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DYNAMICS OF INNER FUNCTIONS REVISITED
JON AARONSON AND MAHENDRA NADKARNI

ABSTRACT. We study the circle restrictions of inner functions of
the unit disc showing that the local invertibility of a restriction is
independent of its singularity set and proving a local characteriza-
tion of analytic conditional expectations.

We establish central limit properties for some stochastic pro-
cesses driven by probability preserving restrictions via spectral
analysis of their perturbed transfer operators.

§1 INTRODUCTION

An inner function of the unit disc ® := {z € C: |z| < 1} is an analytic
endomorphism ¢ : ® < so that for m :=Leb-a.e. x € T:=R/Z=[0,1),

¢(rx(2)) —= ¢(x(x)) € 99

where x : T - 09, x(x) :=e?mie.,

The measurable map 7 =7(¢) : T > T mod m defined by x(7x) =
d(x(x)) is called the restriction of ¢ to T and is a nonsingular trans-
formation of (T, m) by @& (pd).

The singularities of inner functions were studied in [Sei34], although
the term inner function appears first in [Beud8] where it was shown
that the closed subspaces of

H?:=span{x":, neN}c L?

under the operator f — xf are of form ¢ o yH? where ¢ is inner.
Aleksandrov proved (in [Ale86]) that conditional expectation with
respect to a sub-o-algebra C c B(T) is analytic (i.e. commutes with
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the orthogonal projection L? — HZ := {f € H? £(0) =0} ) if and only if
C =771B(T) where 7 = 7(¢) with ¢ inner, ¢(0) = 0.

The ergodic theory of restrictions is discussed in [AW73] [LSTS|, [Aar78,
Neu78, [Aar81], DMI1] [Cradll [Cra92]. See also [Aar97, Ch.6].

This paper deals with the structure and properties of inner functions,
the spectral theory of their transfer operators and the central limit
theory of stochastic processes driven by them.

It follows from results of Aleksandrov-Heins (Proposition 2.6, p)
that an inner function restriction is locally invertible iff it is forward
nonsingular (p. Bl). We begin §2 by showing that this holds for an
arbitrary nonsingular transformation of a standard, nonatomic prob-
ability space (Proposition 2.2, p[3). We then consider the structure
of restrictions of inner functions, showing i.a. in Proposition 2.7 (p[)
that a restriction can be locally invertible while each point of the circle
is a singularity of the inner function.

In §5 we prove a local version of Aleksandrov’s theorem on analytic
conditional expectations (Theorem 5.2 on p. 25).

In §§ 3 & 4, we restrict attention to non-Mo6bius, inner functions
¢+ ® <« preserving an absolutely continuous probability; showing in
§3 that their transfer operators have spectral gaps on suitable Banach
spaces of real analytic functions, i.e. are Doeblin-Fortet operators (as
on plI3). This smooth action of the transfer operator (in contrast to
that of the restriction) is seen in @ (on pHl). In §4 we consider central
limit properties of stochastic processes (¢po7": n>1) (¢ : T - RY)
driven by such restrictions 7 = 7(¢). In particular, if ¢ : ® <« has
a singularity on 0© and 1 is real analytic and not constant, then
(Yor™: n > 1) satisfies the conditional central limit theorem (con-CLT
on p23)).

These results rely on smooth perturbations of quasicompact transfer
operators (p. [[3)) considered in §§ 3 & 4.

Central limit properties of inner function restrictions can also be

found in and [[U23].

§2 STRUCTURE

A nonsingular transformation (NST) (X, m,T') is a measurable trans-
formation T of the non-atomic, polish probability space (X, m) satis-
fying moT-1 ~ m.

The NST (X, m,T) is probability preserving (a PPT) if moT-! =m.
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The transfer operator (aka “adjoint” or “predual”) of the NST (X, m,T")
is T': L'(m) < defined by

fA’T‘fdm - leAfdm AeB(X).

The following is a standard application of the disintegration theorem
([DMTR, Ch. ITT)):

Proposition 2.1 (Preimage measures)

Let (X,m,T) be a NST of the non-atomic, polish probability space,
then 3 Xy e B(X), m(Xy) =1 and v =v") : Xqg > M(X) so that
f5 T1a(x) = v,(A) for z e Xy, AeB(X) & v,(X) = 2L (1),

dm

Moreover, v, (X ~\T{x}) =0 & v, L m for m-a.e. v € X.

The function x — v, is known as the transition kernel of T and the v,
are known as preimage measures.

Local invertibility and forward nonsingularity.

Let (X,m,T) be a NST and let Y € B(X). We'll say that (X, m,T)
is:
o «a-locally invertible on Y (with a ¢ B(Y') an at most countable
partition mod m of V) if T : a - Ta is invertible, non singular
YV oacea;
e Jocally invertible on Y if it is a-locally invertible for some at most
countable partition o c B(Y');
o forward nonsingular on Y if 3 Yy € B(Y'), m(Y ~Yp) = 0 so that
AeB(Yy), m(A)=0 = m(TA)=0.
Proposition 2.2 (Local invertibility of NSTs)

For a NST (X, m,T) and Y € B(X), TFAE:

(0) 3 Yy e B(Y), m(Y \Yy) =0 so that T-*{x} is at most countable
V xeYy;

(i) v, is purely atomic for m-a.e. x €Y
(ii) T s locally invertible on T-1Y;
(

iii) T is forward nonsingular on T71Y .

Proof The equivalence of (0), (i) & (ii) is shown in [RokG1] (see also
[Nad81]). The implication (ii) == (iii) is standard.

We'll show that (iii)) == (i).
We claim first that the function y ~ v, ({y}) is measurable.
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To see this let d be a polish metric on X and let «,, be a sequence
of partitions of X so that

Qns1 > 0y m(0a) =0V a € oy, n 215 sUpP,,,, diama — 0.

