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ABSTRACT. For a t-mixing process £o,£1,£2, ... we consider the number Ny
of multiple returns {£;, \(n) € I'n, i = 1,...,£} to a set T'y for n until ei-
ther a fixed number N or until the moment 7n when another multiple return
{Sqin(n) € Ay, i=1,...,£} takes place for the first time where Iy NAx =0
and q; N, 7 = 1,...,£ are certain functions of n taking on nonnegative integer
values when n runs from 0 to N. The dependence of g; n(n)’s on both n and
N is the main novelty of the paper. Under some restrictions on the functions
¢;,N we obtain Poisson distributions limits of Ay when counting is until N
as N — oo and geometric distributions limits when counting is until 7y as
N — oo. We obtain also similar results in the dynamical systems setup con-
sidering a t-mixing shift 7" on a sequence space 2 and studying the number
of multiple returns {T‘“’N(n)w € A% 4 = 1,...,£} until the first occurrence
of another multiple return {T‘“vN(”)w € Ab i =1,..,0} where A2, Ab are
cylinder sets of length n and m constructed by sequences a, b € €2, respectively,
and chosen so that their probabilities have the same order.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [I3] we considered nonconventional arrays of the form

N /¢
sy = [T~ ™5,

n=1j=1

where T is a measure preserving transformation on a probability space (2, F, P),
fj’s are bounded measurable functions and g¢; xv(n) = pjn+ ¢;N, j = 1,..., ¢ are
nonnegative functions with integer p; and g;’s. It was shown there that when p;’s
are distinct and T is weakly mixing then &Sy — [Ticj<e J fjdP as N — oo in
L?. Without the weak mixing assumption this convergence fails, in general, even
along sufficiently dense subsequences as the following example due to Frantzikinakis
shows. Namely, take £ =2, ¢1 y(n) =n+ N, ga.n(n) = 2n, fi(z) = e*™@, fo(z) =
e 2™ and T : S! — S! having the form Te?™ = ¢2™(¥+9) for an irrational a.
Then Sy = e?™(@+2N) and since eV visits every arc on S with the frequency
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proportional to its length there is no convergence of %S N as N — 0o even along
sequences having positive upper density.

The above convergence under weak mixing was a part of the proof in [I3] of an
extension of the Szemerédi theorem which says that for any subset A of nonnegative
integers with a positive upper density there exists € > 0 and an infinite set Ay of
positive integers with uniformly bounded gaps such that for any N € N, the
interval [0, N] contains not less than eN integers n with the property that a, +
pin+q;N € A for some a,, and all j =0,1,...,¢.

An example in [I3] showed that when g, ny(n)’s depend polynomially on n and
N then weak mixing of T' does not suffice for convergence of %S’ N as N — oo even
when ¢ =1 and ¢1,n5(n) = nN. On the other hand, it was shown there that if we
assume strong 2/-mixing of 7' then %SN does converge in L? to H§:1 f; provided
the polynomials ¢1 n,...,q¢, n are essentially distinct (as polynomials in n and N)
and depend nontrivially on n.

These results motivated the study of limit theorems for such nonconventional
arrays, among them the strong law of large numbers (convergence almost every-
where and not just in L?), the central limit theorem and the Poisson limit theorem
type results taking also into account that limit theorems for (triangular) arrays is
a well studied topic in probability (though it seems to appear rarely in dynamical
systems). In Ch. 3 of [11] we derived these types of limit theorems for sums of the
form

N
Sy = Z F(gql,N(n)’ ""glh,N(’ﬂ))
n=0

where &,,, m = 0,1,... is a sequence of random variables with sufficiently weak
dependence, F is a sufficiently regular function and ¢; y(n) = pin + ¢; N are linear.
Under certain mixing conditions we derived almost sure convergence of %SN as
N — oo assuming only that the integers p;, i = 1,...,£ are nonzero and distinct.
On the other hand, the convergence in distribution of N=%2(Sy — ESy) to a
normal random variable required that each difference ¢; — ¢; must be divisible by
the greatest common divisor of p; and p; while without this condition the variance
of N=1/2(Sy — ESy) may not converge as N — oo. For instance, it was shown
in [II] that if &,, m = 0,1,... is an ii.d. sequence of random variables, Sy =
25:1 F(&antnN,&N—2n) with a symmetric function F' such that EF(&,&) = 0
and EF?(&,&1) > 0, then imy oo, N odd %S’?\, # My 00, N even %5’12\,, and so
there is no limiting variance which means that the central limit theorem (in the
standard form) fails.
Concerning Poisson limit theorems we considered in [I1] arrays of the form

N ¢
SN = Z H HFN (gqj,N(n))

n=1j=1
where &,,, m = 0,1,... is a stationary 1-mixing sequence of random variables,
gi,n(n) = pjn+ ¢;N and imy_,oo NP{§ € I'n} = A. Assuming that for any

nontrivial permutation ¢ of (1,2,...,¢) the matrix (p.(y, pee - pe(sy ) has rank 2

we showed that Sx converges in distribution to a Poisson random variable while
without the above condition this may not hold true, in general. In the dynamical
systems setup we obtained under the above condition convergence in distribution
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as m — oo to Poisson random variables of expressions having the form

provided that lim,, o Ny (P(A%,))* = A, where ¢; n(n) = pjn+¢; N, T is the left
shift on a sequence space 2, A% is a cylinder of length m built by a nonperiodic
sequence a € 2 and P is a ¢-mixing T-invariant probability measure on €.

An extension of the strong law of large numbers to nonconventional arrays with
higher degree essentially distinct polynomials ¢; n(n), j = 1,..., £ can be obtained
in the same way as in Ch. 3 of [I1] just relying on the fact that for any k and N the
number of n’s satisfying each equation ¢; nv(n) — ¢;,nv(n) = k does not exceed the
maximum of the degrees of ¢; xy and ¢; y. Another proof of this result appears in [9].
The central limit theorem is more complicated and [9] requires that in addition to
the above conditions on linear g;’s each pair of nonlinear polynomials ¢;, ¢; in » and
N with ¢ # j satisfies at least one of the two following conditions. The first condition
says that for any § > 0 there exist constants Cs, Ns > 0 and sets I'y s C [1, N]
with cardinality not exceeding N so that nonlinear bivariate polynomials g;, g;
with i # j satisfy infysn, N~ ming,e(sn, 8], nesN, N\ 5 166,85 (M) — qj.n ()| > 0.
This condition is clearly satisfied if ¢; and g; have different degrees as bivariate
polynomials. The second condition concerns polynomials with the same degree, say,
degq; =degq; = k, i # j. Consider the representation o n(n) = Ef:o N'Qo.1(y),
a =1i,j where y = n/N and Q,,’s are nonconstant polynomials with nonnegative
integer coefficients whose degree do not exceed [. Then the condition requires that
Qik(y) = Qjr(cijy) and Qi r—1(y) — Qjr-1(cijy) = 1i;Q) 1 (cijy) for some reals
cij > 0 and r;;. It is clear that this condition is satisfied if ¢; y(n) = ¢;(n) and
¢;,n(n) = ¢;(n) are univariate polynomials depending only on n.

