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ABSTRACT. We prove local central limit theorems for partial sums of the form
n—1

S, = Z fjoTj_10---0Ty 0Ty where f; are uniformly Hélder functions and 7T are
j=0

expanding maps. Using a symbolic representation a similar result follows for maps T}
in a small C! neighborhood of an Axiom A map and Holder continuous functions f;.
All of our results are already new when all maps are the same T; = T" but observables
(f;) 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 v/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 [5l, 8, 49], geometry ([80]), PDEs
[72], and combinatorics ([21], [10, 59l [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, B, T9]) 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| 511, 68,
69, [71), [77, 186], 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, R3], 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 .4

In this paper for certain classes of expanding and hyperbolic maps we prove a general
LLT for Birkhoff sums S,, formed by a sequence of Holder 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 §L.5l 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,
L?, continuous, Holder, smooth) are equivalent, see [88] 132 [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 .S,, grows linearly in n.

1.2. Locally expanding maps. Let (X;,d;) be metric spaces with diam(X;) < 1.
In what follows we will work with the class of maps 7} : X; — X, considered in
[65] (see also [64) [82] and [43] §5.2]), which is described as follows.

Assumption 1.1. (Pairing). There are constants 0 < £ < 1 and = > 1 such that for
every two points z, 2’ € X1 with d;1(z,2") < & we can write
TiHa} = {ui(e) 1 0<i < k(o) T7(2) = {wi(a') : 0 < i < Ky(a)}
with
dj (yi(2), yi(2") <7 dja (2, 2").
Moreover sup deg(7;) < oo, where deg(T") is the largest number of preimgaes that a

J
point = can have under the map 7'. Furthermore, the Lipschitz constant of the map T;
does not exceed some constant K which does not depend on j.

Next, for every j and n let T}" = T}y 0---0 T,y o T;. Denote by Bj(z,r) the open
ball of radius r in X; around a point z € X.

Assumption 1.2. (Covering). There exists ny € N such that

(i) For every j and z € X; we have
(1.1) 157 (Bj(2,€)) = Xjgny-
(ii) For all j and y € X there is a function W, : X;1n, — B;(y, &) such that
T o Wy, = id,

where ¢ is from Assumption [[.Il Moreover, the functions W, are uniformly Lipschitz.
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Fix 5e€(0, 1] and let f; : X;—R be such that sup || f;|| s<oo where || f;|| s=sup | f;HG;.5(f;)
J

and G, g(f;) is the Holder constant of f; corresponding to the exponent 5. The main
goal in this paper is to prove local limit theorems for the sequences of functions

n—1

Suf =Y fioTy
j=0

considered as random variables on (Xy, By, ko). Here By is the Borel o-algebra of X, and
Ko belongs to a suitable class of measures. For instance, when each X; are equipped with
a reference probability measures m; such that (7}).m; < m;4; with logarithmically
Holder continuous Radon-Nikodym derivatives then we can take x( to be any probability
measure of the form dkg = qodmg with Holder continuous density qy. In the more general
setting we consider two sided] sequences T}, j € Z such that Assumptions [T and
holds for all j € Z and then we can take ko to be any measure which is absolutely
continuous with respect to the time zero sequential Gibbs measure myg (see §4.11) with
Holder continuous density.

1.3. The CLT and growth of variance. Denote 0,(ko) = /Var,, (S.f). If 0, =
on(ko) — oo then (see [26, 43]) 0,1 (S, f — Ko(Snf)) converges in law to the standard
normal distribution. By [43, Lemma 6.3]

(1.2) fi = ko(foTy)=A;+ B — Bjy10T;

where A;, B; : X; — R satisfy sup max(||4;||s, || B;]|5)<oo, and A; o T is a zero mean
J
reverse martingale. Thus, o, (kg) 4 oo if and only if

(1.3) > " Var,,(4; 0 T) < 0.
J
By [43, Remark 2.6] and [66, Proposition 3.3] sup |02 (ko) — o2(mg)| < oo, so the

divergence of 0, (k) and a decomposition (L2 with (IL3]) do not depend on the choice
of density of kg. 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 W,, with o, = ||[W,, — E[S,]||.2 — oo 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

_ (u—E[Wn))?
sup | V2o, Elg(W,, — u)] — (/g(x)dx) e

u€R

= o(1).

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

INote that if there is an expanding map T_; : Xg — Xo such that Assumptions [l and hold
with the constant sequence (T-1);>0 then we can always extend (7});>0 to a two sided sequence by
setting T = T_; for j < 0. Another example when we can extend dynamics to negative times is a
non-stationary subshift of finite type, see §2.11
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_ (u—E[Wy])?

sup | V2o, P(W,, =u) —ne 2 =o(1).
UEZL
To compare the two results note that the above equation is equivalent to saying that

for every continuous function ¢ : R — R with compact support,

sup Voro,Elg(W, — u)] — (Z g(k)) | o(1).

A more general type of LLT which is valid also for reducible (f;) (defined below) is
discussed in Section [7]

Definition 1.3. A sequence of real valued functions (f;) is reducible (to a lattice
valued sequence) if there is o # 0 and functions H; : X; = R, Z; : X; — Z such that
sup || Hjl| 5, < 00, (S, H),~, is tight, and

J

(1.4) fi=ro(fjoTd) + Hj + hZ;.

A sequence of Z valued functions (f;) is reducible if it admits the representation (.4
as above with h > 1.

We say that the sequence (f;) 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 H; admits a decomposition H; = A;+B; —Bj,07T;
like in (I.2) with (L3)). This is equivalent to sup ||S,H||12(x) < 00. As discussed in

§I.3 when (L3) fails then ||S,H szl(no)SnH converges in law to the standard normal dis-
tribution, whence S, H are not tight. Thus (L.3]) is necessary for tightness. Using the
martingale convergence theorem we conclude that in the setup of this paper Birkhoff
sums S, f of reducible sequences (f;) can be decomposed into three components: a
coboundary By — B, o T, a convergent Birkhoff sum S,, H and a lattice valued Birkhoff
sum Sy, (hZ). We refer to §L.0 for an elaborated discussions on this matter.

Finally, note that reducibility of (f;) does not depend only on the choice of density
of ko. Indeed as discussed in §L.3] the divergence of ||.S,, H||2(+,) depends only on my.
Also, |ko(f; 0 T3) — pi(f;)] = O(87) for some § € (0,1), see [43, Remark 2.6], which
ensures we can always absorb the change of mean in the coboundary term B; —B;;107Tj.

Next, let R = R(f) be the set of all numbers h # 0 such (I.4]) holds with appropriate
functions A;, B;, Z;. If (f;) is irreducible then R = (). Moreover, by |43, Theorem 6.5],
if o(kg) # oo then R = R\ {0} since then (L.4) holds for any h with Z; = 0. The
following result completes the picture. Let H = {1/r:r € R} U {0}.

Theorem 1.5. If (f;) is reducible and o0, (ko) — oo then
H = hoZ

for some hy > 0. As a consequence, the number ry = 1/hg is the largest positive number
such that (f;) is reducible to an roZ-valued sequence. Therefore, f; can be written in
the form ([4) with an irreducible sequence (Z;).
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Theorem 1.6. Let (f;) be an irreducible sequence of R valued functions. Under As-
sumptions[L.Iland [I.2] the sequence of random variables W,, = S,, f obeys the non-lattice
LLT if 0,,(ko) — o0.

As a byproduct of the arguments of the proof of Theorem [[.6] we also obtain the first
order Edgeworth expansions.

Theorem 1.7. If (f;) is irreducible then with S, f = S,.f — ro(S,.f) and o,, = 0,,(ko),

(1.5) sup ,go(gn/an <t) - D(t) — /ﬁo(gg)(t?’ — 3t)

teR 603

olt)| = ol

t
where ¢(t) = \/%e_tzﬂ is the the standard Gaussian density and ®(t) = / o(s)ds is
the Gaussian cumulative distribution function. -
ko(Sp)

3
On

We note that by [43, Proposition 7.1] = O(0;,') and so the correction term

%Mﬂ is of order O(o;,;1).
Theorem 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 X, are connected and o,, — oo then (f;) is irreducible.
Therefore W,, = S,,f obeys the non-lattice LLT.

A partial analogue of this result in the invertible case is presented in Theorem B.2(ii)
of Section Bl We also prove the following result.

Theorem 1.9. If ||f,|lL~ — 0, sup||fn]lsg < oo and 0, — oo then (f,) is irreducible
and so the non-lattice LLT holds.

Next, we consider the lattice case.

Theorem 1.10. Let (f;) be an irreducible sequence of Z valued functions. Then the
sequence of random variables W,, = S, f obeys the lattice LLT if o,, — o0.

In fact, we prove a generalized lattice LLT for general sequences of reducible functions
(see Theorem [T.T]). This result includes Theorem [[.10]as a particular case, and together
with Theorem 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.I]is more complicated it is postponed to Section [/l The more
complicated limiting behavior at the local scale comes from the contributions coming
n—1

from the coboundary part By — B, oI} and the martingale part Z AjoT g , as will be
=0

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 f;=B;Bj10T;
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 present? 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 §I71] 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) 0, — oo and the CLT holds;
(i) There exists 6, ¢, C > 0 such that [E[eS"]| < Ce~*o% for all t € [0, 4];
(iii) For every T' > § we have

(1.6) / o B

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 » = 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 [Hlusing 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 [£.I0) and plays a key
role in our argument. Namely, it shows that if J is a sufficiently small interval and the
characteristic function ®(¢) satisfies || ||z (s) = o(1) then || @115y = o(1/+/Vy) where
Vi 1s 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 & # 0 then we show

dt = o(o;").

n
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that the observables (f;) are reducible to %Z valued random variables, concluding the
proof of Theorem [L.6] which occupies Section

In Theorem [Z. 1]l we will show that in the reducible case an appropriate type of lattice
LLT holds true. As noted before, for lattice-valued observables ( f;) Theorem [ Tlreduces
to Theorem [[LI0, 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 (L.6) fails
since the characteristic function does not decay in small neighborhoods of the lattice
points %Z’ where hy is like in Theorem [I.5l In this case each lattice point contributes
a correction term and thus an appropriate lattice LLT holds. The proof proceeds by
expanding E[e"] around the lattice points i—’gZ. 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 Holder 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 M 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 [[.5]

Section [B]is devoted to reduction lemmas, which are essential in the proof of the LLT
in the irreducible case in Section [6l Section [7] analyzes the local distribution of Sy in
the reducible case. Section [§ 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
is devoted to checking irreducibility in specific examples. In §9.11 we show that for
connected spaces, the sequential observables are always irriducible, and hence the non-
lattice LLT holds. In §9.21we 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 A;={1,...,d;} with supd; < oo. Consider matrices AY) of sizes

J
d; x d;yq with 0-1 entries. We suppose that there exists an M € N such that for every
4 all entries of the matrix AW . AU+ ... AU+M) are positive. Define

Xj = {(Ij,k)iio D ain € Ajpr, AUTE) = 1} :
Let T : X; — X1 be the left shift. Then X; = T,y 0---0T; o Ty Xy, and so, we
can identify the k-th coordinate x;; in X; with ¢ ;4x, which from now on will just be
denoted by x;1j, and points in X; will be denoted by (2;4+4)5,-
Define a metric d; on X; by

dj (SL’, y) — 2_inf{k:mj+k7éyj+k}

and we use the convention 27°° = 0. Then, with this metric, the maps 7} satisfy
Assumptions [T and [L2l Thus, all of our results are true starting with measures of
the form kg = godpg, where p is a time zero Gibbs measure (see §4.1] and §87] for the
background on Gibbs measures).

Next, given a point © = (z,4%)k>0 € X; and 0 < r; < ry we denote the corresponding
cylinder by

[xj+r1>$j+rl+la "'>$j+r2] = {ZL’I = (x;'+k)k20 S Xj : x;’+k = Ljtk; Vri <k < TQ}'

Related invertible sequential dynamical systems are two sided subshifts of finite type.
Here we assume that the sequences d; and AU) | and so the shift space X, are defined
for j € Z and not only for j > 0. Set

Xo={w)iZ w: AP, =Ly € A} and X = {(ysr)ie oo (Uh)R2 oo € Xo}-
Define a metric on X ; by setting

Let T : X; — Xj41 be the left shift. Set

@nzj}+n_lo~-~oj}+10j}.
Similarly to the one sided case, for every point y = (y;+k)rez € Xj and all ry < ry we
denote

[Yitri> Yjtritts oo Yitra) = v = (y;‘+k)keZ €y y;'-i-k = Yjrh, V11 < k <1}

The maps T] do not satisfy Assumptions [[.1 and since they have both expanding
and contracting directions. Nevertheless, in Section [§ we will explain how to prove all
the results stated in the previous section for these maps with po 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 7; : [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 {I;1, ..., [ 4, }
of [0,1], where 2 < d; < d, such that the union of their closures covers [0,1]. More-
over, each set 7;(1; ),k = 1,2, ...,d; is a union of some of the intervals in the collection
{lj+1s 1 1 < s < djy1}. We also suppose that the maps 7|7, = are twice differentiable
and that there are constants 7,0 > 1 such that for all j and 1 <k < d;,

v < inf |7'j'(:£)| < sup |7'3,($)| <b.
IEGI}CJ I,

SL‘EI}CJ

Here I} ; is the closure of I ;. The above lower bound means that the maps are
uniformly expanding.

In these circumstances, there exist constants ¢ > 0,17 € (0, 1) such that for all j,n
and indexes 1 <4y < djq, £ <n we have

(2.1) diam (ﬂ 7 (Lirei,, ) <en”

where 77 ‘A = (/) 7' A for every j, ¢ and a Borel set A.

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

|75 ()]
sup sup sup ——~ < C.
j 1<k<d; z€l; (TJ(CC))

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<ty <djye, £ <nandall z yeCJn —7' ﬂT J+£Z]+z )) we have

—1' < Clx —y|.

This above distortion estimate implies Renyi’s property: there exists A > 0 such that
1
(7)) ()]

on, C;j,(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.

(2.2) = A*m(C;n(i)

Assumption 2.3 (Uniform mixing of the partition). There is a constant M € N such
that for all j and all 1 <k < d; and 1 < ¢ < d;;p we have

L M(Lsane) # 0.
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The sequential system 7; can be lifted to a sequential SFT, as explained in what
follows. Let A; = {1,2,...,d;} and consider the 0 — 1-valued d; x d;,; matrix AU) such
that AY) = 1iff 1, N7 (Ijs1,) # O (namely, iff 110 C 75(L;5)). Let Ty : X; — X
denote the corresponding sequential SF'T. Then the SFT is uniformly topologically
mixing, the maps 7; : X; — [0, 1] given by

Wj(l'j,!lﬁ'j+1,... ﬂ’T ]+ng+e

are uniformly Holder and 74, o Tj=7; o m;. Consider the function ¢, : X; —R given by
(2.3) ¢j(x) =—In |7'J/(7rja7)|
Then under the above assumptions sup |[¢;[, < co. Let (1) be a sequence of Gibbs

J
measures corresponding to the sequence of functions (¢;). Then any limit theorem on
the shift implies the same result for the system (7;) with respect to a measure which is
absolutely continuous with respect to 6y = (mg)«pto, with Holder continuous density.

Remark 2.4. Let L; be the transfer operator of 7;, that is the operator mapping a
function g to the density of the measure (7;).(gdm), where m = Lebesgue. Then,
denoting TJTkl = (7l1,,)"" we have

-1
Lig| — 9° Tjk
391110 = / 1

T™horT:
ki a0 Cry(Lig) 5 9k

Let also £; be the operator acting on the shift given by

Z €¢j(y)g(y)

y:1jy=x

We define L? = Lj, 100 Ljyi 0 Ly, and we define L7 similarly. Then
(2.4) Li(gom;) = (Ljg) o Tjtn.

