)
t0,n)ν

(z)
t0,ℓ

(Gℓ,z)λt0,ℓ,n(z) +O(θn).

From now on we will only consider complex parameters of the form z = ih, h ∈ R.

Lemma 7.5. If ℓ is large enough and |h| is small enough then for all n large enough
we have

(7.10) |λt0,ℓ,n(ih)| ≤ Ce−ch
2σ2n
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for some constants C, c > 0 and all n.

Proof. (7.10) follows from plugging in the function 1 in both sides of (7.5), using (7.7),
Proposition 4.10 and that sup

j
Var(SjM)<∞. Note that we can absorb the term O(θn) in

e−ch
2σ2n since by the exponential decay of correlations ([43, Remark 2.6]), σ2

n = O(n). �

Lemma 7.6. (i) lim
ℓ→∞

lim sup
h→0

∣∣∣ν(ih)t0,ℓ
(Gℓ,ih)− κ0[e

ik(g0+M)]
∣∣∣ = 0;

(ii) lim
ℓ→∞

lim sup
h→0

sup
n≥ℓ

∣∣∣µn(e−ikgnη(ih)t0,n)− µn(e
−it0gn)

∣∣∣ = 0.

Remark 7.7. Note that κ0[e
ik(g0+M)] = κ0[e

ikA] where A = (g0 +M) mod 2π.

Proof. (i) In view of the Lasota-Yorke inequality (Lemma 4.5) we have

(7.11) A := sup
ℓ

sup
|h|≤1

‖Gℓ,ih‖α <∞.

Now, by (7.11) and (7.8) we see that
∣∣∣ν(ih)t0,ℓ

(Gℓ,ih)− µℓ(Gℓ,ih)
∣∣∣ ≤ A‖ν(ih)t0,ℓ

− µℓ‖α → 0 as (ℓ, h) → (∞, 0).

Next, since (Lℓ0)∗µℓ = µ0 we have

µℓ(Gℓ,ih) = µ0

[
eik(g0+SℓM)+ihSℓfq0

]
.

Now, it is clear that for every ℓ,

lim
h→0

∣∣µ0[e
ik(g0+SℓM)+ihSℓfq0]− µ0[e

ik(g0+SℓM)q0]
∣∣ = 0.

In view of this estimate, to complete the proof of (i) it is enough to show that

lim
ℓ→∞

µ0[e
ik(g0+SℓM)q0] = µ0[e

ik(g0+M)q0],

but this follows from the almost sure convergence of SℓM to M and the dominated
convergence theorem.

(ii) By (7.7) and since sup
n

‖gn‖∞ < ∞ and sup
n

sup
|z|≤r1

‖η(z)t0,n‖α < ∞ (for some small

r1) we see that when |h| ≤ r1 we have
∣∣∣µn(e−ikgnη(ih)t0,n)− µn(e

−ikgn)
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣µn
(
e−ikgn(η

(ih)
t0,n − 1)

)∣∣∣ ≤ ‖η(ih)t0,n − 1‖∞.

Now (ii) follows from (7.7), and the proof of the lemma is complete. �

Next, define Πt0,s(z) = lnλt0,s(z), s ≥ ℓ. Note that Πt0,z is well defined when ℓ is
large enough in view of (7.6). Let

Πt0,ℓ,n(z) =

n−1∑

s=0

Πt0,s+ℓ(z).
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Proposition 7.8. There exist constants r1, C1 > 0 and θ ∈ (0, 1) such that for every
complex number z with |z| ≤ r1 and all ℓ large enough and n large enough we have:

(i)
∣∣lnE[eikSℓ,nM+zSℓ,nf ]− Πt0,ℓ,n(z)

∣∣ ≤ C1|z|+ oℓ→∞(1) +O (θn) ;

(ii) Πt0,ℓ,n(0) = oℓ→∞(1) +O(θn);

(iii)
Π′
t0,ℓ,n

(0)

σn
= oℓ→∞(1) +O(θn);

(iv)
Π′′
t0,ℓ,n

(0)

σ2
n

= 1 + oℓ→∞(1) +O(θn);

(v) sup
t∈[−r1,r1]

|Π′′′
t0,ℓ,n

(it)| ≤ C1σ
2
n.

Proof of Proposition 7.4 relying on Proposition 7.8. By (7.9), uniformly in u ∈ 2π
δ
Z,

for all ℓ large enough we have

σn√
2π

∫

Jk

e−ituφ̂(t)E[eitSnf ]dt

=
σn√
2π

∫

Jk

e−i(t−δk)uφ̂(t)E[eitSnf ]dt =
σn√
2π
Ik,ℓ,n(δ2) +O(θn)

where Ik,ℓ,n,u(δ2) =

∫ δ2

−δ2
F (n, k, h, ℓ, u)eΠkδ,ℓ,n(ih)dh,

F (n, k, h, ℓ, u) = e−iuhφ̂(kδ + h)µn(e
−ikgnη

(ih)
kδ,n)ν

(ih)
kδ,ℓ (Gℓ,ih), and δ2 =

1

2
δ1.

Since σn = O(n) we have θn = o(σ−1
n ). So in order to prove Proposition 7.4, it is

enough to show that, for every ε > 0 there is an ℓ and an N such that for all n ≥ N
and all u ∈ 2π

δ
Z = aZ we have

(7.12)
∣∣∣σnIk,ℓ,n,u(δ2)−

√
2πe−

1
2
u2/σ2nµn(e

−ikgn)µ0(e
ikA)φ̂(kδ)

∣∣∣ < ε.

By Lemma 7.6 the term F (n, k, h, ℓ, u) is uniformly bounded in all the parameters
(n, k, h, ℓ, u) if ℓ is large enough and |h| is small enough. Now, by (7.10), for all ℓ large
enough and h close enough to 0 we have

(7.13)
∣∣eΠkδ,ℓ,n(ih)

∣∣ ≤ Ce−ch
2σ2n

for some c, C > 0 and all n ∈ N. Let R > 0. Then if also |h| ≥ R/σn we have
∣∣eΠkδ,ℓ,n(ih)

∣∣ ≤ Ce−cR
2

.