Thus the function y — vy, ({y}) = lim, e vy (0, (y)) (where y €
a,(y) € o) is measurable.

It follows that W:={yeY : vr,({y}) =0} e B(Y).

Now suppose that (i) fails, then m (W) > 0.

Next, TW is analytic, whence universally measurable and since T-'TTW 2
W, we have m(T-TW) >m(W) >0 whence (by nonsingularity of T"),
m(TW) > 0.

For V e B(W),

m(V) = fX Vo (V)dm(z) = fT n(V)dm(a),

By the analytic section theorem ([Lus30], see also [Jan4l],

[Sri98, Thm 5.5.2], [Coh80) §8.5]); and Lusin’s theorem,

3 Ac TW compact, m(A) >0,and 7: A - B:=7mA c W continuous
so that T'o 7 = Id.

It follows that

@ x¢A,

BnT_l{I}:{ {r(z)} zeA

whence
Ve(B) = 1a(x)v,({m(2)}) =0 - 7(x) e W & =T (n(x)).
Thus
m(B) = [ v({x(2)))dm(z) =0
whereas TB=TnA=A, m(TB)=m(A) >0 and (iii) fails. @
Structure of inner function restrictions.

Nonsingularity of restrictioms.
The following shows that an inner function restriction is a nonsingu-
lar transformation of (T,m).

Proposition 2.3 [Nor6g]
For ¢ : ® <« inner,

7| m,oT b= Tg(z), OF, equivalently: TP, = Pg(z)-
where 7, [p,| is the Poisson measure [density] at z defined by

prsdncs dﬂ'z(ib’) = pz(x)dx, pz(x) - Rew

x(z)-z"
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Remark: is aka Boole’s formula as a version for rational inner

functions of the the upper half plane appears in p. 787] (see
also [Gla77, §8]). For a converse to [ see [Let77].

Invariant probabilities for inner function restrictioms.

Denjoy-Wolff Theorem Wol26]
Suppose that ¢ : D < is analytic, not constant and not Mobius, then

there is a (unique) point 0 = 0(¢) € ® such that

- [p()E | 1-|2P
1-26()E ~ 1~ 2P

Vzed,

and

() > D asn—o0 V zeD.

The point 9(¢) is called the Denjoy- Wolff point of ¢.
Corollary (see e.g. [Aar78, Neu78, [DM9I])

The restriction T of an inner function ¢ has an absolutely continuous,
invariant probability iff 9(¢) € © and in this case (T, myg), 1) is either
conjugate to a circle rotation or is an exact PPT.

Clark measures.
The preimage measures v(7) : T — M(T) of an inner function restric-
tion 7 = 7(¢) correspond to its Clark measures (defined by (i) below).

See [Sak07].:
Proposition 2.4
For ¢ :® <« inner,
(1) fﬂ'pzdljg—) =DPo(z) (ZL’),
(i) 2~ 7 (T > M(T)) is weak * continuous;
(iii) ) Lm V teT.
Statement (i) follows from B on p. @ The proofs of (ii) & (iii) can

be found in [Sak07, §2].

Note that Vt(T) L m for m-a.e t € T follows from & on p. B

Blaschke products.
Suppose that Z c ® is countable and that m : Z - N is so that

Yaez m(a)(1 - |a]) < oo.
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The Blaschke product with zero set Z and multiplicity function m is
B =By ® — C defined by
B(2) = [] ba(2)™® with b,(2) = coiz
aeZ
where ¢o = =2 (#0) & ¢g = 1.

Te product converges locally uniformly on © because

1= ba(2)™)] < 5 - m(a) (1 - |a]).

It can be shown that B is inner, that {a € © : B(a) =0} = Z and

that for ae Z, ; (Bz()iw)(a) =: H(z) is bounded, analytic with H(a) # 0.

Singular inner functions.
An inner function S :® <« is singular (i.e. without zeros) iff

log S(z) = - [T X0 44 (1)

where 0 € M(T), o L m.
In this situation, we’ll denote S =5, (&/or o =0y).

Factorization Theorem [Smi29] (see also [Rud74, theorem 17.15])
Let ¢ : © < be inner function, let Z(¢) :={zeD: ¢(2) =0} and,
foraeZ(o), let

m(a) :=max{k>0: 1% is bounded on D},

then Y ez m(a)(1-]al) < oo and ¢ = ABz(g)m S where X € St and
S is a singular inner function.

Regular points and Singularities.

A regularity point of the inner function ¢ : ® < is a point z € 99 so
that 3 U c C open with z € U, and an analytic function F': U - C so
that F|Uﬂ© = ¢|Uﬁ@'

A non-regular point in 09 is called a singularity.

The regularity set of ¢ is t, = {regularity points of ¢} and the
singularity set of ¢ is 54 1= 0D \ t,.

Derivative of a restriction at a regular point.

Let ¢ : © < with restriction 7 = 7(¢) , then 7 is differentiable at
each 0 € x v, with
& 7(0) = 06(x(9)) = ¢ (x(6))] with (=) := 225 = 2(log ¢)'(2).
If ¢ = >\Bg(¢)7m50, then

sy =2Z(¢) uspto
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and, as in [Mar89)
1 70 = Y mem®)+} [ 59

aeZ(¢) T
> ;@ 1;}3} + 20 =1 >0 V0 eT such that x(6) €ty

where p, () := Rezfigg and Y ..y := 0. Since either Z(¢) # @ or 0 # 0

(or both), we have n > 0.

Interval maps. In case m(s,) = 0, we call 7: T < an interval map
as there is an at most countable collection of disjoint open intervals
I, c T, Upzl,n = [0,1) so that T : I, - [0,1] is analytic, strictly
increasing.