Using this relation it follows that the measure 6y = (7). o is absolutely continuous with
respect to Lebesgue. In fact, (7;).p; is the asymptotically unique sequence of absolutely
continuous measures (6;) such that (7;).0; = 6,41 (see [43, Theorem 2.4(ii)]). In case
(7;) is a two sided sequence (namely 7; 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 6, is (7;).p;. 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
0; can be expressed by means of the operators L7 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 L7.
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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 (£;) was ob-
tained. However, these result do not apply to functions f; of the entire path (;). In
this section we derive the LLT for Holder 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 A; be a finite set of size d;. Suppose supd; < co. Let (§;) be a Markov

J

chain, such that {; takes values in A;. To fix the notation, let us focus on one sided
Markov chains sequences (&;);>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 (&;);ez to a two-sided seqeuntial SFT.

For z € Aj and y € Aj1 let

pi(z,y) = P({1 = yl& = 2)
and suppose that
(2.5) inf min {p;(z,y) : pj(z,y) > 0,z € Aj,y € Aj11} > 0.
J

We also assume that the chain is uniformly elliptic: that is, there exists M € N and
g9 > 0 such that for all j and all € A; and y € A;; ) we have

(2.6) P(&j+amr = yl&; = ) > 0.

Define a metric d; on the infinite product A; = H Ajir by
k=0
dj(!f', ,g) _ 2—inf{k20:xj+k7éyj+k}
where T = (z;,%j+1,...), ¥ = (Yj, Yj+1,- .. ), and we use the convention 27°° = 0.

Let f; : A; = R be a sequence of Holder continuous functions with respect to some

given exponent o € (0, 1], whose Hélder norms are uniformly bounded in j. Consider
n—1

the random variable Y; = f;(&;,&41,...). Set S, = ZY} As it will be explained
§=0
below, as an application of our main results we get the following result.

Theorem 2.5. Either (f;) is reducible or S,, obeys non-lattice local limit theorem. In
the reducible case S,, obeys generalized non-lattice LLT (Theorem [7.1] from Section [7]).

Theorem relies on the two auxiliary facts presented below.

Lemma 2.6. Under (2.6]) we have
(2.7) go =: inf min P(§; = z) > 0.

Jj z€A;
Proof. For j > M we have
P& =y)= > PEGu=2)P&=ylgu=2)>ec > P& u=1)=co

T€EA; M
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For j < M we use that the set {P({x = x),k < M,z € A} contains at most dyds - - - dyy
values, which are all positive O

Next, let AY) be a d; x d;;, matrix with 0—1 values such that its (r,y) entry is 1 if and
only if p;(x,y)>0. Consider the sequential one sided subshift of finite type generated
by the sets \A; and the matrices AU, By (Z.6), this sequential SFT is aperiodic.

Next, let 11; be the measure on the infinite product A; = A; x A, --- induced by
the process (§j,&;+1,...). Then p; is supported on X;.

Proposition 2.7. The sequence (11;);>0 is a sequence of Gibbs measures on X corre-
sponding to the potential ¢;(z;, zj11,...) = Inp;(z;, xj11).

Proof. First, by (2.5) the functions ¢; are uniformly bounded. Since they depend only
on the first two coordinates, they are also uniformly Holder continuous. Hence, such
a Gibbs measure indeed exists. Now, to see why p; is the desired Gibbs measure,
by the definition of Gibbs measures (see §8.1I), we need to show that (7j).p; = pj11
and the Gibbs property holds, that is, there is a constant C' > 1 such that for all j,
(l’j,l’j+1, ) er and n > 0, C_lesj’"d)(m) < Mj([$j,$j+1, ...,l’j+n_1]> < C'esj’"‘ﬁ(:”) where

n—1

Sin® = Z Gjtk © Tf-
k

=0
To see why (7j).pt;j = pj41 we observe that both measure coincide with the law of
(&j+1,&j+2, ...). To prove the Gibbs property, we have

n—2
i[5, s wigna]) = P& = 25) [ [ pien(ein: wians)
k=0
=P(& = 25) (Djn-1(Tjrn-1, Tjn)) "' eHm 00
where for n = 1 the above product of n—1 terms should be interpreted as 1. Combining
this with Lemma and taking into account that p;(z;,;+1) € [0, 1] we see that

e0e ) < (g, w40, Tna]) < ggteim @
and the lemma follows. O

In view of the Proposition 2.7, Theorem follows from Theorem [B.1] below.

Remark 2.8. In the case of two sided Markov chains (;),ez the same argument shows
that the distribution of the entire path (;);ez coincides with the (now unique, see
Theorem B3] 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 &) 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 Holder functions.

2.3.1. Recursive sequences and series. Let us suppose that (¢;) is a finite state uni-
formly elliptic Markov chain with values in R such that sup ||§;|[z~ < oco.

j
We begin with a specific example of a linear statistic. Define recursively
Xjr1 = aX; + &

Jjtn

where a € (0,1). Then, for all j > 0 and n we have X; = a’™"X_; , + Zakfj_k. We
k=0
thus see that the only bounded solution to this recurrence relation is
X = fi(&, &g ) = Y a" ¢
k=0

Notice that the functions f; are Holder continuous with respect to the metric introduced

earlier since sup ||§;| L < 0.
J

More generally, if £; takes values in {1, 2, ...,d,} for d; € N and Z ap < oo is a series

k=0
with exponential tails then we can consider

Fi(& 6ens ) = ) anjk
k=0
or for two sided exponentially decaying sequences (ay),

Fil 0 &-1,6, &, ) = Z akSj—k-

k=—00

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 &, by nonlinear
smooth functions gx(&k—p, .-+ &k - - - Epar)-

2.3.2. Products of random positive matrices. Fix some integer d > 1 and let (&;) be a
sequence of random d x 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 (£;) the sequential Perron-Frobenius theorem holds. Namely, denote
Ein = &ian—1--&+1 - &. Then there are two uniformly bounded sequences of random
vectors v; and h; and a sequence of strictly positive random variables (all three depend
on the entire orbit ()) such that, a.s.

N v; @ hj-i-n

N

)

(2.8) <o

for some constants C' > 0 and § € (0,1). Moreover v; - h; = v; - u; = 1. Furthermore,
§ihy = Ajhj1 and v = Ajvj. By [39, Lemma A 2], \; are uniformly Holder functions
of the path (&) with respect to the distance d; defined in the previous section.
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Next, since A; is uniformly bounded and bounded away from the origin we get that
the functions II; = In \; are also uniformly Holder continuous. Thus, all the results
stated in this paper hold true for

In||Z.| and In([Zonles), 1 <k,s <d.

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

for the Birkhoff sums Z I1;, which is exactly the type of sums studied in this paper.
j=1

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 A1, ..., Ay. Suppose
that for some k£ < d we have \; < Xy < ... < Ay <1 < Aggq < ... < Ag. Let h; be the
corresponding eigenvalues.

Now, let (A4;) be a sequence of matrices such that sup ||4; — A|| < e. Then, if ¢ is

J
small enough there are numbers \j; < Ajo < ... < \jp <1 < N1 < ... < Ajq and
vectors h;; such that
Ajhji = Ajihjt.

Moreover, sup |A;; — ;| and sup ||h;; — h;|| converge to 0 as ¢ — 0.
j J

J
Now, the sequence (A;) is uniformly hyperbolic and the sequences (A1 ;);, ..., (Ad;);
can be viewed as its sequential Lyapunov exponents. Moreover, the one dimensional
spaces H; ; = span{h; ;} can be viewed as its sequential Lyapunov spaces. Next, \;;
and h; j can be approximated exponentially fast in n by functions of

(Aj—na Aj—n+l> SaS) Aj> Aj+1> SaS) Aj+n)>

uniformly in j.

Finally, let us consider a uniformly elliptic Markov chain (Ay) such that each Ay is a
perturbation of A and it can take at most L values, for some fixed L. Then the random
variables \; ; and h; ; are Holder continuous functions of the whole orbit of the chain
(Ag) (uniformly in k).

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

each j there is a partition of [0, 1)? into rectangles R; 1,1 <k <d; such that for each k

the map T;|R;x — [0,1)? is contracting by at least 7, and has a full image [0,1)¢. We

also assume that sup; d; < oo. Then Assumption [I.Tl holds with { = 1 (since we can

pair two arbitrary points). Therefore, Assumption trivially holds with ng = 1.
Thus applying Theorem [L.] we obtain

Corollary 2.9. For expanding maps of T¢ if o,, — oo then (f;) is irreducible and S, f
obeys the non-lattice LLT.
3. TWO SIDED SHIFTS

3.1. The result. Let v; : Xj — R be a sequence of functions on the two sided shift
spaces X such that sup ||¢;|lo < oo for some v € (0, 1]. Let vy be the Gibbs measure
J
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at time 0 corresponding to the sequence (¢;) (see Section {]). Let k¢ be a probability
measure on X, with Holder continuous density with respect to the measure v,. Let

n—1
7=0

Theorem 3.1. If (¢;) is irreducible then S, obeys the non-lattice LLT when considered
as a sequence of random variables on the probability space (XO, Borel, k). Moreover,
the first order expansions (L5]) hold. If (1);) 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 A such that T is
topologically mixing on A. Next, consider a sequence of maps 7} such that dei (13, T) <
e for some ¢ small enough. Then (see e.g. [43] Appendix C]) there are sets A; and
Hélder homeomorphisms h; : A— A, which conjugate (7j) to T, that is

(31) 7—‘]‘/\.7 = A]’+1 and T] e} h] = hj+1 oT.

Let j19 be a time zero Gibbs measure for the sequence (7;) corresponding to a sequence
of potentials (¢,), see [43, Appendix C]. Consider a sequence of functions f;: M —R

n—1
such that sup || fj||o < oo for some ae(0,1]. Let S, = S, f = Z fj o T3 and consider
J j=0
S,, as random variables on the space (M, Borel, p).

Theorem 3.2. (a) If ¢ is small enough then either (L4]) holds almost surely with
some h > 0 and a uniformly bounded sequence H; such that (S,H);2, 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(S,) — oo then the non-lattice LLT
and the first order expansions hold.

Part (a) follows directly from Theorem [[.6l Indeed due to (B]), we may assume that
T; = T for all j. In this case A admits a Markov partition IT = {II;}72, which allows
to construct a Markov coding map 7 : ¥ — A where

S ={w:e{l,....,m}* : TH,, NI, #0} and 7(w)= ()T ",

nel

Also by construction ju,(B) = fi,(7'B) where fi, are Gibbs measures for potentials
¢n = ¢ o m. Now Theorem [B.2)(a) follows from

Proposition 3.3. II can be constructed in such a way that 7 is one-to-one jiy almost
everywhere.

Namely we can use the Markov partitions constructed by Bowen. In the case ¢,
do not depend on n, Proposition can be found in [I7, 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 II be a Markov partition with sufficiently small diameter that produces the
coding, and let II* and II* be the boundaries in the stable and unstable directions,
respectively. Then, since the map 7 is one to one outside the set R = U TH(II® UIIY),

keZ
it is enough to show that for all j we have p;(II*) = p;(II°) = 0. By replacing 7" with
T~ it is enough to show that p,;(I1*) = 0.

We note that in Bowen’s constructions the rectangles are closures of their interiors
(in the induced topology). Take a point z in the interior of one of the rectangles and
let w be a point with m(w) = z. Now take a cylinder C' containing w such that the
diameter of 7(C) is so small that 7(C) NII* = (). Since II* is backward invariant we
also have 7(C) N T~*I1* = ) for all k > 0.

By Lemma 4.4 from §4.2] there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that inf 1;(C') > ¢. Thus, for

J

every measurable set W and every n we have

L o (T7W 0 C) = i (W)pti(C)] = 0.

Indeed, we can approximate W by images of cylinders and use the uniform mixing for

Holder functions on the one sided shift. However, as noted above ji,, (T ~*II* N C)=0.

So klim |t (TT*) 1, (C)|=0, but since g, (C) > >0 we conclude that p,(II*) =0. O
—00

Part (b) of Theorem B2 is proven in §9.21

4. BACKGROUND

4.1. Transfer operators and Gibbs measures. We recall the construction of the
classes of Gibbs measures j; with respect to which our theorems hold.
Suppose first that X, is equipped with a Borel probability measure m; such that
d(Tj)*ma’)
——— | sat-
dmji
isfy sup ||¢;||s<oo for some Hélder exponent 5. Applying [43] Theorem 2.4] we see that
J

(T;)«m; < mji1. Moreover, we assume that the functions ¢; = —1In (

there is a sequence of Holder continuous positive functions h; : X,;,—R with exponent /3
such that the sequence of measures given by dp;=h;dm; is the asymptotically unique
sequence of absolutely continuous measures such that (7;).p; = p41 (ie. it is equi-
variant). If the sequence (77}) is two sided (that is 7} 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 m; we need first to construct such
measures. For this reason we need to work with two sided sequences of maps Tj :
X; — Xj11,7 € 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 ¢; : X; — R of Holder continuous
functions with exponent S such that sup ||¢;||sg < oco. Let the operator L; map a
j
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function h : X; — R to a function L;h : X;1; — R given by the formula

Liglz) = Y eWg(y).
y: Tjy=x
Then as proven in [65, Theorem 3.3] (see also [43], §5.2]) there is a sequence of functions

h; : X; — R such that inf mg? h; > 0 and sup ||h;||z < oo, a sequence of probability
J reX; 1

j
measures v; on X, such that v;(h;) = 1 and a sequence of positive numbers A; such
that 0 < inf A\; <sup \; < oo and the following holds:

J J

Ljhj = )\jhj+1> L;I/j_,_l = )\jl/j-

Moreover, there are Cy > 0 and § € (0,1) such that for all n and j and all Holder
continuous functions ¢ with exponent [,

(4.1) 1(Xja) ™ L7 g = vi(9)hjsalls < Collgllso™.
Here
L} = Ljyn-10---0Ljp10Lj Ajn = Njp—1 -+ Aja Ay
Then the sequential Gibbs measures (y;) corresponding to the sequence of potentials

(¢;)jez are given by p; = hjdy;. In the case when T are subshifts of finite type p; is
the unique sequence of measures satisfying the Gibbs property (see Section [§). Let us

define
Li(h) = Li(h-hj)[Ajhin = Y e Wh(y)

where g; = ¢; +Inh; —In(h; o T;) —In A;. Note that sup ||g;||s < oo, £;1 =1, where 1
J

denotes the function taking the constant value 1 (regardless of its domain), L3111 = p;
and that the following duality relation holds

(4.2 [ Gomy o= [t

Xj+1
for all bounded measurable functions f and g¢. In fact, when (7};).m; < m;i;, taking
the functions ¢; = —In (LT])*mJ
dmjq
sequence of absolutely continuous equivariant measures discussed above (in this case
Aj =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 7 > 0, and in that case A\; = 1 and (y;);>0

is the asymptotically unique sequence of absolutely continuous equivariant measures.
Thus (@1) and (E2) hold in all cases.

