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STATISTICAL PROPERTIES OF COUPLED EXPANDING MAPS ON A
LATTICE WITH GENERAL INFINITE RANGE COUPLINGS AND HOLDER
DENSITIES

CHINMAYA GUPTA AND NICOLAI HAYDN

ABSTRACT. We continue the development of transfer operator techniques for expanding maps on
a lattice coupled by general interaction functions. We obtain a spectral gap for an appropriately
defined transfer operator, and, as corollaries, the existence of an invariant conformal probability
measure for the system, exponential decay of correlations, the central limit theorem and the almost
sure invariance principle.

1. INTRODUCTION

For one dimensional dynamical systems, the conditions under which there exists a unique ergodic
invariant probability measure, supported on an invariant attractor and governing the dynamics of
initial conditions in the basin of the attractor, are well understood. The complexity of the geometry
in higher dimensions makes the problem much harder, however, in certain cases, significant results
have been proven. For instance, the uniformly hyperbolic case has been presented in [Bow(8], the
non-uniformly hyperbolic case of the Hénon map in BY93], and recently, the n dimensional
analogue in [WY08]. In all, even though the 1 dimensional case is better understood in general than
the n dimensional setting for n > 1, the theory of SRB measures for finite dimensional dynamical
systems is fairly complete (for an excellent, though somewhat dated, overview, see [You02] and the
references therein).

However, outside of a few settings, not much is known in the infinite dimensional setup. The
primary problem is one of methodology, and the settings in which something can be said about
an infinite dimensional dynamical system are those in which the techniques applicable in the finite
dimensional case can be extended to infinite dimensions. Coupled maps on a lattice (CML) provide
an example of infinite dimensional systems that can be studied by extensions of finite dimensional
techniques, and for this reason, they have been extensively studied.

An excellent review of the theory of CML is provided in [Bun97]. In recalling the background
on CML theory, we will be more restrictive; in particular, we will focus only on the development
of ideas relevant to the results in this paper. An imprecise definition of a CML is provided in this
section to set the context of the results that we mention. A precise formulation follows in later
sections. Suppose we have a map 7 on [0,1) and let = [0, 1)Z. We have an extended map 7 on the
space € which can be defined as (7(z)); = 7(z;) where x € Q and x; € [0,1). Suppose now we have
interactions E between the different dynamical systems (7;,[0,1)). In the simplest case of E being
the nearest neighbor diffusive coupling, we can specify the interactions as, for a given 0 < e < 1,

(E(x))i =(1—¢e)xz; + %xi_l + %I’Z’_H[.
€ therefore becomes a parameter that tunes the strength of the interactions between the nodes of
the lattice. We note also that this coupling specified has range 1, because only the closest neighbors
to each node influence the state of that node. The system under study is now iterations of £ o T.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 37A05, 37A25, 37A60, 60G10, 60F05, 80C20.
Key words and phrases. Coupled Lattice Maps, Statistical Properties of Dynamical Systems, Almost Sure Invari-
ance Principle.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.3992v1

2 C. GUPTA AND N. HAYDN

Bunimovich and Sinai [BS88| considered 7 as expanding maps of the interval with nearest neighbor
diffusive coupling with a non-constant diffusion strength, chosen so that the coupling map was onto.
They established that if the interval map exhibits sufficient expansion, then there exists a unique
invariant measure, mixing in time and space. They construct the invariant measure as the limit of
the Gibbs measures for the finite dimensional projections of their coupled system. Then, in [PT92]
the authors implement a numerical algorithm to extract orbits periodic in time and space for a
1-d lattice of Hénon maps, coupled by a weak nearest neighbor diffusive coupling. They define
a new family of Lyapunov exponents that estimate the growth rate of spatially inhomogeneous
perturbations.