The present paper is devoted to two related types of limit theorems for non-
conventional arrays. The first one is the Poisson type limit theorems as described
above but with with a more general class of functions ¢; n(n), j = 1,...,¢ which
include higher degree polynomials in n. The second type concerns limit theorems
for arrays of the form

™~ £
Sn = Z H ]IFN (gqj,N(n))a
n=1j=1
where 7y = min{k > 1 : H§:1 Iay (&g, n(n))} With Ax, N > 1 being another
sequence of Borel sets. In the dynamical systems setup we have here the sums

T 4
SN = ZN: [Ttag, oTon®),

k=1j=1

where 7v = min{k > 1 : Hle HA?nN o T9%~k) = 1} with b being another
nonperiodic sequence and ny,my — oo as N — oo. It turns out that if
P{& € An}/P{& € T'n} and P(A2, )/P(A?, ) are bounded away from zero and
infinity then under certain conditions Sy converges in distribution to a random
variable having the geometric distribution. Observe that even for ¢; v(n) depend-
ing just on n our results generalize and specify somewhat both [14] (which improved
the results from [12]) and [15] while the additional dependence on N brings here
additional peculiarities.
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Our results remain valid for dynamical systems possessing appropriate symbolic
representations such as Axiom A diffeomorphisms (see [5]), expanding transforma-
tions and some maps having symbolic representations with an infinite alphabet and
1-mixing invariant measure such as the Gauss map with its Gauss invariant mea-
sure and more general f-expansions (see [10]). A direct application of the above
results in the symbolic setup yields the corresponding results for arrivals to elements
of Markov partitions but employing additional technique (see, for instance, [16]) it
is not difficult to extend these results for arrivals to shrinking geometric balls.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. ¢-mixing processes. Let (2, F, P) be a probability space and F,,, 0 < m <
n < oo be a two parameter family of o-algebras F,,,, 0 < m < n < co such that
Fmn C Fmrne C F provided that m’ < m < n <n'. Recall, that the ¢-dependence
coefficient between two o-algebras G and H can be written in the form (see [0]),

(2.1) WG H) = supreg acw {| prypcay — U PDP(A) # 0}
=sup{||E(9|G) — E(g)||L~ : g is H — measurable and E|g| < 1}

and the 1-dependence (mixing) in the family F,,,, is measured by the coefficient

1/}(77’) = si%¢(f0,mafm+n,oo)-

Our first setup includes a ¥-mixing identically distributed (not necessarily sta-
tionary) sequence of random variables &g, &1, ... defined on (Q, F, P) which means
that ¢ (1) < oo and ¥(n) — 0 as n — oo where (n) is defined by (21 with
Fon = 0{&m,...,&} being the minimal o-algebra for which &, &m41, ..., &0 are
measurable. We will be counting multiple returns by the sequence &p,&1,... to
measurable sets I'; considering the sum

N ¢
Sy = Z H HFN (gqj,N(n))

n=1j=1
where q1 n,...,q¢,n are functions in n taking on nonnegative integer values when
0 < n < N and satisfying the conditions below. We will be interested to show,
in particular, that Sy converges in distribution as N — oo to a Poisson random
variable provided that limy_,oo NP{& € I'y} exists. A simple example from [I1],

2N N
Son = Z ]IFzN (gn)HIbN (§2an) =2 Z ]IF2N (gn)]IF2N (§2N7n) - HF2N (gN)
n=0 n=1

shows that Sy can have only even limits when limy_, oo NP{& € 'y} exists, and
so it cannot converge in distribution as N — oo to a Poisson random variable.
Thus, certain restrictions on the polynomials ¢i n, ..., g, n are needed.

2.1. Assumption. ¢ n(n), ..., g, n(n) are functions taking on nonnegative integer
values on integers n, N > 0, defined arbitrarily when n > N and such that for some
constant K > 0 and all N > 1 the following properties hold true:

(i) For any i # j, 1 < 4,5 < £ and all integers k,! the numbers of integers
n, 0 < n < N satisfying at least one of the equations

(2.2) ¢i,N(n) —gjn(n) =k and qn(n)=1

do not exceed K;
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(ii) For any permutation ¢ of (1,2, ...,¢) the number of pairs m # n satisfying
0 < m,n < N and solving the system of equations

(2.3) ¢,N(n) = qeay,n(m) =0, i=1,..,¢
does not exceed K;

(iii) (stronger than (ii)) The cardinality of the set Dy of pairs m # n with
0 <m,n < N satisfying

; > - > min g > min g
max g;,y(m) = max g n(n) = min g;y(n) = win gy (m)

does not exceed K.

Assumption (iii) is clearly stronger than Assumption (ii) and we will need the
former in the shifts setup while the latter will be sufficient in the -mixing pro-
cesses setup. Observe, next, that £ = 2, ¢ y(n) = n and g2 n(n) = N —n in
the example above do not satisfy Assumption [2ZJii) since taking the permutation
¢(1) = 2,¢(2) = 1 we see that the system n — (N —m) =0, N—n—m =0
has N + 1 solution pairs n,N —n for n = 0,1,..., N. Note also that if £ = 1
then Assumption [ZIii) requires only that for any N > 1 there exist at most K
pairs n,m, n # m such that ¢; x(n) = g1, n(m). This will hold true if, for in-
stance, there exists ng > 1 such that ¢1,n(n) is strictly increasing in n on [ng, ).
Furthermore, if ¢; n(n) = r;(n) + g;(N), ¢ = 1,...,¢ where r;’s are nonconstant, es-
sentially distinct polynomials in n and g;’s are functions of N, both nonnegative for
n, N > 0 and taking on integer values on integers, then g; y’s satisfy Assumption
21 Indeed, the number of solutions in Assumption 2.I}i) is bounded by the max-
imal degree of r;’s. Next, there exists an integer ny > 1 such that all polynomials
ri, i = 1,...,£ are strictly increasing on [ng,c0), and so if m > n > ng then both
maxi<i<¢ ¢i,n(m) > maxi<i<¢ ¢, n(n) and mini<;<¢ g n(m) > mini<i<p g, n(n)
which implies Assumption 2I[(iii) (and so Assumption 2IJii)).

If g1.n(n), ..., qe,n(n) are polynomials in n then Assumption [Z[(i) will be satis-
fied provided supy s maxi<i<¢ degngi,n < 0o, where deg,, denotes the degree of a
polynomial in n, since the number of solutions in ([22) is bounded in this case by
max(degnq; n, degngj n). A sufficient condition for Assumption 21Lii) to hold true
can be obtained with the help of the Bézout theorem (see [I8], §2 in Ch. III or [7],
Section 11.5) which says that if f and g are two nonconstant bivariate coprime poly-
nomials then the system f(z,y) = 0, g(x,y) = 0 has no more than deg(f)deg(g)
solution pairs x,y. If f and g are not coprime, i.e. there exists a nonconstant poly-
nomial h = h(z,y) such that f = hf and g = hg for some polynomials f and g, then
each solution of h = 0 solves also the system f =0, g = 0, and so the latter system
may have infinitely many solutions then. Thus, if for some Ny > 1, each N > N
and any nontrivial permutation ¢ of (1,2, ..., ) there exist ¢ # j such that the poly-
nomials G; n(n,m) = ¢ n(n) — qey,n(m) and G n(n,m) = q;n(n) — qe),n (M)
are coprime and nonconstant then Assumption [21I(ii) holds true provided we can
bound uniformly in N > 1 the number of pairs m # n which solve the system
¢i,n(n) = g;,n(m). For this it suffices to assume that there exists ng > 1 such that
for all N > 1 each polynomial ¢; v, i = 1, ..., £ is strictly increasing on [0, 00).