) we get that v; = m; and that y; is the unique

4.2. Maps and Norms. We record some consequences of Assumptions [T and

Lemma 4.1. (cf. [82] Lemma 2.1]) For all j and n and every y € X there is a function
Zjyn » Bjn(T7y,§) — Bj(y,&y™") such that:

(1) dj+k(j}k(Zj,y,nx)a T;ky) < 57 Vo < k< n, rc Bj+n(j}ny7£)u
(ii) Tjn 0 Zjyn = id;
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(iii) If djin(z, 2) < & then d;(Z; ynx, Zjynt’) < v "djin(z,2") (and so the Lipschitz
constant of Z;, ,, does not exceed Cy~" for some constant C' > 0);

(iV) Zjynim = Zjyn © Zj+n7T]”y,m-

Proof. Define Z;,, as follows. Let x = Tjy. Then there is an index ¢ such that
yi(r) =y. Set Z;,1 = v;. Then properties (i)-(iv) hold with
Zjyn = Zj4n-1Tny1 0" 0 j+2,T2y,1 © Zjt1.159,1 © Zjy,1- U

We need the following result (c.f. [82, Lemma 2.1]).
Lemma 4.2. Under Assumption [[L2(i) we have the following. For every 0 < r < & set

my = ng + Ny, Ny = [%} Then for every j and y € X; we have

(4.3) 7" (Bi(y, 7)) = Xjim,-

Proof. Let Z;, , be the functions from Lemma E1l By Lemma TJ(i)
ijym(Bj-i-n(T‘jny> 5)) - Bj (y> fW_N)

Hence Lemma[L.1(ii) gives B; . (1}'y,§) = T}'0Z;yn (BH,L(T]-"y, f)) cC Ty (Bj(y, 57_")) )
Now let n = n, be the smallest positive integer so that vy~ ¢ < r. Then

Bj+nr ({T]nry7 5) - Bj(yv T)'
Thus by Assumption (i),
Xj+no+nr = ]}nﬁnr (Bj—i-nr ({Tjnryu 5)) C ,—Z_;L_;,?nr © {T]n (Bj(yv 57_n>) = ijno+nr (Bj(ya gy—n))
proving the desired result. 0
Lemma 4.3. Let u, : X,, = R be a sequence of functions so that

B [l 16,y =0 and [ulls = sup |5 < oo,
Then lim ||u,||o = 0 for all o < B.
n—o0

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 1, > 0 such that for every j and all x € X
we have

5 (Bj (2, 7)) = 1y
where Bj(x,r) is the open ball of radius r around z in Xj.

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

Proof of Lemmal[{.3 We first show that if ||u,|/cc — O then G, o(u,) — 0. Let € > 0.
Observe that
[un(@) = ua(y)] < llulls(dn(z, y))* (a2, y)) ="

_1

Let § = (g/||ullg)P=. Thus, if d,,(z,y) < ¢ we have
[t () = ()] < [Junls(d(2,y))” < e(dn(z, y))*.
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On the other hand, if d,,(z,y) > 0 then
() = un(y)| < 2[|unllcc < 2f[unloc(dn(z, y))*0™"
Hence, if n is large enough to insure that 2||uy, ||« < €0%, then the estimate
|un(2) — un(y)| < e(dn(z, )
holds true also when d,(z,y) > d. We conclude that lim G, (u,) = 0.
n—oo

In order to complete the proof of the lemma it suffices to show that if sup ||u,||z < co

and ||up| 1 (u,) — O then [|uy|/oo — 0. Fix e > 0 and = € X,,. Let B,(x,¢) be the ball
of radius € around z in X,,. By Lemma [4.4] there is a constant ¢. > 0 which depends
only on ¢ such that ji,,(By,(x,€)) > n.. Since ||ul|g < co we have

)
1 Un(y)dpn(y)| < Jlunl|se”.
,un(Bn (Ia 6)) B (2,¢) ’

Since ||up || 1(,) — 0 and inf i, (B, (z,€)) > 0, for a fixed ¢, the second term in the LHS

(4.4) un(z) —

of ([@4) converges to 0 as n — co. Letting n — oo we see that lim sup ||t [|e < €°. Since
n—oo

e is arbitrary we conclude that ||u,||s — 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 [LGl Denote by L¥, the operators defined by

£k h = LA ).

Note that L%, = L 4_140---0L;,, where Ly, := L;,. Fix a € (0,1]. Let G(h) = Go(h)
be the Holder constant of h. The following result was essentially obtained in [64, Lemma
5.6.1].

Lemma 4.5. Given 7" > 0 there are C; > 0 and 6, € (0,1) such that for |[t| <T
GalLyih) < C bl + O3 Ga(R)]

2C1
We will need the following result.

Lemma 4.6. (a) For all j € Z and t € R we have ||£1§7th||C>O < ||£1f|h|||C>O

(b) Ve € (0,3) Jki = ki(e) and n(e) > 0 such that for all j we have the following: if
|h]|« <1 and |h(x)] <1 — € for some z € X; then ||£',§1h||Oo <1 —n(e).
Proof. (a) We have |L¥ h| = |LF(e™5+Th)| < L£5(|h]).

(b) Since L51=1 (for all jeZ and keN), for every j and k€N, a function h : X — R
with ||2][, <1 and points z € X, and y € X; such that Ty=z we have

(4.5) LER(z)] < 1 — 55890 L |h(y)]e5r9W),

Now, suppose that for some y, € X; we have |h(yo)] < 1 — €. Let k € N be large
enough (in a way that will be specified later). Fix some z € X 4. By Lemma 2] for

Let [|hl|or = max <||h||oo, Ga“”) . We shall abbreviate | - oz = || - |-
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every 1 > ( there is a point y, € X; such that d;(yo,y,) < and T}y, = x (where m,
was defined in Lemma [£.2]). Then, as ||h]|. < 1 we have

|h(yr) - h(y0)| S QCld?(yrayO) S 2C1Ta-

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

|£f(z)| < (1 — €590y 1 |h(y,)| < 1 — e+ W) 1 (|h(y)| 4+ 2C,r)eSik9wr)

<1 — eSikalyr) 4 (1—e+ chra)esj,kg(yr) =1 eSj,k(yv")(E —2C,79).
Next, let us take the largest » = r(e) such that e — 2C1r® < €/2. Let ¢ = sup||g;||co-
J

Then %) > e=¢k We conclude that with k = M) We have

sup \Ef(m)\ <1-Cle)e

(EGXj+k

with C(€) = 2e™“"©. Thus, the result holds with n(e) = C(e)e. O

Remark 4.7. It follows from the formula fo:g m, in Lemma that we can take
n(e) = eC(e), where C(e) = A(Ci,no,v,c)e"™7, ¢ = sup||gjll and A(Cy,n9,7,c)

J
depends continuously only on C7,ng,7y and ¢ (and can easily be estimated). However,
we will not use this precise form because we will always work with a fixed e.

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

Corollary 4.8. Let kg = ko(C;) be the first positive integer k such that 2C;6* < 1.
Then

(4.6) sup sup sup ||£ft||* <1
<T § k=ko

where [|£¥ ||, is the operator norm with respect to the norm || - ||..
Proof. The result follows by combining Lemmata [£.5] and [L.6](a). O

Corollary 4.9. Given € € (0,1) there exists ky = ka(e) € N with the following prop-
erties. If for some I, m > ko = ko(Cy) and t € [T, 7] we have ||£fi+m||* > 1 —n(e)
(where n(e) comes from Lemma [1.6)), then there exist a function h with ||A||. < 1 such
that rr;in|£l"}rk27th(:£)| >1—e.

Proof. Let k3(e) be the smallest positive integer & so that C16f < 2(1—n(e)), where n(e)
comes from Lemma Then by Lemma [L.3 for every function H such that |[|H|. <1
and all j € Z, s > ki(e) and t € [-T,T] we have
G(L3,H)
VT o )

0, =1l
Next, take ko(€)=max(k}(€), ki(e)), where k;(e) comes from Lemma [6(b). Suppose

that ||£§,2t(6)+m||* > 1-n(€). Then there is h such that ||h]|, <1 and ||£§§(E)+mh||* > 1-n(e).

(4.7)
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Set H = Eﬁh. Then

ka(e)+m ko (e m,
€557 bl = I£545 . = max (H@fmtﬂnw,#j > 1= n(e).

Now, since |||l < 1 and m > kg, it follows from (4.6]) that ||H||. < 1. Thus, since
ka(€) > k3(€) we conclude from (7)) that

G(LE) H)

74+m,t

<1—n(e).
20, <1-n(e)

Hence ||£fi(;tH||oo > 1—n(e), and so by Lemma [£.6](a), ||£]+mH||oo > 1—n(e). Hence,

since ko(€) > ki(€) by (the contrapositive of ) Lemma EL6(b) we have
min |H(z)| = Ig{ﬁm |L7h(z)| > 1—€

EXg+m

and the proof of the corollary is complete. O

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 kg = qodug with
llgo]|a < oo it suffices to prove the following:

(i) there are constants J, ¢, Cy > 0 such that for all || < ¢ and all n
(4.8) 15|, < Coeme2ont,

(ii) for each T' > § we have

(49) |t = ofo; ).
o<|t|<T

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

(4.10) G [ = o),
§<t<2m—8
We begin with (£.8]).

Proposition 4.10. There are positive constants dy, ¢, ca, C1, Co such that for every
finite sequence of functions (v;)75"" ! with @ := max ||v;]|o < & we have the following.

Set A;(g9) = L;(e™ig) and A7 = Apym—10---0Ayi10A,. Then

(411) Cle—Clvar(Sn,mU) < HAana < 026—02Var(5n7mv)
m—1

where S, ,,v = Z Vpgr 0 TP
k=0

Corollary 4.11. There exists 0 > 0 such (A.8) holds for all ¢ € [—4, ] and all n.

Proof. We apply Proposition EI0 with functions of the form v; =tf;. Let | f] =
sup; || fjlla- Now (&J) follows from the upper bound in Proposition if [t]]|f]] <
do- O
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In the course of the proof of Proposition .10l we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.12. There exists a constant b > 1 with the following property. Let v; for
n < j <n+m—1 be functions such that max ||v;||o < 1. Let the operators R; be
j

given by Ry(h) = L™ (he'S»mv). Then for every t € R,
[Rella > b7 (14 [¢) ™

Proof. We have R, (e”"nm¥) = £™1 = 1. Therefore, 1 = ||1|o < ||Ri|lalle”™*™"|lo. To
complete the proof, we note that

He_itsn’mvna <1+ |t|Ga(Sn7mU) <1+ |t|bm
for some b > 1. O

Proof of Proposition[f.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 A" is invariant with respect to replacing v; with
vj; — ¢; for a constant ¢;. Thus, it is enough to prove the proposition when f;(v;) =0
for all j. Moreover, setting v; = 0 for j ¢ {n,m + 1,....n + m + 1} we can always
assume that v; 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 H; the space of Holder continuous functions u; on X; with
exponent a. Let H} C H; be the subset of functions such that p;(u;) = 0. Consider
the operators R; . .,z € C given by

Rjzulh) = L;(he™)

o

where u = (uj);?‘;o considered as a point in the Banach space H ”H? equipped with the
=0

norm |lu||=sup ||u;||o. These operators are analytic in both z and w. Thus combining

j
(@I) and [ [43, Theorem D.2], there are constants dy, C' > 0 and & € (0,1) which
depend only on the maps 7} such that for every complex z with |z| < §y and a sequence
u with [Ju]] < dy the following holds: there are uniformly bounded and analytic in z
(and w) triplets \;(2)=\;(z;u) €C, h=hF" e H; and vV =0 € H? so that for all
n and m,

(4.12) |Ri il Anm(2) = 2 @ B < o™
n+m—1
where A\, ,(2) = H Ai(z) and v ® h is the operator g — v(g)h. Moreover
k=n

v () =vP (1) =1 X(0)=1, Y =1 and v =p;

n

Henceforth we omit the subscript u.

3Note that in the case of a two sided sequence (T;)jez, by applying [65, Theorem 3.3] we get (€12
with any fixed sequence u with |lu|| < co with constants depending also on |lu||. In this case the result
will follow from the analysis below with the choice u; = v;/||v| (s.t. |lu]| = 1).
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n+m—1
Next, 1et H](Z) = ln)\](z), Hmm(z) = Z H](z)’ and j_\n,m(z) — lnEMn[ezsn’mu].
j=n
Then by [43, Corollary 7.5] there exists o > 0 and () < oo such that if |z] < 7 then
for all n and m,

"

’Hn,m(’z) - Ag,m(’z)‘ < Q
Taking z = 0 we see that

(4.13) )H

"

n,m(

0) — Var( nmu)’ < Q.

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

(4.14) () = Nil(2)] < Qs
for some constant (3. Next, we claim that there are constants é; > 0 and C5 > 0 such
that if |¢t| < 0; then

(4.15) T (it)] < C5(1 + || Spmull72)-

If || Sy mul|3. > A for a sufficiently large constant A then (£IF) 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 ({I5) with some §; =48;(A) and C3=C5(A) when [|S, nul3. <A.
In this case, using ([I4) it is enough to bound [A}/, (it)| by some constant uniformly
in n,m and t € [—d1, ;] for an appropriate ;. Using the formula

f/// 2f/f// 2f/f// 2(f/)3

(In f)m = F - f3 - 12 + 13
with the function f(¢) = Ele its”vm“] and noticing that for |t| < §;(A) and 6;(A) small
enough we have |f(¢) — 1| < 1, we see that there is a constant C' = C(A) such that

A (i) < C.

Next, using (LI0) and the Lagrange form of the second order Taylor remainder of
the function II,, ,,, around the origin we see that there are constants Cy, Cs such that

t2
(4.16) L, (t) + SVar(Smmu) < Cyt? + Cs|t(1 + Var(S, ,u))
where we used that II,, ,,(0)=In A, ,,(0)=0 and II},  (0)=p(Snmu)=0 (see [65, Theo-
rem 4.1(b)]).

We can now complete the proof of the proposition. We start with the upper bound
in (AII). Without loss of generality we may assume that Var(S, ,u) > Cy where Cy
is a sufficiently large constant since when the variance is smaller the required estimate
could be always ensured by taking sufficiently large C.
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By (4I2) and the uniform boundedness of the triplets, there is a constant Cy > 0
such that if [t| < 7o then ||R,l| < ColAum(it)| = Cole™ ™|, Finally, by ([@I0) there
exists 0 < 09 < d7 such that if |t| < 09 then (for Cy large enough),

|6Hn,m(zt)| <e 7t Var(Snymu).

Next, given a sequence (v;) we take u; = v;/ro. If sup; [|vj|la < rodo then [[ul| < dg

and so the above estimates hold. Moreover, A” = R, and Var(S,, ,u) = ry>Var(S, .v).

n,iro
2

Therefore, the upper bound holds with the above Cy and ¢, = iro_ .

Next, we prove the lower bound. Note first that <hnlm ® v )>(1):1/n(1)h£flm:h£fim.

Since hl”) = 1, the uniform boundedness and analyticity of the triplets gives

n+m
(nlw e v) (1) =1| < 42

for some constant A. Therefore, there exists d3 > 0 such that if |z| < d3 then

1

(2 0v?) ] 2 3

Hence, if m is large enough to ensure that

1
(4.17) oo <4,
then by (£I12)
m 1
(4.18) IRLlla = 71 Anm ()]

Now, by ([A14), if |t| < d4 and 04 is small enough then
(4.19) P (it)] = [T 0] > @=C" 44V )]

where C” > 0 is a positive constant. Now the lower bound in (A1) in case (AI7) is
obtained as follows. Suppose that sup [|v;[|o < d40p. Then the lower bound is obtained

j
by taking t = d4, u; = v;/d, and using (AI8), (£I9) and that || R} |lo > [| R} 1].

The lower bound when Cémzi (with C sufficiently small) follows from Lemma [£.12]
taking into account that in this case ||.S, ,v|| < am < m (assuming a < 1). O

4.5. Corange. Here we prove Theorem [[.LJl To simplify the proof we assume that
uk(fk) = (0 for all k.

Recall the definition of the set H in Theorem Taking into account Remark [L.4]
and Lemma [£3] H is the set of all real numbers ¢ such that for all n we have

(4.20) tfpn=hy—hp10T,+ g, + Z,
where h,,, g, and Z,, are functions such that Sup || n ]| a<<00, pin(gn)=0, Sup Var(S,g)<oo,

llgnlla — 0 and Z,, is integer valued. It is clear that H is a subgroup of R.
Theorem follows from the following corollary of Proposition 4
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Corollary 4.13.
(i) If ||Snfllz2 # oo then H =R.

(i) If (f;) is irreducible then H = {0}.

(iii) If (f;) is reducible and ||.S,, f||z2 — oo then H = #,Z for some 5 > 0.
As a consequence, the number hy = 1/t is the largest positive number such that ( f;)
is reducible to an hgZ-valued sequence.