Radial 1limit set.
The radial limit set of ¢ is

Ao={BedD: 6(rB) — 6(5) € D).
For example, if ¢(z) := exp[-12], then

et g x(0) 1

¢(T€):>{ 0 co1

and Ay =09~ {1}.

Angular derivatives.
The inner function ¢ : ® < has an angular derivative B € C at { € Ay
if

3 BeC such that ¢(z) ~9E) - B
Z—§ z2—¢

that is
6(2) - 6(©) o
2= amt [6-rl<K(1-]2))
Denote the angular derivative at & by § =: ¢, ().
Proposition 2.5 [Sak07, §3] Let ¢ : © < be inner with restriction
T=7(¢). TFAE for € = x(x) € 09D
e ¢ has an angular derivative at &;

o ¢'(2) %5) peC & in this case B = ¢, (£);

. fr% < oo for some (hence all) weT, w#x.
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Proposition 2.6 (Local invertibility of restrictions) I

Let ¢ : © < be inner and let E € B(T), m(E) >0, then 7 = 7(¢)
is locally invertible on E iff ¢ has an angular derivative at x(x) for
m-a.e. x € L.

Proof = Local invertibility entails forward nonsingularity whence
a.s existence of angular derivatives follows from [Hei77].

To see <, suppose that ¢ has an angular derivative at y(z) for m-
a.e. x € F. By [Cra91l Lemma 1.5], 7 is almost uniformly differentiable
on FE in the sense that
e 3 E,eB(T), Ext E mod m such that:

Vk, e>030=0d(k,e)>0 so that

&  [r(2) -7(y) - (z-y)g(@)[ <ele —y| ¥V x,y € By, |z —y| <0
where g(z) = |¢'(x(x))| with ¢’ the angular derivative of ¢ at y(x).

To see that 7 is forward nonsingular on E, we note that by possibly
shrinking the Ej, (as in @), we may assume in addition that 3 M, > 0
(k>1) so that g < Mj, on E.

Suppose that k>1 & S € B(Ey), m(S) =0 and fix € > 0. There are
intervals {I,: n>1} so that

Sc nL>J1]m L] < (k1) & 1;|In| <3
By &l
[T (x) = m()| < (9(x) + Dz —y| < (M, + 1) |z -y
and m(7(Exn1,)) < (Mg +1)m(1,).
It follows that 7(.S) ¢ Ups1 7(Ex 0 1) whence
m(7(5)) < Y, m(r(Byn L) < (My+1) Y m(L,) <e
n>1 n>1
and m(7(9)) = 0.
For S e B(E), m(S) =0,

m(7(5)) D m(7(ErnS))=0
and 7 is forward nonsingular on E whence locally invertible on E by
Proposition 2.2.. val

An example of a probability preserving restriction which is "a.e. con-
tinuum to one” (a.e. Clark measure is nonatomic) was constructed in

(see also [Sak07, Ex. 9.7]).

' ATes7, See also Theorem 9.6].
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In particular, for inner functions ¢, 7(¢) is locally invertible on T iff
¢ has an angular derivative at a.e. point on 0%.

The next result shows that this property is independent of the sin-
gularity set.

Proposition 2.7

Let ECT be a closed set, then

3 an inner function ¢ : D < with locally invertible restriction T =
7(¢) so that $(0) =0 & s4 = x(E).

Proof for infinite £ f
If E=T,let I'c T be countable so that I'" = T.
Otherwise, let F'2 E c T be closed so that F' = F.
If TN F =Upen(an,by), then IV = E where T":= {a,, b,: neN}.
We'll construct ¢ via a Clark measure.
First fix e : I' = R, so that ) () < oo and then fix 7 € P(I') so
that

Zs(WTW)?«’O'

~yel’
We claim that
q1 fj’j;jg < oo for m-a.e. x €T.
T
Proof of q1
Since

> m(B(1,e(7))) =23 e(7) <00

el ~el
with B(x,¢) := (z—¢,z+¢), we have by the Borel-Cantelli lemma that
3K eB(T), Knl'=9g, m(K) =1so that V x ¢ K, 3 T¢(x) el
finite, so that
@) [w=7l2e(y) ¥ v¢lo()
Let xz € K, then
dm(t) _ Ty Ty
(= L eer=( 0 ) JEny
~el velo(z)  ~¢lo(x)
Since K c T~T', we have
Y np<ooVzeK
lz=~1

velo(x)

2 If |E| < o0, ¢(2) = zexp[- Tyep ig;:], is an interval map with s, = E.
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and

> ‘;7”23 > E”Tw)ﬁoo.mn

v¢Lo(z) v¢Lo(x)
Next, we define F': ® — C by

._ x(t)+z
F(z) = [T O (1),

Note that

t)+z 1-|2[2
Re(;ggtgiz) - ‘X(t)‘_‘dz S0V 2e®

so [':® - R, x R. Moreover, since 7(T) =1, F'(0) = 1.

: : _ FP-1.
92 To construct the inner function, define ¢ := = : D - C.

Since, F'(0) =1, ¢(0) =0 and since ReF' >0 on D, ¢: D <.
Since m L m, we have that for m-a.e. v €T,

3 lim Prx(@)) = F(x(t)) R

whence for such z €T

F x))—
o(rx(w)) —— Tyt € 0D

and ¢ :® < is inner.

Moreover, 1y = m whence by and Proposition 2.5, ¢ has an
angular derivative at y(t) for a.e. ¢t € T. By Proposition 2.6, 7(¢) is
locally invertible.