For any two random variables or random vectors Y and Z of the same dimension
denote by L£(Y) and £(Z) their distribution and by

drv (L(Y), £(2)) = sup |L(Y)(G) - L(Z)(G)]



6 Yu.Kifer

the total variation distance between £(Y') and £(Z) where the supremum is taken
over all Borel sets. Our first result is the following.

2.2. Theorem. Let &y, &1,&s,... be a ¥-mizing sequence of identically distributed
random variables and assume that Assumptions [21)(i)-(ii) hold true. Let T be a
Borel set, X, = X;, N = Hle Ir (&g n(n)) and Sy = S}:, = Zle X,.. Then there
exists a constant C > 0 which does not depend on I' and N > 1 and such that for
any positive integers M, N, R,

24 drv(CsK), Poistw)) < O VR + Nar(a(r)
MR + 2~ (L4 9(R) )R () + N@()) ),
provided (R) < 27T — 1, where ®(I') = P{& €T}, Ay = N(®(I'))* and Pois(\)

denotes the Poisson distribution with the parameter .

2.3. Corollary. Under the conditions of Theorem[2.2 suppose that in place of one
set T' we have a sequence of Borel sets I'y such that

(2.5) 0<C < NOITN)I<C<oo

for some constant C. Then

(2.6) drv (L(S\N), Pois(An)) = 0 as N — oo
where Ay = N(®(T'n))*. In particular, if

(2.7) lim N(®(T'y))" =\

N—o0

then the distribution of Sy converges in total variation as N — oo to the Poisson
distribution with the parameter .

Now, let T and A be disjoint Borel sets and set
T £
r,A
DIVED BN [ LIS
k=1i=1

where 7 = 7A =min{n > 1: §,, ;&) € Afori=1,.., ¢} writing 7 = oo if the set in
braces above is empty. Denote also by Geo(p), p € (0, 1) the geometric distribution
with the parameter p, i.e.

Geo(p){k} = p(1 — p)* for each k € N = {0, 1, ...}.
Now we can state

2.4. Theorem. Let &, &1, &2,... be a Y-mizing sequence of identically distributed
random variables with a marginal distribution ® and assume that Assumptions

[211(i)- (i) hold true. Then for any disjoint Borel sets T'; A with ®(T'),®(A) > 0
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and all positive integers M, N, R with ¢(R) < 27T — 1 we have

(2.8) drv (L(EYS), Geolp)) < c(<1 (@A)

+N(®(T) + @A) (1 + (M) —1) + NR(®(T) + (A))*
+NM(®(T) 4+ ®(A)H + MR(®(T) + ®(A))! + M?((T) + &(A))

)
(2 (14 $(R)S)2H(R)(N <<1><r>+<1><A>>f+M<<1><r>+<1><A>>))

where p = % and the constant C > 0 does not depend on ®(T'), ®(A),
M, N and R

Next, let 'y, An, N = 1,2, ... be a sequence of pairs of disjoint Borel sets such
that

(2.9) d(Ty), ®(Ay) 2 0as N 2 ocoand 0< C~ ! <

<(C <o

for some constant C.

2.5. Corollary. Suppose that the conditions of Theorem[2.4] concerning the process
&o,&1,&2, ... and the polynomials ¢; n(n), i = 1,...,¢ are satisfied. Let Ty, An, N =
2, ... be Borel sets satisfying (Z.9). Then

(2.10) dTV(E(ER,N’AN), Geo(pn)) = 0 as N = oo
where py = (®(Tn)) (P(AN)) + (®(Tn))*) L. In particular, if
(2.11) P(An) _

N B(Ty)

then the distribution of E?VN AN converges in total variation as N — oo to the

geometric distribution with the parameter (1 4+ X¢)~!

2.2. Shifts. Our second setup consists of a finite or countable set A, the sequence
space 2 = AN, the o-algebra F on Q generated by cylinder sets, the left shift
T :Q — Q, and a T-invariant probability measure P on (Q,F). We assume
that P is ¢-mixing with the t)-dependence coefficient given by (Z1I) and (22)
considered with respect to the o-algebras F,,,, n > m generated by the cylinder
sets {w = (wo,w1,...) € Q: w; = a; for m <i < n} for some ap, Amit, ..., an € A.
Clearly, Finn = T~ " Fon—m for n > m. For each word a = (ag,a1,...,an_1) € A"
we will use the notation [a] = {w = (wo,w1,...) : w; = a4, ¢ =0,1,...,n — 1} for the
corresponding cylinder set. Write (2p for the support of P, i.e.

Qp ={w e Q: Plwo,...,w,] >0 for all n > 0}.

For n > 1set C, = {[w] : w € A™}. Since P is ¢-mixing it follows (see [I4], Lemma
3.1) that there exists v > 0 such that

(2.12) P(A) <e " foralln>1and A €C,.
Foranyn>1and V € Foy —1 set
7(V)=min{k > 1: VT *V # 0}
and SY =N [T, Iy o T%~®) | Observe that always w(V) < n if V € Fon_1.
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2.6. Theorem. Suppose that Assumptions [21(i) and [21)(i1i) are satisfied. Then
there exists a constant C' > 1 such that for anyn, V € Fon—1, N and R satisfying

W(R—n) <277 — 1 we have,
(2.13) drv (L(SY), Pois(An)) < C((R+n)P(V)
+(nP(V) + N(P(V))') (RP(V) + X275y P(T"TV))
+N(P(V) (R —n)2— (1+ (R — n))€+1)—2)

where Ay = N(P(V))*.

2.7. Corollary. Suppose that Assumptions [Z1l(i) and [21(iii) are satisfied. Let
Vi € Fomnp—1, L = 1,2,... be a sequence of sets such that np,P(Vy) — 0 and
Z:i;(le) P(T"=""VL) = 0 as L — oo. Let N, — o0 as L — oo be a sequence of
integers such that 0 < C~1 < A\, = N(P(V1))* < C < oo for some constant C
and all L > 1. Then

(2.14) drv (L(SXE), Pois(AL)) — 0 as L — oo

and if imp_,oo A\, = X\ then the distribution of S]‘\/,]ZL converges in total variation
as L — oo to the Poisson distribution with the parameter \. In particular, if
Ve =A0 =1[no,ynp—1] = {w € Q: wWo =10,y Wny—1 = Ny —1} With ny, — 00

ny ~
as L — oo and n € Qp is nonperiodic then w(A]l ) — oo as L — oo and the above
statements hold true for such Vi, ’s provided the above conditions on Ay, are satisfied.