Proof. (i) If the variance does not diverge to oo then by [43, Theorem 6.5] (applied
with with mg = p) we see that (f;) is decomposed as a sum of a center tight sequence
and a coboundary. Thus for every real ¢ the function t¢f; has decomposition (Z20)

(with Z; = 0) with g; being the martingale part. Since Z\/ar(gj) < 0o we see that

J
1gnllL2(u;) — 0 and so by Lemma A3 we have [|g,||o — 0. We thus conclude that H = R.

(ii) If ¢ # 0 belongs to H then f must be reducible to an hZ-valued sequence, with
h=1/[t.
(iii) We claim first that if # € H then for all j large enough the norms [|£7, ||, do not
converge to 0 as n — oo. Since sup ||g;|la — 0 as n — oo, for j large enough we can
n>j

apply Proposition with these functions to conclude that
45 o 2 Crees¥etsins)
where A7, is the operator given by
fila) = Lj(e"5mag).
Since sup Var(S;,g) < oo we get irnlf | A% |l > 0. To finish the proof of the claim, note

that A%, (q) = €™ L7 (ge™") and so | A} [l < C[|L}]|a for some constant C' > 0.
Now, in order to complete the proof of the corollary, it is enough to show that there
exists 0; > 0 such that for every ¢t € H and all w € [—01,01] \ {0} for all j we have

(4.21) Tim (|24l = 0.
(#21)) shows that ¢ + w ¢ H. It follows that H is a non empty discrete subgroup of R,
whence H = tyZ for some t; € R, , completing the proof of the proposition.

In order to prove ([A.21)), let || f|| = sup || fjllo. Define 61 = 2”}5%, where g comes from
J

Proposition .10l Thus, when j is large enough and |w| < §; we can apply Proposition
10 with the functions u; = g; + wf; to conclude that the operator

B”

Jst,w Hoc < Cée—cszVar(Sj,nf)

(q) = L (qe"m9TwSinl)  satisfies  ||BY

7t7w

where we have used that the variance of S;,¢g is bounded in n. The desired estimate
(E21) follows since lim Var(Sj,f) = oo and L7, (q) = e~ thisnpgn (ge'hi). O
n—oo ’

Jt,w
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5. REDUCTION LEMMAS

Fix an integer my > 0. In all of the paper we will take mg = 0 except for §9.2] where
we take mg to be sufficiently large. Next, take some 5 and ¢ such that ¢ = k + m for
some integers k > 0 and 0 < m < myg. Let y; and y, be two inverse branches of Tf . Let
w1, wa, v1, vg be inverse branches of T7,. Define the temporal distance function with
gap m by

Aj,e,k,m(93/> 517”> Y1, Y2, W1, W2, V1, Uz)

= Sje(yr o wi(2')) + Sje(yz 0 v1(2")) — Sje(yr 0 wa(2")) — Sje(y2 0 va(2”)).

Note that this function is defined only for choices of ', ", y;, v;, w; 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 4+ k, while the first and the fourth orbits as well as the second and the third
orbits have the same itineraries after time j + ¢. During m iterations between times
J 4+ k and j 4+ ¢ we do not impose any restrictions, hence the word gap m in the above
definition.

Lemma 5.1. For every 0 < § < T there exist constants 1,02 € (0,1) such that for
every positive integer L and € € (0, %) such that

(5.1) €<yt

for every j and ¢ < L 4+ 1 such that £ =k + m, 0 < m < mg we have the following. If
for some nonzero real ¢ such that § < |[t| < T there exists h with ||h]/gr <1 and

(5.2) |£§7th(:£)| >1—€ VoelX,y
then (a) Va', 2", y;, w;, v; as above

2T

(5-3) dist <Aj,£,k,m(x/7 35”; Y1, Y2, W1, w2,v1,v2), TZ) ' < 0295;

(b) Fix [ < ¢/2. If TjM_l_(y’) = Tyl+€—l_(y//) =z and z is an inverse branch of Tf‘l_ (with
both ¢’ and y” belonging to its domain) then

. !/ 2 2
it (3a10) — 830, £ 2| <

Note that (5.3) can be written as

(5.4)

(5-5) Aj,é,k,m(55,> 517”> Y1, Y2, W1, W, V1, Uz) =

(27T/t)mt,j7£,k7m(x/7 ZZJ'//, Y1, Y2, W1, Wz, V1, U2) + O(Hg)
for some integer valued function my ;¢ s, while (5.4) can be written as
(5.6) Sje(2(y) = Se(2(y") = @r/t)meo(z, 2,y y") + O(6)

for some integer valued function my ;.
We will also need the following result.



LOCAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR EXPANDING MAPS 29

Lemma 5.2. There is a sequence of functions Hy : X — R such that sup ||Hy||. < oo,
k

constants C' > 0, # < 1 and ¢(¢) — 0 as £ — oo with the following properties.

Suppose that either (5.4) holds for some ¢ with 0 < |¢t| < T and some j, ¢ > 2ny
and all relevant choices of [, z,%' and 3" as described in Lemma B.II(b), or (5.3) holds
for some t with 6 < |[t| < T, some j, £ > 2ny, m = ng + 1 and all possible choices of
', 2" w;, v, w;. Then

(5.7) fiver=Gjre+ Hiyoor — Hipgo Tipp1 + (27 /1) Zy
where Z, ;, is integer valued, sup ||g:.;¢|lc < CO°, and sup||gejella < c(f).
t,5,0 L,5,¢

Moreover, the image of the function Z;;, is contained in either the image of the
function my ;, from (5.6) or the image of the function my ;¢ ne+1, & = € —ng — 1 from
(5.3), depending on the case.

Remark 5.3. If the spaces X}, are connected we can take Z; ; , to be a constant. Indeed,
since all the functions fj1e—1, gj1.0, Hjre—1, Hj1e0T;+—1 are continuous we see that Z, ;,
is continuous and thus constant.

Remark 5.4. It is a natural question whether in general one can arrange that g; .,
and Z;;, will depend only on j + ¢ and t. However, the important part of the lemma
is that the coboundary terms H depend only on j + ¢, 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 f;is—1 + fj+¢ 0 Tjy¢—1. Similarly, this will enable us to
obtain an appropriate cancellation for ergodic sums S, 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 ¢
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 is to execute this idea precisely.

Proof of Lemmalidl. Let m = supsup |g;| and take € and L such that
J

(5.8) £ < e BmIL

That is, we take 7 in the statement of the lemma equal to e™™3. Fix hand ¢ < L+1
such that (5.2)) holds. We claim that

. 3 > _ —mZ—2‘
(5.9) inf [h(y)| = 1-e

To prove (5.9), suppose that 3y € X such that |h(y)| <1—e ™2, Let z = T/y. Then
L8 h(2)| < (L5]n]) (z) <1 - 519w (1 — em™2)eSiesW) < ] — ™2™ o ] ¢

where in the second inequality we have used (45 with £ = ¢. However, the latter
estimate contradicts (5.2). Write h(y) = r(y)e’®® with in)g r(y) > 1 —e ™2 Notice
YyeEX;

that each inverse branch y of Tf has a Lipschitz constant non-exceeding C'#* for some

constants C' > 0 and 6 € (0,1). Thus, ¢ is Holder continuous and G(¢ o y) < C'6°* for
some constant C”.
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Next, we have

(L5,h)(x) = Z 55,2088, e fHi1W) - (b ().

0o —
Tj y=x

Note that for any probability measure v on a probability space () and measurable
functions ¢ : 2 — R and r : 2 — [0, 00)

[ ol =12 [ [ (Ja - aton ) e nivionivien)

Since e5149¥) = 1 we can define a probability measure v = v, on X; by
j

y: Tjey:x

vy (A) = Z .90 Then LS h(x) = /rei(tsfv‘fJ’d’)de. Fix some z € Xj,. Since
yGA:Tfy T
L5 ,h(x)| > 1 —c and r = |h| > 1 — &, where g, = e™™ 2 < 3, we see that

Z 93,090 +55,09(0") gipn2 (% (tSj,zf(y') B tSj,ef(y//) + (b(y/) B <f>(2//))) < H < de

where the sum it taken over all points y’,y” in X; such that Tf ' = Tfy” = z. Using
also that %49 > ¢™™ we see that for every /1" as above we have

sin2 (% (tSjjf(y,) _tSj,Zf(y”) +¢(y/) o QS(?/”))) < 4862m€ < 4e—m£—2 < 6—m€

where in the second inequality we have used (5.8). Therefore, with § = e™™, for any
two inverse branches y/(-) and y”(-) of T (with 2 belonging to their image) we have

(5.10) tS;.ef (Y (2)) + oy (x)) — 1S, f (y"(2)) — 6(y"(2)) € 27Z + O(8").

The above arguments show that (5.10) holds uniformly in x because of our assumption
(B2). Now let ¢/, 9" and 3", §” be two pairs of inverse branches of ’ and x” of the form
Y =yrowy, ¥ =y ows, ¥y =y 0vy and §” = yy 0 vy, with y;, w; and v; like in the
definition of A; .. Thus,

Ajo (', 2", Y1, ya, w1, wo, v1, va)+

[0(y1 0 wi(2")) = Gy © wa(a"))] = [P(y2 © va(2)) — Gly2 0 v1(2"))] € ¥ +0(6").

Since
d(yrowy (¢) —(yrowa (")) = O(07),  (ya0va(a))—d(yz0v1 (")) = O(6°F) = O(6%)

we conclude that Ak (2", 2"y, y”) is O(6°) close to 2ZZ. This proves (a).
To prove (b) we use (5.10) with 3/, y” replaced by z oy’ and zoy" to get

tS;f (2(y' (2)) + o(2(y (2))) — S0 f (2(y" ((2))) — d(2(y"(x))) € 27Z+ O(0").
Therefore

tS;0f (2(y/(2))) — tS;0f (2(y" (2))) € 20Z + O (gw—i)) .
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In other words there is an integer valued function m(y,y) such that
2mm, /’ " r
G1) S @) - S @) = YD o (D)
This proves (b). O

Proof of Lemmal[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 £ in Assumption [[.Isuch that d;(z,y) < ¢
is equivalent to xy = yo (e.g. any 1/4 < £ < 1/2 will do). Take an arbitrary point
a = (ap,ay,....).

Write ¢ = j+/{. For every two symbols u € A,_,, and v € A, choose some admissible
path Py, of length ng from u to v (not including u and v). Define a function ay, :
X, = Xo by

g () = [ao, a1, -y Ggngs Ppag_nyegs T = (G0, 1, ooy Qg gy Pyag_ g2 Tgr Tgt1s - - -)
where x = (24, 2441...) € X, Then the function  — a; () is Lipschitz and
(5.12) do(ag (), o (2')) < C279d,(z, 2")
for some constant C' = (), which depends only on ny. Indeed, if for some s we
have x4 = 2, for all k < s then P, and so the first ¢ + s

q7aqfn071’q = qvaqfnovxirkg
coordinates of a;(x) and (') coincide. On the other hand, if x, # x;, then we have

do(ar (), af () = 27(7m0) = 2m0274d, (x,2') (as dg(x,a’) = 1). Next, let
aje =T 05 Rie=Sje0a

and
Hjy = Rje— SjeoTg(a) = Sjeo Ty 0y, — Sje 0 Tg (a).
Let the functions Ry and Hj be given by
Rk = SO,k 0] Oé;f and Hk = Rk — So’k(a) = SO,k @) Oé;f - So’k(a).
Then sup ||Hg||g < oo since the first k& — ngy coordinates of «j (x) coincide with those
k

of a and s%p | frllg < oo, and if for some s and points z,2" € X1, we have zj /4m =

Ty om, M < s then af, () and o, ,(2') have the same j + £ + s first coordinates.

We claim next that

(5.13) [(Hjer1 0 Tjre — Hje) = (Hjper1 0 Thpe — Hj+£)||g = O(@é)
for some 63 € (0, 1). Indeed, since

(514) Sjl o Tg = So7j+g — S(],j

we have

(5.15)  Rjer10Tjre — Rie = (Sojrer1 — So,j) © @jiggr © Thve — (So e — So,) © @y

— / /
= Rjses10 Tipe — Rjo+ (Soj o @y — S0 @ypyr © Thi) -
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Since the points o, ,(x) and ., o Tj1¢(z) have the same j + ¢ —ng first coordinates
and sup || fx||g < oo we see that
k

sup [ Soj © &g — 80 © Ay gy © Tjwe| = O(27%).
Using also (5.12]) we get

(5.16) [So,5 © a;‘+z — So,j© O‘;+é+1 oTjillg = O(Q_BZ)-
In order to complete the proof of (B.13]), we note that
(5.17) Higr10Tjre— Hig = Rjgy10Tyag — Ry + (SjT5a — S Tia)

= Rype10 Ty = Ry — fro(T§ ™ a) and
Hjipp10Tj0— Hjpo = Rjpop10Tjpe — Rjp + (Sojyea — Sojies10)
=Rjpi 0T — Rjpe — fj+é(Tg+ZQ)-
Hence the expression inside the absolute value on the LHS of (5.13) equals to

[Rjt10Tj00— Rjg) — [Rjte41 © Ty — Rji] which together with (5.15) and (5.16])
yields (5.13)).

In view of (5.13) and (5.I7) it is enough to prove (5.7) with H,,; and H;, instead
of Hj1o—1 and H,y, respectively. To prove (0.7) with these functions we write

(5.18) Rjpr10Tj0— Rjp = Sjer1 00010 T — Sjpoajy

= Sjep1 00— Sjpoaj+ Dig= fireoTy oo+ Djy= fire+ Dje
where
Dje = Sjpr10 a1 0 Tjpg — Sjevr 0 oy
and in the last equality he have used that Tf o aje = id.
Next, we claim that

207,
(5.19) D, = 2

+ R,y

where Z; 4 is an integer valued function and 2R, is a function such that sup |9R; [=0(65).

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) [Rella < c(f)

where c({) satisfies c({) — 0 as { — oco.
Since a; = o, 0 Ty, (B12) gives sup || Dj||s < oo. Since
PN

sup |[tR; | = sup |tD; s —21Z; 4| = 0(95).

and sup || D;||g < oo, we see that if ¢ is large enough then Z;, must be constant on
g

balls or radius r for some positive constant r. (Indeed if z; and x5 are close then

[tl| Dje(w1) — Dje(2)| < COy, s0 | Zje(21) — Zje(w2)| < 1, meaning Zjo(21) = Zje(21).)

We conclude that ||Z;||g < C for some constant C' which does not depend on j or /.
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Therefore supsup [|9R;[|s < oo. Since sup |R;,| — 0 as £ — oo, Lemma implies

that Hi)ﬁij,gHa] < ¢(?) for some sequence c(¢) so that ¢(¢) — 0, and (5.20) follows.

In order complete the proof of the lemma for subshifts it remains to prove (5.19). Set

2(y) = [aj, @415 s Qjeno—2, Y] = (@5, ooy Qjong—2, Yjrt—no—1s Yjte—no; ---)
which is defined for all words y = (yk)k>j+r—n, Such that a;is_o_pn, and yjis_n,—1 are
linked. Let us also set
Y'(2) = (@j+-no—1 Pirt—taseo g 1imyeess Tjtt—1s it --.)
and
Y (@) = (@jreno—15 Grtmno Dittasiomng s Titts Tierts --)-
Then
aje1(x) = 2(y' () and  a;(Tipear) = 2(y"(2)).

Notice that z(-) is an inverse branch of Tf_""_2 and that

Tot () = T (@) = Tyeero
Thus under (5.4) (applied with the point 2’ = T}, 12, and | = ng + 1) we have
2rZ
Dje-1 = SjeoajeoTjper = Sjpoajer=——+NR

where Z = Z,,_; is an integer valued function and R = R, ,_; is a function such that
sup |R| = O(6%). This completes the proof of (5.19) under (5.4)) for sequential subshifts.
If instead (B.3]) holds with m = ny + 1, then for every point « we have

Djo1(w) = Djorm(@', 2", y1, yo, wi, wa, v1,v2)
where 2’ = Tz, 2" = Tja, y1 = yo coincide with the inverse branch corresponding
to the cylinder [a;, ..., @j4s—n,—1], w1 is the inverse branch corresponding to the cylin-
der [aj 10— Pjie-no.a emmg e 1), v is inverse branch corresponding to the cylinder
[Pj+f—no—1,aj Ctong 15T z;+¢ and wy = v; coincide with the inverse branch correspond-
ing to the cylinder [a;4—ng, ..., aj+¢]. Indeed, we have that y; owy = ypov;. This finishes
the proof of the lemma for sequential subshifts.

