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Abstract

Let s(n) denote the sum of binary digits of an integer n» > 0. In the recent years there
has been interest in the behavior of the differences s(n + t) — s(n), where ¢ > 0 is an integer.
In particular, Spiegelhofer and Wallner showed that for ¢ whose binary expansion contains
sufficiently many blocks of 1s the inequality s(n + t) — s(n) > 0 holds for n belonging to a set
of asymptotic density > 1/2, partially answering a question by Cusick. Furthermore, for such
t the values s(n +t) — s(n) are approximately normally distributed.

In this paper we consider a natural generalization to the family of block-counting functions
N*Y giving the number of occurrences of a block of binary digits w in the binary expansion.
Our main result show that for any w of length at least 2 the distribution of the differences
N*(n +t) — N*(n) is close to a Gaussian when ¢ contains many blocks of 1s in its binary
expansion. This extends an earlier result by the author and Spiegelhofer for w = 11.

1 Introduction and main result

The properties of binary expansions of integers is a commonly studied topic in number theory
and theoretical computer science. Although arithmetic operations on such expansions are easily
performed, their large-scale behavior is far from being fully understood due to propagation of carries.
A problem which showcases this well is a deceptively simple question concerning the binary sum of
digits s, asked by Cusick in 2011 (and later “promoted” to a conjecture). Here and in the sequel
we use the convention N = {0,1,...}.

Conjecture 1.1 (Cusick). For all t € N the natural density
¢, =dens{n € N:s(n+1t)>s(n)}
satisfies ¢ > 1/2.

It can be verified that ¢; is well-defined, as a consequence of results Bésineau [2] Lemme 1]
(see also [3, Lemma 3]). Apart from being interesting in itself, the conjecture and the overall
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behavior of the differences s(n 4 t) — s(n) are closely connected with other important problems. In
particular, Cusick’s conjecture is related to the Tu-Deng conjecture [I3] in cryptography. The latter
conjecture, in fact, implies the former and holds almost surely, as proved in [I1]. Furthermore, the
2-adic valuation v of binomial coefficients in column ¢ of Pascal’s triangle satisfies

st 0) - s(m) =50 - (7))

which is a quick corollary of Legendre’s formula [7] for vo(m!). Therefore, the study of Cusick’s
conjecture may yield results on 2-divisibility of binomial coefficients, and vice versa. For more
details and other problems related to the conjecture see [3, Section 3].

Although Cusick’s conjecture remains open so far, in the recent years there has been significant
progress towards proving its validity. It was verified numerically for ¢ < 23° by Drmota, Kauers and
Spiegelhofer [3]. In the same paper they showed that for any € > 0 the inequality 1/2 < ¢; < 1/2+4¢
holds for almost all ¢ in the sense of natural density. A central-limit type result on the distribution
of s(n +t) — s(n) was established by Emme and Hubert [4], where ¢ is randomly chosen from
{0,1,...,28 —1} and k — oo (see also [4, [5]). Spiegelhofer [I0] obtained a lower bound ¢; > 1/2—¢
for all ¢ whose binary expansion of ¢ has sufficiently many maximal blocks of 1s (improving his
result from [9]). All these results were substantially improved in a recent paper of Spiegelhofer
and Wallner [12]. They showed that for each ¢t whose binary expansion contains N > Ny maximal
blocks of 1s (where Ny can be made explicit), the following statements are true:

1. The inequality ¢; > 1/2 holds;

2. For each j € Z we have an asymptotic expression

: _ o 1 2 —1 4
dens{n e N:s(n+t) —s(n) =j} = D) exp ( 0] +O(N~*(logN)*), (1.1)

as t — oo, where k(t) denotes the variance of the corresponding distribution and satisfies a
simple recursion.

The first result is particularly important, as it reduces the task to proving that ¢; > 1/2 for ¢ such
that N < Ny. However, as Cusick himself stated in private communication, the remaining case
N < Ny is the hard one. Indeed, for small N the approximation by a Gaussian distribution is
apparently not precise enough, and thus other methods need to be developed.

While the full conjecture seems out of reach for the moment, we may as well ask whether the
results obtained so far hold for a more general class of functions describing radix representations
of integers. There are a few natural directions to consider, one of them being an extension to an
arbitrary base b > 2. For the base-b sum of digits s;, Hosten, Janvresse and de la Rue [6] proved
that sp(n+t) —sp(n) again satisfies a central-limit type result. Moreover, they estimated the error of
approximation of the corresponding cumulative distribution function (after scaling) by a Gaussian.
Interestingly, in the binary case neither this result, nor the expression (L) seems to imply the
other.

Another possible generalization is concerned with other patterns in integer expansions. In this
direction, the author and Spiegelhofer [8] proved an analogue of the asymptotic formula ([IT]), where
the binary sum of digits is replaced with the function r, counting the occurrences of the block 11



in the binary expansion. More precisely, they obtained for each j € Z the asymptotic expression
(formulated in an equivalent way):

dens{n € N': r(n + ) — r(n) = j} = \/;ﬂ_vt exp (-21—Ut> LO(NlogN)),  (12)

where N has the same meaning as before, and v, denotes the variance of the corresponding distri-
bution. Note that here the error term is better by factor of (log N)? in comparison with (L)), and
the same improvement should be possible there.

In the present paper we continue this particular line of research and extend the formulas (L)
and ([2)) to functions counting the occurrences of any string w of binary digits. More precisely, we
let N*(n) denote the number of occurrences of w in the binary expansion of n € N. In particular,
we have s(n) = N'(n) and r(n) = N**(n). In the case when w begins with a 0 and contains a 1,
when computing N*“(n) we will use a standard convention (as in [I]) that the binary expansion of
n is preceded by a block of leading zeros of suitable length (see (2.I]) below for a precise definition).

For each t € N we define the function d}’: N — Z, given by

df(n) = NY(n+t)— N*(n), (1.3)
characterizing the change of N*(n) under addition.

Remark. When w = 0%, that is, w is a string of £ zeros, the behavior d?l is slightly irregular when
the binary expansions of n,n +t have different lengths. For the sake of convenience we will apply a
“correction” to the definition of d(t’e in this case (see [@I)) below). When ¢ is fixed, the set of such
n € N has density 0, hence the modification does not affect our results.

As we will show in Proposition [£.2] below, for each t € N and k € Z the set
DY (k) ={neN:d¥(n) =k}

can be expressed as a (possibly infinite or empty) union of arithmetic progressions of the form
{2*m+b:m € N}, wherea € Nand b € {0,1,...,2*—1}. As a result, there exist natural densities

6y (k) = dens D} (k),

which sum up to 1 for each fixed w,t. Throughout the paper, we can thus identify 6; with a
probability distribution on Z.

We may exclude the case w = 0 from our considerations, and assume that w has length at least
2. Indeed, when the binary expansions of n and n +t have the same length, we get d?(n) = —d}(n).
But for fixed ¢ the set of such n has density 1, and thus §?(j) = 6;(j) for all j € Z. Hence, the
asymptotic formula (L)) holds when the left-hand side is replaced with 69 (j).

We now state our main result, where v;” denotes the variance of the distribution 46;”, equal to
its second moment (as we will see, the mean is 0 for each t):

v = k6 (k).
keZ

We note that v;” can be computed using a set of recurrence relations, given in Corollary



Theorem 1.2. Let w be a string of binary digits of length at least 2. For t € N let N denote the
number of mazximal blocks of 1s in its binary expansion. Then for each k € Z we have

5 (k) = ﬁ exp (-%) +0 (%) , (1.4)

as N — oo, where the implied constant depends only on w and can be made explicit.

Remark. As is the case with (II]) and ([2]), we can argue that over each interval [—kg, ko] the
main term dominates the error term asymptotically. We use Proposition [Al below, which says that
mN < v < MN for certain explicit constants M > m > 0. Choose a constant C' € (0,/m). If N
is large enough that Cy/Nlog N > ko, then for any k € [—kq, ko] we have

1 k2 1 CleogN> 1 2
exp|—— | > ——exp [ — > N—(m+C7)/2m. 1.5
V2mop P < 21);““) ~ V2rMN P < 2mN T V22T M (1.5)

where the exponent is strictly greater than —1 due to the choice of C. Hence, the last expression
is asymptotically of higher order than N~!(log N)2.

The overall idea used to prove this result is similar as in [8] and relies on analyzing the behavior of
the moments and characteristic functions 74 of the distributions d;”. The key technical ingredients
are the following.

(A) Linear bounds on the variance v}’ in terms of N.
(B) Quality of approximation of ~;* around 0 by a Gaussian characteristic function.
(C) An exponential upper bound on the tails of ;.

The main contribution of the present paper lies in showing that these properties still hold for
arbitrary w. This presents much higher technical difficulties than in the previous results, as most
of the time we cannot rely on formulas with concrete numerical coefficients, and instead need to
resort to various approximations. Once properties (A)—(C) are established, the rest of the proof is
essentially the same.

We now briefly outline the contents of the remainder of the paper. Section [2] describes the
notation and terminology. In Section Bl we state precisely the three main technical ingredients (A)—
(C) in our paper and show that they imply Theorem Later sections are devoted to proving
these results. Basic properties and recurrences relations connecting the distributions ;" for various
t are established in Section [l To state these relations, we introduce certain conditional probability
distributions which play an essential role throughout the whole proof. Along the way, we show that
the densities d;”(k) indeed exist. In Section B we study the means of these conditional distributions.
Section [l focuses their second moments and culminates in the proof of (A). Sections[7land § contain
the proof of (B) and (C), respectively.