Thus, using the uniform boundedness of all the factors in F (n, k, h, ℓ, u) by taking R
and then ℓ large enough we see that (7.12) will follow if for all n (large enough) we have

(7.14) sup
u∈ 2π

δ
Z

∣∣∣σnIk,ℓ,n,u,R −
√
2πe−

1
2
u2/σ2nµn(e

−ikgn)µ0(e
ikA)φ̂(kδ)

∣∣∣ < ε

where

Ik,ℓ,n,u,R =

∫

|h|≤R/σn
F (n, k, h, ℓ, u)dh.
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However, using (7.13), Lemma 7.6 and the continuity of φ̂ in order to prove (7.14) it is
enough to show that for R and ℓ large enough we have

(7.15) sup
u∈ 2π

δ
Z

∣∣∣∣σn
∫

|h|≤R/σn
e−iuheΠkδ,ℓ,n(ih)dh−

√
2πe−

1
2
u2/σ2n

∣∣∣∣ < ε.

In order to prove (7.15), let us first write

σn

∫

|h|≤R/σn
e−iuheΠkδ,ℓ,n(ih)dh =

∫ R

−R
e−iuh/σneΠkδ,ℓ,n(ih/σn)dh.

By Proposition 7.8(v) and the Lagrange form of the second order Taylor remainder
around 0 of the function Πkδ,ℓ,n(ih) we have

Πkδ,ℓ,n(ih/σn) = Πkδ,ℓ,n(0) + (ih/σn)Π
′
kδ,ℓ,n(0)−

h2

2σ2
n

Π′′
kδ,ℓ,n(0) +O(|h|3/σ3

n)σ
2
n.

Now, since |h| ≤ R the term O(|h|3/σ3
n)σ

2
n is on→∞(1) and thus it can be disregarded

(uniformly in u). Next, by Proposition 7.8(iv)

Π′′
kδ,ℓ,n(0)

σ2
n

= 1 + oℓ→∞(1) +O(θn).

Furthermore, by parts (ii) and (iii) of Proposition 7.8, the term Πkδ,ℓ,n(0)+(ih/σn)Π
′
kδ,ℓ,n(0)

can be made arbitrarily close to 1 when ℓ and n are large enough. By taking ℓ = ℓ(R)
large enough we conclude that for all n large enough

(7.16) sup
u∈ 2π

δ
Z

∣∣∣∣σn
∫

|h|≤R/σn
e−iuheΠkδ,ℓ,n(ih)dh−

∫

|h|≤R
e−iuh/σne−h

2/2dh

∣∣∣∣ <
1

2
ε.

Now Proposition 7.4 follows by taking R so large that
√
2π

∫

|h|≥R
e−h

2/2dh <
1

2
ε, taking

ℓ = ℓ(R) so large that (7.16) holds, and using that
∫ ∞

−∞
e−iαhe−h

2/2dh =
√
2πe−α

2/2

for every real α. �

Proof of Proposition 7.8. (i) For |z| small enough and ℓ large enough we have

E[eikSℓ,nM+zSℓ,nf ] = µℓ(Lz;kδℓ,n−ℓ1) = µn(η
(z)
kδ,n)λkδ,ℓ,n(z) +O(θn).

By (7.7) and since η
(z)
kδ,n is analytic in both z and (ikMj)j≥ℓ, we see that

|µn(η(z)kδ,n)− 1| ≤ C|z|+ oℓ→∞(1)

for some constant C > 0. Hence we can take the logarithms of both sides to conclude
that

lnE[eikSℓ,nM+zSℓ,n] = Πkδ,ℓ,n(z) +O(|z|) + oℓ→∞(1) +O(θn).

(ii) Plugging in z = 0 in the above we see that

Πkδ,ℓ,n(0) = lnE[eikSℓ,nM ] + oℓ→∞(1) +O(θn).
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Since Mj ◦ T j0 is a reverse martingale,

(7.17) sup
n≥ℓ

‖Sℓ,nM‖2L2 ≤
∑

s≥ℓ
Var(Ms) = oℓ→∞(1)

and so lim
ℓ→∞

sup
n≥ℓ

∣∣lnE[eikSℓ,nM ]
∣∣ = 0 proving (ii).

(iii)+(iv)+(v). Let Λℓ,n(z) = lnE[eikSℓ,nM+zSℓ,nf ]. Then by part (i), for every z small
enough and all ℓ large enough we have

|Λℓ,n(z)− Πkδ,ℓ,n(z)| = O(|z|) + oℓ→∞(1) +O(θn).

Now, because the functions Λℓ,n(z) and Πkδ,ℓ,n(z) are analytic in z, using the Cauchy
integral formula we see that for s = 1, 2, 3, in a complex neighborhood of the origin and
uniformly in ℓ and n we have,

(7.18)
∣∣∣Λ(s)

ℓ,n(z)−Π
(s)
kδ,ℓ,n(z)

∣∣∣ = O(|z|) + oℓ→∞(1) +O(θn)

where g(s)(z) denotes the s-th derivative of a function g.
To prove (iii), after plugging in z = 0 (7.18) with s = 1 it is enough to show that

(7.19)

∣∣∣∣
E[(Sℓ,nf)e

ikSℓ,nM ]

E[eikSℓ,nM ]

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cσnaℓ

for some constant C > 0, with aℓ = oℓ→∞(1). By (7.17) we have

(7.20) lim
ℓ→∞

sup
n≥ℓ

∣∣E[eikSℓ,nM ]− 1
∣∣ = 0.

Thus, it is enough to show that

(7.21)
∣∣E[(Sℓ,nf)eikSℓ,nM ]

∣∣ ≤ Cσnaℓ.

To prove (7.21), we use that E[Sℓ,nf ] = 0 to write

E[(Sℓ,nf)e
ikSℓ,nM ] = E[(Sℓ,nf)(e

ikSℓ,nM − 1)].

Since |eikSℓ,nM − 1| ≤ k|Sℓ,nM | we get
∣∣E[(Sℓ,nf)eikSℓ,nM ]

∣∣ ≤ kE[|(Sℓ,nf)(Sℓ,nM)|] ≤ kσn‖Sℓ,nM‖L2

where the last step uses the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. Now (7.21) follows from (7.17).
Next we prove (iv). Like in the proof of (iii), using (7.18) with z = 0 and s = 2 it is

enough to show that if ℓ = O(σn) then

(7.22) |Λ′′
ℓ,n(0)σ

−2
n | = oℓ→∞(1).

To prove (7.22) we first note that

Λ′′
ℓ,n(0) =

E[(Sℓ,nf)
2eikSℓ,nM ]

E[eikSℓ,nM ]
−
(
Λ′
ℓ,n(0)

)2
.