The proof for the more general maps proceeds as follows. First, by Lemma [A.1] for
every j,n and y € X, there is an inverse branch Z;, Bj+k(Tfy, §) = Xjy of T} such
that

dist (77 (Z; ), TTy) <&
for all s < k and 2 € Bjx(T}y,£). The map Zj,; corresponds to the inverse of

the map  — [y, ..., Yktn_1, ] in the case of a subshift, where y = (yg, yg11,...) and
T = (Tpsn, Thinil,--.). Let us define

/ — . . — . . .
Qe = ZO,:BO,J-FZ—”O © j+£—no,TgH7"0x0,n0 - ZO@O,J © Zj,Tgwol—no © Wj-I—Z—NO,Tng"Oxo
where W. is the right inverse of T from Assumption Then

Hl—no, T3 0o jH+—ng

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 o ,, using the properties of the inverse branches from

Lemma [A.1] O

6. LOCAL LIMIT THEOREM IN THE IRREDUCIBLE CASE

Here we prove Theorems and [LT0 To simplify the proofs we will assume that
ko(fj o Ty) =0 for all j, that is, E[S,] = 0 for all n. This could always be achieved by
subtracting a constant from f;.

6.1. Contracting blocks. Fix some 7' > § and partition {[t| : § < [¢{|] < T} into
intervals of small length d; (yet to be determined). In order to prove (£9) it is sufficient
to show that if §; is small enough then for every interval J whose length is smaller than
01 we have

(6.1) / 122 ldt = o(o7 ).

Let us introduce a simplifying notation. Given an interval of positive integers
I ={a,a+1,..,a+d— 1} we write £ = Eit = Lotd-140 -0 Lay140 Ly and

Sr=81f = Z fio Tg . Henceforth we will refer to a finite interval in the integers as a

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

(6.2) sup || £{]|. < 1 —1n(e)
teJ

where 7(g) > 0 comes from Lemma (.6

Lemma 6.1. If I = {a+ 1,a + 2,...,a + d} is a non contracting block of size larger
than 2ky (where ky comes from (£0l)) and I” C I is a sub-block such that I\ I” is
composed of a union of two disjoint blocks whose lengths not less than ky then I” is a
non-contracting block.

Proof. Decompose I = I'UI"UI" 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 —n(e) < ||£!||.. On the other hand, by sub-multiplicativity of
operator norms we have

(6.3) L—n(e) < Il = 1£7" 0 £ o L |l < N I N L

Since the lengths of I’ and I" are at least ko by (4.0]) we have ||£f,]|* <land|L"|.<1.
Thus by ([6.3) we have 1—n(e) < ||£"|,. Therefore the block I” is non-contracting. [

Combining Lemmata 5.2 and [6.1] together with Corollary 1.9 we obtain the following
result.

Corollary 6.2. Let Hj, be the functions from Lemmal[5.2l Let kg be from (6] and ko(-)
be from Corollary L9l If € is small enough then there exists L = L(e) > max(ko, 2n9+1)
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such that L(e) — oo as e — 0 with the following properties. If I = {a,a+1,...,a+d—1}

is a non contracting block such that d > 2k + ka(g) + L(e) then for every s € I with
a+ko+ L(e)+kole) <s<a+d—ko—1

and all t € J we can write

(6.4) tfs=tgs +tH, —tHopy o T+ 217,

where [|gs||la = O(01) + ¢(L) where ¢(L) — 0 as L — oo (and ¢; is the length of the
interval J in (G.1)).

Remark 6.3. The functions g; and Z, can also depend on t,e and I, but it is really
important for the next steps that the functions H, do not depend on I.

Proof. For each ¢, take L = [a]ln¢|] where a is sufficiently large so that (5.I]) holds.
In the following arguments, in order to simplify the notations we write L = L(¢) and
]{72 = kg(é).
Takel € I witha+ko <landl+ko+L—1<a+d—1—ky. By Lemma [T applied
with the sub-block I” = {I,1+1,...,1 + ks + L — 1} we have sup [|£27*||. > 1 —n(e).
teJ ’

Fix some t' € J such that ||£f§,+L||* > 1 —n(e). By Corollary applied with m = L
there is a function h with ||h||. = 1 and

in |Lh o h(2)]>1—c¢
S e €

Therefore, by Lemma 5.2 with j =1+ kg and ¢ = L = L(e) we have
t frshorr =t fipp1 =tgv o +UHjp 1 —tUHjpo T+ 2wy 1
where Zy ; 1, is integer valued and || gy j1|la < ¢(L) with ¢(L) — 0 as L — oo. Now, if
t € J then we can write
tfise1 =t fivn 1+t =) fivr1 = gejo +tHjpp 1 —tHjyp o Ty 1 + 2720 1
where
G =tgr g+ @t —t)(fizpo1+ HjspoTjrr—1 — Hjpr—1).
Since the length of the interval J does not exceed 0, and the ||- ||, norms of the functions
fr and Hy are uniformly bounded we have ||g: ;. 1||o < ¢(L)+ Cd; for some constant C.

To finish the proof, note that any s € I can be writtenas s = j+L—1 =[l+ko+L—1
for some [ with the above properties when a + kg + L + ks < s<a+d— ko — 1. O

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

Lemma 6.4. Let Q(h) = ah?® 4+ bh + ¢ be a quadratic function with a > 0 and J be
an interval. Then there is an absolute constant C' > 0 such that

C
/Je_Q(h)dh < 7a exp {—m}n@(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] N T # 0 then the result follows because / e dh < oo.
R
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(2) If [-1,1] N J = 0 then the result follows since for A > 1
> 2h e
_h2 A2
= — . UJ
/A e "dh </A 2A " dh = 54 <€

D(&?) =4 (L(é?) +ng + ]f(] + ]fg(é?))
where L(g) comes from Corollary 6.2 k2(¢) comes from Corollary L9 ng comes from
Assumption [[2 and ko comes from (£0). Let L, be the maximal number of contracting
blocks contained in I,, = {0,1,...,n — 1}, such that the distance between consecutive
blocks is at least ko and the length of each block is between D(e) and 2D(e).

Let B={By, B,,...,Br,} be a corresponding set of contracting blocks separated
by at least ko, and A={A;,...,A; } be a partition into intervals of the compliment
of the union of the blocks B; in I, ordered so that A; is to the left of A;;. Thus
Loe{L,—1,L,, L,+1}.

We will prove of (6.1]) by considering three cases depending on the size of L,,.

Next, let

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

Proposition 6.5. There is a constant ¢ = ¢(¢) > 0 such that (6.1)) holds if L,, > cIno,.
Proof. By the submultiplicativity of operator norms, Corollary L8 and (6.2]), vVt € J

we have
Lgll < (H £, ) : (HHEf"H*) < (1—n(e).

Hence (6.I)) holds when L, > clno, for ¢ large enough. O

6.3. Moderate number of contracting blocks. It remains to consider the case
where L,, < clno, for ¢ = ¢(¢) from Proposition

Proposition 6.6. There is g > 0 such that (6.I]) holds if ¢ < €9 and L, — oo but
L, < clno,, where ¢ = ¢(¢) comes from Proposition

We first need the following result.

Lemma 6.7. Let A = {a,a+1,....,0} C {0,1,...,n — 1} be a block of length greater
or equal to 4D(e) + 1, which does not intersect contracting blocks from 9. Define
a =a+2ky+ L(e) + ky(e) and b’ = b —2kg — 1, and set A’ ={d’,a’ +1,...,0'}. Then
for every s € A" and all t € J we can write

(6.5) tfs=gts + Hs — Heyy 0o Ts + 21274

where ||g.s]|a < C(€)+ ooy for some C(g) such that C(e) — 0 ase — 0, ¢ is a constant
(here §; is the length of the underlying interval J) and Z, are integer valued.

Proof. Let s € A’. Then, since B is maximal, the block of length D(¢) ending at s is
non contracting. Therefore the result follows from Corollary O

We also need the following result.
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Lemma 6.8. Suppose that L, = o (c2). Then there exists m = m,, € {1,..., L, } such
that

(i) For all n large enough we have ||Sa,, |72 >

m

On (and so |A,| > )
4VL, B 4\/_||f||oo
where || f|l = sup || fj|lcc and |A,,| is the size of A,,.

J

(ii) Write A,,, = {an,an +1,...,0,} and set A = {a},,al, +1,...,b,}, where

a, = ap + 2ky + L(g) + ko(e) and b, = b, — 2ko — 1.
Then, if n is large enough, (6.3 holds for every s € A7 and all t € J.

Ln
Proof. Let € =2 UB. Then S, = ZSC = ZSBk +ZSA1 Thus
cee k=1 =1
0721 = ||Sn||%2 = Z ||SBk||L2 + Z ||SAL||L2 +2 Z COV SC'z 75012)
I <lo

Now, since the size of each block B; is at most 2D(e) and || f||oo = sup || fxlloo < 00,
k

Y ISz < 2D fllee) Ln = o(a7).

1<k<Ln

Next, for every sequence of random variables (;) such that |Cov(&,, k)| < C6* for
C' >0 and 6 € (0,1) we have the following. For all a < b and k,m > 0,

b oo
|Cov(&a + - + &b Sork + oo+ Epthtm)| ZZ |Cov(&), &ors)| < CZ > e
j=a s=k

j=a s>k

b b—a
<G5y oMY =G0ty 6 < Cs(1—6)7

j=a J=0

where C5 = C/(1 — §). Applying this with & = f; o TJ (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 [y,

> Cov(S,.5,)| <R

012:l2>l1
Therefore
ol= > Sallis+0(02) +OLy) = Y ISall}> + ol02).
1<k<Ln 1<k<L,

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

4¢—
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Next, by the triangle inequality |Sa,,[[z2 < sup || fillz2¢u)|Am| < [|flloc|Am| and so
J

o
|A,,|>——==——_ Thus property (i) holds. Property (ii) follows from Lemma 6.7 [
AV L[ flloo

To complete the proof of Proposition 6.6, we will prove the following result.
Lemma 6.9. There is ¢g > 0 such that if the length §; of J satisfies §; < g9 and if

£ < go then / 1L | dt = O (x/Lna;1> :
J

Proof of Lemmal6.9. Let A, be defined in Lemma Then we can write
A, =U, UA UV,

for blocks U,, and V,, such that U,, A;, ,V, are disjoint, U, is to the left of A7, and V,
is to its right. Moreover, V,, is of size 2ko + 1 and U, is of size 2kg + L(e) + k2(e). Thus

by (4.6)),

sup max (|57, .£].) < 1.
teJ

Since "
E?mn — E}tfn o £t mn, o Lijn
we conclude that
Amn A{mn
1L [l < 1Ly ||
Thus, its enough to show that

(6.6) [cttar=0 (V).
J

Next, let us write A7, = {a},,a,+1,...,0, }. Then, by Lemma 6.8(ii), for all s € A}
and all t € J we can write tfs = g1+ Hs— Hg 10T+ 277, s where [|g;.s|la < C(e)+cobn,
for some C'(e) such that C'(e) — 0 as ¢ — 0, and ¢y is a constant. In particular, if ¢, is
the center of J and ¢ =ty + h € J, then for all s € A7, we have

tfs = tOfs + hfs = (gs + hfs) + tOHs - tOHs—l—l + 27TZs

where g; = ¢1,.s and Z; = Z,, 5. Therefore, for any function u we have
/ . . . .
E?m"u _ e_ZtOHb% ﬁZ;}_agl(ezsah,b%gﬂtoHah—HhSah,b%fu),

Let Ai(u) :== 51;4,;_“;1(eiSa4wb4Lg+ihS“4lvb’r»fu). Then since sup || H;|lo < 0o there is a constant
J
C' > 0 such that P
12 1 < Cll Al
Now, by Proposition .10 there exist constants Cy > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that if §; (and
hence |h|) and € are small enough then
A < Coemer®

where V,(h) = ||Sas v, (9 + hf)||32. Thus

n?

o 61/2 w 61/2
/ Ly ||dt = / 1L, |ldh < CCY / e~V p,
J /2

_51 —51/2
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Applying Lemma 6.4 with Q(h) =V,,(h) =||Sa, . (g + hf)||3, and using Lemma [G.8(1)
we conclude that there are constant C’, C” > 0 such that

~1/2

01/2
/ ||£0 Z;Z—h” dh S Cl (Var(Sa/mb;L)) S C”L}L/Qggl
—61/2

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

Proof of Proposition[6.06. By the submultiplicativity of the norm and Corollary 4.8

L. Ln
sl < | TT eI <H||£fj!|*> < (1 =nE)™ L.
k=1 j=1

Thus Lemma [6.9] gives / 1£5,|ldt < (1 — bny/L,o, ' which is indeed o(c;;!) if L,
diverges to infinity. O

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 L,, is bounded.

Proposition 6.10. If L, is bounded then either
(i) (f;) is reducible and, moreover, one can decompose

fi=gj+Hj1—HjoTj + (21 /t)Z;

with t € J, Z,; integer valued and g; o Tg is a reverse martingale difference satisfying

ZVar(gj) < 00; or
J

(i) / 123 ludt = o(or ).

Proof. Suppose that L, is bounded, and let Ny be the right end point of the last
contracting block By,,. If L, = 0 we set Ny = —1. Set N(¢) = No+ko+L(e)+ka(e)+1
Then, for every t € J and n > N(e) we have

n— N N n—N N n—N
125 = 1£5 D0 0 Lo/l < 1LV SENNLEE s < 1L S

where in the second mequahty we have used (ZL.0).
Now, by Lemma [6.7] applied with A = {Ny, ...,n — 1} we see that there are functions
g],H],Z such that for all j > N(e) we have
(67) tofj:gj+ﬁ['—ﬁj+107}+2ﬂ'2j
where ¢ is the center of J and sup lgjlla < C(e), with C(e) — 0 as ¢ — 0. Hence, like

in the previous cases, if we take 5 and ¢; small enough, then it is enough to bound the
norm of the operator A,,; given by

Apu = Ay o inu = E;i,_(g(e)(eiSN(s)’"*N@(nghf)), where h =t — t,.
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Let &g be the constant from Proposition .10l Take ¢ and ¢; small enough so that

sup sup ||g; + hfjlla < do. Applying Proposition [L.I0] we have
|n|<o1 J

[ An to ] < Ceme@n®
for some constant ¢ > 0 where, as before
Qn(h) = Var(S, f)h? + 2hCov(S, f, Sng) + Var(S,g)

where gnf = SN(E),n—N(a)f and gng = SN(&),n—N(a)g- Then 5n = HganL2 > Un—CN(é?)
for some constant C'. Thus, by Lemma there is a constant A > 0 such that

51/2
(635) / Ml < Ar ey (e min , @u).
Note that )
my, = min @, = Var(S,(g + h,f)) >0
where h, := argmin@), = —%. Thus, if m, —oo then (6.I]) holds. Let us suppose
that lim inf m,, < co. We claim that in this case either (6.1)) holds or (f;) is reducible

n—oo
to a lattice valued sequence of functions. Before proving the claim, let us simplify the

notation and write
Qn(h) = 02(h — hy)?* +my, = a,h* +b,h + ¢,

where a,, = 2. Thus h,, = argmin@Q,, =
We now consider two cases.

_ by
2an "

(1) For any subsequence with lim m,,; < oo we have |h,,;| > é;. Then

j—o0

a, 0> 0205°

min Qn(h) > 1= A
[—61/2,61/2] 4 4

and so ([6.1]) holds by (6.8).