2 Notation and terminology
We start with some notational and naming conventions related to binary words. Most of these are

rather standard and follow [I]. When referring to binary digits, we always use typewriter font 0, 1.
We let {0,1}* denote the set of all finite words (strings, blocks) on the alphabet {0, 1}, including



the empty word e. The length of w € {0,1}* is denoted by |w|. The set of words of length
k € N is denoted by {0,1}*. If w = wiws - wg, where w; € {0,1}, then the reversal of w is
w! = wpwy_1 - - -wy. The bitwise negation of w is W = Wy - - - W, where 0 = 1,1 = 0. The notation
e¥, where £ € {0,1}*, is a shorthand for ¢ repeated k times. For a word w = w,,wy,_1 - - - wiwo,
where w; € {0,1}, we let [w]s denote the integer represented by w in base 2, where the leftmost
(leading) digit is the most significant, namely [w]s = 77" 27w;. We note that leading zeros are
allowed and will often appear when we require w to have specified length. If n € N, then we refer
to any w satisfying [w]s = n as a binary expansion of n. Conversely, if n € N, then (n)s denotes
the canonical binary expansion n, namely the unique string w € {0, 1}* without leading zeros such
that [w]z = n (in particular, (0)2 = €). For v,w € {0, 1}* we say that w is a prefix of v if v = wa for
some z € {0,1}*. Similarly, w is a suffix of v if v = zw. More generally, w is a subword (factor) of
v if v = 2wy for some z,y € {0,1}*. The number of occurrences of w in v as a subword is denoted
by |v|w, where we allow distinct occurrences to overlap. The function N* can be thus defined by

N*(n) = [0I“I=} (n)a]u, (2.1)

following the convention of preceding the canonical binary expansion with leading zeros. Note that
this has no effect on the value of N*(n) when w starts with a 1 or w is a block of zeros. On the
other hand, when w starts with a 0 (and contains a 1) it sometimes causes an additional occurrence
of w. For example, we have (9)2 = 1001 but N°?(9) = [001001|po; = 2. In particular, the number
of maximal blocks of 1s in the binary expansion of ¢ € N, which often appears in our results, can
be written as N°(t).

We turn to the notation concerning matrices and vectors. Throughout the whole paper, their
rows and columns will be indexed starting from 0. We let 1 denote a column vector whose all
entries are 1. Similarly, O denotes a matrix of with all entries 0. Their sizes will always be clear
from the context. For a matrix A = [ajr]o<j<m,0<k<n With complex entries we let || Al/~ denote its
row-sum norm (infinity norm):

0<j<m

n
1Alloo = max Y |ajul.
k=0

Finally, ¢ always denotes the imaginary unit and we write e(f) as a shorthand for exp(ii}).

3 Idea of the proof

Here and in the sequel we consider w to be a fixed string of length ¢ = |w| > 2, consisting of digits
0,1. Therefore, we often omit w in the superscript when it does not cause ambiguity, and simply
write N = N, dy = d}’, 6 = 9}", etc.

The general idea of the proof of Theorem [[.2is the same as in [12] [§]. Nevertheless, we describe
it in full for the sake of completeness. To begin, we state the three main technical ingredients from
which Theorem will follow. Firstly, we give linear bounds on the variance v;. We note that the
proof of Theorem will only use the lower bound, however the upper bound was is needed in
(T3 to prove that the error term in its statement is small.

Proposition A. There exist constants M > m > 0 such that for all t € N we have

mN(t) < v < MN®(t),



and we can choose ) 30019
L 3+?)

m= = of—2

Secondly, let «; be the characteristic function of the distribution d;:

7(0) = 3 61(k) e(kb).

keZ

We consider its Gaussian approximation 4;", defined by
v
51(0) = exp (—56%) .
The following proposition gives an estimate of the error of such approximation over an interval.

Proposition B. For any 6y > 0 there exists a constant K(6y) > 0 such that for all t € N and
0 € [0, 00] we have
17 (0) =4 (0)] < K (6o) N ()]0,

and we can choose

192 (3 +196p)°

K(0y) = 44 (57 + =0 + 5 exp(3600 + 1993)) .

Finally, we have an upper bound on |v;(6)], given in terms of an exponential function.

Proposition C. There exists a constant L > 0 such that for all t € N satisfying N°*(t) > £+ 3 we
have
17 (0)] < exp(—LN°'(t)6?),

and we can choose

2

L=————.
20+2(( + 3)

As already mentioned, proving these results requires a substantial refinement of the approach
used in [12, [§]. In particular, we have made an effort to obtain possibly simple statements, while
ensuring that the constants are explicit functions of £. With a more detailed analysis it should be
possible to improve them even further.

We now show how these ingredients imply Theorem [[.2l To simplify the notation, until the end
of this section we will write N = N°(¢). Moreover, we use symbolic constants, as in the above
propositions, and their numerical values can be used to retrieve the implied constant in Theorem
as a function of £ = |w].

The value 0;(k) can be extracted via the formula

5 (k) = - /W ~(8) e(— k) d. (3.1)

2 J_,

log N
90=c,/gT,

We split this integral at +6y, where



and C' > 0 is a constant satisfying C? > max{1/(2L),1/m}. Hence, we only consider N sufficiently
large, such that 6y < 7.

The integral over [—6g, 6p] is approximated by replacing 7; with 44, and then extended to R,
which gives

9o - .
% |, O)e(=kt) b = %/W 40(0) e(—k8) df — %/9 5(0) e(—k0) do.

By the well-known inversion formula, the first integral equals the probability density function of
normal distribution N(0,v¢), evaluated at k:

1 [ 1 k2
) () e(—k0) db = Nor exp (_2_vt) . (3.2)

This is the main term in Theorem
At the same time, for any ¢ > 0, we have the standard estimate

/ exp(—ch?) df < / v exp(—ch?) df = L exp(—cfp). (3.3)
0o 0o 90 2090

As a consequence, we get

/Oo 1(0) e(—k0) d9’ < /:o exp (—%92) = 1 exp (—%93)

0o Bovy

_ L N ycweny oL (1
Cuv; \| log N ~ CmNlog N NlogN )’

where the last inequality follows from Proposition [Aland C? > 1/m.
Now, by Proposition [Bl the error introduced when approximating ~; is bounded by

0o

< [ K@)NOP &0 = O(N§2) = O (M> .

0o

Finally, the tails of the integral (31 can be estimated with the help of Proposition [Cl and [A}

™ 1
<2 —LN#*) db <
= / exp/ )49 < 175

/ v (0) e(—k0) df
QOSW‘SW 0o 0

1
exp(—LN@3) = O (NlogN) ,

where we have again used B3] and C' > 1/(2L).
Adding up (8:2) and the error terms, we get the statement of Theorem [[L2
4 Basic properties and recurrences

In this section we establish some basic facts and derive recursive formulas, which will serve as a
starting point towards proving Propositions [A] -



4.1 Existence of the densities

To begin, we describe the modification of d¥ in the case w = 0°, mentioned in Section [ More
precisely, we define

£ £ 14
dy (n) =N (n+1t) = N (n) — |(n + t)a| +|(n)2], (4.1)
where the two last terms “correct” the behavior of the function. In particular, if the canonical

binary expansions (n + )2 and (n)z have identical length, then this formula is consistent with the
definition (L3]) for general w. Moreover, for each fixed ¢ the set of such n has density 1, hence the

densities 5?[(]{3) remain the same regardless of this modification.

We now give a simple but useful fact, which says that d;(n) only depends on the digits affected
by the addition n + ¢, together with a “buffer” of length ¢ — 1. The modification described above
allows us to state it in a consistent way for all w.

Lemma 4.1. Let x,2 € {0,1}* be such that |z| = |z|, and let u € {0,1}*~L. Then for any
v € {0,1}* we have
[vuz|y — [vux|w = |uz]w — [Ux]w.

In particular, if t € N and [z]2 = [x]2 + t, then
di([vuzx)e) = |uzlw — |ux|y.

Proof. Since |u| = £ — 1, any occurrence of w in vux (resp. vuz) must be either fully contained in
either vu or uz (resp. uz). Hence,

[vuz|y — [vux)y = [vuly + [uz|w — (JVu]w + [uzly) = |uzlw — 62w

In the second part of the statement, we have [vuz]s +t = 2/%/[vu]y + [x]s +t = [vuz]s (here we use
the assumption |x| = |z]). If w # 0%, then

di([ouzl]e) = |Olflvuz|w - |Oeflvu:1:|w = |uz|w — |ux|w.

If w = 0 and vu contains a 1, then the canonical binary expansions of n = [vuz]s and n +t =
[vuz]s (obtained by removing leading zeros) have the same length, which again yields the desired
formula. Finally, if w = 0° and vu is a string of zeros, then we can write z = 0¥(n + t), and
x = 0™(n)q for some m >k > 0. Then

d?" (n) = |(n + B)alor — [(M)2lor + [(n+ £)a] = |(n)s]

= (|0 z]ge — k) — (|07 z|ge —m) — m 4+ k = |uz|oe — |ux|ye.
O

We now argue that for each ¢ € N the densities d;(k) indeed exist. For a word z € {0,1}* we
use the notation
A(z) = 21°IN + [z]5,

that is, A(x) is the arithmetic progression consisting of n € N whose binary expansion ends with
x. For t € N put h(t) = |(t)2] and consider the family F;, consisting of all arithmetic progressions
of the form A(ux), where u € {0,1}*~! and z satisfies one of the following conditions:



(T) = €{0,1}"® and [z], < 2"®) —¢;
(IT) 2 = 01%y, where s € N and y € {0,1}"® is such that [y]s > 2M®) —¢.

Note that F; is a partition of N and only depends on w through ¢.
The following proposition shows that the sets D;(k) are unions of progressions from JF; and gives
some of their properties.

Proposition 4.2. For each t € N and k € Z the set Di(k) is a (possibly infinite or empty) union
of arithmetic progressions from Fy.
Moreover, the following properties hold:

(a) if w ¢ {01}, then Di(k) = @ when |k| > h(t)/2 + 3;

(b) if w € {0° 1%}, then Dy(k) is a finite union of arithmetic progressions from F;, and their
differences are at most 22MO+Ikl+HE1,

Proof. Put h = h(t) for brevity. Observe that for A(ux) € F%, if we write a binary expansion of
n € A(ux) as vuzx, the addition n + ¢ only affects the suffix . More precisely, if = is of the form
(I), then let z € {0, 1}" be such that [z]s +t = [2]2. By Lemma 1] for all n € A(ux)

di(n) = |uz|y — |ux|w. (4.2)

If x is of the form (II), let z € {0,1}" be such that [y]2 +t = [1z]2. Again, by Lemma A1l for all
n € A(uzx) we have
di(n) = [ul0°z|y — [401°Y]4. (4.3)

In either case, we can see that the function d; is constant on each progression in F;, which implies
the main part of the statement.