To finish, we note that s, =sptn '=1"=FE. &

The Baire category situation is different:

Proposition 2.8
Suppose that the inner function ¢ : ® < has an angular derivative
at a residual set of points, then s, is nowhere dense.

Proof
Fix w e T and define F': T - (0,00] by

L dvay (t)
F(z):= /.T—Ix(w)x(t)Q
and, for r € (0,1), define F,.: T > R, by
F(2) = | i

1 Irx(@)-x(®)?>
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then for each 0 <r <1, F,.: T - R, is continuous and
F.(x) -0 F(x) € (0,00] V 2 € T by dominated convergence in case

F(z) < 0o and by Fatou’s lemma in case F'(z) = oo
By Baire’s simple limit theorem,
Co:={xeT: F:T - (0,00] is continuous at z}

is residual in T.
By assumption, A := [F < oo] is residual, whence so is C' := Co, N A.
Thus V x € C, 3 0<a, <b, and an open interval J, 3 x so that

a, < F<b, on J,.

By Seidel’s theorem (see also [Zyg02, Thm. 7.48]),

54 nX(Jm) =g,

whence t, is open and dense and s, is nowhere dense. @

Proposition 2.9
Let ¢ : ® « be inner with #Z(¢), #54 < oo and d(¢) € D, then
(T,m,7(¢)) is a piecewise analytic, increasing interval map so that

(U) 7' (2)[ 20 >0V zex ey &
d-1
3 d2 1 s.t. |7‘d,([l§')| > ﬁ >1 V xe€ QT_jX_lt(b
]:
and
(A) sup A7(z) < oo with At(x) = ‘:(%‘)2‘

zex Ity

Interval maps satisfying [0l & [Al are known as Adler maps in honour of
[AdI73].
Proof

Since #Z(¢) & s, are both finite, by @on p. [ 7(0) =%(0) mod 1
with

< T(0) =6(0) - 37 ) o({t}) cot(w (0 - 1))

tesy

where either b =0 (when Z(¢) = @) or b(0) = ¥ 4cz(5) m(a)pa(0).
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It follows that 7 is differentiable on x(#) € v, with 7/(6) > n > 0
and that 7 is a piecewise analytic, increasing interval map. See also

[Mar89).

Proof of [Al with s4 # @

By
7(0)=6'(0) + 3 3wty = V(0) +5(0)
t€5¢
and
IT"(O)] < [6"(0)] +[s" ()]
<o @)+ 7 Y o (IS EG]
€5¢

whence

i, o (DS D)

5 sin® (7 (6-t)) |sin® (7 (6-1))|

AT(0) < |Ab|o + 7 7 (0)? < [Ab]lo +7Tt;> ( ({1 )2

sin?(m(6-t))
sin(27 (60
= [|Ab] o + Z | E,({ﬁ})t”‘ < [Abfo + 3 Z o({t}) @Al

€5¢

Proof of [ There is a Mobius transformation ¥ : © <« so that
0(g) =0 where g = U=t oo W. If the restrictions of g & ¥ are U & 1)
respectively, then 7% = oUm o)™t V n > 1.

Since ¢(0) =0 we have

U'(0)=09(x(0)) =1+0h(x(0)) >1+0,=p>1.
Forn>1,
™ =) o UM op U oyt 7V
> p" m%mﬁ’-m%mﬁ’ll

> B > 1 for large enough n > 1. @ [U

§3 QUASICOMPACTNESS OF TRANSFER OPERATORS

Let (X, m,T) be a NST with transfer operator T : L*(m) <. We look
for subspaces L c L'(m) on which T: L < acts quasicompactly (as on

13).
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Doeblin-Fortet operators on an adapted pair.

Let £ cCc L'(m) be Banach spaces so that

(C,L) is an adapted pair in the sense that
o [lmgmy <l-le <l lzs (£)rigmy = L'(m), and L-closed, L-bounded
sets are C-compact.

We say that an operator P € hom(£, £)nhom(C,C) is Doeblin-Fortet
(D-F) on (C, L) if

DF(i) |P"flle < H|fle YneN, feL'(m) &
DF (ii) 3 4> 1 such that [P*f|z <0 f|z+R|flc ¥ fe L.

where R, H € R, and 6 € (0,1).

3.1 Lemma: (rigidity of DF operators) [[TM50]
Suppose that P is a DF operator on the adapted pair (C,L).
If feC, Pf=f, then feL.

Proof
Suppose f € C, Pf = f and choose k, € L, |k, - f]c — 0. By

HITM@ Lemma 4.1], for each n > 1, 3 k, € £ so that Pk, = k, and
HN ot Pik, ke = O whence using DF(i),

If - k||c<—||NZP](f kn)le < H| f = knlle —— 0.

7=0

For f e £ it now suffices that sup,,; |kn|lz < co. This follows from
DF(ii):

Supl\/f = esupl\/f le <+ g(l\fl\c+sup |f = Fulle) < o0. @

Example 3.2

Let ¢ : ® < be non-Mdébius inner satisfying # (s, U Z;)) < oo and
0(¢) € ®. By Proposition 2.9, (T,my),7) is an Adler map (as on p.
[I1)). Adler maps are Gibbs-Markov whence (see [ADOI])

e T is D-F on the adapted pair (L'(m),Lip(T)) where
Lip(T) = {Lipschitz functions on T}
with norm

sy 1= 11+ sup Lp=F
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Quasicompactness.

It is shown in [[TM50] that a D-F operator P € hom(L, £) has spec-
tral radius p(P) < 1 and that, if p(P) = 1, then P is quasicompact in
the sense that 3 A = A(P) € hom(L, L) of form

N
A= ME,
=1
with N > 1, Ey,...,Ex € hom(L, L) finite dimensional projections,
Ay Ay €St i={zeC: |z| =1} so that p(P-A) < 1.
In particular, for 0 € (p(P - A),1), 3 M >0 so that

() [P f—-A"fle < MO flle V21, feL
Conversely any P € hom(L, L) satisfying [Jk] is a D-F operator.