(2) It remains to consider the case when there is a subsequence n; such that |h,,| < 6,

and Q := lim m,; < co. By taking further subsequence if necessary we may assume
j—o0
that the limit lim A, = ho exists. Then for all n,
J—00

Qn(ho) = jlggo Qn(hn;) = jh_>r£10 Var(gn(g + I, f))

— lim <Var(§nj (9 + o, £)) = Var(Snn, - f) — 2Cov(S,(g + b, £), Smyn(g + hn, f)))

Jj—o0
< lim m,,, — 2lim inf Cov(gn(g + h, ), Snny—n(9 + P, f)) < Q+2C
j—o0 j—o0
for some constant C' > 0, where the last inequality uses that ‘COV( fis fitr© T]k)‘ < colF
for some constants ¢y > 0 and dy € (0,1). Since @, (ho) < Q + 2C for all n we obtain

limsup Var(S,(g + hof)) < Q4+ 2C.

n—oo
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Hence sup Var(S, (g + hof)) < oo. Thus, by [43] Theorem 6.5] we can write

hofi + 95 = pi(hofs + g;) + Mj + ujpr o T —
with functions u; and M; such that sup [u;||, and sup ||M]]|, are finite, M o T} is a
J J

reverse martingale difference with ZVar(Mj) < 00. Combining this with (6.7) we

j
conclude that (to + ho)(f;) is reducible to a 27Z valued sequence of functions, and the
proof of Proposition [6.10]is complete. O

6.5. Proof of the main results in the irreducible case. Combining the results of
§§6.2H6.4l we obtain (£9) completing the proof of Theorem .Gl

To prove Theorem we note that the analysis of §§6.2H6.4] (in particular the proof
of Proposition [6.10) also shows that if 7 is an interval such that [ |5 ,][«dt # O then
(f;) is reducible to hZ valued sequence for some h Wlth T ¢ J. By the assumption of
Theorem [[L.T0 such a reduction is impossible for |h| > 1 (see Theorem [[.5]) and therefore
(£10) holds implying Theorem [LT0

Theorem [L.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 xy be a probability measure on X
which is absolutely continuous with respect to o and ¢p = d’““) is Holder continuous with
exponent a. Suppose that (f;) is a reducible sequence such that on — 00. Let a = a(f)

be the largest positive number such that f is reducible to an aZ valued sequence (such
a exists by Theorem [[5]). Let § = 27 /a and write

(7.1) 0f; = ou;(f;) + Mj+g; — gjra o1 +2nZ;

with (Z;) being an integer valued irreducible sequence, g;, M; are functions such that

sup [|gjlla < o0, sup||Mjllo < oo, and (M; o T§) is a reverse martingale difference
J J

with respect to the reverse filtration (73 )"'B; on the probability space (X, By, ko).
Moreover, we have Z Var(M;) < co. Then by the martingale convergence theorem the

limit M = lim SnM exists. Set A =M + go.

n—o0

Theorem 7.1. If (TI]) holds then for every continuous function ¢ : R — R with
compact support,

_ (u—E[Sn))?

Sup | V270, [0 <Z / wld(ka + A—g,(z >>]dun<>) i |=o(L).

uea’

Remark 7.2. (i) To demonstrate the roles of A and g,, define Q,,(z,y) = A(y) — gn(z).
To simply the notation we assume that a = 27. Now, if (), converges to the uniform
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distribution on [0, 27] with respect to dko(y)du,(x) then
03 [ Bulolha+ A= g@)ldua(a) > [ gla)d.
k n —00

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 i, which converges
in distribution to the uniform distribution on [0, 1] to a sum of iid integer valued random
variables S, and if 4, and S, are asymptotically independent then Y,, = S, + 4, obeys
the non-lattice LLT.

On the other hand, if A(y) — g,(z) converges in distribution to a constant b then we
get an LLT similar to Theorem [LI0, 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
(), determines the possible local laws along the appropriate subsequences.

(ii) Applying the theorem with f] = f; + gj+1 0T, — g; instead of f; we obtain that

_ (u—E[Sn))?

sup (V2710 By [6(Sn + gn © To—go—u)] — <a Z Eyo[o(ka + Al)]> e 2 | =o0(1)

ueaz

where A; = M mod 27 (or A; = M). Now, the sequence @, in part (i) becomes the
single random variable A, and the same discussion applies with the distribution of A,
determining the local law after subtracting a coboundary.

(iii) Similarly, it will also follow that

_ (u=E[Sn])?
sup |V27mo,Eg [0(Sn — u+ g, 0 T3)]— <a Z E,[p(ka + A)]) e 2% | =o(l)
ueaz ©

and the same discussion applies.

Remark 7.3. Note that Theorem [7.I] implies Theorem [[.I0l since in that case (Z.))
holds with g; = M; = 0. We gave a different proof in Section [@] since the computations
in the general case are significantly more complicated.

7.2. Proof of Theorem [7.1l It suffices to prove the theorem in the case o ( f; ng) =0
for all j, that is, E[S,] = 0 for all n because this could always be achieved by subtracting
a constant from f;.

The first step of the proof is standard. In view of [I8, 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 ¢ € L'(R) whose Fourier transform has compact
support. In particular, the inversion formula holds

(7.2) 2rgp(x) = /00 e H(t)dt  where (t) = /_00 e " op(z)dz.

—00 [e.e]

Next, let L > 0 be such that ¢ vanishes outside [—L, L]. Then by (Z2) we have

Vor 1 * it itS, 1 - —itu itS
7B [0(5y — )] = <= [ OB it = o= [ R
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Divide [—L, L] into intervals J of length ¢§; for some small 4;, such that each interval
J which intersects dZ is centered at some pomt in 6Z (recall that § = 22). Then

VIRE [0(8, — )] = 30 = [ e OB e

Now, because of Theorem [L.3] the arguments in the irreducible case show that if J does
not intersect 0Z and ¢; is small enough then
sup

[ sl < ol [ 1e8at = ot
Thus, denoting Ji, = [kd — 0o, kd + 5], where §; = %51, we see that

(7.3) V210, B | Z

7=/, e G() By [ ]dt + 0poo(1).

The proof of Theorem [T.1] is based on the following result.

Proposition 7.4. For each k£ we have

sup eI GOE[E ]t — 7R 1, (79 g (FA)G(kD)| = 0psool1).

uezT“Z

On
Vo Jy,
Let us first complete the proof of the theorem relaying on Proposition [7.4l Since there
are finitely many intervals Jj inside [—L, L], using (7.3]) and the proposition we get

On —itu ] itSn —142/02 —ikgn ikA
e "ot E,, [e"n]dt = e 2 "g (e g, (k) + 0py00(1
/—2 Jk () 0[ ] - 2 ( ) 0( ) ( ) - ( )

uniformly in u. Next, notice that, for all k, fu,(e %) ko () p(6k) = (51{:) where
0= [ [ olt+ Aw) - gulu)dsale)drnly).
Xo J X,
To compi)ete the proof we use the Poisson summation formula to derive that

S Culkd) =ad " C, (ka).

7.3. Proof of Proposition [7.4l Fix some k and denote J = J;, and tg = k6. Now,
using (1) for t =ty + h = kd + h € J, we have

tfj = ]{Z(Mj +gj —9j+1° 7} + 27TZj) + hf]

Thus
)
6it5’n _ e—ikgnng ez’k(SnM-i-go) eihSn f.

Next, take some ¢ < n and write

6itSn — 6—zkgnoTO ezk(SnM—SgM) ezh(Snf—Sef) Hih,ﬁ

where for all z € C,
Hzg — k(9o +SeM)+250f

Notice that for every function ¢ : Xy — R,

£n( itSy ) _ 6—ikgn£2z—é( ik(Se,n—eM~+ihSen_qf) Eé( o ZQ))



44 LOCAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR EXPANDING MAPS

n—1

where we recall that Sy, f = Z fj o T} (SexM is defined similarly). Notice that for
j=¢

every function G we have

E?_Z(eik(SZ,nM‘i'ihSl,nf G) E(lh ito) G

where £{70) = Egiff) L0+ 0 £(z ) o £G10) and L) (g) = L£,(e*Me+2Eg)
Thus, recalling that kg = qod,ug we have

(7.4) By 6] = po[e™5 o] = pin[L5 ("5 q0)] = pnle™ ™ L5 G

where Gy, = L§(H, 4qo).
Next, consider the Banach space B; of all sequences u = (u;);>o of Holder continuous

functions u; : X; — C such that ||u|| := sup ||uj|la < co. Let the operator AE-“’Z) be
J

defined by AE-“’Z)g = L;(e**it21i). We view these operators as perturbations of the
operators £;. Then these operators are analytic in (u,z) and are uniformly bounded

in j. Moreover, L5 = AM? where M = (M;). This means that we can view
5 0

the operators L5 ag analytic in (M, z) perturbations of the operators L, (the per-
turbation is small if s is large and |z| is small). Thus, if ¢ is large enough (so that
sup || Ms||o is small) and |z| is small enough by applying [43, Theorem D.2] with the
s>0

operators ng;“), s > L, considered as small perturbations of of the operators L, we

get the following. There are triplets consisting of a non-zero complex number Ay, (%) a
Holder continuous function 77%,)5 and a complex bounded linear functional I/t(;)s (on the

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

(7.5) L) = Nge1(2) -+ Mgt () Me ()0, @ i), +0(0™), 0 < 0 < 1.
Moreover, Vt(;)s(n]fj,)s) = Vt(oz ) (1) = 1. Furthermore, since 8_)1)1017121_)0 |EMs + zfs|la = 0,
(7.6) lim  |Ays(2) — 1] =0,

s—00,2—0
(17) Ll )~ 1] =
and
(7.8) lim (|, — pralla = 0.

§—00,2—0 ’

Setting Ay rn(2) = Aign—1(2) - - Mg e+1(2) Ay (%), we conclude that
(7.9) By [e®H50) = i, (e7%9m () )2 (G o) Mg o (2) + O(07).
From now on we will only consider complex parameters of the form z = ih, h € R.

Lemma 7.5. If 7 is large enough and |h| is small enough then for all n large enough
we have

(7.10) Aeg.om(ih)| < Ce=chon
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for some constants C', ¢ > 0 and all n.

Proof. ({.10) follows from plugging in the function 1 in both sides of (7.5)), using (7.7),
Proposition 4. 10land that supVar(SjM )<oo. Note that we can absorb the term O(6™) in

—ch202

e = since by the exponentlal decay of correlations ([43, Remark 2.6]), 02 = O(n). O

Lemma 7.6. (i) th lim sup
— 00 h—0

—1Rgn ih —1 n
pn (€= Ry — pr, (7109

A o) — male ™00 ]| =

= 0.

(ii) lim limsup sup
=00 hs0  n>¢

Remark 7.7. Note that rq[e®9T™)] = x[e*A] where A = (g + M) mod 27.
Proof. (i) In view of the Lasota-Yorke inequality (Lemma [.5]) we have

(7.11) A = sup sup ||Grinlla < 00
¢ |h<1

Now, by (ZI1)) and (7.8)) we see that
Vo) Goan) = me(Gean)| < AL = pulla = 0 s (6:1) = (0,0).

Next, since (L£§)* e = 1o we have
116(Gen) = pio [eFo0HSeMITinSel g1

Now, it is clear that for every ¢,

ik(go+S¢M)+ihSy f ik(go-i-SzM)qOH =0.

lim },u qo] — Hole

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

ik(go+S, M) QO] ik(go+M)

lim f19)e = pole ),

{—00

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

(ii) By (77) and since sup |gnlloc < 00 and sup sup ||77t0 nHa < oo (for some small

no|z|<ri
r1) we see that when |h| < r; we have

th —ikgn\| _ —ikgn (. (ih ih
mi) = a9 = | (79 1% = 1)) | < Uiy = 1l

Now (ii) follows from ([Z.7)), and the proof of the lemma is complete. O

Mn(e_ikgn

Next, define II;, s(2) = In Ay 5(2),s > ¢. Note that I, , is well defined when ¢ is
large enough in view of ([7.6]). Let

Ht() 2, n E Ht() ,S-i-f
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Proposition 7.8. There exist constants r1,C; > 0 and 6 € (0,1) such that for every
complex number z with |z| <7 and all £ large enough and n large enough we have:

i) }lnE[eikav”MJrzsfv”f] — My e (2)| < Cilz| + 00500(1) + O (6™)
(i) Miy.0n(0) = 0p—00(1) + O(0™);

1T, 0
iy e (1) 400,
Iy 0
(iv) %n() =1+ 0r500(1) + O(6");

(v) sup |7, (it)] < Cioy.
tE[—Tl,’r‘l]
Proof of Proposition[7.4) relying on Proposition[7.8 By (7.9), uniformly in u € 27,
for all ¢ large enough we have

—ztu itSp f dt
\/% " ¢ [ ]

_ In —i(t—6k)u ] HE itSnf dt — On 5.) + O™
\/ﬁ T € ¢( ) [6 ] \/ﬁ ) ( 2) ( )
02
where I} ¢,.4(02) = / F(n, k, h, 0,u)eM a0 gp,
55

iuh 7 i 7 1
F(n, k,h, ,u) = e ™ok + h)un(6_lk9"7’]](€6n)l/]géh€(G@ in), and 0y = 551.

Since 0, = O(n) we have " = o(0,;'). So in order to prove Proposition [T.4] it is
enough to show that, for every € > 0 there is an ¢ and an N such that for all n > N
and all u € Z = aZ we have

(7.12) Ol ima(82) — V2 270 1 (e7*9n) o (%) (k) | < &

By Lemma the term F'(n,k,h,¢,u) is uniformly bounded in all the parameters
(n,k,h,0,u) if £ is large enough and |h| is small enough. Now, by (ZI0), for all ¢ large
enough and A close enough to 0 we have

(713) ‘6Hk6,€,n(ih)‘ S Ce—chza%
for some ¢,C' > 0 and all n € N. Let R > 0. Then if also |h| > R/o, we have
‘enké,l,n(ih)} < Ce_CRQ_

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

(7.14) SUp |0l tmur — V2me” 2710 (6790 1o (e*A) d(KS) | < &

ue =t 27’ Z
where

[k,Z,n,u,R = / F(?’L, k, h, f, U)dh,
|h|<R/on
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However, using (7.13), Lemma and the continuity of ¢ in order to prove (TI4) it is
enough to show that for R and ¢ large enough we have

uezT“Z

In order to prove ([Z10]), let us first write

R
o / €_iuh€Hk6'e’"(ih)dh _ / e_iUh/J"EHM’Z'"(ih/U")dh.
|h|[<R/on -R

By Proposition [[.8(v) and the Lagrange form of the second order Taylor remainder
around 0 of the function s, ,(ih) we have

: : h?
Wsen(ih/on) = Wes,en(0) + (i) 00) W50, (0) = 55 is0.0(0) + O(Ihf*/ay)o.

n

Now, since |h| < R the term O(|h|?/03)02 is 0, 00(1) and thus it can be disregarded
(uniformly in w). Next, by Proposition [.§|(iv)

Hlklé,&n(o)
o
Furthermore, by parts (ii) and (iii) of Proposition[Z.8] the term Iy ¢, (0)+(ih /0, )1l .., (0)
can be made arbitrarily close to 1 when ¢ and n are large enough. By taking ¢ = ¢(R)
large enough we conclude that for all n large enough

. . . Y
o / e ’“hen’“”v"(m)dh . / e zuh/ane h /2dh
|h|<R/on |h|<R

1
Now Proposition [7.4] follows by taking R so large that v 27 e M 12dh < 55 taking
|h|>R
¢ = ((R) so large that (.10) holds, and using that

/ e—iahe—h2/2dh — \/%6—02/2

—00

=14 01500(1) +O(07).