We now proceed to prove (a) and (b). Starting with (a), let w ¢ {0, 1¢}. Consider an overlap
of w, namely a word r such that w = wir = rwy for some nonempty w,ws. Let ¢ = |r| be the
maximal length of an overlap and put p = £ — q. Then we have 0 < ¢ < ¢ —2 (or 2 < p < /¢) and
for any word v € {0,1}* of length |v| > ¢ the inequality

lvl—q _ Jv[-¢

[v]w < =—+1.
p p
Applying this to [@2), if z is of the form (I) and n € A(ux), we get
- h—1 h+1
|dt(n)|gw+1§7+1:;,

2

In the case (II), we need to bound the values |u10°z|y, |u01%y|,, appearing in (@3)). This is done
similarly for both expressions so we focus on the first one. When s < p, we obtain
10%z| — ¢ h h
] e S )
p p 2

[u10%z], <

On the other hand, when s > p, the word w cannot contain 0° as a factor because of w # 0°.
Hence, there are at most 2 occurrences of w in ©10°z which overlap with 0°: one which ends, and
one which begins inside 0°. We thus obtain

h—( h
0072 < Jully + 2+ |2lw <3+ ——+1< 5 +3.
p



Moving on to (b), we only consider w = 1¢, as the proof for w = 0 is similar. In the case (I) there
are only finitely many progressions A(uz). In the case (IT) we have [u10°z|,, = |ul|w—+|2|w < h—€+2
and |[u01°y|, > s — £+ 1. This means that |di(n)| > max{s —h+ 1,0} for n € A(ux). Thus, D.(k)
can be expressed as a finite union of arithmetic progressions: A(ux) of difference 2"+¢~! and
A(u01%y) of difference 2"+*¢  where the inequality |k| > s+ h — 1 must be satisfied. After a small
rearrangement, we get precisely (b).

(]

This result implies that the densities 0;(k) = densD;(k) are indeed well-defined and sum to 1
for fixed t. Therefore, §; can be viewed as a probability mass function on Z.
In the following result, we show a symmetry relation between the distributions § and &} .

Proposition 4.3. For allt € N and k € Z we have

Proof. Consider the same family F; of arithmetic progressions A(ux), as in the proof of Proposition
For each z let 2’ € {0,1}* be such that |2'| = |z| and [z]2 + ¢ = [2']s. We claim that if
A(uz) C DY (k) for some k € Z, then A(ux’) C D (—k). Observe that [2/]a+t = 21#| —1—[2/]y+1 =
217l —1 — [z]y = [F]s. Hence, by Lemma &I for all n € A(ux) and m € A(uz’) we have

di’ (n) = [ua’| — |uzly = [u2ly — [@F|w = —d; (m),

which proves our claim. L
To finish the proof, note that the mapping A(ux) — A(uz’) is a bijection on F; and preserves
the density of the progression. Therefore, it also preserves density when extended to the sets D}’ (k).
O

4.2 Recurrence relations

Our next goal is to establish recurrence relations for the distributions d; and associated characteristic
functions ;. To achieve this, we partition Dy (k) into 2! subsets, each containing numbers with
a different residue class modulo 2¢~1. More precisely, for j = 0,1,...,2"" — 1 and k € Z we define

Dy j(k) ={neN:d:(2" 'n+j) =k}
so that the aforementioned partition is

20—t 20—
Dik)= |J Dek)n27'N+j) = [ @Dy (k) + ).
j=0

Jj=0

We briefly discuss how Proposition applies to the sets Dy ;(k). For fixed k € Z write
Dy(k) = U ex A(x), where X C {0,1}* is a finite set and A(z) € F; for z € X. Since each A(x)
has difference > 2°~!, the intersection A(z) N (27N +5) = A(z) N (271D, ; (k) +4) is either empty
or equal to A(z). As aresult, we have D, ;(k) = Uzer A(z) for some X; C X, where 7 is obtained
from x by deleting its suffix of length £ — 1. By (a) in the same proposition, in the case w ¢ {1¢,0¢}
we have Dy j(k) = @ if |k| > h/2 + £. By (b), in the case w € {0%,1°} the union is finite, and the
differences of A(Z) can be bounded by 22+l where h = |(t)a].

10



Moving on, it is clear that there exist densities
0u,;(k) = dens Dy ;(k),

and we have the equality
2=t

(k) = 221 D bk,
=0

-1
J

If we introduce a probability distribution on N, where the measurable sets are generated by F; and
their probabilities are equal to densities, then d; ; equals the conditional probability of D;(k), given
201N + 5.

Remark. The identity in Proposition can be refined to

6105 (k) = 6175 (—k),
where j' = —(j 4+t + 1) mod 2/~ (this is not needed for our main result). The proof is similar and
left to the reader.

We now derive recurrence relations involving the densities d; ; (k). To begin, unless w = 0f,n =0,
the function N satisfies the recurrence relation

1 ifn=[w]y (mod 2%,

N"(n) = N*“([n/2]) + {0 if n # [w]z (mod 2€)-

As a consequence, we obtain
di(n) = dv([n/2]) + ¢(t, n), (4.4)
where t' = |(t +n)/2] — |n/2] = |¢/2] + (tn mod 2), and
1 ift=[wla—n#0 (mod 2%,
ot,n)=q—1 ift#w)la—n=0 (mod 2%,
0  otherwise.

We note that (@) holds also for w = 0° and all n € N due to the convention ([AI]). Using this
relation, we obtain the following result.

Proposition 4.4. For allt € N,j € {0,1,...,2°"t — 1} and k € Z we have

61,5 (k) = %5t',u/2j (k —(t, 7)) + %5t’,Lj/2j+2@*2(k —p(t, 271 + ),
where t' = |t/2] + (tj mod 2).
Proof. We have the equalities
Dij(k)={2neN:d;(2'n+j) =k}U{2n+1 €N d;(2n+ 21 +j) =k}
=2{n €N:dp (2" In+ [j/2]) + o(t. ) = k}
U@R{neN:dy(2n+272+ |j/2)) + (t, 27 + ) = k} + 1)
= 2Dy j/2) (k — @(t,§)) U 2Dy ae—2 o) (k — (£, 27 + ) + 1),

Corresponding recurrence relations for the densities d; j(k) follow immediately. O
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The initial conditions for é; ; are

1 ifhk=0,
%0,5(k) = {0 if k0

For t =1 and j odd, the formula in Proposition 4] also involves d; ;; on the right-hand side:

1 . 1 _ .
61,5(k) = 551,U/2j (k —(1,5)) + 551,U/2j+2@*2(k — (1,27 + ).

This leads to a system of linear equations, where in the case w € {0, 1¢} there are infinitely many
variables, corresponding to nonzero densities 41 ;(k). It is more convenient to recover these values
using characteristic functions (see Proposition below).

Let ; denote the characteristic function of the distribution §;, namely

71(6) = 3 _ e(kt)3:(k).
kEZ
Similarly the characteristic function of é; ; will be denoted by
Y.(5,0) =) e(k)dr (k).
kEZ

We then have the equality
2¢1 1

1(0) = o= 1,3 (3,0)-

Jj=0

Furthermore, Proposition [£4] translates into the recurrence relation

1 . 1 _ .
Yt,5(0) = 3 e(o(t, 1)0) v, 5/2)(0) + 3 e(e(t, 27 + )0y /2 rae—2(0), (4.5)

where again t' = |t/2] + (tj mod 2). We can rewrite it in a more convenient matrix form. First,
define length 2! column vectors

T
Li=[wo - Yeoe-1-1]
and 2671 x 2071 coefficient matrices

A(0) = [ae (4, k)lo<jkeae-1,  Be(0) = [b:(J, K)lo<jpcae—1,  Ct(0) = [t (4, k)]o<jpc2e-15

where
ac(j, [1/2]) =

ar(4, /2] +2°7%) =

ai(j, k) =0 otherwise,

e(p(t, 5)0),

e(p(t,j+2710),

N~ N~

12



and
) a(j, k) if j is even,
b ) = 4 0T
0 if § is odd,
and

(o) = 0 if j is even,
PR =N aG k) i s odd.

In other words, B; (resp. C;) is obtained by replacing all entries in odd (resp. even) rows of A; with
zeros (recall that indexing of entries starts at 0). Visually, A; can be written the form

o 0 - 0 Dot 0 - 0
p1 O 0 Dae—141 0 0
0 P2 0 0 p2£71+2 0
A, = % 0 ps 0 0 por-1ig 0 |
0 0 crr Par—1_9 0 0 e Poe_o
[0 0 -+ pyiy 0 0 o poe_y)

where in the case t =0 (mod 2¢) we have p,,, = 1 for all m, while for t # 0 (mod 2¢) we get

e(—60) if m = [w]s,
pm=1e(l) ifm=ws—t (mod?2°),
1 otherwise.

101 0 1 0 10 1 0 10
11 01 0 11 o 1 0 1lef® 0 1 0
A0_50101’ Al_io e 0 1| A2_§ 0 1 0 1|’
01 0 1 0 e 1% 0 1 0 e 0 1
1 0 1 0 1 0 €9 90
1{1 0 €% o 111 0 1 0
' Aﬁ_io 1 0 1|’ A7_§o 1 0 1|’
0 e 0 1 0 e o0 1
andAH_g:At.

We now state the main result of this section, which gives a recursive formula for the vectors I';.

Proposition 4.5. For allt € N we have

Lai(0) = A2 (0)1'4(0), (4.6)
Lat41(0) = Baeg1 (0)T¢(6) + Cor1 (0)'e41(6). (4.7)

Moreover, Tg(0) =1 and T'1(0) is the unique solution T'(0) of the system of equations
(I = C1(0))T(0) = B (0)1,

where I denotes the identity matriz of size 2¢71.

13



Proof. The recurrence relations satisfied by I'; follow straight from (@.3]).