Next, for any V € Fo -1, V # 0 and W € Fy p,—1, W # () define
a(V,W)=min{k>1: VAT *W £ 0 or WNT*V £ 0} .
It is clear that m(V, W) < m A n, and so
kyw = min{r(V,W),7(V),7(W)} <mAn
where, as usual, for n, m > 1 we denote mAn = max{m,n} and mVn = min{m,n}.
> w(w) =min{k >1 : T%¥®y e W for i =1,...,(}
with 7y (w) = oo if the event in braces does not occur and define

TW é

oy =D [y oren®.

k=1i=1

2.8. Theorem. Assume that Assumptions [21l(i) and [21(i) are satisfied. Then
there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any disjoint sets V. € Fop—1 and
W € Fom—1 with P(V),P(W) > 0 and all integers n,m, N,R > 1 satisfying
PY(R—nVm) <277 — 1 we have

(219) dre (LK), Geolp) < C((1= POV + (0 v m)(PV) + POV)

+N(P(V)+PW)((1+¢(nvm)) =14+ ¢(R—nVm)
r=Kv,w

+R(P(V) + P(W)) + =L (p(rmvm=1v) + (P(T”Vm1W))>

!
where p = TP
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2.9. Corollary. Suppose that Assumptions[2(i) and [21)(iii) hold true. Let Vi, €
Fong—1 and Wi, € Fom,—1, L =1,2,... be two sequences of sets such that

(2.16) (np Vmp)(P(Ve) + P(Wp)) =0 as L — oo,
nrVmrp—1

(217) o= Y (PT"V™TVL) 4 P(TMYMETTWL)) = 0 as L — 0o
T=Rvp, Wi,

and for some constant C' and all L > 1,

1 _ P(V1)
2.18 0<C'< <C < .
(2.18) = Bar) =
Let N, L =1,2,... be a sequence satisfying
(2.19) NL(P(Wp))* — oo and

(2.20) Np(P(Vp)+P(W5)) ((npvmp)+P(V)+P(Wr)+ar) = 0 as L — oo,
Then

(2.21) dTV(L(EJ‘\/,LL’WL), Geo(pr)) - 0 as L — oo

where pr, = (P(Wp) (P(Wp)* + (P(VL)Y) Y. In particular, if limy o p1, = p,
then EKLL WL converges in total variation as L — oo to the geometric distribution
with the parameter p. Furthermore, let Vi, = A5, = [&o,....&n,—1] € Cn, and

Wi = A}, =0,y Mmy—1] € Cy, with np, mp, — 00 as L — 0o and suppose that
&,n are not periodic and not shifts of each other. Then

2.22 K n —o00as L — o0

(2.22) AL, Al

and if also

(2.23) np Amp + ke 40 —npVmp — 00 as L — 0o
’VlL) ’VTLL

then ([217) holds true. In fact, (2Z.23) is satisfied for P x P-almost all (§,n) € QxQ
provided

(2.24) 2n, Amp —ng Vmp —3vin(ng, Amgp) = 0o as L — oo
where v is from (Z12).

2.10. Remark. Recall that a sequence of random variables &g, &1, ... is called ¢-
mixing if

$(n) = sup,,5 { | o — P(A)] :
P(T)#0,T € Fom, A € ]-'m+n7oo} — 00 as n — 0o

where Fj; = 0{&,...,& . It turns out that even when ¢ = 1 (conventional setup)
and ¢1,n(n) = n, in general, ¢-mixing does not suffice for Theorems 2.2 and 24 and
Corollaries and to hold true. Indeed, consider an i.i.d. sequence 1,71, ..
and set &a, = &any1 = M, n = 0,1,.... Then &, &, ... is a ¢-mixing identically
distributed sequence but, as it is easy to see, the corresponding sums in Corollaries
23 and will converge in distribution to random variables taking on only even
integer values, and so they cannot be Poisson or geometric distributed. Unlike the
case of ¢-mixing identically distributed sequences of random variables discussed
above, in the shifts setup Theorems [2.6] 2.8 and Corollaries 2.7 can be derived
assuming only ¢-mixing when ¢ = 1 by using the technique from [16].
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3. COUNTING ARGUMENTS

Let My be the set of n € {1, ..., N} such that all ¢; y(n), i = 1,..., £ are distinct
and set Ny = {1,.., N} \ Ny, i.e. Ny ={n e {1,..,N}: ¢;n(n) = gjn(n) for
some 4,5 =1,....¢, i # j}. By Assumption 2.1[i),

(3.1) H Ny < %Kﬂ(f— 1)

where #I" denotes the cardinality of a set T'.
Introduce also

Uvm={ne{l,..;N}: |ggn(n) —qnn)| > Mforalli,j=1,...¢0i#j}.

By Assumption 2I1(i) for each pair i # j and any k there exist no more than K
nonnegative integers n such that ¢; v(n) — ¢; n(n) = k, and so

(3.2) #{1,.. ., N}\Un ) < KML(L—1).
We will need also the following semi-metrics between positive integers k, 1 > 0,
on(k,1) = 121%@ |gi,n (k) — qj,n (D)]-
It follows from Assumption 2.1fi) that for any integers n € {1,..., N} and k > 0,
(3.3) #{m: Sn(n,m) =k} < KO(¢ - 1).
For any integers M, R > 1 and 1 < n < N introduce the sets
BMt={l:1<1<M, éy(,n) <R} and BEy =B\
By (B3), for any n,
(3.4) #B)'3 < min(M, KRI(( - 1)).
Next, set

on(n,m) = max min |g;n(n) = q;n(m)].

Then
(3.5) #{(m,n),m#n: on(n,m) =0 and either n € Uy3 or m € Uy} < K.

Indeed, if either n € Uy or m € Un, and on(n,m) = 0 then, in fact, both
n € Uy, and m € Un,1. In order to see this, suppose, for instance, that n €
Una and on(n,m) = 0. Then there exist permutations n and ¢ of {1, ...,¢} such
that g, (1), n(n) < @ye),n(n) < oo < @yeey,n(n) and gy, N (n) = g, (m) for all
i =1,..,¢, and 50 q¢1),n (M) < qee2),n(m) < ... < qeery,n(m). The proof is the
same assuming that m € Un,1. Hence, ¢; n(n) = gy-1¢(5),n(m), i = 1,...,0. By
Assumption 2I)(ii) there exists no more than K pairs m # n solving the latter
system of equations, and so (B follows.

4. POISSON DISTRIBUTION LIMITS FOR 9-MIXING PROCESSES

Set Pn,N = P{XnﬁN = 1} = EXnﬁN and Pn,I,N = P{XnyN =1 and Xl,N = 1} =
E(X, nX; n) where X,, y, n = 1,..., N are the same as in Theorem 2.2l Then by
Theorem 1 in [3] (warning the reader that the estimates there have an extra factor
2 due to a difference in the definition of dpv ),

(4.1) dry (L(SNn), Pois(An)) < by + ba + b3
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where
N N
(4.2) b1 = Z Dn,NDI,N, b2 = Z Z Dn,I,N
n=l1eBl n=1n#£leBE
and
(4.3)
N
by = sy with s, v = E|[E(Xnn — ponlo{Xin: L€ {1,... N}\ By},
n=1

By Lemma 3.2 in [14], for each n € Un a1,
(4.4) PN = P{&, vy €T fori=1,...0} < (1 4+ (M) (2(I)*

and for any n, clearly,

(4.5) PN < P{&, vy €T} = @(T).
Hence, by (32), B4), (£2), (@4) and (@3),
(4.6) by < NKRE(1+ &(M))2(D(T))2 + K2M20M($(T))>2

+KMEP(N + KRC%)(1+ ¢(M))*(®(I))
Next, if dn(n,l) =k > 1 and n,l € Uy pr then by Lemma 3.2 in [I4],
(4.7) PnI,N = P{ng(n) €I and fqin(l) elfori=1,..0}
< (14 9(M A E))P(D(7))*.