Now, as shown in the proof of part (iii) we have
(
Λ′
ℓ,n(0)

)2
= (σ2

n) · oℓ→∞(1).

To complete the proof split

E[(Sℓ,nf)
2eikSℓ,nM ] = E[(Sℓ,nf)

2(eikSℓ,nM − 1)] + σ2
ℓ,n
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where σ2
ℓ,n = Var(Sℓ,nf). By the exponential decay of correlations ([43, Remark 2.6]),

(7.23) σ2
ℓ,n = σ2

n+ℓ − σ2
ℓ +O(1) = O(σ2

n)

where the last step uses that σn → ∞. By [43, Proposition 3.3], we see that for all p ≥ 1

(7.24) ‖(Sℓ,nf)2‖Lp ≤ cp(1 + σℓ,n)
2 = O(σ2

n)

where cp is a constant which does not depend on ℓ and n. By the Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality ∣∣E[(Sℓ,nf)2(eikSℓ,nM − 1)]

∣∣ ≤ ‖(Sℓ,nf)2‖L2‖eikSℓ,nM − 1‖L2 .

Since |eikSℓ,nM − 1| ≤ k|Sℓ,nM |, applying (7.17) and (7.24) with p = 2 yields that
∣∣E[(Sℓ,nf)2(eikSℓ,nM − 1)]

∣∣ ≤ σ2
noℓ→∞(1).

To complete the proof of (iv), we use (7.20) to control the denominator.
Finally, let us prove (v). This estimate essentially follows from the proof of [43,

Proposition 7.1], but for the sake of completeness we will include some details. Let
n > ℓ. First, like in the proof of [43, Proposition 7.1] we decompose {ℓ, ℓ+1, ..., n} into
a union of disjoint sets I1, I2, ..., Imn such that Ii is to the left of Ii+1, mn = mn(ℓ) ≍ σ2

ℓ,n

and the variance of SIm =
∑

j∈Im

fj ◦T j0 , 1 ≤ m ≤ mn is bounded above and below by two

positive constants A1 and A2, which can be taken to be arbitrarily large. By taking n
large enough and using (7.23), we can ensure that σ2

n,ℓ ≍ σ2
n and so mn ≍ σ2

n. Next, set

ΛIm(z) = lnE[eikSImM+zSImf ].

Then, using part (i), together with the Cauchy integral formula for the derivatives
of analytic functions, it is enough to show that there are C, ε0 > 0 such that for all
t ∈ [−ε0, ε0] and all 1 ≤ m ≤ mn we have

(7.25)
∣∣Λ′′′

Im(it)
∣∣ ≤ C.

This was done in the proof of [43, Proposition 7.1] in the case k = 0 (when the term
SImZ did not appear). In the present setting, using [43, Proposition 6.7] with the
sequence (Mj) we have sup

n
‖SnM‖L3 < ∞, and so by the martingale convergence

theorem SnM → M in L3. Consequently, max
1≤m≤mn(ℓ)

‖SImM‖L3 → 0 as ℓ → ∞. Using

again [43, Proposition 6.7] but now with the sequence (fj) we see that sup
m

‖SImf‖L3<∞.

Using these estimates the proof of (7.25) proceeds like in the case k = 0. Namely, we
use the formula

(7.26) (lnF )′′′ =
F ′′′

F
− 3F ′F ′′

F 2
+

2(F ′)3

F 3
.

Taking F (t) = E[eikSImM+itSImf ] and using that ‖SImM‖L3 and ‖SImf‖L3 are bounded
by some constant independent of m, we see that the numerators in the RHS of (7.26)
are uniformly bounded above. On the other hand, taking t small enough and ℓ large
enough we get |F (t)| ≥ 1

2
and so the denominators are bounded away from 0. �
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8. Two sided SFT

8.1. Preliminaries. Let T̃j : X̃j → X̃j+1 be a two sided non-autonomous SFT and let
Tj : Xj → Xj+1 be the corresponding one sided one. We begin with a few remainders
from [43].

Let πj : X̃j → Xj be given by πj((xj+k)k∈Z) = (xj+k)k≥0.

Lemma 8.1. (Sequential Sinai Lemma)[See [43, Lemma B.2]]

Fix α ∈ (0, 1] and let ψj : X̃j → R be uniformly Hölder continuous with exponent α.

Then there are uniformly Hölder continuous functions uj : X̃j → R with exponent α/2
and φj : Xj → R such that ψj = uj − uj+1 ◦ σj + φj ◦ πj . Moreover, if ‖ψj‖α → 0 then
‖uj‖α/2 → 0.

Definition 8.2. Let φj : Xj → R be a sequence of functions such that sup
j

‖φj‖α <∞
for some α ∈ (0, 1]. We say that a sequence of probability measures (µj) on Xj is a
sequential Gibbs measure for (φj) if:

(i) For all j we have (Tj)∗µj = µj+1;

(ii) There is a constant C > 1 and a sequence of positive numbers (λj) such that for
all j and every point (xj+k)k in Xj we have

C−1eSj,rφ(x)/λj,r ≤ µj([xj , ..., xj+r−1]) ≤ CeSj,rφ(x)/λj,r

where Sj,rφ(x) =

r−1∑

s=0

φj+s(T
s
j x) and λj,r =

j+r−1∏

k=j

λk.

Sequential Gibbs measures on two sided shifts are defined similarly (see [43, Appen-
dix B]).
We say that two sequences (αj) and (βj) of positive numbers are equivalent if there

is a sequence (ζj) of positive numbers which is bounded and bounded away from 0 such
that for all j we have αj = ζjβj/ζj+1.

Theorem 8.3. [See [43, Theorem B.5]] For every sequence of functions φj : Xj → R,

j ∈ Z, (or φj : X̃j → R for two sided shfits) such that sup
j

‖φj‖α < ∞ for some

α ∈ (0, 1] there exist unique Gibbs measures µj . Moreover, the sequence (λj) is unique
up to equivalence.

We note that the uniqueness holds when Xj is defined for all j ∈ Z. When it is only
defined for j ≥ 0 then there are infinitely many ways to extend Xj and the potentials
φj to j < 0, each of which results in a Gibbs measure.