(7.16) sup

- 1
—E.
uEZ%Z 2

for every real a. 0
Proof of Proposition[7.8. (i) For |z| small enough and ¢ large enough we have

Bl 55l = g (737 1) = pn(50) Mo £(2) + O(0).
By (7)) and since n,(;?n is analytic in both z and (ikM;);>,, we see that

tn(0y5) — 1] < Clz] + 0o (1)

for some constant C' > 0. Hence we can take the logarithms of both sides to conclude
that
In E[eikse’"M_'—zsl'”] = Hk(g,g’n(z) + O(‘ZD + 0£—>oo(1) + 0(9")

(ii) Plugging in z = 0 in the above we see that
Mis0n(0) = I E[e*enM] 4 0, (1) + O(0™).
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Since M, o T| g is a reverse martingale,
(7.17) sup [|Sen M2 <> Var(M,) = 0g00(1)
n>¢

s>/

ikSe

and so lim sup [InE[e M]| = 0 proving (ii).

{—00 n>0
(iii)+(iv)+(v). Let Ay, (2) = InE[e*denM+25enf] Then by part (i), for every z small
enough and all ¢ large enough we have
[Aen(2) = isen(2)] = O(|2]) + 00500 (1) + O(0").

Now, because the functions Ay, (z) and Ilgse,(2) 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 ¢ and n we have,

(7.18) A=) = T, ()] = O(20) + 0rel1) + O(07)
where ¢ (2) denotes the s-th derivative of a function g.

To prove (iii), after plugging in z = 0 (Z.I8)) with s = 1 it is enough to show that
E[(Senf)e™ 5]
E[¢i5enM]
for some constant C' > 0, with a; = 0/,0(1). By (.IT7) we have

(7.20) lim sup [E[e**M] — 1] = 0.

=00 p>p

(7.19)

' < Conay

Thus, it is enough to show that
(7.21) [E[(Senf)e™ M| < Coyay.
To prove (T.2I]), we use that E[S,, f] = 0 to write
E[(Senf)e™ ] = E[(Sgnf)(e™* — 1)].
Since |e*5enM 1| < k|S,,, M| we get
[E[(Senf)e™ M| < KE[|(Senf)(SenM)[] < kowl| S| 2

where the last step uses the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. Now (7.2]) follows from (7.17]).
Next we prove (iv). Like in the proof of (iii), using (Z.I8)) with z =0 and s = 2 it is
enough to show that if £ = O(o,,) then

(7.22) AL (0)0,7] = 0rs00(1).
To prove (7.22)) we first note that

E[(S,., f)2ekSenM / )
N3ul0) = Sl = (00

Now, as shown in the proof of part (iii) we have

(A, (0)" = (02) - 0r00(1).

To complete the proof split
E[(Senf)?e™ M) = E[(Senf)? (0™ —1)] + 07,
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where 07, = Var(Sg,, f). By the exponential decay of correlations ([43, Remark 2.6]),
(7.23) O-l%,n = ale — 0ol +0(1) = 0(c?)

n

where the last step uses that 0,, — 0o. By [43] Proposition 3.3|, we see that for all p > 1
(7.24) 1(Senf)llLr < cp(1+ 0en)* = O(oy)
where ¢, is a constant which does not depend on ¢ and n. By the Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality
[E[(Senf)? (™M — D] < [[(Senf)? [zl =112,
Since |e*SenM — 1| < k|S,,, M|, applying (TI7) and (7.24)) with p = 2 yields that
|E[(Senf)? (€™M — D)]| < 07000(1)-

To complete the proof of (iv), we use ((L.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 > (. First, like in the proof of [43] Proposition 7.1] we decompose {¢,¢+1,...,n} into
a union of disjoint sets I, I, ..., I, such that I; is to the left of I; 1, m,, = m,({) < ain

and the variance of S; = Z [ ng , 1 <m < m, is bounded above and below by two
j€lm

positive constants A; and As, which can be taken to be arbitrarily large. By taking n

large enough and using (Z23)), we can ensure that o, , < 07 and so m,, < 0. Next, set

Ar, (2) = InE[e#SmM+z5m 1],

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',ey > 0 such that for all
t € [—€0,€0] and all 1 < m < m,, we have

(7.25) |AT (it)] < C.

This was done in the proof of [43] Proposition 7.1] in the case k = 0 (when the term
S1,,Z did not appear). In the present setting, using [43] Proposition 6.7] with the
sequence (M;) we have sup||S, M]3 < oo, and so by the martingale convergence

theorem S, M — M in L3. Consequently, max o |S1,, M||zs — 0 as £ — oo. Using
1<m<

>Iin

again [43] Proposition 6.7] but now with the sequence (f;) we see that sup ||.Sy,, f||Ls<oco.

Using these estimates the proof of (L25]) proceeds like in the case k = 0. Namely, we
use the formula

F/// SF/F// Q(F/)S

F F? F3

Taking F(t) = E[e*5mM+itSrnf] and using that ||Sy, M||s and ||S7,, f|zs 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 ¢ small enough and /¢ large
enough we get |F(¢)| > 1 and so the denominators are bounded away from 0. O

(7.26) (InF)” =
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8. Two sipED SFT

8.1. Preliminaries. Let Tj : Xj — X]-H be a two sided non-autonomous SFT and let
T; : X; — X1 be the corresponding one sided one. We begin with a few remainders
from [43].

Let T Xj — Xj be given by Wj((xj+k>k€Z> = (xj+k>k20-

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

Fix a € (0,1] and let ¢; : X; — R be uniformly Hélder continuous with exponent .
Then there are uniformly Hélder continuous functions u; : X ; — R with exponent «/2
and ¢; : X; — R such that ¢; = u; — uj41 0 0; + ¢; o wj. Moreover, if ||t);]lo — 0 then
%l = 0.

Definition 8.2. Let ¢; : X; — R be a sequence of functions such that sup ||¢;||o < 00
J

for some o € (0,1]. We say that a sequence of probability measures (y;) on X, is a
sequential Gibbs measure for (¢,) if:

(i) For all j we have (T}).p; = ptj41;

ii) There is a constant C' > 1 and a sequence of positive numbers (\;) such that for
ii) There i tant C' > 1 and f positi bers ();) such that f
all j and every point (z;4x)x in X; we have

CreSi 0@ I\ < ([, oy Tjara]) < C5m?@ NS,
j+r—1

r—1
where S;,¢(x) = Z ¢j+8(7}§$) and Aj, = H A
s=0 k=j

Sequential Gibbs measures on two sided shifts are defined similarly (see [43, Appen-
dix BJ).

We say that two sequences («;) and (f5;) of positive numbers are equivalent if there
is a sequence ((;) of positive numbers which is bounded and bounded away from 0 such
that for all j we have o; = (;53;/(j41-

Theorem 8.3. [Sge [43, Theorem B.5]] For every sequence of functions ¢; : X; — R,
j € Z, (or ¢; : X; — R for two sided shfits) such that sup ||¢;[lo < oo for some

J
a € (0, 1] there exist unique Gibbs measures ;. Moreover, the sequence (J;) is unique
up to equivalence.

We note that the uniqueness holds when X is defined for all j € Z. When it is only
defined for j > 0 then there are infinitely many ways to extend X; and the potentials
¢;j 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 ¢;: X; =R be a sequence of functions such that sup ||| o<oco for some 0 < a < 1,
J

and let v; be the corresponding sequential Gibbs measures, associated with a sequence
(Aj). Let ¢; be the function from Lemma Bl Let ;; be the sequential Gibbs measure
corresponding to ¢;. Then p; is the restriction of «; to the o-algebra on Y; 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 §4.11 Define the operators L, by

Lig(z) = > eWyg(y).
y: Tjy=x
Then by [43, Eq. (B3)] there is a sequence of positive functions h; : X; — R such that

inf mgl hj(xz) > 0 and sup ||hj|laj2 < 00, a sequence of probability measures v; on X;
J xTEX; 1

J
such that v;(h;) = 1 and a sequence of positive numbers \; such that 0 < inf \; <
j

sup A\; < oo and the following holds:
J

Ljhj = Njhji1,  Livie = Ajyy,
and there are C' > 0 and § € (0, 1) such that for all n and j and all Hélder continuous
functions g with exponent /2 |
I(Xj) ™ L7 g = vi(@hjsnllarz < Collgllas20™
Here
L;L =Ljyn10---0Lji10Li, Xjn = Njgno1-- N1
Then the unique sequential Gibbs measures () corresponding to the sequence of poten-

tials (¢;);ez are given by p; = h;dv; (see [43 Appendix B]), and the transfer operators
of (1) corresponding to (p;) are given by

Liglz)= Y e»Wg(y)
y: Tjy=x

where gz;j =¢;+Inh; —Inhj 1 0T; —InA;. Then £;,1 =1, Lip;1 = py and L; satisty
the duality relation
J,

J

(FoT)-gdns = [ f- L)y
j+1
for all bounded measurable functions f and g.

Lemma 8.4. sup ||¢;]|a/2 < 00
J

Proof. Since inf mgl h; > 0 and sup ||h;]|a2 < 00, the functions Inh; are uniformly
J reX; i

j
Holder continuous (with respect to the exponent a/2). Since 0 < inf \; < sup \; < 0o
J J

we conclude that sup H<f~>jHoc/2 < 00. 0J
J

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

Lemma 8.5. For every point z = (j1x)kez € Xj we have

V([T s Tjrmat )| X jom = Tjms Xjrmi1 = Tjpmp, - ) = e2m0E),
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Proof. We have
Vi[5, s Tjpm—1]| X jm = Tjem, Xjpma1 = Tjpmet, o) =

15 ([T s Tjm—1 ]| Xjrm = Tjms Xjgma1 = Tjpmet, )
We will show that for every bounded measurable function g : X; — R and every m € N

(8.1) (gl (T") "' Bym) = (L]'g) o T}"

where By is the Borel o-algebra on X (the o-algebra generated by the cylinders).
The desired result follows from (81]) by taking g to be the indicator of the cylinder

[l’j, ceey xj+m—1]~
Next, we prove (8.1]). Using that (L7")*jij4m = p; and that L7'(g(h o Tj")) = gL}h
for every function h, we see that for every bounded measurable function b : X ,, = R

[ ooty yan; = [ 26T = [ (7D = [(EF T

where in the last inequality we have used that (77").ft; = ftj1m. Since the above
holds for every function h we conclude that p;(g|(T]") ' Bjtm) = (£]'g) o T} and (&I)
follows. 0J

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 7,
the conditional distributions (with respect to ;) of the coordinates y;+x, k& > 0 given
the coordinates y;1s, s < 0 (namely, the past) is absolutely continuous with respect to
the distribution of y,4x, k > 0 (i.e. p;). Moreover, there is a constant C' > 1 such that
the corresponding Radon-Nikodym density p(y;, yj+1, ---|¥j—1, Yj—2, ...) satisfies

C™ < (Y, Y, Y1, Y50, ) < C

and

(8.2) D 1Yi-1,Yj—25 - )|laye £ C

for almost every point y = (y;+x)kez-

Note that Proposition means that we can choose a version of the densities satis-
fying (82).

Proof. We prove first that v; and v;(-|yj_1,yj—2, . ..) are equivalent and that the densi-
ties are bounded and bounded away from 0. For every point y € Y and every cylinder
of the form I' = [y;, ..., Yj4+n—1] and every r > 0 we have

Vj([yj—ra ceey yj—i—n—l]) 'Vj—r([yj—ra ceey yj-i—n—l])
Y Clyj1, yj—r) = = :
T ! Vi ([Wj—rs s Yj—1]) Vimr([Yjmrs s Yj1])

Applying the Gibbs property with the measure ,_, to both cylinders [y;_,, ..., Yj+n_1]
and [y;_r, ..., yj—1], we see that for some constant C' > 1 we have

Vi(Tlyjo1, gjr) = CE %)
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where a = C*!b means that C~! < a/b < C. Applying again the Gibbs property with
the measure 7; and the cylinder I' we also get that

’}/j (F) = Cilesj,n(;’(ﬂj (y)) .

Taking r — oo we conclude that the densities exist and they are uniformly bounded
and bounded away from 0.

Next, we prove that the densities are Holder continuous functions of (y;, y;t1,...)
uniformly in y;_1, y;—2, ... (namely, the past). Fix some m,r > 0. Then for every point
y € Y; we have

/yj([yj—ﬁ Yj—r+1y -3 Yjy s yj—m-i-l])
Vj([yj—lv ceny yj—r])

%'([yj, "'7yj+m—1”yj—17 ---vyj—r) =

%’([yj—m e yj—l] |yj> ey yj+m—1)%'([?/j, ey yj+m—1])
Vi (Yi—ry s Yj-1])

Therefore,

(8.3) Vi (Yss oos YjrmallVi—1s s Yir) Wiy o YiallYss s Yjm—1)

Vi (Ws» s Yjam—1]) Vi[Yj—rs - Yj—1])

(Y s Yi-alYis s Yiam—1)
:uj—T([yj—Ta sy yj—l])

Thus, by Lemma

(8.4) g W5 Yiem g, ) Bt
m—00 YillYss -+ Yjrm—1]) tj—r([Yj—ry - Yj-1])

On the other hand,

Vi[5 s Ygemal Y15 s Yj—r) 1

- PiWlYi—1s oo Yj—r )i ()
7]([yjy ceny yj-i-m—l]) 7]([%; e yj+m_1]>/[yj,...,yj+m1 J J j j

where p;(y|yj_1,...,yj—r) is the density of the coordinates indexed by j + k for k > 0
given the ones indexed by y;_1,...,y;—». Thus,

(85) lim fy]([ij7y]+m—1]|yj—177y]—7‘)
moo (Y5 s Ysem])
Combining (84) and (8.5]) we see that

=Dj (?/|?/j—1, o yj—r), v a.s.

esjfr,rqg(ﬂjfry)
s ([Yj—rs s Yj—1])

The above formula shows that the distribution of z = m;(y) = (2j,2j41,...) given
yjj = (yj-1, ..., yj—r) has density

PiWYi—1, - Yjr) =

Si—rad([y) =)o)

Yj—1,2j

1i—r([Yjrs s Yj-1])
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with respect to p;, where [yj::i,at] = (Yjry - Yj—1, T4, Tjy1,...) and AU) 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 C; > 0 such that for every j and r and all x € X,_,,

6Sj7r,r¢~)((xj7'r7~~~7"Ej717'))

(8.6) <0

a/2

Mj—r([zj—ra ) xj—l])

Indeed, once (B.0) is proven we can take r — oo to get the result.
In order to prove (86, we first notice that by the Gibbs property we have

esjfr,r(z)((xjf'r7~~~7:Ej717'))

(8.7) < Cy.

Wi=r([Tjmrs s mja]) ||
Let G, /2(\11) denote the Holder constant of a function ¥ corresponding to the exponent
a/2. Since sup ||gz~5k||a/2<oo we have  sup  Ggy2 (Sj_mgzz((xj_r, e T, )) <Cj for
k TjpyeeyTj—1
some constant Cj (since we “freeze” the first  coordinates).
Using that |e! — e*| < (e + €®)|t — s| for all ¢, s € R together with (87), we obtain
[B6) with C7 = 2C,C5, and the proof of the proposition is complete. O

8.3. Reduciblity in the two sided case. Let 7; be (sequential) Gibbs measures

generated by some Gibbs measures fi; on the one sided shifts X;. Let 9; : Xj — R
be functions such that sup ||¢;|la < oo for some a € (0,1] and v;(z;) = 0 for all j.
J

n—1
Consider the functions 5,9 = Z ;0 Tg as random variables on the probability space
§=0

(X(b Borel, 70)

Proposition 8.7. Let ¢; : X; — R be the functions like in Lemma [§1l Then for every
h > 0 we have that (¢;) is reducible to an hZ-valued sequence iff (¢;) is reducible to
an hZ-valued sequence.