Following the results in and [PT92], a natural question arose: if the coupling is viewed
as perturbation of the uncoupled system, what can happen if the coupling strength becomes large
relative to the inherent stability of the uncoupled system? This question was studied in [BLMMR92|,
where the authors considered CML, where the maps on each node were one dimensional with
a globally attracting stable periodic trajectory. These maps are coupled by a diffusive nearest
neighbor coupling. The authors prove that if the coupling strength is sufficient large, then the
phase space of the coupled map lattice is split into a complicated partition with many basins of
different attractors.

The question of phase transitions for a one parameter family of finite-dimensional CML, with the
coupling strength € as the parameter of interest, was studied further, theoretically and numerically,
by [KKN92]. They obtained sufficient conditions in terms of e that the lattice have a continuum of
ergodic components when the individual node maps are the doubling maps. They also produced an
example of a function f for which the uncoupled system is mixing, whereas for a suitable €, there
are several domains in the phase space, interchanging with the period 2.

Keller and Kiinzle [KK92| then investigated transfer operator techniques for CML maps. They
also considered expanding maps on each node of the lattice, and coupled them by a weak coupling
(small €). The authors established the spectral theory using spaces of bounded variation, closely
following the setting in [BS88|. Then, in a three-part paper, Gundlach and Rand [GR93al (GRI3b|
[GRI93c| developed the stable manifold theory for coupled lattice maps with short or finite range
interactions (Part I), and use this to establish the existence of a natural spatio-temporal measure
that plays the role of the usual SRB measure in the case of temporal systems (Part III) and
the existence and uniqueness of Gibbs states for higher dimensional symbolic systems by using
thermodynamic formalism (Part IT). The transfer operator approach of [KK92| was developed further
by where the author established a spectral gap for weakly coupled real-analytic circle maps.
In [Bar02|, the author then modified the approach in to construct generalized transfer
operators associated to potentials and establish a spectral gap for small potentials for weakly coupled
analytic maps. Some limit theorems, such as the central limit theorem, moderate deviations, and a
partial large deviations result were also established.

Returning to the setting of expanding real maps, gave a proof of the existence, unique-
ness and exponential mixing of invariant measures for weakly coupled lattice maps without cluster
expansion. The coupling considered was finite range and had a very specific form, and the transfer
operator was considered on the space of measures of bounded variation with absolutely continuous
finite dimensional marginals. Subsequently, efforts were made to admit more general couplings and
more general maps on the lattice nodes, and in [KLO05| the authors study a one-dimensional lattice
of weakly coupled piecewise expanding maps of the interval. Strong assumptions are still required
on the coupling, however, the authors do not require that the coupling be a homeomorphism of the
infinite dimensional state space. They prove that the transfer operator defined on an appropriate
space of densities with bounded variations, with absolutely continuous finite dimensional marginals
(with respect to the Lebesgue measure), has a spectral gap. This implies that there exists a measure
with exponential decay of correlations in time and space. In [KLOG] the authors extend the results
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established in [KL05| to include lattices of any dimensions and couplings of infinite rage with the
coupling strength decaying exponentially in space.

In the setting of [KL04] and [KLO6] the Bardet, Gouézel and Keller [BGKO7]| prove the central
limit theorem and the local limit theorem for Lipschitz functions depending on finitely many co-
ordinates. The proof of the local limit theorem requires the additional assumption that for any
compact interval J

n—1
oV 2mnp. {:17 : Zfon(x) € J} — |J|.
k=0

o here is the variance in the central limit theorem. As in [KLO6], the transfer operator is
defined on the Banach space of measures of bounded variation with absolutely continuous finite
dimensional marginals.

In this paper we continue the development of transfer operator techniques for studying existence
and uniqueness of invariant measures corresponding to an initial potential in an appropriate class of
potentials for expanding maps on a lattice coupled by an infinite range coupling. As in the setting of
IKL04! [KLO6], we obtain a spectral gap for the transfer operator in an appropriate space of densities.
In contrast to the setting of [KL04] [KLOG|, we obtain our potentials and densities from a class of
Holder functions, and admit spatial couplings more general that those previously considered. We
do not assume the existence of a reference measure; the theory is developed with respect to suitable
potentials. Finally, we only require that the minimal expansion n~! > 1 and the coupling strength
€ > 0 be related as en < 1 for the existence, and uniqueness, of the invariant probability measure.
We then use an abstract result of Gouézel to obtain the almost sure invariance principle for our
system. We also show that the invariant probability measure v is conformal on open sets.