It is also clear that all components of I'y are identically equal to 1, while the system of equations
satisfied by T’y is a consequence of identity (&7]) applied to ¢t = 0. Hence, it remains to show that
the determinant of the matrix I — C1(0) is not identically 0. We will in fact prove a bit more,
namely that

) 2—e(f) if w=0°
det(I — C1(9)) = 3 2 —e(—0) ifw=1¢
1 otherwise.

In other words, we claim that det(I — C1(6)) is equal to the product of the entries on the diagonal,
where the only contribution of —C4(8) is —1/2e(p(1,2¢ — 1)8) in the bottom right entry. To prove
this, we show that swapping row (resp. column) [z]z with row (resp. column) [2]s, for each = €
{0, 1}*~! transforms I —C} into a lower-triangular matrix. Since I is unaffected by these operations,
it is sufficient to focus on C;. By definition, this matrix has nonzero elements precisely at positions
([ul]a, [0u)2), ([ul]2, [1u]2), where u € {0,1}*~2. After performing the described operation we get a
matrix with nonzero elements at positions ([1v]2, [v0]2), ([1v]2, [v1]2), where v = u® € {0,1}¢72. Tt
is easy to see that [v0]z < [v1]s < [1v]2, and our claim follows. O

Remark. One can as well write relations for “glued” vectors [Fg},lt, I‘g},ltﬂ, e ,l"ge,l(Hl)]T in
block form so that they only involve two distinct coefficient matrices (with blocks being Ay, B, Ct
and zero matrices), as was the case in [§]. In the present paper, we find it more convenient to deal

with a larger number of smaller matrices.

As mentioned earlier, having an expression for I';, we can extract the densities d; ; (k). Moreover,
by the proof of the proposition (or Proposition L4(a)), ~: ; is an entire function of § € C when
w ¢ {0%, 1}, Even if w € {0%,1°}, the poles of 7, ; can only be of the form § = +ilog2+2kn, k € Z.
Hence, we also get a corollary concerning the moments of corresponding probability distributions.

Corollary 4.6. For eacht € N and j = 0,1,...,2°"1 — 1 all moments of & ; exist and are finite.

In the remainder of this section we give some remarks and properties of the matrices A, By, Cs.
First, since ((t,n) only depends on the residue of t modulo 2, it is clear that so do the matrices
Ay, By, Cy. Moreover, we will often need to consider these matrices evaluated at § = 0 so for brevity
we introduce the notation

A=A,0), B=B0), C=00),

where each expression is independent of ¢.
We now prove two important lemmas. The first one concerns the shape of the products of By, Ct,
which naturally occurs when iterating the recurrence relation in Proposition

Lemma 4.7. Let h > 1 and choose any €g,€1,...,en—1 € {0,1}. Put ©(0) = B and t(1) = C.
Then the entry at position (j, k) in the matriz product t(eg)t(e1) - - T(ep_1) is

12" if j = (2"k + [en—1---€0]2) mod 27,
0 otherwise.

In particular, if h > £ — 1 then the product has all entries 1/2h in row number [gg_g - -€180]2, and
0 elsewhere.
Consequently, for h > £ — 1 the matriz A" has all entries equal to 1/21.
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Proof. Let u( k) denote the entry at position (j, k) in the product t(g¢)t(e1) - --T(ep—1). The proof
is by 1nduct1on on h. For h = 1 our claim is precisely the definition of B and C. Now, assume that
it holds for h and consider multiplying t(go)t(e1) - - - T(ep—1) by T(ep). The matrix T(Eh) has only
one nonzero entry in column &, which lies in row r = (2k+¢5,) mod 2°~1 and equals 1/2. Therefore,
by the inductive assumption we get

Lo Lo 1/2" if j = (2"(2k +ep) + [en—1 - - €0]2) mod 271,
ik 9 Yo 0 otherwise,

which simplifies to the desired expression.
The part concerning A" is obtained by expanding the product A" = (7(0) + 7(1))". O
The following lemma shows that for k& > 2¢ — 2 vectors I'ox, have all components equal to ~yoxr;.

Lemma 4.8. For allt € N, k>2(—2 and j € {0,1,...,271 — 1} we have yor; ;j = Yary-

Proof. By Proposition we have Iox, = A¥=(=DTy, 1. Since k — (£ — 1) > ¢ — 1, Lemma 7]
implies that all the components this vector are identical, and thus equal to their average vyor,. [

5 First moments

In this section we derive some important properties of the first moments m; ; of the distributions
d¢,5, namely

me; =Y kdy (k) = —in] ;(0).

keZ
We arrange them into column vectors
T
M= [myo me1 -+ myge-1 )

By differentiating the relations for T';(f) in Proposition with respect to 6 and evaluating at
0 = 0, we immediately get corresponding recurrence relations for M;.

Proposition 5.1. For allt € N we have

Moy = AMy + Uy,
Moiy1 = BMy + CMp1 + Ugyqq,

where

Uy = —iA,(0)1.

Although these relations can be used to quickly compute the means numerically, for the purpose
of proving our main result we will use other equivalent formulas. First, we provide an expression
for m; ; in terms of a limit.

Lemma 5.2. For allt € N and j =0,1,...,271 — 1 we have

My hrn Z dy( 2f- Yn+ ).
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Proof. We consider two cases, depending on w. If w ¢ {0°,1¢}, then by Proposition E4(a) only
finitely many &, ;(k) are nonzero (for fixed t). It follows that

1
my = kb (k) k lim oot (D (k) N [0,2%))
kEZ kEZ >
21
-1 -1
)\hango?\Z Z di(2°7 n+j4) = hm /\ZdtQ n+j).
k€Z g<n<2?
neDt’]‘(k)
Now, consider the case w € {0%,1°}, where we need to be more delicate. Put h = |(t)] and

choose A > 4h. By the discussion below the definition of D, ;(k) in Subsection [£.2] when |k| < /2,
the set Dy ; (k) is a finite union of arithmetic progressions of the form 2°N+b, where a < 2h+|k| < A
and 0 < b < 2%. Therefore, # (D; (k) N [0, 2’\)) =226, ;(k), and we get

> kb (k Z > d@7n+j). (5.1)

[k|<A/2 |k|<>\/2 0<n<2*
neDt,j(k)

Let Ry denote an analogous sum over the remaining n < 2*, namely
S Y )
[k|>A/2 0<n<2*

nEDt,j(k)

As X — o0, the left-hand side of (B.I) tends to my ;, and it suffices to prove Ry — 0. But for any
n < 2% we have d;(2°"'n+7) <|(2"'n+j +t)2] — £+ 1 < A, so Ry can be bounded by

RIS Y #0umn2) =21 X s ] =2 ¥ s <2 Y M

[k|>A/2 [k|<A/2 k| >A/2 k| >A/2
which tends to 0 as A — oo. The result follows. O

We now give two further equivalent expressions for m; ; in terms of finite sums, which will be
useful for proving various properties of these means.

Lemma 5.3. Lett € N and j € {0,1,...,2°7}. Let 2,y € {0,1}'~1 be such that j = [x]z and
j+t=lyla (mod 2°=1). Then we have

Mg =

g Y (gl hual), (52)

ue{0,1}¢-1

Furthermore, for v € {0,1}* let P(v) denote the set of nonempty prefizes of v which are simulta-
neously suffizes of w. Then

1 _ _
M= 55 P W L (5.3)

PEP(y) pEP(x)
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Proof. We first prove that (5.2) is equal to the limit in Lemma Let £ € N be such that
2071k < j+t < (k+1)271 If w # 0, we have

221 221
Z di(2 I+ ) = (N '(n+k)+ (j +tmod 2°71)) — N2 'n + 5))
n=0 n=0
22 —1
= (N2 '+ (j+tmod 2°7Y)) = N2 'n+j)) + Ex,  (5.4)
n=0
where
2M k-1 k—1
E, = Z N2 'n + (j +t mod 271)) — Z N2 n+ (j +t mod 271)) = O(N).
n=2* n=0

If w = 0%, then due to ([@I) we also need to add to (5.4) the sum

21 -
Z (|(2f—ln+j)2| - |(2€—1n+j +t)2|) = Z (l(n)2| _ |(7’L—|— k)2|)
n=0 —
k—1 22 k-1
=> Il = Y )2l =0N).
n=0 n=22

Let A > ¢ — 1 and write n = [vu]s for some u € {0,1}*~! and v € {0,1}**1. Then the sum in

(E4) becomes
S Y (gl —fourle) =227 3T (fuyh — furl).

ve{0,1}r ¢+ ye{o,1}¢-1 ue{0,1}£-1

Hence, after dividing (5.4) by 2* and passing to the limit, we get (5.2).
Formula (&3] follows from the identity

> fuzle= ) 2P (5.5)

ue{0,1}¢-1 pEP(2)

valid for z € {0,1}*~!, which in turn is obtained by counting the occurrences of w in two ways.
Indeed, fix z and observe that w can only appear in uz at positions such that the overlap of w and
z equals some p € P(z). For given p this happens precisely when v has suffix s such that sp = w,
and there are 2/PI=1 such choices of u. Summing over all p € P(z), we get the total number of
occurrences of w in the words uz, which is the left-hand side of (&.5)). O

As a simple consequence, we obtain a few key properties of the means my ;.

Proposition 5.4. For all t € N we have the following:

2=t 1
(a') E]:O mt7j = 0;

(b) M, is periodic in t with period 2°71;
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(¢) IMifloe <1 — 57

Proof. To prove (a), observe that as j runs over 0,1,...,2”1 — 1, then both z and y (as denoted
in Lemma [5.3)) run over {0, 1}*~1. Therefore,

2¢-1_1

Z my; = 26—1—1 Z Z |uylw — Z Z luz|y | = 0.
§=0

ye{0,1}¢-tue{o,1}¢-1 z€{0,1}¢~ L ue{o,1}¢-1

The same lemma also shows that for fixed j the value of m; ; only depends on ¢t mod 2¢=1 which
gives (b). Finally, part (c¢) follows immediately from (G.3]). O

In particular, from (a) we get an immediate corollary concerning the original distribution J;.

Corollary 5.5. For every t € N the mean of §; is 0.