Proof. First, it is clear that (1¢;) is reducible if (¢;) is. Conversely, suppose that (1;)

is reducible. Then there are h#0 and functions H;:X; +R, Z;: X; —+Z such that

sup || H,lg, < 00, (SpH )52, is tight and ¢»; = H;+hZ; for all j. Applying [43, Lemma 6.3
J

and Theorem 6.5] with the sequence (H;) on the two sided shift (which is possible in view
of Lemma[8T)) we can decompose ¢; = uj—u;410T+M;+hZ;, where M;0oTy is areverse
martingale difference and sup max(||u;||s, || M;||z) < co. Moreover ZVar(Mj) < 0.
i -
j

Now, since M; o Ty is a reverse martingale difference and ZVar(Mj) < oo we have

J
that with probability 1, S;,M can be made arbitrarily small for large j. Thus, by
the Dominated Convergence Theorem we can ensure that E[e?*%i»M] is arbitrarily close
to 1 as j — oo, where t = 2w/h. Now, assume for the sake of contraction that (¢;)
is irreducible. Then, like in the proof of Corollary we see that the «/2 Holder
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operator norms of the transfer operators L7, decays to 0 as n — oo for every nonzero
t, where L;,(h) = L;(he®). Next, we show that under this assumption for every j
we get that E[e®5inM] — 0 as n — oo, which contradicts that E[e?*%»M] is close to 1.
This will complete the proof. In order to prove that E[e?®inM] — 0 as n — oo, let us
first note that M; = ¢; + vj41 0 T] — v; — hZ; for some sequence of functions v; with

sup ||v;laj2 < 0o. Conditioning on the past y;_1,1;_2, ... we have
J

ez‘tsj,nM) eitsj,n¢+ituj+nofjn—ituj )

%5 = 7o(

- / ( /X 6"'*53"”‘15(5‘/‘)*“%%(@”(?/171‘))*“”3'(‘”’x)pj(:c|y_)duj($)) dv;(y™)
0

where y~ = (..., y;j_2,y;-1) and p;(z|y~) is the density of ; conditioned on z =y, k <j,
see §8.21 Next, since p; = (L})*j4n for every realization y~ we have

/ e/ Sin @ @)+t e (T (™ o) Fitos (0752) (0= Y dpr ()
X.

= [ (O Galy )
Xjtn

By Proposition B.6] we have ||p;(:|y7)|laj2 < A for some constant A. Therefore

(8.8) [ (e M) < CILT a2

By the foregoing discussion lim yj(eitsj’"M ) = 0 and the proof of the proposition is
n—oo

complete. 0

8.4. Proof of Theorem [3.1] in the irreducible case. By Lemma B there are
sequences of functions ¢; : X; — R and u; : X; — R such that sup || fj[[a2 < 00,
J

sup [|u;lla2 < 00 and 9; = ¢; o m; + uj4q © 05 — uj. Let L; be the transfer operators
J
corresponding to p1; and for every t € R let £;,(g) = L£;(ge™?).
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 dg, C, co>0 such that for every t €[—d, dy| we have

|”yo(€it5"w)| S Coe—coogﬁ

where 0, = [|S,¢|| 2.
Lemma 8.9. Let §y be like in Lemma Under the irreducibility assumptions of
Theorem [B.1] for every T > §y we have / Y05 |dt = o(o1).

So<[t|<T

Proof of Lemmal8.8. Arguing like in the proof of Proposition BT, we see that there is
a constant C' > 0 such that for all ¢ and n we have

(8.9) [Yo(e™ )] < CILG oo

Now the result follows from the corresponding result in the one sided case, noting that

[Sn@llz2 = [[Snidl L2 + O(1). B
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Proof of Lemmal[8.9. Since 1; = ¢jom;+ujsq OTj —u;, by Proposition 8.7 the sequence
of functions (¢,) is also irreducible. Thus, the lemma follows from (8.9]) and (6.I]) which
holds in the irreducible case. O

8.5. LLT in the reducible case. Using Lemma 8] 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 B.7 we have R(¢) = R(v). In particular a(¢) = a(v), where a(-) was
defined at the beginning of Section [7l. Now, the decay of the characteristic functions at
the relevant points needed in the proof of Theorem [I.1] can be obtained by repeating
the arguments in the proof of Theorem [B.Il The second ingredient is to expand the
characteristic functions around points in (27/a(¢))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 [[.8 As we have explained before,
it suffices to prove (49). Hence Theorem [[.8 follows from the estimate below.

Proposition 9.1. If all the spaces X, are connected then for every 0 < ¢ < T there
are constants ¢, C' > 0 such that for all n,

(9.1) sup_ |25l < Ceme.

S<[t|<T
Moreover, if o, — oo then (f;) is irreducible.

Proof. Like in the previous section, we can assume that u(fx) = 0 for all k.
Next, fix a sufficiently small interval J such that J N (—d, dg)=0 and let L, be the
number of contracting blocks as before. Then, it is enough to prove that

(9.2) sup || £g ][« < Ce™ .
teJ

If L,, > clno, then ([@2) follows by repeating the proof of Proposition (note that
the arguments in §6.2] yield uniform in ¢t € J bounds on the norms, and not only on
average).

Suppose next that L, < clno,. Let us reexamine to the proof of Lemma (in
particular, we will use all the notations from there). Since all the spaces are connected,
combining Lemma and Remark we see that that all the functions Z, appearing
there are constants. Thus, for all t =ty + h € J and s € A, we have

(93) t.fs = st +tH, — tHs-i—l oT + Zst
with ||gs +||« arbitrarily small, and z, ; is a constant. Since sup || Hy||o < 0o by Lemmal6.§

S
there is a constant ¢; > 0 such that for all n large enough we have

[tSar, Gellzz > con LY > e\ /o,
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where g = {gst + 254 : 5 € I™}. Note that ||tSA4nn§t — tSA;nanoo < 2sup, || Hs||lo and
so |[E[tSa @] < 2sup, ||Hs||o. We conclude that for all n large enough

mn

mn

1
Var(tSa g;) = Var(tSA;nngt) > coop, — 2sup || Hsllo > §coan

where ¢g = cc16p. Since ||gs+||o are small, Proposition .10 gives ||£f;t||* < e~ 120 for
some co > 0 where E,‘;‘ é‘t is defined similarly to E,‘:‘ " but with g; instead of tf. Now using
[©@3) we obtain that ||£24;‘||* < Ce™1%% for some constant C' > 0, and the proof of
(@) is complete.

Finally, we show that (f;) is irreducible. At the beginning of the proof of Corol-
lary L T3((iii) we showed that if # € H then the norms [|£},]| do not converge to 0. On
the other hand, by starting from j instead of 0 and then applyingﬂ (O1) we get that for
every given t # 0 these norms must decay to 0. Thus H = {0} and so by Corollary [1.13]
the sequence (f;) must be irreducible. O

Note that the fact that the spaces are connected was only used in the derivation of
(©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 0, — oo then (f,) is irreducible.

Proof of Theorem[1.4. Taking o < 8 we obtain by Lemma (3] that || f,|lo« — 0. Thus
(@.3) holds with Hy = 2., = 0. O

9.2. Non-lattice LLT on the tori.

Proof of Theorem[33(b). Since the family (7,,) is conjugated to a constant map it suf-
fices to consider the case where T}, = T for all n. Moreover by Franks-Manning Theorem
(B8, [B1]) T is conjugated to a linear map, so it suffices to prove the result when 7" is
linear T'(z) = Az mod 1 where A is a hyperbolic linear map (but the functions (f,,)
are different for different n and they are only Holder continuous).

Let 3 be the symbolic system coding 7" and define F,, = f,, o m where 7(x) is the
point having symbolic expansion x. (Below we denote by x, the symbols of x and
write x,, = ¢"x.) By Sinai’s Lemma Rl F,, = F, + 1, — ¥p41 where F, depends
only on indices n + k for k£ > 0. We want to show that (F,) is irreducible, which by
Proposition B is equivalent to irreducibility of (F},).

Given ¢ we say that orbits x,y,u, v form an (n, ) rectangle if

Tn—k = Un—k, Yn—k = Un—ks Tntk = Untk, Yn+k = Uptk, for k=>1L
Next, we recall the proof scheme of Theorem (the non-lattice LLT). We divided
the interval [T, 7] \ (—dp,dp) into small intervals J. Then for each small interval the
proof involved the number L, = L,(J) of contracting blocks corresponding to J. More
precisely, we had three cases: large, moderate and small number of blocks (i.e. L, is
bounded). That is, as a consequence of Propositions [6.5] and we saw that the
non-lattice LLT can fail only if L, is bounded (for some J) and (F,) is reducible. In

4 Alternatively, note that the above proof of (@I 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 £ and /. Take a ¢ € R such that § < |[¢] < T, where dg

and T are two fixed positive numbers. Let n be large enough. Since [n — ¢ — ¢, n + /]
N

is not a contracting block, by Lemma [5.1l(a) applied to the sum Sy = Z F; we get
j=1
n+e ~ ~ ~ n+e+0 ~ ~ ~ ~
Z [Fi(x)) + Fily;) — Fy(wy) = Fj(v)] = > [Fi(x)) + Fi(y;) = Fj(wy) — Fy(v;)]
j=n—_0—0
(9.4) = hm(x,y,u,v) + O(6")
2

for some # < 1. Here h = %, m(-,+,+, ) is an integer valued function and the first

equality holds because for j > n + £ we have F(x;) = F(v;) and F(y;) = F(u;).
We claim that

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

By Lemma (using the validity of (5.3]) and that ng can always be increased) this
is sufficient to conclude that (@3] holds for all s large enough, and by Proposition
this is sufficient to prove irreducibility, which yields the non-lattice LLT.

The proof of (O.5) will be divided into several steps. Given (x,y,u,v) as above let
Dr(x,y,u,v) = Y [Fi(x;) + Fi(y;) — Fj(w;) = F;(v;)].
JEZ
This series converges since Fn+k (Xn)_Fn—l—k (Vn>7 Fn+k (Yn)_Fn—l—k(un)v Fn—k(xn>_Fn—k(un)a
and F,,_1(yn) — Fn_r(vy) are exponentially small in k. We note the following properties

DF(vauuuv) = DF‘(Xuyvqu)a

Dp(x,y,u,v)= Y [Fi(x;)+ Fi(y;) = Fj(u;) — F;(v;)] + 0(6"),

lj—n|<e+2
Dp(x,y,u,v)= Y [Fi(x)+ Fiy;) — Fj(uy) — Fj(v;)] + O(6").
li—n|<e+E
Combining this with ([9.4]) we see that
(9.6) Dp(x,y,u,v) = hm(x,y,u,v) + O(6)

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

Cn € W(an) NW3(by),  dy € W(an) N W (b,)
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and the induced distances d,(an, ¢,), dy(bn, dn), ds(an, dy,), ds(by, ¢,) are all smaller than
R. We note that given ¢ there exists R such that if (x,y,u,v) is an (n,{) rectangle
then (7(x),7(y),7(u), m(v)) is an (n, R) rectangle and moreover

(9.7) Dp(x,y,u,v) = Dy(w(x),7(y), m(u), 7(v)).
The converse of the above statement need not be true, that is, if (7(x), 7(y), 7(u), 7(v))
is an (n, R) rectangle, (x,y,u, V) is not necessarily an (n, £) rectangle, since 7! 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
(', by Cry ) 10 g€t @i, by, G, dyy, @ € RE s0 that

Cn €ln+EY, bye€in+E, dyeb,+E' @ ed,+E and @ =a,+kn
with k, € Z4, ||k,| < 4R. Here E* and E* are expanding and contracting eigenspaces
of A. Indeed, upon shifting the points by, c,, d, by vectors in Z¢ the rectangle, viewed as
a closed path from a, to a,, can be lifted to a continuous piecewise linear path between
a, and a point a’ of the form a’ = a, + k,, with each linear part being in either the
stable or the unstable direction.

Since E* and E? are linear subspaces of complementary dimensions, given a,,, b, and
k,, the points ¢, and d,, and, hence, the whole orbits of these points are determined
uniquely. We shall denote the corresponding rectangle R, (ay, by, ky,).

Lemma 9.3. There exist n € (0,1) and C' > 0 such that for all n, L € N and k
mes {(a,b) € T? x T? : R,,(a,b, k) is not an image of an (n, L) rectangle} < Cn*
where R, (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 ¢ and d be other two
points of the rectangle. Since the set of points with unique coding has full measure,
see [17] (or Proposition in the present paper), we can assume that there are unique
points x and y such that ¢ = w(z) and b = 7(y). Let j > 0. Note that the distance
between A~7a and A7c does not exceed O’ for some constants C' > 0 and § €
(0,1) since a — ¢ is in the unstable direction (mod 1), and A~ contracts this direction
exponentially fast in j. Reversing the roles of the stable and unstable directions we see
that the the distance between A/b and A7c does not exceed C'6?. Thus, if ¢ does not
have a coding ¢ = w(u) with u; = x; for all j < —L and u; = y; for all j > L then
either the points A~7a and A~7¢ belong to the C3V neighborhood of the boundary P
of the Markov partition for some j < —L or the points A7b and A’c belong to the C'§’
neighborhood of 9P for some j > L. In particular either A~7a is exponentially close to
the boundary for some j < —L or A’b is exponentially close to the boundary for some
j > L. In this case we have

(a,b) € ( U A(Bosu (P)) x Td> U (Td < A‘j(BC(Sj(P))> = Ap

Jj<—-L j>L

where for every measurable set F and ¢ the set B.(FE) is the € neighborhood of E (here
we view A is acting on T¢). Now, each set Bgg; (P) has measure O(nPl) for some



60 LOCAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR EXPANDING MAPS

n € (0,1). Moreover, A’ is measure preserving. Thus
mes(Az) = O(n").

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 5 > —L
and the same symbols as x for z > L then (b, a) belongs to Ar, and the proof of the
lemma is complete. O

Now (@7) shows that if L = / is large enough and [n — ¢ — ¢,n + /] is not a con-
tracting block, then D¢(R,(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) — Df(R,(a,b, k)) is uniformly Hélder, whence
D¢(R,(a,b,k)) can not be close to hZ without being close to a fixed hm,, (k) for all
(a,b) with ||ja —b|| < 4R.

We next claim that

provided that ||k1|, [|ka]|, ||[k1 + k2|| < 4R. To see why this is true, consider the rect-
angles R,,(0,0,k) and R,(0,0,ky) = R,(ki, ki, ko). After lifting these rectangles
to continuous paths on R? we get a path from the origin with four legs in the sta-
ble and unstable directions, alternately. When projected to T¢ this path becomes
R (0,0, k1 + ko) = R, (0, k1, k1 + ko). Thus, R,(0,0, ky + ko) is the union of R, (0,0, k1)
and R,(0,0,k2), and so D¢(R,(0,0,k)) + Df(R,(0,0,k)) = Ds(R,(0,0,k + k2)).
Since the left hand side is close to m,, (k1) +m,(k2) while the right hand side is close to
mn(k‘l + k‘g), (M) follows.
(@.8) shows that there is an integer vector q,, such that

(9.9) lanll < C

and m, (k) = (k,q,), where C is a constant. We claim that g, = 0 and so m,, = 0.
Indeed, since n is large enough neither [n — ¢ — f,n+ ¢ nor [n — 1 — £ —{,n — 1+ /]
are contracting blocks. Then taking (a, b, c,d) which form both (n, R) and (n — 1, R)
rectangles and using that a),, ; —a,11 = A(a);—ay), we conclude that m,, (Ak) = m,_1 (k)
and so

(9.10) qn-1 = A"qn.

On the other hand, since A induces a hyperbolic automorphism of T¢, there is r=r(C)eN
such that if g € Z9\ 0 satisfies ||¢|| < C then ||(A*)"q|| > 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 — ¢ instead of n for
all 0 < ¢ < r. This is possible if n — ¢ — ¢ —r > M, where M was specified at the
begging of the proof. Iterating (O.I0) we get that q,_, = (A*)"q, and so either q,, = 0
or ||g,—.|] > C. Since the second option contradicts (@.9), we conclude that g, = 0.
Hence m, (k) =0 for all £ with ||k|| < 4R. Now (@3] follows from (@.6) and (@.7). O
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