8.2. Conditioning. The proof of the LLT for the two sided shift uses conditioning. In
this section we explain how this tool works.
Let ψj: X̃j→R be a sequence of functions such that sup

j
‖ψj‖α<∞ for some 0 < α ≤ 1,

and let γj be the corresponding sequential Gibbs measures, associated with a sequence
(λj). Let φj be the function from Lemma 8.1. Let µj be the sequential Gibbs measure
corresponding to φj . Then µj is the restriction of γj to the σ-algebra on Yj generated
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by the coordinates indexed by j + k for k ≥ 0. Let us recall the construction of Gibbs
measure described in §4.1. Define the operators Lj by

Ljg(x) =
∑

y: Tjy=x

eφj(y)g(y).

Then by [43, Eq. (B3)] there is a sequence of positive functions hj : Xj → R such that
inf
j
min
x∈Xj

hj(x) > 0 and sup
j

‖hj‖α/2 < ∞, a sequence of probability measures νj on Xj

such that νj(hj) = 1 and a sequence of positive numbers λj such that 0 < inf
j
λj ≤

sup
j
λj <∞ and the following holds:

Ljhj = λjhj+1, L∗
jνj+1 = λjνj ,

and there are C > 0 and δ ∈ (0, 1) such that for all n and j and all Hölder continuous
functions g with exponent α/2 ,

‖(λj,n)−1Lnj g − νj(g)hj+n‖α/2 ≤ C0‖g‖α/2δn.
Here

Lnj = Lj+n−1 ◦ · · · ◦ Lj+1 ◦ Lj , λj,n = λj+n−1 · · ·λj+1λj .

Then the unique sequential Gibbs measures (µj) corresponding to the sequence of poten-
tials (φj)j∈Z are given by µj = hjdνj (see [43, Appendix B]), and the transfer operators
of (Tj) corresponding to (µj) are given by

Ljg(x) =
∑

y: Tjy=x

eφ̃j(y)g(y)

where φ̃j = φj + ln hj − ln hj+1 ◦ Tj − lnλj . Then Lj1 = 1, L∗
jµj+1 = µj and Lj satisfy

the duality relation ∫

Xj

(f ◦ Tj) · gdµj =
∫

Xj+1

f · (Ljg)dµj+1

for all bounded measurable functions f and g.

Lemma 8.4. sup
j

‖φ̃j‖α/2 <∞.

Proof. Since inf
j
min
x∈Xj

hj > 0 and sup
j

‖hj‖α/2 < ∞, the functions ln hj are uniformly

Hölder continuous (with respect to the exponent α/2). Since 0 < inf
j
λj ≤ sup

j
λj < ∞

we conclude that sup
j

‖φ̃j‖α/2 <∞. �

Next, taking a random point x in X̃0 which is distributed according to γ0 we get a
random sequence of digits. Denote the j−th random digit by Xj. Our next result is a
non-stationary version of Dobrushin-Lanford-Ruelle equality.

Lemma 8.5. For every point x = (xj+k)k∈Z ∈ X̃j we have

γj([xj , ..., xj+m−1]|Xj+m = xj+m,Xj+m+1 = xj+m+1, . . . ) = eSj,mφ̃(x).
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Proof. We have

γj([xj , ..., xj+m−1]|Xj+m = xj+m,Xj+m+1 = xj+m+1, ...) =

µj([xj , ..., xj+m−1]|Xj+m = xj+m,Xj+m+1 = xj+m+1, ...).

We will show that for every bounded measurable function g : Xj → R and every m ∈ N

(8.1) µj(g|(Tmj )−1Bj+m) = (Lmj g) ◦ Tmj
where Bk is the Borel σ-algebra on Xk (the σ-algebra generated by the cylinders).
The desired result follows from (8.1) by taking g to be the indicator of the cylinder
[xj , ..., xj+m−1].
Next, we prove (8.1). Using that (Lmj )∗µj+m = µj and that Lmj (g(h ◦ Tmj )) = gLnj h

for every function h, we see that for every bounded measurable function h : Xj+m → R
∫
g(h◦Tmj )dµj =

∫
Lmj (g(h◦Tmj ))dµj+m =

∫
(Lmj g)hdµj+m =

∫
((Lmj g)◦Tmj )h◦Tmj dµj

where in the last inequality we have used that (Tmj )∗µj = µj+m. Since the above
holds for every function h we conclude that µj(g|(Tmj )−1Bj+m) = (Lmj g) ◦ Tmj and (8.1)
follows. �

A key tool in the reduction of the LLT from the two sided shift to the one sided shift
is the following result.

Proposition 8.6 (Reguality of densities after conditioning on the past). For every j,
the conditional distributions (with respect to γj) of the coordinates yj+k, k ≥ 0 given
the coordinates yj+s, s < 0 (namely, the past) is absolutely continuous with respect to
the distribution of yj+k, k ≥ 0 (i.e. µj). Moreover, there is a constant C ≥ 1 such that
the corresponding Radon-Nikodym density p(yj, yj+1, ...|yj−1, yj−2, ...) satisfies

C−1 ≤ p(yj, yj+1, ...|yj−1, yj−2, ...) ≤ C

and

(8.2) ‖p(·|yj−1, yj−2, ...)‖α/2 ≤ C

for almost every point y = (yj+k)k∈Z.

Note that Proposition 8.6 means that we can choose a version of the densities satis-
fying (8.2).

Proof. We prove first that γj and γj(·|yj−1, yj−2, . . . ) are equivalent and that the densi-
ties are bounded and bounded away from 0. For every point y ∈ Yj and every cylinder
of the form Γ = [yj, ..., yj+n−1] and every r > 0 we have

γj(Γ|yj−1, ...yj−r) =
γj([yj−r, ..., yj+n−1])

γj([yj−r, ..., yj−1])
=
γj−r([yj−r, ..., yj+n−1])

γj−r([yj−r, ..., yj−1])
.

Applying the Gibbs property with the measure γj−r to both cylinders [yj−r, ..., yj+n−1]
and [yj−r, ..., yj−1], we see that for some constant C > 1 we have

γj(Γ|yj−1, ...yj−r) = C±1eSj,nφ̃(πj(y))
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where a = C±1b means that C−1 ≤ a/b ≤ C. Applying again the Gibbs property with
the measure γj and the cylinder Γ we also get that

γj(Γ) = C±1eSj,nφ̃(πj(y)).