2. MAIN RESULTS.

In this section, we will list the main theorems that we prove. The precise definitions for the
objects that appear here will follow in the body of the paper.

We start with a result known in the dynamical systems literature as “decay of correlations”. We
establish this result by showing that an appropriate transfer operator £ has a spectral gap. For more
details on the operator £ see sections B[4 and Bl We also check that the Lasota-Yorke inequality
is stable under perturbation and in doing so, establish the almost sure invariance principle by using
[Goull]. We use the space € of Holder continuous functions with the norm |- || = | | +] - |g where
| - | is the -Holder constant (the precise definition is below).

Theorem 2.1. Let T be the coupled lattice map on the lattice system €2 and C the space of Hélder
continuous functions on €.

Then for any potential function f € C there exists an invariant measure v which is g-conformal
where g = f+h— fol for an h € C. Moreover there exists a constant 0 < ¢ < 1 with the property
that for any ®1, Py € C there exists a constant C1 such that

‘/q)loan)le/—/q)ldV/(I)QdV

Finally, by using an abstract result from [Goul(], and Theorem EI] we prove that

< C1|P1 oo || 2]

Theorem 2.2. The system satisfies the almost sure invariance principle.

Various statistical properties such as the law of iterated logarithms, the weak invariance principle
and the central limit theorem now follow as corollaries.

Corollary 2.3. (CLT) For observables ® € € one has
n—1 j
g PoT7 —ny(P
P(z]_o ( >§t> -

ov/n
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as n — oo where T is the coupled lattice map and N(t) is the normal distribution.
A technical result along the way is the following proposition:

Proposition 2.4. Let & € C. Then L(®) € C and moreover there exists a constant 61 € (0,1) and
a constant Cy > 0 such that
[£7(®)]p <[]0 + C2| oo

The proposition is used to prove the existence of the invariant probability measure v which
satisfies L*v = v. This result is proved as Theorem Il As a corollary to this theorem, with
suitable modifications to the classical techniques we prove that the essential spectral radius of £ is
strictly smaller than the spectral radius of £ (which is 1).

Finally, we make a note regarding constants. We denote ‘global’ constants by C1, Cs, ... through-
out the paper and ‘local’ constants by ¢y, co, ... for each lemma or theorem. The constant Cr tunes
the strength of interactions between the maps on the lattice.

3. THE UNCOUPLED SYSTEM.

First, we need to define what the admissible class of observables is. In order to study observables
(and potentials) on an infinite lattice, we need to define how well approximated these observables
are by restrictions to finite sub-lattices. Let A = Z and © = I” the lattice space where I is the unit
interval. Define

Ap=(—k,—k+1,...,-1,0,1,... .k —1,k).

Assume the following;:

3.1. Assumptions on the metric.
(d1) Let dy : I — R be a metric on the unit interval I and pick 6 € (0,1). Define a metric d on £

by

(1) d(x,y) = sup 0¥ dr(zk, yi).
ke

where x = (..., x_1,20,21,22,... ),y = (--+,Y—1,%0,Y1, Y2, - - . ) are points in .

3.2. Assumptions on the map on /. The global map on € is thought to be composed of indi-
vidual maps on the nodes I. We list below the conditions that our map satisfies (we note that these
are not the most general conditions under which our theorem can be stated, but in order to keep
our reasoning transparent, we do not pursue a more general setting).

(71) The map 7 : I — I has full branches. As a consequence, for each x € I, b = # {T‘la:} is
constant. This also implies that the map 7 has at least one fixed point. Denote one such fixed
point by p..