6 Second moments

In this section we derive some important properties of the variance v; of the distribution d;. Corol-
lary 5.5 implies that v; is equal to the second moment of d;:

v =Y k26,(k) = =7 (0).
kEZ

Our main goal is to prove Proposition [A] and for this purpose we establish a recurrence relation
for v;. This in turn requires us to consider the second moments v, ; of the distributions d; ;, which

are related to v; by the equality
2¢-1_1

1
Ut =51 > v

j=0
The secondary goal of this section, fulfilled in Proposition [6.5] below, is be to prove that for all
5 ked{0,1,..., 20=1_ 1} the differences v;,; — vy are uniformly bounded in ¢. This will turn out to
be a key property in the approximation of v; by the characteristic function of a normal distribution.

Let us define column vectors
T
Vi=lvo w1 oo Upoe-1q]

By taking the second derivative of the relations in Proposition L5l at § = 0 and multiplying by —1,
we get the following recurrence relations.

Proposition 6.1. For allt € N we have

‘/215 - A‘/t + QQtv (61)
Vorr1 = BV + CVig1 + Qatg1,

where
QZt = _2iA/2t(O)Mt - A/Q/t(o)lv
Qaty1 = —2i(By; 11 (0) My + Cy 1 (0)Myy1) — A%, (0)1.

In particular the vectors Q; are periodic in t with period 2°.
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From this, we immediately obtain relations for the variances v;.

Corollary 6.2. For allt € N we have
Uy = V¢ + G2,

1
Vatr1 = 5(”1& + Vit1) + G241,

where

1
q = FlTQt-

The biggest obstacle towards proving Proposition [Al more precisely the v; > |t|o1 part, is the
fact that the values ¢; may not be strictly positive. In the next lemma we show that, apart from
some exceptional cases, we have ¢; > 1/2! which will be sufficient for our purposes. The proof
of this fact is rather technical and relies on a detailed case analysis. We also give an explicit upper
bound for ¢;.

Lemma 6.3. For allt € N we have

Moreover, the inequality

holds unless one of the following cases occurs:
(i) t =0 (mod 2°), where ¢ = 0;

(ii) w € {0171,107 1) and t = 2°~! (mod 2°), where

p— 1 1 .
%—F W—l )

(i) w € {0171, 1071} and t = 271 £ 1 (mod 2%), where

p— 1 .
%—W7

(iv) w € {001°72,010°72,10172, 11072} and t = +£2°~2 (mod 2°), where

1
%Zm-

Proof. By Proposition 3] the second moments corresponding to w and its binary negation w
satisfy v = v for each t € N, so we may assume without loss of generality that w ends with a 0.
Furthermore, for £ = 2 we can verify that our claim holds by direct computation, so we only need
to consider ¢ > 3. In order to simplify the notation, throughout the proof we periodically extend
the definition of m; ; to negative integers ¢, j, with period 21 in both cases.

To begin, we write ¢; more explicitly. If ¢ = 0 (mod 2¢), then Q; is the zero vector and we
reach case (i). Hence, let t # 0 (mod 2°). Put r = |t/2] as well as W = [w]z (which is even)
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and W’ = W/2. The matrix A;(f) has precisely two nonconstant entries: e(—6)/2 at position
(W, W’) mod 2°=%, and e(6)/2 at position (W — ¢, W’ + [—t/2]) mod 2¢~1. By the definition of Q;
we thus obtain

My W' —p — My W if t =2r
2f—lqt _ 1TQt =14 r,W/'—r r,W : s
My 1, W/ —r—1 — Mpw  if £ =20+ 1.

Note that in the case t = 2r 4+ 1 we use the assumption that w ends with a 0 to deduce that B.(6)
contains e(—0)/2 and Cy(6) contains e(#)/2. The upper bound for ¢; now follows from Proposition
E4(c).

We move on to the inequality ¢; > 1/2T!, where we need to estimate the means more precisely.
We consider two main cases, depending on the parity of ¢.

Case I: t = 2r.
If 2= 1g; > 1/4, then we are done. Otherwise, we get

My W' — My W/ —p > Z (63)

To simplify the notation, for € {0,1}*~! we define
0= Y hele= ¥ 20
ue{0,1}¢-1 pEP(x)

as in identity (5.5), where again P(z) denotes the set of nonempty prefixes of z, which are suffixes
of w. For n € Z we also let z,, € {0,1}*~! be such that [v,]s = W' +n (mod 2°~!). By Lemma
we get

2€_1(mT7W’ —mewi—r) = f(r) + f(2-r) = 2f(20)
flan) + fla,)= Y 2P=tp N~ abimt (6.4)

pEP () pEP(x—r)

IN

If (6.3) holds, then f(z,)+ f(z_,) > 3-2¢73 so0 at least one of the sums must contain 2°=2, or both
must contain 273, We consider these (not mutually exclusive) subcases separately.

Subcase Ia: one of f(z,), f(r_,) contains 2¢~2.
This condition holds if and only if at least one of z,,z_, is the suffix of w of length ¢ — 1. Since
the sign of r does not affect f(x,)+ f(z_,), we can assume that this is happens for z,. As a
consequence, we get 7 = W' (mod 2¢71), and thus x_, = 0°~!. For such r we estimate (6.4) from
above, depending on the number of zeros at the end of w.

If w = 0%, then r = 0 (mod 2°7!) so t = 0 (mod 2¢), a case which has already been covered.
If w= 1071, then 2, = x_,, = 0" and zo = 1072, Then it is simple to compute that f(z,) =
f(z_,) =21 — 1 and f(x) = 0, which leads to case (ii). Otherwise, write w = ey10°, where
e€{0,1},1<s</¢—2andy € {0,1}* 2 (y may be the empty word). Then we get x, = y10°
and z_, = 0°~', and therefore

P(zr) = {y10°} UP(y),
P(z_,) ={0":1<h<s}.

20



We thus obtain

l—s—2 s

f(l'r) + f(x_r) S 2€_2 + Z 2j—1 + Z 2h—1 — 2@—2 4 2@—5—2 + 95 _ 9
j=1 h=1

Let us denote the expression of the right-hand side by g(s). By elementary calculus, the maximal

value of g(s) for s € {1,2,...,¢ — 2} is attained when s = ¢ — 2, namely w = £10°~2 for some

e € {0,1}. We have g(¢ — 2) = 271 — 1, which leads to the inequality in the case (iv). To bound

the same expression for other w (when ¢ > 4), we compute the second largest value of g(s), which

occurs for s = ¢ — 3 and s = 1, and equals 3 - 2°73. But this is a contradiction with (6.3).
Subcase Ib: both f(z,), f(x_,) contain 2¢~3.

This condition holds if and only if the suffix of w of length £ — 2 is a common prefix of z,, and x_,..

This is equivalent to
W’ — w’
{ 5 TJ =W= { 2+TJ (mod 2¢72).

From the congruence between the outer terms we get 7 = 0 (mod 2¢72), and further r = 2¢~2
(mod 2¢71), since 2r =t #Z 0 (mod 2°). Substituting this into the congruence, we obtain

W 2073 = {%J (mod 2°72).

Hence, w must equal either 10~ or one of the words 00(10)¢/2~1,1(10)(¢~1/2 depending on the
parity of £. If w = 1071, we get » = W’ (mod 2°~!), which has already been considered in Subcase
Ta. If £ is even and w = 00(10)%/2~1, then we get z, = z_, = (10)*/?2~1 and thus

£/2—1 9t _ 4
fla) + fa,)=2 > 2"t ="—.

h=1 3
Similarly, if £ is odd and w = 1(10)“~1/2  then z, = z_, = (01)“"1/2 and

(£—1)/2
f(xr) + f(I,T) =2 Z 22h72 _
h=1

2 -2
3

In both cases we have f(z,) + f(v—,) < 3273, thus a contradiction.

Case II: t = 2r + 1.
The general reasoning is similar as in the previous case so we omit some details. Again, we assume
that 2¢~1¢; < 1/4, which is equivalent to

3-2073 < 2271(m7‘,W’ — Myg1,w/—r—1) = f@r) + flx_r_1) — 2f(z0) (6.5)

and so we must have f(x,) + f(z_,_1) > 3-2¢73.

Subcase IIa: one of f(z,), f(x_,_1) contains
Again, one of z,,x_,_1 must be a suffix of w and in either case the value of f(z,)+ f(z_r_1)
is the same. Hence, assume that 7 = W’ (mod 2¢~!), which means that z_,_; = 1/~!, and thus
f(z_r—1) = 0 (recall that w ends with a 0). Consider the number of zeros at the end of w. If
w = 0%, then x, = zo = 071, and the right-hand side of (6.5 equals 1 — 2¢~!, a contradiction. If

202,
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w =101, then 2o = 1072, 2, = 0/~1, and the right-hand side of ©3) is 2¢=1 _ 1. This leads to
qr = 1/2%72 where t = 2W' + 1 =271 + 1 (mod 2%), which is case (iii). Otherwise, w ends with
precisely s zeros, where 1 < s < ¢ — 2, and by similar calculations as before we have

f(xr) + f(x—’r—l) S Z 2|p|—1 S 2@-2 + 2@—3 —1<3. 2g_37
pEP(zr)
a contradiction.

Subcase Ilb: both f(x,), f(z_,_1) contain 2°73.
The suffix of w of length ¢ — 2 is a common prefix of x, and x_,_1, and thus

{%J =W= {W/;_TJ (mod 2¢72).

Hence, W’ must be odd and either r =0 (mod 2°72) or r = —1 (mod 2¢~2). We now consider the
possible values of r mod 2¢~1.

If =0 (mod 2¢°1), then w = (10)*/2 or w = 0(10)*~1/2 depending on the parity of £. Then
Ty = 1(01)4/2_1 or T, = (01)“_1)/2, respectively, and x_,._; differs from x, only in the final digit.
Then the same computations as in the case t = 2r yield

flae) + fla—ra) = 5 - 2t — 92 if ¢ is odd,

1 {24 — 4 if £ is even,
3

which is < 3 - 273 both cases, thus a contradiction.

If r = 272 (mod 2°~1), then only the first digit of w is changed compared to the previous case,
namely w = 00(10)*/271 or w = 1(10)*~1/2. This yields precisely the same z, and z_,_1, and
thus the same value f(z,) + f(z_._1).