Taking r → ∞ we conclude that the densities exist and they are uniformly bounded
and bounded away from 0.
Next, we prove that the densities are Hölder continuous functions of (yj, yj+1, ...)

uniformly in yj−1, yj−2, ... (namely, the past). Fix some m, r > 0. Then for every point
y ∈ Yj we have

γj([yj, ..., yj+m−1]|yj−1, ..., yj−r) =
γj([yj−r, yj−r+1, ..., yj, ..., yj−m+1])

γj([yj−1, ..., yj−r])

=
γj([yj−r, ..., yj−1]|yj, ..., yj+m−1)γj([yj, ..., yj+m−1])

γj([yj−r, ..., yj−1])
.

Therefore,

(8.3)
γj([yj, ..., yj+m−1]|yj−1, ..., yj−r)

γj([yj, ..., yj+m−1])
=
γj([yj−r, ..., yj−1]|yj, ..., yj+m−1)

γj([yj−r, ..., yj−1])

=
µj−r([yj−r, ..., yj−1]|yj, ..., yj+m−1)

µj−r([yj−r, ..., yj−1])
.

Thus, by Lemma 8.5

(8.4) lim
m→∞

γj([yj, ..., yj+m−1]|yj−1, ..., yj−r)

γj([yj , ..., yj+m−1])
=

eSj−r,rφ̃(πj−ry)

µj−r([yj−r, ..., yj−1])
.

On the other hand,

γj([yj, ..., yj+m−1]|yj−1, ..., yj−r)

γj([yj , ..., yj+m−1])
=

1

γj([yj , ..., yj+m−1])

∫

[yj ,...,yj+m−1]

pj(y|yj−1, ..., yj−r)dµj(y)

where pj(y|yj−1, ..., yj−r) is the density of the coordinates indexed by j + k for k ≥ 0
given the ones indexed by yj−1, ..., yj−r. Thus,

(8.5) lim
m→∞

γj([yj, ..., yj+m−1]|yj−1, ..., yj−r)

γj([yj, ..., yj+m−1])
= pj(y|yj−1, ..., yj−r), γj a.s.

Combining (8.4) and (8.5) we see that

pj(y|yj−1, ..., yj−r) =
eSj−r,r φ̃(πj−ry)

µj−r([yj−r, ..., yj−1])
.

The above formula shows that the distribution of x = πj(y) = (xj , xj+1, ...) given

yj−1
j−r = (yj−1, ..., yj−r) has density

eSj−r,rφ̃([y
j−1
j−r ,x])

µj−r([yj−r, ..., yj−1])
I(A(j−1)

yj−1,xj
= 1)
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with respect to µj, where [yj−1
j−r , x] = (yj−r, ..., yj−1, xj, xj+1, ...) and A(j) are the inci-

dence matrices of our shift. Thus, the proof of the proposition will be complete if we
prove that there is a constant C1 > 0 such that for every j and r and all x ∈ Xj−r,

(8.6)

∥∥∥∥∥
eSj−r,rφ̃((xj−r ,...,xj−1,·))

µj−r([xj−r, ..., xj−1])

∥∥∥∥∥
α/2

≤ C1.

Indeed, once (8.6) is proven we can take r → ∞ to get the result.
In order to prove (8.6), we first notice that by the Gibbs property we have

(8.7)

∥∥∥∥∥
eSj−r,rφ̃((xj−r ,...,xj−1,·))

µj−r([xj−r, ..., xj−1])

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

≤ C2.

Let Gα/2(Ψ) denote the Hölder constant of a function Ψ corresponding to the exponent

α/2. Since sup
k

‖φ̃k‖α/2<∞ we have sup
xj−r ,...,xj−1

Gα/2

(
Sj−r,rφ̃((xj−r, ..., xj−1, ·)

)
≤C3 for

some constant C3 (since we “freeze” the first r coordinates).
Using that |et − es| ≤ (et + es)|t − s| for all t, s ∈ R together with (8.7), we obtain

(8.6) with C1 = 2C2C3, and the proof of the proposition is complete. �

8.3. Reduciblity in the two sided case. Let γj be (sequential) Gibbs measures

generated by some Gibbs measures µj on the one sided shifts Xj. Let ψj : X̃j → R

be functions such that sup
j

‖ψj‖α < ∞ for some α ∈ (0, 1] and γj(ψj) = 0 for all j.

Consider the functions Snψ =
n−1∑

j=0

ψj ◦ T̃ j0 as random variables on the probability space

(X̃0,Borel, γ0).

Proposition 8.7. Let φj : Xj → R be the functions like in Lemma 8.1. Then for every
h > 0 we have that (φj) is reducible to an hZ-valued sequence iff (ψj) is reducible to
an hZ-valued sequence.

Proof. First, it is clear that (ψj) is reducible if (φj) is. Conversely, suppose that (ψj)

is reducible. Then there are h 6=0 and functions Hj : X̃j→R, Zj : X̃j→Z such that
sup
j

‖Hj‖β, <∞, (SnH)∞n=1 is tight and ψj = Hj+hZj for all j. Applying [43, Lemma 6.3

and Theorem 6.5] with the sequence (Hj) on the two sided shift (which is possible in view

of Lemma 8.1) we can decompose ψj = uj−uj+1◦T̃j+Mj+hZj, whereMj◦T̃ j0 is a reverse

martingale difference and sup
j

max(‖uj‖β, ‖Mj‖β) < ∞. Moreover
∑

j

Var(Mj) < ∞.

Now, since Mj ◦ T̃ j0 is a reverse martingale difference and
∑

j

Var(Mj) < ∞ we have

that with probability 1, Sj,nM can be made arbitrarily small for large j. Thus, by
the Dominated Convergence Theorem we can ensure that E[eitSj,nM ] is arbitrarily close
to 1 as j → ∞, where t = 2π/h. Now, assume for the sake of contraction that (φj)
is irreducible. Then, like in the proof of Corollary 4.13 we see that the α/2 Hölder
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operator norms of the transfer operators Lnj,t decays to 0 as n → ∞ for every nonzero

t, where Lj,t(h) = Lj(heitφj ). Next, we show that under this assumption for every j
we get that E[eitSj,nM ] → 0 as n → ∞, which contradicts that E[eitSj,nM ] is close to 1.
This will complete the proof. In order to prove that E[eitSj,nM ] → 0 as n → ∞, let us
first note that Mj = φj + vj+1 ◦ T̃j − vj − hZj for some sequence of functions vj with
sup
j