If ¢:D « is as in Example 3.2, then 7(¢) is exact,
Af =mys)(f) = [; fdmys) and (J) takes the form

(&) 17" f = o) (f)lLap < NO" | fllusp V f € Lip(T).

The rest of this section is devoted to finding a version of [& for general
probability preserving inner functions. We’ll consider the action of 7
on various spaces of real analytic functions on T.

Harmonization. The harmonization of f € LP(m) (1 < p < o0) is
f:® — C is defined by

J2) = [ popdm
where p, is as in on p. @

It is harmonic in ® and satisfies

sup [ F(rx) o= [ f]p-

re(0,1)
It is classical that
(D) :={F:D - Charmonic, sup |F(rx)|,<oo}={f:feL’(m)}.
re(0,1)

and that
HP (D)2 {feLlP(T): f(n)=0VY n<0}={feh?: f analytic on D}.
Let _ _
Ap=[3 lim f(rx) = f(x) €C],
then by Fatou’s theorem, m(Az) =1 & f(x) = f ae.

3.3 Basic Proposition
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Let ¢ : © < be inner with restriction T = 7(¢), then
(i) Fe HP(D) = 7TF e HP(D).
(ii) if ¢(0) =0, then for d > 1, T(x?) is a polynomial of degree at most
d.
(iii) if ¢*)(0) =0 V 0< k <k, then for d > 1, T(x?) is a polynomial of
degree at most | 2].

Proof of (i) and (ii)
See [Ale87] (also [Sak07, Theorem 3.1]).

Proof of (iii)
We have spt ¢ € [k, 00) whence for k> 1, spt (¢)* € [kk, 00).
Thus, forn>1, keZ

[’T‘(X")xkdm = fx%(x)kdm =0V n<ks
T T

and 7(x™) is a polynomial of degree at most |2]. &

For b>1, let
ky:={ue L*(m): Hu”ib = Z b‘"'|ﬂ(n)|2 <oo} & Ky:=kyn H?,
neZ
then k; is a Hilbert space when equipped with the inner product

(u,v)p =y, ba(n)o(n).

neZ

Note that
o Ki. = U1 Ky is the collection of functions with harmonizations
analytic on ©.

Proposition 3.4  For each b>1, (L?(T),ky) is an adapted pair.

Proof We show that B(R) :={f€ky: |f|, < R} is strongly compact
in L?(m). To see this let f; e B(R) (j > 1), then forneZ, j>1,

PN
|Fi(m)] < =5t <
b b2

n]
Z

and 3 j, > oo, a:Z — C so that
Fi(n) —= a(n).

2 m
It follows that |a(n)| < & whence A =¥, 7 a(n)x" € ky, fj, —>L£( L A
b —00

|_7%\
and |Alg, < R. @
3.5 Spectral Gap Proposition
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Let ¢ : © < be inner, non-Mdébius with ¢(0) =0 & 7 =7(9).
(i) Let b>1, then for V |¢'(0)|<p<1, 3 M >0 so that

(4) |7 u —E) [, < Mp™ Julk, ¥ ueky, N20

where E(u) := [;udm =1(0).

(ii) Suppose that ¢p(z) = 25P(2) with k> 1 and ©: D « inner and let
b>1, then

1
(@%) 7N u- Bl € g lull, ¥ ek N20
2

Proof of (i)
We first show that

(=) VO<r<l, 3C>0st. [pN(2)|<MpN ¥V 2eD, |2 <7

where ¢Vl = poo---0¢.
N —
N times

Proof of [@& By assumption ¢(z) = zg(z) where g : © < is inner.
Thus ¢/(0) = g(0) and 3 v =, so that

9(2) < p & [d(2) < pl2]V |2| < v
Next, 3 N, so that |¢pVel(2)] <t V |2] < r whence for |z| < r
pM(2)| < p"Ner ¥ n > N,
and [& follows. &

Proof of [d for u ¢ K, n H?
Fix Re (0,1), 2 <b.
For we Kyn HZ, 3 ve Kyg: 0 HY so that

u(n) = R"0(n) = v * pr(n)

where p, := Rei—z is the Poisson kernel (z € ®) with

z" n > 0;

ORI

n<0

Now

U=0%pR= Av(t)pr(t)dm
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whence
uy = 7w = [ (g )dm
= fvv(t)%[NJ(Rx(t))dm by
and
iZN(f):fTAv(t)p¢[N](Rx(t))X_zdmdm
= 10i(0) [ o(OB1iy 0y (Ol
= 1(0) [ o EIRXD)) dm.
Thus

A (OF <1u(0) [ oPdm [ 6™ (R0t
< Jul2, (Mp" ).

where M >0 is as in [&2]
Let Ny be so that b, := M?p?" < 1 for n > Nj,.

For N > N(]
|7 uly = > b lan (0))
£>1
<l )by
>1
= 2 |ul

<2M2bp*V |u|;. @
To continue let w € ky, then
w=F+G +E(w) for some F, G ¢ K,
and L
Nw=F"F +7NG + E(w).
By [ for F & G,

[7¥w - E(w); = [V FI; + [7YGI;
<M (|F I + 1G13)
<Mp*N|wlf,. @

Proof of (ii)

By the Basic Proposition (i), 7: HZ < & 7(x?) is a polynomial of
degree at most [2].
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Write 7V (x*) = o1 ™ (k, £)xt, then

a™ (k, 0) = 7V (xF), ) = (X xE o TN) = (xF, oV (x)1) = (@) (k).
§

Thus
(%) a®™ (k,0) =0 unless k> N0 & Z la™ (k,0))? = 1.

k>kNY

Proof of [(&] for u e K, n H?