If 0x(n,l) =k > 1 and either n € Uy s or | € Un pr relying on Lemma 3.2 in [14]
we see that

(4.8) Py < (1+ (1) (@)

since if, for instance, n € Un as then we have |g; xv(n) — ¢ n(n)| > M for all i # j
and , in addition, |g1,n (1) — ¢j n(n)| = k > 1 which yields @8). If 6n(n,l) =k >1
and n,l & Uy a then |¢; n(n) — ¢jn(1)] = k > 1 for some ¢ and j, and so in this
case

(4.9) pran < (L+9(k))*(®(I))>.
Next, suppose that dn(n,l) = 0 and either n € Uy ar or I € Uy, p. then
(4.10) Pran < min(p v, prv) < (14 9(M)) (®(T))".

By (B3 there exist no more than K pairsn # 1, 1 < n,l < N such that on(n,l) =0
and either n € Uy a or | € Uy, p in which case we will rely on the estimate ([@I0).
If, on the other hand, on(n,l) > 1 and, say, n € Uy, a then |g; nv(n) — gjn(n)| >
M > 1 for all i # j and |¢; n(n) — gm,n(1)] > 1 for all ¢+ = 1,...,¢ and some
1 <m <{. Similarly, if oy (I,n) > 1 and | € Un a then |¢; v (1) —g;n(D)] > M >1
for all i # j and |¢;,N(1) — gm,n(n)| > 1 foralli=1,....,¢ and some 1 <m < {. In
both cases we obtain the estimate (L8] in view of Lemma 3.2 from [14].
Finally, if 05 (n,1) = 0 and n,! & Uy pr then by ({@3),

(4.11) PN < punv < O(T).
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It follows from B2)-B4) and @7)-EII) that
(4.12) by < NKREZ(141(1))%4(@(T))% + K2M20*®(T)
+KM(N + KRE*)(1 4 (1)) 1 (D(I)) !
+EZM20N1 +9(1))3(())? + 2K2M REA(1 + (M) (@(1))*.
Next, we claim that for any n =1,..., N,
(4.13) snN < 22022 — (1 4+ 9(R) ) 2P(R)E|Xna — Pr,al
<2252 = (14 9(R) ) 2 (R)pn.v-
Indeed, let G be the o-algebra generated by all &, ), i = 1,...,¢ with [ €

{1,....N}\ Bff y and H be the o-algebra generated by &,  (n), i = 1,...,{. Since
dn(n,l) > R for such [ and n we derive from Lemma 3.3 in [I4] that

(4.14) P(G,H) < 22(5+2)¢(R)(2 —(1+ 1/}(R))E+1)72

provided ¥ (R) < 277 —1 which we assume. Since o{X;:le{l,.,N\Bfy} CG
and o{X,} C H we obtain (ZI3) from (ZI)) and (ZI4). Now by B2)), (@3)—E3)

a’nd (m?

(4.15)

by < 2245(2 — (1 4+ Y(R))*) 2(R) (K MU — )B(T) + N(1+ p(M)) (B(D))").
Finally, @1), (£0) (Z12) and ({I5) yield 24). O

When (23) holds true for I' = I'y we can choose M = My — oo and R =
Ry — 00 as N — oo so that M3 ®(I'y) — 0 and MyRx(®(T'n))* — 0 as N — oo
which in view of (24 will yield (2.6)) proving Corollary O

5. GEOMETRIC DISTRIBUTION LIMITS FOR 1)-MIXING PROCESSES

Set for convenience I'y =T', I'1 = A, Xy o = ]_[f:1 Ir, (§g n(m))> @ = 0,1 and
St = Zﬁ:l Xno. Let X, ,,n=1,2,..,a = 0,1 be a sequence of independent
random variables such that sz,a has the same distribution as X, o. Set 7y =

min(r, N), S, = 25:1 X0, T =min{n > 1: X/ ; =1} and 75 = min(7’, N).
Next, let Y, 0 and Y, 1, n = 1,2, ... be two independent of each other sequences of

i.i.d. random variables such that

(5.1) P{Ypa=1}=®T,)" =1-P{Y,a =0}, a=0,1.

We can and will assume that all above random variables are defined on the same
(sufficiently large) probability space. Set also

L
ST = ZY"*O’ 7" =min{n >0: Y, 1 =1} and 75 = min(7*, N).
n=1
Now observe that S*. has by Lemma 3.1 from [I5] the geometric distribution
with the parameter

()"

(5.2) 0= O(T)! + (o) (1 — (1))

> p.

Next, we can write

(5.3) drv (L(S;), Geo(p)) < Ay + Ag + As + Ay + As
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where A = drv(£(S,), £(Sy)),  Ae = drv(£(Sky), £(SL,),
A3 = dTv(AC(S;_Z/V),AC(S:E)) y A4 = dTv(E(S*]*V), E(S:*)) and A5 =

drv (Geo(p), Geo(p)).
Introduce random vectors Xyo = {Xna, 0 < n < N},a = 0,1, Xy =
XN, Xnih Xy = { X500 < n < N a = 0,1, Xy = {Xyo Xy}

Yna ={Yne 0 <n< N}, a=0,1and Yy = {Yno, Yn1}. Observe that

the event {S; # Sy} can occur only if 7 > N. Also, we can write {7 > N} =

{Xno=0foralln=0,1,..,N} and {7’ > N} = {X] ; =0foralln=0,1,..,N}

Hence,

(54) A <P{r>N}=P{r'>N}+|P{X,1=0forn=0,1,..,N}
—P{X};=0forn=0,1,..,N}| < P{7" > N} + drv(L(Xn1), LX)

and similarly,

(5.5) P{r"> N} < P{t" > N} +drv(L(Xy 1), L(YnN 1))

Since Y;, 1, n =0,1, ... are i.i.d. random variables we obtain that

(5.6) P{r* > N} = (P{Yo1 = 0})" = (1 — (&(T1)))".

Next, we claim that

(5.7) drv (L(Xy 1), L(YN,1)) < drv (LX), L(YN))
< ZOS”SN7QZO)1 dTV(‘C(Xflz,a)v E(Yn7a))'

The first inequality above is clear and the second one holds true since for any
Borel probability measures p1, pto and fi, fio on Borel measurable spaces X and X,
respectively, (see, for instance, [15]),
dry (p1 X fir, p2 X fiz) < dry (p1, p2) + drv (fi, fi2).