‖vj‖α/2 <∞. Conditioning on the past yj−1, yj−2, ... we have

γj(e
itSj,nM) = γ0(e

itSj,nφ+itvj+n◦T̃n
j −itvj )

=

∫ (∫

X0

eitSj,nφ(x)+itvj+n(T̃
n
j (y−1,x))+itvj (y

−,x)pj(x|y−)dµj(x)
)
dγj(y

−)

where y− = (..., yj−2, yj−1) and pj(x|y−) is the density of γj conditioned on xk=yk, k<j,
see §8.2. Next, since µj = (Lnj )∗µj+n for every realization y− we have

∫

Xj

eitSj,nφ(x)+itvj+n(T̃n
j (y−1,x))+itvj (y−,x)pj(x|y−)dµj(x)

=

∫

Xj+n

eitvj+n(y−,·)Lnj,t(eitvj(y
−,·)pj(x|y−))dµj+n.

By Proposition 8.6 we have ‖pj(·|y−)‖α/2 ≤ A for some constant A. Therefore

(8.8) |γj(eitSj,nM)| ≤ C‖Lnj,t‖α/2.
By the foregoing discussion lim

n→∞
γj(e

itSj,nM) = 0 and the proof of the proposition is

complete. �

8.4. Proof of Theorem 3.1 in the irreducible case. By Lemma 8.1 there are
sequences of functions φj : Xj → R and uj : X̃j → R such that sup

j
‖fj‖α/2 < ∞,

sup
j

‖uj‖α/2 < ∞ and ψj = φj ◦ πj + uj+1 ◦ σj − uj. Let Lj be the transfer operators

corresponding to µj and for every t ∈ R let Lj,t(g) = Lj(geitφj).
As it was explained in §4.4, the non-lattice LLT and the first order expansions follow

from the two results below.

Lemma 8.8. There are constants δ0, C0, c0>0 such that for every t∈ [−δ0, δ0] we have

|γ0(eitSnψ)| ≤ C0e
−c0σ2nt2

where σn = ‖Snψ‖L2.

Lemma 8.9. Let δ0 be like in Lemma 8.8. Under the irreducibility assumptions of

Theorem 3.1 for every T > δ0 we have

∫

δ0≤|t|≤T
|γ0(eitSnψ)|dt = o(σ−1

n ).

Proof of Lemma 8.8. Arguing like in the proof of Proposition 8.7, we see that there is
a constant C > 0 such that for all t and n we have

(8.9) |γ0(eitSnψ)| ≤ C‖Ln0,t‖α/2.
Now the result follows from the corresponding result in the one sided case, noting that
‖Snφ‖L2 = ‖Snψ‖L2 +O(1). �
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Proof of Lemma 8.9. Since ψj = φj ◦πj+uj+1◦ T̃j−uj , by Proposition 8.7 the sequence
of functions (φj) is also irreducible. Thus, the lemma follows from (8.9) and (6.1) which
holds in the irreducible case. �

8.5. LLT in the reducible case. Using Lemma 8.1 and the conditioning argument
from §8.2, in the reducible case we can also prove an LLT similar to the one in Section 7.
By Proposition 8.7 we have R(φ) = R(ψ). In particular a(φ) = a(ψ), where a(·) was
defined at the beginning of Section 7. Now, the decay of the characteristic functions at
the relevant points needed in the proof of Theorem 7.1 can be obtained by repeating
the arguments in the proof of Theorem 3.1. The second ingredient is to expand the
characteristic functions around points in (2π/a(φ))Z. This is done by conditioning on
the past and using an appropriate Perron-Frobenius theorem (see [42, Theorem D.2])
for each realization on the past, and then integrating. In order not to overload the
paper the exact details are left for the reader.

9. Irreducible systems

9.1. The connected case. Here we prove Theorem 1.8. As we have explained before,
it suffices to prove (4.9). Hence Theorem 1.8 follows from the estimate below.

Proposition 9.1. If all the spaces Xj are connected then for every 0 < δ < T there
are constants c, C > 0 such that for all n,

(9.1) sup
δ≤|t|≤T

‖Ln0,t‖∗ ≤ Ce−cσn.

Moreover, if σn → ∞ then (fj) is irreducible.

Proof. Like in the previous section, we can assume that µk(fk) = 0 for all k.
Next, fix a sufficiently small interval J such that J ∩ (−δ0, δ0)=∅ and let Ln be the

number of contracting blocks as before. Then, it is enough to prove that

(9.2) sup
t∈J

‖Ln0,t‖∗ ≤ Ce−cσn .

If Ln ≥ c ln σn then (9.2) follows by repeating the proof of Proposition 6.5 (note that
the arguments in §6.2 yield uniform in t ∈ J bounds on the norms, and not only on
average).
Suppose next that Ln ≤ c ln σn. Let us reexamine to the proof of Lemma 6.9 (in

particular, we will use all the notations from there). Since all the spaces are connected,
combining Lemma 5.2 and Remark 5.3 we see that that all the functions Zs appearing
there are constants. Thus, for all t = t0 + h ∈ J and s ∈ A′

mn
we have

(9.3) tfs = gs,t + tHs − tHs+1 ◦ Ts + zs,t

with ‖gs,t‖α arbitrarily small, and zs,t is a constant. Since sup
s

‖Hs‖α <∞ by Lemma 6.8

there is a constant c1 > 0 such that for all n large enough we have

‖tSA′
mn
g̃t‖L2 ≥ c1σnL

−1/2
n ≥ c1c

√
σn
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where g̃t = {gs,t + zs,t : s ∈ I(n)}. Note that ‖tSA′
mn
g̃t − tSA′

mn
f‖∞ ≤ 2 sups ‖Hs‖α and

so |E[tSA′
mn
g̃t]| ≤ 2 sups ‖Hs‖α. We conclude that for all n large enough
√
Var(tSA′

mn
g̃t) =

√
Var(tSA′

mn
gt) ≥ c0σn − 2 sup

s
‖Hs‖α ≥ 1

2
c0σn

where c0 = cc1δ0. Since ‖gs,t‖α are small, Proposition 4.10 gives ‖LAn

t,gt‖∗ ≤ e−
1
4
c2σn for

some c2 > 0 where LA′
n

t,gt is defined similarly to LA′
n

t but with gt instead of tf . Now using

(9.3) we obtain that ‖LA′
n

t ‖∗ ≤ Ce−
1
4
c2σn for some constant C > 0, and the proof of

(9.1) is complete.
Finally, we show that (fj) is irreducible. At the beginning of the proof of Corol-

lary 4.13(iii) we showed that if t ∈ H then the norms ‖Lnj,t‖ do not converge to 0. On

the other hand, by starting from j instead of 0 and then applying4 (9.1) we get that for
every given t 6= 0 these norms must decay to 0. Thus H = {0} and so by Corollary 4.13
the sequence (fj) must be irreducible. �

Note that the fact that the spaces are connected was only used in the derivation of
(9.3). We thus obtain the following result.