7N =Y w7 () where uy =a(k),
k>1

= Z upa™ (k, 0)x*

021, k>kNe

=22 5 ura™ (k)"

021 k>N
Thus, using Cauchy-Schwartz and (&),
(@)l = | 3 wa™ (k, O)F

k>kN¢

< Z |uk|2

k>kNe

and

[Vul?, = 307V
>1

SZbZ Z |uk|2

021 k>krNY

ST P T
k>N 0<l<t

To continue let w € k;, then

w=F+G+E(w) for some F, G e K,

3Note that here ¢V == po---0¢ whereas (pN )¢ = N ... o,
D SN——
N times ¢ times
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and

Nw =FVF +7NG + E(w).
By 11,

|7V w - E(w)[; = [T¥F[; + 7Y G

IN

1

2

e (IF1E+ 1615
1

b

IN

b2
b-1

wl}, @

Minimal essential spectral radius.

For (T,m,T) a probability preserving transformation, let €(7) be
the class of Banach spaces over T; so that V L € €:

(L*(T,m), L) is an adapted pair and T is a DF operator on (L*(T, m), £)
with

& 7 f —E(f)|c < MO"|flcV feL.

The minimal essential spectral radius of T over ¢ ¢ €(T) is defined

(analalously to [BCJ23]) as
r(T):=inf{#>0: T > [&]with 8 on £ € c}.

Proposition 3.6
For ¢ : © < non-Mébius, inner with ¢(0) =0, let

h:={Le€(F): p.e LV 2eD},
then () = |¢'(0)].

Proof By [d r,(7) < |[¢'(0)]. For the other inequality, note that

by Koenigs’ theorem, ([Koe84], see also [Sha93, §6.1]), 3 2z € D s.t.
|¢7(2)|7 — |¢/(0)] & by B, if 7 satisfies & (p[Id) with constant 6 on

L e b, then

MO™ > [7(p2) = e > [7(p:) = 11 2 £l6"(2)] = ¢/ (0)["™). @



20 ©J. Aaronson and M. Nadkarni

§4 ANALYTIC PERTURBATIONS AND PERIODICITY

Let (X,m,T) be a nonsingular transformation and let ¢ : X — C be
measurable.

For z € C so that e*¥ € L'(m), define the perturbed (aka twisted)
transfer operator 11, ,, : L*(m) < by

IL o f = T(ewf).

The operators P, = P, := T(e™ f) are called characteristic function
operators as E(P,1) = E(e™).

Let ¢ : ® <« be as in Example 3.2 (p[I3): non-Mdébius inner with
Z(¢), s4 finite and with 9(¢) € ©. By Proposition 2.9 (p. [
(T, (¢, T) is a probability preserving Adler map whence Gibbs-Markov

as in [ADOT].
Thus as before, 7 is a DF operator on the adapted pair (L*(u),Lip(T))
and if ¢ : T — R is Lipschitz, then
€1 [ADOI, Propn. 2.1] P, is a DF operator on the adapted pair
(L'(p),Lip(T)) V teR;
€2 [ADO1, Propn. 2.4] P:R — hom(Lip(T),Lip(T)) is continuous;
and

€3 [ADOI, Thm. 4.1]

There are constants € > 0, K >0 and 6 € (0,1); and continuous
functions A : B(0,¢) - Be(0,1), N : B(0,e) - hom(Lip(T),Lip(T))
such that
o [P = A" N () hlspery) < KO [Afleipr)

Vi|t|]<e, n>1, heLip(T)

where V|t| <€, N(t) is a projection onto a one-dimensional subspace.

The main result of this section is

Theorem 4.1 Analyticity of Perturbation
Let ¢ :® < be non-Mobius inner with ¢(0) = 0.
Ifpekpg (B>1)thenV 1<b< B, zeC, 11, :=1I, ;, € hom(ky, k).
Moreover z € C 11, € hom(ky, ky) is holomorphic with

T2 () = L@ ) = 1 ().

Corollary 4.2
Under the assumptions of Theorem 4.1:
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(i) there are constants € > 0, K > 0 and 0 € (0,1); and analytic
functions A: B(0,£) - Be(0,1), N :B(0,€) — hom(ky, k) so that

A | PPh=-AE)"N()h|k, < KX@)"|hlk, Y |t <& n21, hek;
where V|t| < E, N(t) is a projection onto a one-dimensional subspace.
(ii) P, is a DF operator on the adapted pair (L?(m),ky) V [t| < E.

Proof of (i)
By t » P, is analytic (R - hom(ks,k)) and Nagaev’'s Theorem
([PP90, [HHOT], [ADOI, Lemma 4.2]) applies to establish (@] As men-

tioned above, (ii) follows from this. &

Next, we prove Theorem 4.1. To this end, we’ll need the following
multiplication and exponential lemmas.