Now, for any n € Uy p and a =0, 1,
(5.8) dry (L(Xp 00 L(Yna)) = [P{X], o =1} = P{Yn.a =1}

= |P{{nm) ETa fori=1,..,0} - (®(T4))Y < ((1 + (M)t — 1)(<I>(l"a))é
where the last inequality follows from Lemma 3.2 in [14]. By (32), (Z3) and (&)
for any positive integer N we can write
(5.9)  drv(L(XYy), L(Yn)) < ((2(T0)) + (2(T1)) )N ((1 +v(M))" —1)

+EK MO0 —1)(®(To) + B(T1)).

Observe that

(5.10)
drv (L(Xn,0), L(Xv0)) < drv(L(Xn), £(X]y)) and Az < dry (L(Xn), L(Xy))-

The first inequality in (5I0) is clear and the second one follows from the fact that
Sry = f(Xy) and 57, = f(Xly) for a certain function f : {0, 132l — {1,...,N}.
We will estimate next dpy (L£(Xn), £(X)y)) relying on [3].

By Theorem 3 in [3],

(5.11) dry(LXn), LXN) <200+ 202 +b5+2 > p2,
0<n<N,a=0,1
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where for « = 0,1 and n € Uy,
(5.12)
Pra = P{Xna =1} = P{& y(n) €Ta fori=1,...0} < (1+¢(M))"(2(Ta))"

with the latter inequality satisfied by Lemma 3.2 in [14]. In order to define by, bo
and bs we introduce the set

BNF =B ={(1,0),(1,1): 0<1< N, dn(l,n) < R}

where an integer R > 0 is another parameter. Set also Iy = {(n,a) : 0 < n <
N, a=0,1}. Then

(5.13) bi= > Y Puabis

(n,)€IN (1,8)eBY B

(5.14) o= Y. Y. Pwanws

(n,@)€IN (n,a)£(,B)eBYF

where pn a),1,8) = E(Xn,aX1,5), and

(515) b3 == Z Sn,a
(n,@)€lNn

where
Sn,a = E‘E(Xn,a _pn,a|U{Xl,B : (la ﬂ) € IN \ Br];]yR})|

By Assumption 211 for any 4,j,n and k there exists at most K of I’s such that
¢i,n(n) — gj,n(1) = k. It follows from here that

(5.16) #BN-E < K(*R.
It follows from B2), (12), (EI3) and (EI6), similarly to (4], that
(5.17) b1 < 2NR(1+¢(1))%((®(T0))% + (®(I'))*)

HEC(1+3(1) N + R)((2(F) ™! + (2(T'1))*)
HE20(L +1(1))*((2(T0))? + (2(T'1))?).

Since FO n Fl = @,

(518) p(n,a),(l,B) = P{Xnﬁa = Xl)g = 1} = 0 lf n = l, ﬂ =1—«
and always p(n,a),1,8) < P,8)-
(5.19)

Similarly to Section dl we estimate p(,,. o),(1,5) by the right hand sides of (4.7)-(&.11)
in the corresponding cases replacing ®(I") there by ®(I'g) + ®(I'y) here, namely, if
dn(n,l) =k > 1 and n,l € Uy,m we estimate it via the right hand side of (@1,
it either n € Un,p or I € Unar and either dx(n,l) =k > 1 or dy(n,l) = 0 and
on(n,l) > 1 we estimate it via the right hand side of [@8), if dn(n,l) =k > 1
and n,! & Uy p we estimate it via the right hand side of (@), if on(n,!) = 0 and
either n € Uy or I € Uy, we estimate it by the right hand side of (@10 and,
finally, if onx(n,l) = 0 and n,l € Uy, we estimate it via the right hand side of
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(@II). These estimates together with counting estimates of Section Bl yield
(5.20) by <2NKRZ(1 4 1(1))%(@(To) + ®(T'1))*
+2K M (N + KRC)(1 4 (1)) (@(To) + ®(I'y))
+E2M?H(2(To) + (T)) + KM (1 + (1))*(2(To) + ©(T'1))?
+2K2MRIY(1 + (M) (®(To) + ®(T'1))".
In the same way as in Section [ we obtain that
(5.21) Sna < 220 (2 — (L+9(R))) Y (R) B[ Xna — Pnsal
<2252 (1+9(R)) W (R)pn.a
where s, o is the same as in (5.15). Hence, by (512), (515) and (521)),
(5.22) by < 226452 — (14 $(R)) 1) "2(R) (2K MA(L — 1) (®(To) + B(T'y))
+N(1+ (M) ((2(To))" + (2(T'1))")).
Next, in the same way as in the estimate of Ay we conclude that
(5.23) Az < dpv (LX), L(YN))

which together with (5.9]) estimates As.
As in the estimate of A; we see that

(5.24) Ay S P{m" > N} < (1 (®(I1))")N

since Y, 9, n =0,1,... are i.i.d. random variables.
Since o > p we obtain

(5:25) As <3l le(l—0)* —p(1—p)*| <2372, (1= p)* = (1 - 0)")
=2(1-p)p~" —2(1 - 0o~ =282 =2(2(I))".
Collecting (B3)-E12), I7), (&21), (20) and GE2I)—-(E258) we derive 2]). O

In order to prove Corollary [Z5] we rely on the estimate (Z.8)) with I' = T'y and
A = Ay choosing M = My — oo and R= Ry — oo as N — oo so that

(5.26) limpy 00 N(®(AN))E = o0,
limy oo ((2(Tn))" + (2(AN))") Noy(My) =
limy 00 NY(Ry) ((2(Fn))" + (2(AN))°) =
limy oo N(Ry + My)((®(Tn)) T + (@(AN))EH) =0 and
limy oo (MF(P(Tn) + ®(An)) + My Ry ((2(Tn))" + (2(AN)))) = 0.
which is clearly possible since 1(n) — 0 as n — oo. This together with ([Z.8) yields

@10). O

6. POISSON DISTRIBUTION LIMITS FOR SHIFTS

Let V € Fon1 and set Xy = X}y = [[;_, Iy o 7%~ ®). Then Sy = SY =
S Xpne Set pry = P{Xgpn =1} and py;n = P{X)n =1 and X; y = 1}.
Then, again, by Theorem 1 from [3] we obtain
(6.1) dryv (L(Sn), Pois(An)) < by + by + b3

where by, by and bs are defined by [@.2]) and ([4.3]) though their estimates will proceed
now somewhat differently than in Section [
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Since V' € Fy p—1, it follows from Lemma 3.2 in [I4] that for any k € Upn n,
(6.2) PN = EXin < (1+9(1)(P(V))*

while when k ¢ Uy, we can always write

(6.3) prn < E(ly o TTN®)y = p(V),

Hence, by (32) and (34 we conclude that
N

(6.4) b= Y prapn < K°ROP(V)+ NKERC(P(V))*
k=1ieB

In order to estimate py; n we observe that if |i — j| < (V) then (Iy o T%)(Iy o
T7) = 0. Hence, pr; N = 0 if dn(k,1) < 7(V). Now suppose that éy(k,l) = d with
7(V) <d<mn,

¢i; N (k) < qi, N(K) < ... < iy N (k) and g, (1) < g5, N (1) < oo < g, N (D).