Finally, if 7 = —1 (mod 2°~!) or 7 = 272 — 1 (mod 2¢7!), we obtain the same possibilities for
w and the set {z,,x_,_1} as before, and thus the conclusion remains the same. O

We state another auxiliary lemma which will be helpful in proving both main results of this
section.

Lemma 6.4. For allt € N we have

1
Vi1 — vy < By

Proof. By Corollary [6.2] we have

Vorp1 — Vot = = (Vi1 — Ut) + Qat41 — Got,

=N =

Vot — Vot41 = §(Ut+1 —Ut) + Q2t42 — Q2t41-

Since
v1 —vo = v1 = 2q1 = 2(¢1 — o),
by simple induction on ¢ and Lemma we get

3 1 1
[ver1 —ve] < 2T€%X|Qt+l —q] <2 (21“ + 21“) = 57 O
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We are now ready to prove Proposition [Al
Proof of Proposition [4l. Define
7y := min{vg, ve1 }, Ry := max{vs, viq1}
Our claim will follow from the chain of inequalities

1
222

3(0+2)
20—2

N't)<r < <R < NOY(¢), (6.6)

for t > 1, where only the left- and rightmost are nontrivial. Concerning the lower bound on v, for
the moment we ignore the special case w € {01,10} and treat it in a different way at the end of
the proof.

For the sake of both inequalities, we establish relations between v, vey1 and vy, vy 41, where
t' is obtained by appending the block 0¥ or 1* to the binary expansion of ¢, for some k > 1. By
Corollary [6.2] we have the equalities

k

Vgky — Up = Z Gory =: 21, (6.7)
h=1

k
1 1 1 1
Uth+1 — <(1 — 2_/€> V¢ + 2—kvt+1> = E ((1 — —2k—h) goh¢ =+ —2k—hq2ht+l> = 22, (68)
h=1

where the second one follows from induction on &, and also

k
1 1 1 1
Vgkpyok 1 — (2_kvt + (1 - 2—k> Ut+1> = E (2]€—hqy"t+2hl + (1 - Qk—h) (J2h(t+1)> =: X3,

h=1
(6.9)
k
Ugk (t41) — Vil = Z Qar(t41) =1 Za. (6.10)
h=1

Starting with the inequality for R;, we need to bound all ¥, from above. For h > ¢ we have
gory = 0 by Lemma [63((i). Applying the upper bound from the same lemma to the remaining

summands in 1, we get
3(¢-1)

ElSWa

and this inequality also holds for 4. By the same properties we also get

k

3 1 3(0+1)

22 < 2¢—1 <€_1+22kh> < 2¢—1 ’
h=¢

and again the same upper bound on ¥X35. Therefore, we obtain

1 1 3(4+1
ngt —Hl&X{Ut—FZl, (1— 2_k> V¢ + 2—kvt+1—|—22} S Rt-'—%’
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and an identical bound on Rgrsior_1. If we now divide the binary expansion (¢)2 into maximal
blocks of 0s and 1s and let N*(t) denote their number, then by induction we get

3(6+1)
901

(L+1)

. 3
R < Ry + N*(t) < Ry + = NOY(2).

At the same time, Corollary and Lemma imply
3
Ry =v1 =2¢q: < Gy

and the upper bound on R; in (6.6) follows.

Moving on to the lower bound on 7, we assume that ¢ is even in X1, 35, and odd in X3, ¥4.
Also, as mentioned before, for the moment we exclude the case w = 01, 10. If w is not of the form
appearing in cases (ii)—(iv) of Lemma[6.3] (which rules out £ = 2), then all summands corresponding
to h < ¢ —1 in each X,, are at least 1/2£+1 > 1/2%_27 and thus we get

1

Yin 2 9220—2"

(6.11)
(In particular, the assumed parity of ¢ ensures that these summands are nonzero.) The same
inequality holds when w € {0105_27 110¢72,001¢72, 101€_2}7 where each summand is again bounded
from below by 1/22¢=2.

If w € {017,101} for some £ > 3, then by Lemma [6.3] for ¢ odd we have gon, > 1/2°F! when
h < £ —1. At the same time, goe-1, > —1/2°"1 and gon, = 0 when h > £ —1. In the case £ > 7, this
is enough to conclude that X1, %, satisfy (611). In the case 3 < ¢ < 6, the same inequality can be
verified numerically for all odd ¢ < 2¢, where it is sufficient to consider k = £ — 1 (since gqe—1, is the

only negative summand).
Moving on to Xz, by Lemma [6.3(ii) we have the following lower bounds on its summands:

1/2%-2 ifh=1,

041 : _
<1_ 1 >qw+ 1 s > 1/2 ifl<h</(-1,
2k—h 2k=h —1/2 ifh=0-1,

0 if h>¢—1.

Hence, if k < ¢ — 1, only two first cases can occur, and Xy satisfies (GIT). If £ > 7 and k > ¢ — 1,
we reach the same conclusion. Finally, for 3 < ¢ <6 and k > ¢ — 1 we have the inequality

k -1
1 1 1
Yo=3%1+ ok g 2"(goni1 — done) > BYaSY + oF E 2"(qane 1 — Gore);
h=1 h=1

and it can be verified numerically that for any odd ¢ < 2° the sum on the right-hand side is
positive. In a similar fashion we get X3 > 1/2¢+1. This proves that (6.11]) holds in all cases, except
for possibly w € {01, 10}. This in turn implies the lower bound on r, in (6.6 by a similar induction
as in the case of R;.

To conclude, we deal with the lower bound on v; in the special case w € {01, 10}, where we need
to modify the method a bit. Indeed, we have g9 = g2 = 0 and ¢1 = g3 = 1/4, which would only
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lead to 7ory > 7 and roryyon g > 7 with no guaranteed increase. Hence, we focus on individual
values v; rather than pairs {vs, v441}. By the proof of Lemma we get

1
— v <2 —ql==.
[vt+1 — ve| < f?g@fltﬂ | 5
We thus obtain the inequalities

1( )+ 1 >0

v —v = =(Vggp1 — v -
2641 = U = 5 (U1 )+720
1( )+ 3 S 1
v —v = —(Vggp1 — v - > -
a1 = U = (U t)T321

Combined with vo; = v, this means that appending a digit to the binary expansion of ¢ does not
decrease vy, while appending the block 01 increases v; by at least 1/4. Since vy = 0, we get

vy > %N‘“(t).

We note that this method apparently does not work for general w, as then the bound on vy41 — v,
in Lemma is not tight enough to ensure nonnegativity of vory1 — vy. O

Remark. It should be possible to prove in a similar fashion that for all £ > 1 the k&th moment of
the distribution §; ; is of order < (N°(¢))*~1. We believe that for even k the reverse inequality
also holds, although the proof for a general w would likely be very hard.

To conclude this section, we give an upper bound on the differences v; ; — vt .
Proposition 6.5. For allt € N and j,k € {0,1,...,271 — 1} we have
|ve,j — vrk| < 16.

Proof. Let us define the following block matrices:

. [A 0] . B C
DO__B cl’ Dl_[o A]
We can rewrite Proposition [6.1] as
Var A | Ve [ Q| [V%—H} ~ { Vi ] [QQt—i—l]
[VQH-I] 0 {V;H-l] | Q2141 Varyo ' [Vin Q242

Let t = [gy_2---€180]2 (mod 2¢71), where ¢, € {0,1} for h = 0,1,...,¢ — 2. After iterating the
above relations £ — 1 times, we get

% v — Q

il _p - lt/20-1] A : Lt/2"]
—D.D.. ---D +N"b.D., D .
{Vm} e e {VLW“HJ hz:;) e {Qtt/zﬂﬂ]

For h=0,1,...,¢ — 1 we write in block form

D”D“'”DE“‘[GZ Hh}
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where the blocks are of size 26=1 x 2¢=1. Then each of Eh, Fh, Gh, flh is either the zero matrix or
a sum of distinct products of matrices B, C of length h. Moreover, each such product contributes
to precisely one of Eh, Fj, and precisely one of Gh, Hy,. By Lemma [£.7] this means that for each
j=0,1,...,271 — 1, the jth row of E}, (resp. Gh) is nonzero if and only if the jth row of Fj, (resp.
H 1) is zero. Furthermore, each nonzero row contains precisely 2" nonzero entries, all equal to 1/2".

Combining this with the first part of Lemma [6.3] which says that the sum of components of
each of Q|;/on) and Q|;/on |41 is at most 3, we obtain

[t/2" ] +1

-2
S DeyDey oD, {QQLIE/?H ]
h=0

5723
| > i
o h=0

At the same time, by Lemma [£7 each component of the vector EA’[71VU/2£—1J + Fg71VLt/2Z—1J+1 is
equal to either v|;/oe-1) Or v|;/9e-1)41. If that vector contains v|;/pe-1) at position j and v|;/oe-1)11
at position k, we get

[V — vek] < |vrg — Vet + vk — Va1 | F Ve ) = V21 4]

1
§6+6+W§16,

where we have used Lemma 6.4l This inequality also holds if the roles of j, k are reversed, or the
jth and kth components are the same. o

7 Gaussian approximation of the characteristic functions

In this section we study more closely the behavior of the characteristic functions ;. Our main
goal is to prove Proposition [B] that is, estimate the error of approximation by the characteristic
function of normal distribution with the same variance v; and mean (equal to 0). As in Section [B]
the approximating function is defined by

34(0) = exp (—56%) .

and the error is
7:(0) = 7 (0) — 4:(0).