4.3 Multiplication Lemma Let B >0b> 1, then

() 19l </ BRI Ninllgle, ¥ f €kp, g€k

Proof We have that

1£9l7, = 2 0"IFg()l* < 37 o) 3 Fk)g(n - k)P

nez nezZ keZ
< Z bln\| Z B3 |f(l<:)|‘g(" k)\|2 Z plnl Z B'k‘|f(k |2 Z \g(gllf)\
nez kezZ neZ  kez tez
n— 2 nl—
= £12, X oy s~ 2, 2 () g (n - o)
n,leZ keZ nleZ
<|fI%, ; (&) gn- 0P = | f17, HgHi,,éZ(%)‘f|
n,leZ eZ

= el flislelk, @ @)

4.4 Exponentiation Lemma
Let B>1 & 9 € kg, then for each z€C, be (1,B),

(%) eIk, < exply/ 52312l ] ks -

Proof By the Multiplication Lemma,
[ %, < B l00R, 1R, < < (B VIR,



22 ©J. Aaronson and M. Nadkarni

and

[k, < STEE Jom )y, < ST ER (B2)E g |p

n>0 n>0

= exp[\/ F2l2l¥[s]. @

Proof of Theorem 4.1
It suffices to show that V we C, 3 ¢=¢, >0 so that

N n hom (kp,k
(&) (zm)" 7 N( "B 1L,V 2 € B(w, o).
n:O —> 00

To this end, fix we Cand 1 <b<by <by<---<B.
Let f € ky, then for k > n,

[P = IF(2*e® )k, < Mpl@te® £, by (@)
< Mpy/ 323 £ i |95 o, by @D.
To continue, by repeated application of () and then ()
k+1
o5l < (B ) 1l I

el el FRIPIR, ]

Thus

k
HHt(u )HhOm(kbykb) < ( ngzi ’

and (@] holds with ¢, =/ ZZ% |

Periodicity.

Let ¢ : ®© < be non-Mébius inner with ¢(0) =0 and let ¢ : T - R be
measurable.

We'll call t € R a m-period of ¢ if 3teR, NeC, [N =1& g:T—>C
measurable, so that ¢ = \go7/g.

We denote the collection of 7-periods of ¢ by Q(1) and call ¥: 7-
aperiodic if Q(v) = {0} and 7-periodic otherwise.

It is standard to show that for t e R, A e C, |\|=1 and f € L'(m)
% Uf=Afor > P(f)=T(ef) =\,
Proposition 4.5

Let ¢:® « be non-Mdbius inner with 9(¢) € © & s4 # @.
(i) If¢: T — R is non-constant, real analytic , then Q) is discrete.
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(i) If Z2(¢) & sy finite, and ¢ : T - R is non-constant, Lipchitz
continuous, then Q(1) = {0}.

Proof of (i)

Let £ > 0 be as in Corollary 4.2(i). Fix 1 <b< B with ¢ € kp. If Q(1))
is not discrete, then 3 t € (0,€) n Q(v)) and f e L'(m), NeC, |\ =1
so that P,(f) = Af. For t € (0,€) n Q(v), P, is a DF operator on
(L2(m), ky). Write @ := AP, then @ : k; < is a DF operator, Qf = f
and by Proposition 3.1, f € k.

By & we have

(=) f(rz) = Mf(2)e™@ for m-ae. x €T,

Using harmonization, we see that B holds Vz € Ay.
Now suppose that v is a point of discontinuity of 7, then x(v) € s4.

By Seidel’s theorem ([Sei34], also [Zyg02, theorem 7.48]), V w e
T, 3 2, = z,(w) € Ay so that z, > v and so that 7(z,) =w. Thus

F(w) = f(7(z0)) = Af (20) @ (20) —— Af(0)@(v)

whence f is constant, e?¥ = X\, whence ¢ (being continuous) is constant.
@ (i)
Proof of (ii) Suppose otherwise, that for some ¢ # 0 3 f € L'(m) so

that B holds. Since P is a DF operator on (L!(m),Lip(T)) we obtain
as in the proof of (i), that f € Lip(T)) and that ¢ is constant. &

Central and local limit theorems.

Let (X, m,T) be a probability preserving transformation. A station-
ary stochatic process driven by (X, m,T) is a quadruple (X,T,m, V)
where W : X — R is measurable.

We'll say that the stationary stochatic process (X, T, m, V) satisfies
the

o central limit theorem if 3 o > 0 so that
U, - nE(V) . b2
) [

CLT m([

e conditional central limit theorem if 3 o > 0 so that
~ t 62
con—-CLT T"l[wn;%mg] — ﬁ [oo e 2 ds;

and
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e conditional local limit theorem if 3 o > 0 so that for I c R an interval,

and k, € Z, J%»/{E[R:

—~ I€2
con-LLT /T (g, enE(w)kn+1]) = %677-

— 00

where |I] is the length of 1.

4.6 Limit theorems

Let ¢ :® <« be non-Mdébius inner with 9(¢) € ® & s, + .
(i) Ifv:T - R is real analytic, not constant, then then (T, 7y, T, 1)
satisfies the con-CLT.
(i) If #(Z2(p)usy) < 0o and ip: T — R is Lipschitz continuous, not
constant, then then (T,my(g,T,10) satisfies the con-LLT.

e In both cases, 0% =lim,,_, [E(%’%)

Idea of proof

In both cases, the transfer operator satisfies & on p. [ so by [RES3,
Thm. 2] the limit for 02 exists. By Proposition 4.5 ¢ > 0. The Taylor
expansions of A : B(0,e) — C in (i) and (ii) (@ p20 and @& p20
respectively) are both established by [RES83| Lemmas 2 & 3]. The limit
theorems are established as in [RES83| §3-4] with adjustments for the
conditional case as in [ADO1].

§5 A LOCAL VERSION OF ALEKSANDROV’S THEOREM

Fix Ae B(T), m(A) >0 & C cB(A) be a sub-c-algebra.
For 1 < p < oo write

HY(A,C):={feH: flaisC-measurable}.

By Theorem 17.18] if f, g€ H2(m) and f|a = g|a, then f=g.
Let P : H? - HZ(A,C) be the orthogonal projection in the sense
that

&) (Id- P)HZ c H3(A,C)*";
& call (A,C) an analytic pair if
v, (f) = (Pf)|a for feH;

where ma(B) :=m(AnB) & ES, , (f) is conditional expectation on the
measure space (A, my4) with respect to the sub-o-algebra C ¢ B(A).
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Let AeB(T), m(A) > 0. It is easy to see that (A,C) is an analytic
pair if either C "= B(A) (in which case H2(A,C) = H2); or C "= {@, A}
(in which case HZ(A,C) ={0}).