Proposition 9.2. Suppose that for each non-contracting block B we have that (9.3)
holds for s ≥ s(T ), s ∈ B. If σn → ∞ then (fn) is irreducible.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Taking α < β we obtain by Lemma 4.3 that ‖fn‖α → 0. Thus
(9.3) holds with Hs = zs,t = 0. �

9.2. Non-lattice LLT on the tori.

Proof of Theorem 3.2(b). Since the family (Tn) is conjugated to a constant map it suf-
fices to consider the case where Tn ≡ T for all n.Moreover by Franks-Manning Theorem
([58, 81]) T is conjugated to a linear map, so it suffices to prove the result when T is
linear T (x) = Ax mod 1 where A is a hyperbolic linear map (but the functions (fn)
are different for different n and they are only Hölder continuous).
Let Σ be the symbolic system coding T and define Fn = fn ◦ π where π(x) is the

point having symbolic expansion x. (Below we denote by xn the symbols of x and
write xn = σnx.) By Sinai’s Lemma 8.1, Fn = F̄n + ψn − ψn+1 where F̄n depends
only on indices n + k for k ≥ 0. We want to show that (Fn) is irreducible, which by
Proposition 8.7 is equivalent to irreducibility of (F̄n).
Given ℓ we say that orbits x,y,u,v form an (n, ℓ) rectangle if

xn−k = un−k, yn−k = vn−k, xn+k = vn+k, yn+k = un+k, for k ≥ ℓ.

Next, we recall the proof scheme of Theorem 1.6 (the non-lattice LLT). We divided
the interval [−T, T ] \ (−δ0, δ0) into small intervals J . Then for each small interval the
proof involved the number Ln = Ln(J) of contracting blocks corresponding to J . More
precisely, we had three cases: large, moderate and small number of blocks (i.e. Ln is
bounded). That is, as a consequence of Propositions 6.5, 6.6 and 6.10 we saw that the
non-lattice LLT can fail only if Ln is bounded (for some J) and (Fn) is reducible. In

4Alternatively, note that the above proof of (9.1) proceeds similarly if omit a few first iterates.
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particular, there is a constant M > 0 such that every block of length larger than M
whose left end point exceeds M is non-contracting. Henceforth, we suppose for the sake
of contradiction that the non-lattice LLT fails. In what follows we will show that this
assumption implies irreducibility, which yields the non-lattice LLT. It will follow that
the non-lattice LLT holds.
Let us now fix large integers ℓ and ℓ̄. Take a ξ ∈ R such that δ0 ≤ |ξ| ≤ T , where δ0

and T are two fixed positive numbers. Let n be large enough. Since [n − ℓ − ℓ̄, n + ℓ]

is not a contracting block, by Lemma 5.1(a) applied to the sum S̄N =
N∑

j=1

F̄j we get

n+ℓ∑

j=n−ℓ−ℓ̄

[
F̄j(xj) + F̄j(yj)− F̄j(uj)− F̄j(vj)

]
=

n+ℓ+ℓ̄∑

j=n−ℓ−ℓ̄

[
F̄j(xj) + F̄j(yj)− F̄j(uj)− F̄j(vj)

]

(9.4) = hm(x,y,u,v) +O(θℓ̄)

for some θ < 1. Here h =
2π

ξ
, m(·, ·, ·, ·) is an integer valued function and the first

equality holds because for j > n + ℓ we have F̄ (xj) = F̄ (vj) and F̄ (yj) = F̄ (uj).
We claim that

(9.5) m(x,y,u,v) = 0.

By Lemma 5.2 (using the validity of (5.3) and that n0 can always be increased) this
is sufficient to conclude that (9.3) holds for all s large enough, and by Proposition 9.2
this is sufficient to prove irreducibility, which yields the non-lattice LLT.

The proof of (9.5) will be divided into several steps. Given (x,y,u,v) as above let

DF (x,y,u,v) =
∑

j∈Z
[Fj(xj) + Fj(yj)− Fj(uj)− Fj(vj)] .

This series converges since Fn+k(xn)−Fn+k(vn), Fn+k(yn)−Fn+k(un), Fn−k(xn)−Fn−k(un),
and Fn−k(yn)−Fn−k(vn) are exponentially small in k.We note the following properties

DF (x,y,u,v) = DF̄ (x,y,u,v),

DF (x,y,u,v) =
∑

|j−n|≤ℓ+ℓ̄

[Fj(xj) + Fj(yj)− Fj(uj)− Fj(vj)] +O(θℓ̄),

DF̄ (x,y,u,v) =
∑

|j−n|≤ℓ+ℓ̄

[
F̄j(xj) + F̄j(yj)− F̄j(uj)− F̄j(vj)

]
+O(θℓ̄).

Combining this with (9.4) we see that

(9.6) DF (x,y,u,v) = hm(x,y,u,v) +O(θℓ̄)

and we shall use this identity to show that m(x,y,u,v) = 0.
Given orbits a,b, c,d in Td we say that they form (n,R) rectangle if

cn ∈ W u(an) ∩W s(bn), dn ∈ W s(an) ∩W u(bn)
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and the induced distances du(an, cn), du(bn, dn), ds(an, dn), ds(bn, cn) are all smaller than
R. We note that given ℓ there exists R such that if (x,y,u,v) is an (n, ℓ) rectangle
then (π(x), π(y), π(u), π(v)) is an (n,R) rectangle and moreover

(9.7) DF (x,y,u,v) = Df(π(x), π(y), π(u), π(v)).