Assume that the pair k,[ does not belong to the exceptional setDy of cardinality
at most K appearing in Assumption [Z[(iii). Since dn(k,1) =d > 7(V), it follows
that

(6.5) either ¢;, n(I) < giy . n(k) —d or ¢j, N(I) > qi, N(k) +d

and in view of Assumption [2I(iii) only one of these inequalities can hold true.
Assume, for instance, that the first inequality in (6.5) holds true and let r =
¢i, (k) — qj;,n(1). Then r > d > w(V). If r > n then by Lemma 3.2 from [I4]
(essentially, by the definition of the ¥-mixing coefficient itself),

(66) PkI,N = E(Xk,NXl,N) < E(Xkynﬂv o qul’N(l)) < (1 + 1/)(1))pk7NP(V .

)

Suppose that 7(V) < r < n. Then the sets Qo = {¢;; nv(), ¢j; n(I) +
LgiynO)+n—1}and Q1 = {qi, (k) +n—7, gy N(K)+n—r+1,..., ¢, n(k)+
n — 1} are disjoint, and so it follows by Lemma 3.2 from [I4] that in this case,

(67) PEI,N = E(Xk,NXl,N) < E(HV o qul’N(l)HV o Tqil’N(k))
< E(y o T% N WOy, 0 TN Ry < (1 4 45(1))P(V)P(T""V)

where we used that V C T~*T*V for any integer a > 0. If, in addition, k € Uy 5,
then the sets Qo = {qjlﬁN(l), le,N(l) + 1, ---;le,N(l) +n— 1}, Ql = {Qil,N(k) +
n—r, ¢, ~Nk)+n—r+1,..,q nFk) +n—1} and Qu = {¢i,. .~ (k), i, .~ (k) +
1, @i, N(k) +n =1}, m = 1,...,¢ are disjoint and we obtain then from Lemma
3.2 in [I4] that

(©8) Pran = B(XenXow) < (1+9(1) (P(V) PT"7V).

If the second inequality in (6X) holds true then we obtain (@6l if r =
¢, n() — gi, n(k) > n, while if 7(V) < r < n then we use that the sets Q, =
{¢i0,N(k), Gio. v (R)+1, ... q5, N (k) +1—1} and Qey1 = {gjo,n (D) +n—7, 5, N (1) +1—
r+1,...,q;, n(l)+n—1} are disjoint which yields (6.7]) by Lemma 3.2 from [14]. If, in
addition, k € Uy, then all sets Q. = {qi,, n(k), @i, N(k)+1, ..., qi,, N (k) +n—1},
m=1,...0 and Qo141 = {gj,,n{O)+n—71,¢j, N()+n—7r+1,..,¢, N +n—-1
are disjoint, and so by Lemma 3.2 from [14] we obtain the estimate (6.8]) again.
Finally, suppose that dn(k,l) = d > n. Then, applying Lemma 3.2 from [14] we



Nonconventional arrays 17
see that the estimate (6.6]) holds true again. Observe that by Assumption 2I[(i) for
any N >1,9=1,...,¢ and integers kK > 0 and r,

(6.9) #{l>0: ¢ n(k)—gjn(l) =r for some 1 < j </} < /K.
Now, it follows from B2)-34), 62), (63) and (E0)—(@EI) that
(6.10) b = 25:1 Zk;ﬁleB,ﬁN PN = Zlgng,kguN,n Zl:w(V)§5N(k,l)<R Dk,1,N
+ ZkeUN’n 2. ﬂ(v)<5N(k <R PEILN < K204 (1 +(1))nR(P(V))?
+K2063(1 + ¢ (1)nP(V) "L xy P(T77V) + KC(1+4(1)) NR(P(V))
(L + (1) N(P(V)) X gy PTTV) = (K2f3(1+¢(1))nP(V)
FEL((1+ 9 (1) N(P(V)) (REP(V) + 327 ) P(TTTV)).

Next, we estimate si n and bs defined by ([@3]). Let G = Gi be the o-algebra
generated by the sets T-9%~OV, i =1,....6;1€ {1,..,N}\ B,};‘:N and H = Hy, be
the o-algebra generated by the sets 795 ®V, i = 1,... ¢, Since dx(k,1) > R for
¢ Blle and V € Fyn—1, we derive from Lemma 3.3 in [I4] that for n < R < N,
(6.11) W(G,H) < 22p(R—n)(2 = (1 + (R —n))™) 7%,
and so
(6.12)  spv < 22FDY(R —n)(2 — (1 + (R —n))*)2E| XN — pr,n|

< 229(R — n)prn (2 = (1 + (R —n))H)~2
Hence, by (32), (6.2), (63) and (6.12]),
(6.13) by =, skn < 22PY(R —n)(2 — (1 + (R —n))t)~2
X (KCnP(V)+ (1+¢(1) N(P(V))")

Finally, collecting (61)), (64), (6.9) and (6.13]) we derive [2.I3]) completing the proof
of Theorem O

Corollary 27 follows from the estimate (ZI3]) choosing R = Ry, = 2n, and in
view of (ZI2) we obtain Corollary 27 for Viy, = A]}, since

(6.14) m(Al) > 00 as n— o0

when 7 is a nonperiodic sequence. Indeed, w(A7) is, clearly, nondecreasing in n,
and so lim, oo m(A7) = r exists. If r < oo then there exists ng > 1 such that
w(Al) = r for all n > ng which means that n is periodic with the period r, and so
r = 00 since 7 is not periodic. (I
7. GEOMETRIC DISTRIBUTION LIMITS FOR SHIFTS
It will be convenient to set V(® =V ¢ Fo,n—1, v =W e Fo,m—1 and
¢
X = T[Ty o T%¥®, a=0,1
i=1

so that

T=7ym =min{k >1: X =1} a EV( e ZX,EOJ)V
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Set also Sp, = Zle X,E?J)V, so that S; = EX(O)’V(D, and denote Ty = min(7, N). Let
{Yk(oj\; : k>1,a=0,1} be a sequence of independent Bernoulli random variables

such that Yk(oj‘\? has the same distribution as X éajz, Set
L
St = ZY,C(%, 7 =min{k >1: Yk(ﬁl) =1} and 7y = min(7’, N).
k=1

Let now {Z ,gajz, : k> 1}, a = 0,1 be two independent of each other sequences of
i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables such that

(7.1) P{Z% =1} = (P(V) = 1- P{Z{% =0}, a=0,1.
We can and will assume that all above random variables are defined on the same
(sufficiently large) probability space. Set also
L
ST = Z Z,g?l)v, 7 =min{k >1: Zlilz)v =1} and 73 = min(7*, N).
k=1

By Lemma 3.1 from [14] the sum S}. has the geometric distribution with the
parameter

_ (P(VI))*
(r2) °= PO+ (PO (1 = (V) 7
where p = (P(V)E(P(VW))E 4 (P(V))1) 7,
Next, we can write
(7.3) drv (E(ST), Geo(p)) <A1+ A+ A3+ A+ A5
Where Al = dTv(ﬁ(ST), ﬁ(S-,—N)), A2 = dTv(E(STN), ﬁ(s;_],v)),
As = dov(L(Sy,), £(S7)) » As = drv(L(S7;), £(S7.)) and A5 =

drv (Geo(o), Geo(p)).
Introduce random vectors Xg\c;) = {X(O‘) 1 <k < Nha=01 Xy =

k,n>

XV xPy YW = (Y91 <k < Nha =01 Yy = {YV, Y}
Y = (Y01 <k < N},a=01and Yy = {Y{, Y} Observe that
the event {S, # S;,} can occur only if 7 > N. Also, we can write {7 > N} =
{x{'\ =0forallk =1,..,N} and {7’ > N} = {v,\}) = 0forallk = 1,.., N}
Hence,
(74) Ay <P{r>N}=P{r' >N} +|P{X\'\ =0forn=1,..,N}

—P{Y} =0for n=0,1,..,N}| < P{r* > N}

+drv(L(YnN), L(ZN)) + drv (L£(XN), L(YN)).