Next, we give an example which turns out to be general.

Example 5.1 If Ae7m'B(T) & C=7"1B(T)nA where T = 7(¢) with
¢:D <, ¢(0) =0 inner, then (A,C) is a analytic pair.

Proof

We have
HE(A,77'B) == {f e H3: f|ais 7' B-measurable}
={feHi: 3geHy, fla=gor|a}
= H3o7 by [Rud74, Theorem 17.18].
To continue, note that because mo 77! =m,
ETEO(f) =7(f) o
By the Basic Proposition 3.3, 7: HZ < whence
p =g, B® =7(f)oT:H? > HioT

is orthogonal projection.

Let A=7"1B, then
S, (f)=E B(lpoTf)la=(1sTf)or)|a=(Pf)ls @

Theorem 5.2 If (A,C) is a analytic pair, then either C = {@, A}, or
3 ¢ :D < inner with $(0) =0 so that Ae 7718 and C = An 118 where

7=7(9).

The cases with C'= T are established in [Ale80] .
Proof We claim first that

W P(gf) =gP(f) ¥ feHs, geHi(AC).

Proof

P(gf)la=EL,(f9) = glaks,, (f) = (9P (f))la;
and by theorem 17.18], P(gf) = gP(f) a.s. on T. @Y1
Q2V felL*(AC,ma) 3 g heHZ(AC) & v eC so that

f=(g+h+7)|a

4See also [Sak07, Theorem 5.6
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Proof 3 G,H e HZ & v¢€C so that
f=G+H+n.
Next, g = PG, h=PH € H2(A,C) and a.s. on A:
(9+h+v)=(PG+PH+~)=ES, (f)=f @12

€3 Let Ae B(T) and let C, C' < B(A) so that both (A,C) and (A,C")
are analytic pairs, then

C<C <« HAC)c HYAC).

Proof = follows from the definition and <« follows from €2. &
14 L:=span{fg: feHF(AC), ge HF(A,C)} ¢ HF(ACQ).
Proof

Let

d:=min{k>0: y*ge H> VY ge H3(A,C)},
then d € N.

By 92, 3 non constant G € H*(A,C) with x'G € H? with the
consequence that y=4'ge H?V ge L whence HZ(A,C)NL+@. @
€5 Any ¢ € H2(A,C)n L*, |¢|2 =1 is inner with ¢(0) = 0.

Proof
For n>1, P(¢y") T ¢P(x") € L whence ¢ L P(x") (- ¢ € LY).
Thus for n > 1,

(oP)(n) = (¢, 6x")

(¢, P(ex™))

(6, 6P(X™)
=0,

)

)

whence also ([oP2)(-n) = ([¢[)(n) =0 and
6 = (0)(0) = o5 =1. @ 9

Fix ¢ € H3(A,C) n L* (inner with ¢(0) =0).
€6 HZ(A,C)=HZor=HZ(T,77'B) where 7 = 7(¢).
Proof Since ¢ € H*(A,C), we have

(i) An77'B(T) cC and (ii) ¢" € HP(A,C) V n>1.

It follows that any F e HZ o7 is in HZ(A,C) having the form Fox =
Yns1 n®™ with (ay @ k>1) €2

Thus HZ(A,C)2 HZoT.
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To show equality we’ll prove that
M = H(A,C)n (HZoT)* ={0}.
To this end, we show first that

1 EMCM.

Proof Let ge M, then g1 ¢? V j>1 and

5 (39,67) =0V j>0.

For k> 1,

(39,7 = (gx", ) B(P(gx"), 0) = (gP(x*), 6) = 0.

Thus ¢g € H2(A,C).
Each H € HZ(A,77'B) is of form H = hoT with h € H?. By k|

g LY h(k)¢" =hor=H

k>0

and ¢g e M. U [§
To see that M = {0} suppose otherwise that g € M, g # 0, then by [3]

(repeatedly) Ej ge M V 7 >1 which is impossible unless g = 0. @ 96
7 Aer'B(T),
Proof By 96 HZ(A,C)=HZor and Pf=7(f)o7 and

£y, (f) = P(1af)la

V f e H? and hence V fe L2
In particular (7(14) o7)|4 = 1 and we claim that 7(14) o7 = 14.
To see this note that

?(IA)OTzlA-i—J

where J :=T(14) o7 14c > 0.
Now,

m(A) =E,(T(1a)o7) =m(A) +E,.(J)
whence E,,(J) =0, J=0a.s., T(1la)oT=14 and Ae 77 1B(T). &d 7
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§6 QUESTIONS ARISING

q1 In Proposition 2.7 (p[Al) with some m(FE) > 0, can the inner
function ¢ : ® <« be chosen so that ¢’ € N(D)?

If not, then the restriction of an inner function ¢ : ® < with ¢’ €
N(®) (the Nevanlinna class) is an interval map (m(x'ss) =0).

Let ¢ : © < be inner, non-M&bius with ¢(0) = 0 and let ¢ € kg (some
B >1) be non constant.

€2 Is the measure preserving transformation (T xR, mxmg,7,) (with
Ty(2,y) = (7(2),y +1(2))) ergodic?

€3  Is there b € (1,B) so that the characteristic function operators
P, ., are DF operators on (L'(m),ky) for every t e R?

If so, then the conditional local limit theorem (Con=LLTl on p. [23)
would hold and strong ergodic properties of (T x R, m x mg, 7,) would

follow as in [ADO0T] §7].
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