The converse of the above statement need not be true, that is, if (π(x), π(y), π(u), π(v))
is an (n,R) rectangle, (x,y,u,v) is not necessarily an (n, ℓ) rectangle, since π−1 is not
continuous (nor well defined). However, we shall use that the converse statement is
close to being correct.
Recall that Tx = Ax mod 1. Thus given (n,R) rectangle (a,b, c,d) we we can lift

(an, bn, cn, dn) to get ãn, b̃n, c̃n, d̃n, ã
∗
n ∈ Rd so that

c̃n ∈ ãn + Eu, b̃n ∈ c̃n + Es, d̃n ∈ b̃n + Eu, ã∗n ∈ dn + Es and ã∗n = ãn + kn

with kn ∈ Zd, ‖kn‖ ≤ 4R. Here Eu and Es are expanding and contracting eigenspaces
of A. Indeed, upon shifting the points bn, cn, dn by vectors in Z

d the rectangle, viewed as
a closed path from an to an, can be lifted to a continuous piecewise linear path between
an and a point ã∗n of the form ã∗n = ãn + kn, with each linear part being in either the
stable or the unstable direction.
Since Eu and Es are linear subspaces of complementary dimensions, given an, bn and

kn, the points cn and dn and, hence, the whole orbits of these points are determined
uniquely. We shall denote the corresponding rectangle Rn(an, bn, kn).

Lemma 9.3. There exist η ∈ (0, 1) and C > 0 such that for all n, L ∈ N and k

mes
{
(a, b) ∈ T

d × T
2 : Rn(a, b, k) is not an image of an (n, L) rectangle

}
≤ CηL

where Rn(a, b, k) denotes the R-rectangle at time n formed by a, b and k.

Proof. To simplify notation we prove the lemma for n = 0. Let c and d be other two
points of the rectangle. Since the set of points with unique coding has full measure,
see [17] (or Proposition 3.3 in the present paper), we can assume that there are unique
points x and y such that a = π(x) and b = π(y). Let j > 0. Note that the distance
between A−ja and A−jc does not exceed Cδj for some constants C > 0 and δ ∈
(0, 1) since a− c is in the unstable direction (mod 1), and A−j contracts this direction
exponentially fast in j. Reversing the roles of the stable and unstable directions we see
that the the distance between Ajb and Ajc does not exceed Cδj . Thus, if c does not
have a coding c = π(u) with uj = xj for all j ≤ −L and uj = yj for all j ≥ L then
either the points A−ja and A−jc belong to the Cδ|j| neighborhood of the boundary ∂P
of the Markov partition for some j ≤ −L or the points Ajb and Ajc belong to the Cδj

neighborhood of ∂P for some j ≥ L. In particular either A−ja is exponentially close to
the boundary for some j ≤ −L or Ajb is exponentially close to the boundary for some
j ≥ L. In this case we have

(a, b) ∈
( ⋃

j≤−L
Aj(BCδ|j|(P))× T

d

)⋃(
T
d ×

⋃

j≥L
A−j(BCδ|j|(P))

)
:= AL

where for every measurable set E and ε the set Bε(E) is the ε neighborhood of E (here
we view A is acting on Td). Now, each set BCδ|j|(P) has measure O(η|j|) for some
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η ∈ (0, 1). Moreover, Aj is measure preserving. Thus

mes(AL) = O(ηL).

By reversing the roles of a and b and the roles of the stable and unstable directions we
see that if d does not have a coding with the same symbols of y with places j ≥ −L
and the same symbols as x for x ≥ L then (b, a) belongs to AL, and the proof of the
lemma is complete. �

Now (9.7) shows that if L = ℓ̂ is large enough and [n − ℓ̂ − ℓ̄, n + ℓ̂] is not a con-
tracting block, then Df(Rn(a, b, k)) is close to hZ for (a, b) on a set of large mea-
sure. On the other hand the map (a, b) 7→ Df(Rn(a, b, k)) is uniformly Hölder, whence
Df(Rn(a, b, k)) can not be close to hZ without being close to a fixed hmn(k) for all
(a, b) with ‖a− b‖ ≤ 4R.
We next claim that

(9.8) mn(k1 + k2) = mn(k1) +mn(k2)

provided that ‖k1‖, ‖k2‖, ‖k1 + k2‖ ≤ 4R. To see why this is true, consider the rect-
angles Rn(0, 0, k1) and Rn(0, 0, k2) = Rn(k1, k1, k2). After lifting these rectangles
to continuous paths on Rd we get a path from the origin with four legs in the sta-
ble and unstable directions, alternately. When projected to T

d this path becomes
Rn(0, 0, k1+k2) = Rn(0, k1, k1+k2). Thus, Rn(0, 0, k1+k2) is the union of Rn(0, 0, k1)
and Rn(0, 0, k2), and so Df (Rn(0, 0, k1)) + Df(Rn(0, 0, k2)) = Df (Rn(0, 0, k1 + k2)).
Since the left hand side is close to mn(k1) +mn(k2) while the right hand side is close to
mn(k1 + k2), (9.8) follows.
(9.8) shows that there is an integer vector qn such that

(9.9) ‖qn‖ < C

and mn(k) = 〈k, qn〉, where C is a constant. We claim that qn = 0 and so mn ≡ 0.
Indeed, since n is large enough neither [n − ℓ − ℓ̄, n + ℓ] nor [n − 1 − ℓ − ℓ̄, n − 1 + ℓ]
are contracting blocks. Then taking (a,b, c,d) which form both (n,R) and (n− 1, R)
rectangles and using that a∗n+1−an+1 = A(a∗n−an), we conclude that mn(Ak) = mn−1(k)
and so

(9.10) qn−1 = A∗qn.

On the other hand, since A induces a hyperbolic automorphism of Td, there is r=r(C)∈N
such that if q∈Zd\0 satisfies ‖q‖ ≤ C then ‖(A∗)rq‖ ≥ C. Indeed, every nonzero integer
vector must have a component in the unstable direction since the eignevalues of A are
irrational. Now take n large enough so that the above hold with n− i instead of n for
all 0 ≤ i ≤ r. This is possible if n − ℓ̄ − ℓ − r ≥ M , where M was specified at the
begging of the proof. Iterating (9.10) we get that qn−r = (A∗)rqn and so either qn = 0
or ‖qn−r‖ ≥ C. Since the second option contradicts (9.9), we conclude that qn ≡ 0.
Hence mn(k) ≡ 0 for all k with ‖k‖ ≤ 4R. Now (9.5) follows from (9.6) and (9.7). �
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