Since Z,(C)l])v, k=0,1,... are i.i.d. random variables we obtain that

(7.5) P{r* > N}=(1— (P(VO)y )N,
It is also not difficult to understand (see p.p. 1534-1535 in [14]) that

(7.6)  drv(C(Yn), LZx) < > drv(L(YS0), L(Z20).
1<k<N, a=0,1
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If k € Un nvm then by () and Lemma 3.2 from [I4] similarly to (59) we obtain
that,
(1) drv(£OGR), £(ZR) = [P =1} = P22 = 1))

= |P{NZ T v WV @} — (P(VE))] < (1 +w(n v m)* = 1)(P(V))~.
It follows from [B2), (C6) and (7)) that
(7.8) drv (L(Yn, L(Zx)) < K2(nVm)(P(V©O) 4+ P(V1)

+N((P(VOD) + (PO +(n v m))’ —1).
Next, we observe that by Theorem 3 in [3],

(79) Ay <drvy (ﬁ(XN), ﬁ(YN)) < 2by + 2by + b3 + 2 Z (p](:}v)z
1<k<N, a=0,1

where p,(caj)v = P{X,go}z, =1} and if & € Uy nvm then (in the same way as in (6.2)
by Lemma 3.2 in [14],

(7.10) P < L+ p(n v m) (P(V ),

while the definitions of by, by and bs are similar to Section[@l taking into account the
additional parameter . Namely, setting

BY" = {(1,0), (1,1): 1 <1< N, 8(k,1) < R}, pily = B(X\0X%)
and Iy = {(k,a): 1 <k <N, a=0,1} we have
(7.11) n= > 3 o

(k,0)€ln (1,8)eBy

(7.12) b= > > pyN and

(k,a)€IN (k,a)#(1,B)eBr T

(7.13) by = Z s,(:‘])v where
(k,a)eIn
sk = BIE(X = pi o (X0 (16) € Iy \ B ).
Since we always have

(7.14) P < POVE)
and (ZI0) holds true when k € Un nvn, it follows taking into account (8.2) and
B3) that
(7.15) by < KC(1+¢(nVm))' RN ((P(V©)" + (P(V1)))

x(P(VO) + P(V)) + K202(n v m)2(P(V©) + P(V(1)))2,
In order to estimate pgf y (and, eventually, b2) we will essentially repeat the argu-
ments from Section [6 First, observe that

(]IV(O) o] Ti)(]lvu) o Tj) =0if |z - j| < Ky y)-

Hence, pZ‘fN = 0 if on(k,l) < Ky ya. Now suppose that dn(k,l) d

Ky vm, G, Nk) < g n(k) < o < g n(k) and g, (1) < gjpn(D) < o
¢j,,n(1). Assume that the pair k,! does not belong to the exceptional set Dy of

2
<
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cardinality at most K appearing in Assumption 2I(iii). Then we have to deal with
two alternatives from (G.3]).

If the first inequality in (G.5]) holds true and r = ¢;, n(k) — ¢y, n (1) > nVm then
by Lemma 3.2 from ﬂﬂﬂ

(7.16) Pty = B X0) < (L4 (1) P(V).

If, on the other hand, Ky ym <r<nVm then in the same way as in Section
we obtain that

(7.17) Pty = B(XX(0) < (L4 9(1)P(V @) P(Tmvm=ry @),
If, in addition, k € Un nvm then in the same way as in (6.8)),
(7.18) Pty < @+ o) PV ) P@mmy @),

If the second inequality in (G.5) holds true then we obtain (TI6) if r = ¢, nv(I) —
¢ip,n (k) > n vV m while (ZI7) follows if £y o) ya) <7 <nVm and if, in addition,

k € UNnvm then we obtain (ZI8). Relying on B2)-34), ©9), (CI0), (C12),
([14) and (TI6)-(CI8) we conclude similarly to (610) that

(7.19) by < <K2€3(1 + (1)) (nVm)(P(VO) 4 P(V1))

KU D) N (PO + PV ) (REPYO) + PO

nvm—1 nVm—ry/(0) nvm—rys(1)
+ZT:KV(U),V(U (P(T V) + P(T 1% ))).
Similarly to (613) we obtain also that

(7.20) by < 2205(R —nvm)(2 — (1 + (R — nV m))t1)=2

x (Kﬂ?(n vV m)(P(VO) + P(vD)y)

LI N (PO + (PO ).
These provide the estimate of Ay by (Z.9), (7.14), (Z.13), (ZI9) and ([C.20).

In order to estimate Az observe that
(7.21) As < dpv(L(YN), L(ZN)) < Dicpen, amor drv(LOLN) LIZER)
= Elgkgzv, a=0,1 |P{Yk(ozl\? = 1} - P{Zziazzr = 1}|
< Qo ketnmym,a=01 T Zlgkgzv,ngN,an,a:o,l)‘P{Yk(i\; =1} - (P(V(“’))EI
< (A +2(nvm) = YN ((P(VO))" + (P(VI)))
+K2(nvm)(P(V®)+ P(1)))

where in the last inequality we relied on Lemma 3.2 from [I4] and on ([B2]) above.
The estimate of A4 we obtain from (T3],

(7.22) Ay < P{r* >N} =(1— (P(VI)HN

since we are dealing here with an i.i.d. sequence of Bernoulli random variables.
The estimate of As is the same as in (.25)),

(7.23) As < 2P(V ),
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Finally, combining (73)-(75)), (C.8)-(15) and (TI9)-(C23) we derive (ZI5]) com-

pleting the proof of Theorem 2.8 |
Corollary 2.9 follows from the estimate (2I8) choosing R = Ry = 2(nz V my)
and if Vi = A§ and W, = A" _ it remains only to verify the assertion that

K& gn — 00 as m,m — 00 provided that £, € Qp are not periodic and not

shifts of each other. Indeed, m(AS), m(A”) and 7(A$, A7) are nondecreasing in n
and m, and so does m(A$, A”,). Hence, the limit 7 = limy m—o0 £ 4¢ 4n exists. If

r < oo then, at least, one of the limits ry = lim,, oo T(AS), 72 = limy, 00 T(A7) or
r3 = limy, m—oo W(A%, A7) is finite. If 7 < oo then £ is periodic with the period r1,
if 7o < oo then 7 is periodic with the period ry and if r3 < co then either T3¢ =n
or T"sn = £. Finally, it follows from Lemma 4.1 from [15] that ([2.24]) holds true for
P x P-almost all (£,7), completing the proof. O
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