By definition, the function 7;(6) expanded into a power series in 6 only contains terms of order at
least 3, so we have 7,(0) = O(62) as 6 — 0. To investigate how the implied constant depends on t,
we consider analogous approximations to the functions +; ;, and corresponding errors:

A . Ut,j
A1,5(0) = exp (zmmﬂ — %6‘2) ,
V.3 (0) = 71,5(0) = 54,5(0);

where u; ; is the variance of the distribution 4, ;:

2
U, = Vt,5 — My 5.
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A bound on ¥; will follow from an estimation of each 7; ; as well as the difference

2@11 2@11

Z '-Ytj Z '-Ytj (71)

For later reference, we first state a rough upper bound on terms of order > 3 of certain exponential
functions. Here and in the sequel, for a power series g(6) = > .~ ¢,0™ we let g>3 denote the
contribution of these terms: -
923(9) = Z cn6‘".
n=3

Lemma 7.1. Let a,b,6y € R, where 8y > 0. There exists a constant K(a,b,00) such that for all
|0] < 0 we have

|exp(iaf + b6?)>3| < L(a,b,60)|0]°,
and we can put

b + 6|6
/C(a, b, 90) |ab| —|— + M exp(|a|90 + |b|93)

Proof. We have

b? =~ (iaf + bo?)"
; 2\ . _ ;o103 4
exp(iaf + b0*) >3 = iabf® + 56‘ + HEZB —

By Taylor’s theorem, for any real x > 0 we get
o0
S e
= nl = 6
and the statement follows by plugging in = = |iaf + b6?|. O
We now arrange the functions 4 ; and errors 7; ; into column vectors
I’ I

I, = Ht,o e Mee-ioa] [y = [%70 ezt

The following lemma provides an upper bound on ||I'(8)||s over an interval around 0, which is the
main step in the proof of Proposition

Lemma 7.2. Lett € N and 6y > 0. Then there exists a constant K1(6y) such that for all § €
[—00, 00] we have
IT+(8)[loe < K1(60)N°*(1)]6]%,

where we can put K1(6y) = (4 — 1)K (3,19, 6p).
Proof. Let us define _ _
Ri(0) = max{[|T4(0) oo, [ITs-41(0) [ oo }-

For t = 0 our result holds because ft(H) = 0, while for ¢ > 1 we claim that the following, stronger
inequality holds:
Ri(6) < Ky (60) N (1)]0]°.
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Let
Xop = oy — Agu Ty = Ay Iy — Tay,
Xots1 = Top1 — Bopsa Dy — CopsrDigr = Bogy1Ls + Corprleir — Tarpa.
Roughly speaking, these are errors which arise when we apply to ft the recurrence relation “bor-

rowed” from I';.
We will iterate these relations written in block form, using the notation

Doy = Aoy 0 Doy = Bory1 Cop
Boyy1 Copt1]’ + 0 Agia]’

In particular, we have Dy (0) = Dy and Doy 1(0) = Dy, as denoted in the proof of Proposition 6.5
By induction on k£ € N, we have
F?” = Dor;Dop—14 - -+ Doy Ft
P2kt+1 Ft-i—l

b X
+ Z Dzkt e D2h+1t |: 2h¢ :| 5 (72)
h=1
as well as

. r
l 2 —Dowyyox 1 Doxrppan-1_1 - Do |

Lor(es1) |}
i X
+ D P D . h 2ht+2h’1:| . 7.3
hgl e S [ Xz”(t+1) 7:3)

We need to bound the sums in both expressions, in particular the terms X;. By definition the jth
component of X;(0) is of the form

B o et 5u(0) o (0
“3050)+ 50,0+ L5500 = 19 (<2 el s eon) 22

where t' € {|t/2],|t/2] + 1} and p,o € {—1,0,1}, and r,s € {0,1,...,2°71 — 1}. Since 4 ,(0) =
1+ O(#) and the whole expression is O(6?), the expression in parentheses is also O(6%). Hence, it
suffices to bound terms of order > 3 of each summand there. We can write

%’ T(6‘) . 2
e(pf)— = exp(iab + bO*), 7.5
(o) 2 = exliat + 1) (7.5
where 1
a=p+my,—my;j, b= §(ut,j — Uy ).

By Proposition 54 we get |a| < 3. At the same time,

120] < [vr,; — v | + 7 —mi | < vy — o] + o0 — v | + o —vp | +1— 1S

3 1 1
§16+W+W+16+1—F§38,
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where the bounds on v ; — vy and vy — vy, follow from Proposition[6.5, while the bound on vy — vy
is a consequence of Lemmas and Lemma [C.Jlimplies that the contribution of terms of order
> 3 in (Z.5) has absolute value bounded by K2(fp)|0|?, where we set

_ Ka()

ICQ(HO) 4[_ 1

= IC(35 197 90) > IC(CL, b7 90)

We can do exactly the same for the other non-constant summand e(p8)9y »(6)/%:,;(6) in (T4).
Using |94,;(0)] < 1, we can bound (7.4)), and therefore the whole vector X; in the following way:

1Xe(0)loo < LIOF (7.6)

Furthermore, Lemma 48 says that for h > 2¢—2 the vector I'yn; has all components equal to yg2¢—2.
Hence, I'yn, has all components equal to Jq2¢-2, and we get

Xony = Dgny — Algn-1, = 0, h>20—1. (7.7)

We are now ready to bound the norm of (Z2) and (3]). Starting with the former expression,
by submultiplicativity we have

L0
Doy (0)Dor—14(0) - - Doy (6) | ~ «(0) < Ry(6).
L'i1(0)
Furthermore, for h < min{2¢ — 2, k} by (0l we get
Xony(0)

HDzkt(e)D%lt(e) - Doni1,(0) { } HOO < Ko (600)0).

Xon11(0)

In order to bound the terms with h > 2¢ — 2 in (.2)) (when k > 2¢ — 2), write in block form

E 0
Dok Dok—14 -+ Don+1y = [G: H}J :
In particular, we have Hj,(0) = C"~1 and by Lemma [T this matrix has entries 1/2"~1 in the
bottom row and all other entries equal to 0. Thus, by ([.17) we get

E, O Xony < 0 < IC?(HO) |9|3
G, H, X2ht+1 o - Hh(G)XthH (9) o - 92h—1 '
Combining all of the above, we obtain
~ Ka(0)
Ryxi(6) < Ro(0) + (20 = 2K2(00)|0]° + Y 55716 < Re(6) + (2 — DK2(60)|6]°.
h=2(-1

Moving on to (Z3)), in a similar fashion we can bound the expression before the sum as well as
the terms corresponding to h < 2¢ — 2. To bound the remaining terms, this time we put

En  Fy
Dortyor—1 -+ Dontrpyonis g = [ 0 Hy|’
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where, in particular, E;,(0) = B". Again, this matrix has entries 1/2"~! in the top row and all
other entries equal to 0, which combined with Xon ;1) = 0 yields

Ep X2ht+2h 1 < EhXth+2hr71
0 Hh X2h(t+1) oo - 0
As a consequence, we again get

ngtJer,l(e) < Rt(e) + (2[ - 1)’C2(90)|9|3

K2(6o)

- 2h 1 |9|3

’ oo

By induction on the number N*(¢) of maximal blocks of 0s and 1s in (t)2, we thus obtain
Ry(0) < Ro(0) + (20 — 1)K2(60)N* (1)[0]° < Ro(0) + 2(2¢ — 1)K2(60) N (1)[0°.

It remains to show that Ro(6) = ||T1(6)]ee < K2(60)|6]3. By Proposition B we can explicitly
write 'y = (I — C1)~'B;1. Without loss of generality we can assume that w ends with a 0, due to
Proposition [£3l Then the matrices By and C} contain precisely one nonconstant entry: e(—6)/2
and e(#)/2, respectively. In the case w # 0°, since det(I — C;(6)) = 1/2, we can deduce that

71,5(0) = 61,5(=1) e(=0) + 6:,;(0) + 61,5 (1) e(0) (7.8)
(another, more direct way would be to show that |di(n)| < 1). Therefore, by Lemma [T]]
|()23(0)] < 8,3 (=1)KC(=1,0,00)[0] + 8¢;(1)L(1,0,00) |01 < K(1,0,60)]6]>.
At the same time,
|()23(0)] < K(maz,u1,/2,00)10 < K(1,1/2,60)10].

It is easy to check that IC(1,0,6p) + K(1,1/2,6p) < K2(6p), which proves our claim.
In the case w = 0%, we note that

I-a= F; 1—e0(9)/2]’

where P is a constant square matrix of size 2= — 1. Hence, for j < 2= — 2, the function 71 ;

is again of the form (7). For j = 2¢~! — 1, writing out the last component in I'; = B;1 + 1Ty
yields

_ 71,2/572—1(9)

Ti,2¢-1-1 = 2—7e(9)

Setting j = 2¢=1 — 1,/ = 272 — 1 for brevity, we get

Y1,5(0) = 2%6(9) ('YLJ‘/ (0) —2exp (im17j9 — %92) +exp ( (my; +1)6 — u;,j 92)) '

(7.9)

A direct calculation involving taking the second derivative of ([Z9) yields a rough bound u ; <
v1,; < 6. Bounding the absolute value of the denominator from below by 1 and again applying
Lemma [7.]] to each term in the parentheses, we reach the inequality

71,5 ()] < (K(1,0,60) + 2K(1,3,60) + K(2,3,60))[6]°.

A straightforward calculation shows that the constant is still < KC2(6p), and the result follows. O
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We are now ready to finish the proof of Proposition [Bl

Proof of Proposition [B. The result holds for + = 0 so we can assume that ¢ > 1. Using identity
(1) and Lemmal[2] we get

1 2=t 1 2’Z 1—17
~ ~ t,
7 (0)] < 31 7,5 (0)] + 2g T [, (0 ]
j=0 j=0
2=t
< Kl(eo)N01(t)|6‘|3+ ’Vt,J
7=0

The remaining sum is O(6) so it suffices to bound the contribution of terms of order > 3 in each
summand. We have

At,5(6) ,
- = exp(iaf + bO), 7.10
”Yt(e) ( ) ( )
where 1
a=my;, b= §(vt—ut7j).

By Proposition [5.4] and we get |a] < 1, and |b] < 9 so Lemma [l shows that (ZI0) is bounded
in absolute value by K(1,9,60)]0]> < K2(60)|0]® < K2(60)N°L(¢)|0|%, where K2(6p) is the same as in
Lemma[[2l Letting K (6p) = K1(60) + K2(6p) = 4¢K (3,19, 6p), we obtain the result. O

8 Upper bound on the characteristic function

In this section we prove the final ingredient of our main theorem, namely Proposition [Cl First, we
state a standard bound, with proof included for completeness.

Lemma 8.1. For any 0 € [—m, 7] and k € Z we have

11+ e(kf)] + |1+ e((k +1)0 >|<4—9—§

™

Proof. We have

1+ e(k0)|+]1+e((k+1)0)] =2 (

)

51+
COS — (¢0)]
2 2

To bound this further, consider the function

g(w) =

T

sinz’
which is strictly increasing on the interval [0, 7/2]. Therefore, for any = € [—m/2,7/2] we have

L =a(3) <o (3) =%
asnzz I\3) =9\y) T %
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Take any y € R and put x = 7||y|| € [-7/2,7/2], where ||y| denotes the distance from y to the
nearest integer. We obtain

[cosy| = cos | = 1 - 2sin? T2 <1 gy
and therefore
k k (k+1)0
cos — | + |cos ( t1 <2-4 + )
2 2 27
ko k0 0 ]\?
<2-2(|= =+ —
- (H27T‘+’27T+27T)
0| 62
<2-2 =2 —
- ’2 o’

where the last inequality is a consequence of the inequality ||z||+ ||z +y|| > ||y|| valid for all z,y € R.
The result follows. O

We can now prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition [ Similarly as in the proof of Proposition [B], we define block matrices

T, Aoy 0 Baty1 Coa
Ay = , Doy = , D = ,
! [ } 2 |:B2t+1 Catt1 2 0 Azyo

so that Proposition yields
Azt = DaiAy, Agty1 = Do Ay
Hence, if t = [g,, - - - €1€0]2, then

At = Diey yvcola Dieento - Dy Ao, (8.1)

57n+171"'5m]2

where we put €; = 0 for j > m. Roughly speaking, each digit in the binary expansion corresponds
to precisely one factor in the above product, although to determine the exact form of that factor
£ — 1 preceding digits have to be known as well.

Since |v:(0)] < [|A¢(0)]|c, it is sufficient to prove for N°'(t) > ¢ + 3 the inequality

g2\ NUO/(+3)
) . (8.2)

I8 < (1= e

We split the reasoning into two parts, depending on whether £ = 2 or ¢ > 2. Starting with
£ =2, we leave out some of the details since the reasoning is very similar as in [8, Proposition 3.10].
Consider all possible strings 131201, where T2, T3 € {0,1}. There are at least | N°(¢)/2] > N°(t)/5
non-overlapping occurrences of these strings in the binary expansion of ¢ (because N°'(¢) > 5). The
subproduct in 8] corresponding to each such occurrence is of the form

D[01]2D{T2°]2D[T3T2]2D{T4T3]27 (8.3)

32



where 14 € {0, 1} is the digit lying directly to the left of the string. By direct computation, for all
w of length ¢ = 2 and every choice of Ty, T3, T4 each row of (B3] has an entry containing the sub-
expression (14¢(#))/16 (up to multiplication by a power of e(£6)). By Lemma[Rdlapplied to k =0
we can thus bound the row-sum norm by 1 — #%/(1672). Using this once per each non-overlapping
string T37201, combined with submultiplicativity of || - || and the fact that || D,(0)|lecc < 1 for all
r, we get (82).

In the general case ¢ > 3 the idea is similar, however we need to rely on the properties of the
matrices rather than direct computation. Let m = | (¢ + 3)/2] and consider every mth occurrence
of 01 in (t)2, reading from left to right. Unlike in the rest of the paper, here we do not add a
leading 0 to the expansion. If such an occurrence is preceded by a 0, then it lies in the “middle” of
a string of the form 0¥01u, and otherwise in the “middle” of 1¥01u, where u € {0,1}*" ! and k > 1
is assumed to be maximal. Each of these strings contains at most 1+ (£ —1)/2 < m — 1 occurrences
of 01, hence they do not overlap. Since N%'(¢) > ¢ + 3, the the number of non-overlapping strings
of considered form is at least

01 _ 01
N (t) 1 2 N (t) -1 2 2 NOl(t) 1> > 1 NOl( )
m m {43 {43

We now show that each subproduct of (BI]) corresponding to one of these strings causes
[A¢(0)||oo to decrease (outside § = 0). Starting with the case 0%01u, let v € {0,1}*~! be the
string lying directly to the left in the binary expansion (possibly with leading zeros) and write
v0*01u = Tn+e—1---T1To. It is possible that v overlaps with the previous string, however this
does not affect our reasoning. By the assumption that k is maximal, v must end with a 1. For
h€{0,1,...,n} we define 2/=1 x 2= matrices Ey, Fj, Gy, Jn by writing in block form:

E, F
[Gh Hh:| = D[T[—l"'T0]2D[T@“'T1]2 o .D[T}L+271”'Th,]2' (8'4)

We first examine these products evaluated at § = 0 in order to gain some information about their
nonzero entries. To simplify the notation, we let

5 0

ZA)O_DQt(O)—{B 2. B O]

Dy = Doy 41(0) = {0 A
so that ([84]) evaluated at 6 = 0 becomes

5 ] oot

To begin, consider the product of the factors corresponding to u, namely the case h = ¢ — 2. By a
similar reasoning as in the proof of Proposition [6.5] for each j € {0,1,...,2"! — 1} the jth row of
precisely one of Eg 2, Fg 2 and precisely one of Gg 2, H ¢—o is nonzero. Moreover, the nonzero rows
inside each block have all entries equal to 1/2/~1. Observe that for any 2¢~! x 2/~ 1 matrix M whose
all columns are identical, we have M A = M and MB=MC = 1M Since E[ Q,Fg Q,G[ Q,Hg 2

have this property, multiplying DTODT1 -+ Dq,_, from the right by T,L_lDT[ = DlDo, we get

{EA'@ Fg] _ |:E[_2 Fg_g] {BA-FCB 02} _ l {3Eg_2 +2Fg_2 Eg_g +2Fg_2 (8.5)

Gy Hy Geo Hy o AB AC 3Gy_o+2H, 5 Gu_g+2H, 5
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This matrix has all entries at least 1/ 2é+1.A R .
Moving on, for £ + 1 < h <n we have D, --- D, (0) = Dy, which means that
|:E:1h }?‘h] _ [l?h—l }?h—l] [A 0] _1 [2Eh—1 +}?‘h—1 }?‘h—l
2

Gh—1 Hpq] |B C 2Gh_ 1+ Hp_1 Hp_

A (8.6)

so by induction we get Ep > Ey and Gy > Gy entry-wise. In particular, the key property is that
all entries of E’h and Gh are still at least 1/2“1.

We are ready to bound the row-sum norm of the product [84]) for h = n, which corresponds to
the full string 0¥01u. Put s = [v0]z and observe that s Z 0 (mod 2¢71), because v ends with a 1
and £ > 3. Multiplying Dic,_,...co)o Djxpemi) - D) from the right by D; yields

Tntt—2Tn—1]2

En Fn _ En—l Fn—l As 0 _ En—lAs+Fn—lBs+1 Fn—lcs—i-l
Gn Hn o anl anl Berl Cerl o anlAs‘FanlBerl anlchrl

We now focus on bounding the row-sum norm of the first “row” of blocks, where the term responsible
for the decrease in the norm will be E,_1A,. Assume for the sake of simplicity that [w]y < 267!
and [w]y is even, i.e. w begins and ends with a 0. Then we have

(8.7)

0 0
0 0
1 e(—0) 1
As(e) - 5 1 1 3
0
(- O O .

where we focus on rows [w]a, [w]z + 1 and columns [w]2/2, [w]a/2 4+ 2¢~2. Switching the first or last
digit of w to 1 (or both) only swaps the position of e(—6) and one of the other listed entries equal
to 1, which leads to a similar reasoning.

Choose a row number, say j, and let p(6), ¢(6) be the entries E,_1(6) lying in that row and
columns [w]a, [w]z + 1, respectively. Note that 2"p(6) and 2"¢(6) are polynomials in e(+6) with
integer coefficients, so we can write

2"p(0) 2"q(0)
p(0) = on Z e(zab), q(0) = on Z e(yab),
a=1 a=1

where x,,y, are some integers which may repeat for different a. Also, p(0) = ¢(0), since these
values lie in the same row of EAn,l.

Now, the entries in row j, columns [w]2/2 and [w]2/2 + 22 in E,_1(0)As(0) are (e(—0)p(0) +
q(6))/2 and (p(0) + q(9))/2, respectively. Hence, their joint contribution to the row-sum norm of
jth row of E,,_1(0)A; () is

2"p(0)
5 (1e(=0p(0) + a(O)] +1p(0) + aO)) < 5y O (le((z — 1)8) + e(sad)] +] e(wab) +e(yab))

IN

i}
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S—
N
g
|
=l|<b
(V] [v]
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where we have applied Lemma [B] to each summand. The sum of all entries in each row of (81
evaluated at = 0 equals 1. By the earlier part of the proof we have p(0) > 1/2*! so the row-sum
norm of the jth row of [En_lAS + F,_1Bs11 Fn_lCSJrl} is

p(0) 62 62

The same reasoning works also for the bottom “row” of blocks in ([87), and therefore we get

92
HD[TZ—l"'T0]2D[Tl"'—fl]2 T D[Tnufl“"fn]zHOO <1- o+2,2" (8.8)

If we consider an occurrence of the string 1¥01u, the argument is very similar so we omit most
of the details. Again, we let v1¥01u = 7,441 ---T1To, where v € {0,1}~! ends with a 0. Until
equality (B3] the calculations are exactly the same. Then, instead of (8] we get

[l?h Fh] _ 1 {E?h—l {@h—l +2}:7h—1}
Gy, Hp 2 |Gh—1 Gh—1+2Hp_1

and therefore all entries of F}, and Hj, are at least 1/2¢F! for h > ¢. We again put s = [v1] and
have s + 1 # 0 (mod 2¢71). Further, we have

En Fn . En—l Fn—l Bs Cs
Gn Hn n Gn—l Hn—l 0 As+1

En—l Bs En—lcs + Fn—lAs+1
Gn—lBs Gn—lcs + Hn—lAs+1 '

This time, the crucial part is to bound || F,—1(60) As+1(0)|co and || Hp—1(0) As+1(0)]| 0o, which is done
in the same way as before. We thus again reach the bound (8.g]).
Inequality ([82) follows and the proof is finished. O
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