(72) The map 7 : I — I is expanding. This is taken to mean that there exists a constant n € (0, 1)
such that for every inverse branch ¢ of 7 one has d((s,(y) < nd(x,y) (¢s,(, are the images of
xz,y under (, ie. 7( =x,7¢ =Y).

~and put 7, : A — A for the “projection” which is
pr otherwise

Define iy : Q — A as ig(z) = {
given by mx = ig(x|q, ) where Q) = T,
For @ € C () we define the “restriction” to € as
b =domy

that is ®p(x) = ®oig(x|n, ). A consequence of the fact that outside of the lattice ), we have chosen
mr(2) to be equal to p, is that
?Zﬂk(x) = mﬁ"(a:).
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3.3. Definition of the function space C. For ® € C(Q2) we define the Holder constant
| @[5 = sup [Pk|s
keN

where

[Pk (z) — Pr(y)]
Dl := sup .
| |B z,yefd d(:an)ﬁ

Then
=1 loo + 115
defines a norm and we define the function space
Cs={PeC():]|P] <oo}.
We will also sometimes need the variation semi-norm for some « € (0,1) given by

varg ()

Vo (®) := sup .

keN &

where

varg(®) = sup [®(z) — Py (z)]
zEe)
is the kth variation of ®. If a > 67 then V,(®) < |®| for all ® € €3. Therefore, in what follows,
we fix some o > 67 and, instead of writing Cg, we only write C.

3.4. Defining the positive operators P and L. Let f € C be a potential function and define
for the finite sub-lattice Ay the transfer operator Py for 7|o, by

PU@)(r) = 2 3 exp(F(i4G)2(ince)

R 1¢1=k

x € Q, where the summation is over inverse branches ¢ of 7|q, , i.e. To( is the identity and moreover
(; the image of x under ¢ has the property that ((;); = x; for |j| > k. For the normalising factor
one has b, = # {7 1z[o, } = b as # {7712} = 0.

Clearly, Py is a well defined, positive, bounded linear operator on functions on 2. The following
lemma serves to define the transfer operator P by taking a limit & to infinity.

Lemma 3.1. Let f: Q — R such that | f|eo + Va(f) < 00. Then

(I) Py is uniformly (in k) bounded.

(II) For ® such that |®|s + Vo (P) < 0o the sequence (Py(P)) is Cauchy for each x € Q.
(I1II) Vo (P ®) < C3|P®|s Yk for some constant Cs.

Proof. (1) Clearly |Py®|s < elfl|®|,,, which implies P, is bounded uniformly in k.
(IT) For k1 < ko one has
exp(f¢;) P (Cz) exp(fGa) P (Gz)
Py (2)(2) = Py (®) ()| = | Y ——=ttn = Y e

b b
I/ =k2 k2 = k1

where ¢’ are inverse branches in 7_'_1|Qk2 and ( are inverse branches in '7_—_1|Qk1.
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The lattice Ay, contains 2(ks — k1) elements more than Ay, , and so by, = bz(kQ_kl)bkl. Therefore
the above sum simplifies as

S SRLRAG) g epIGIPG)

ok DR c=k1 P
<ZC'% ¢ exp(fﬁé)q)(C;)) exp(fC)®(Ca)
S Z bk B bk
= 2 1
(fC)(G) : () |
(2) = |C|Z:;€ eXpr <,|Z:C exp(f¢; — f(x)m ka1 1

Since exp(f(, — fG) < ") <14 Vo (f)a* + o(a®") and

‘<I>(C;)
®(Cz)

— 1' < B(Cy) Va(D)P < | B oo Vi ()P

Therefore (for some ¢;)

Z exp(f¢. — f(x)ig?i = Z (1 + craft + o(akl)) = 222k (] 4 oM 4 o(aM))
¢'ley,, =¢ * ¢y, =6

from where it follows that

®(¢) | b

Biey | g 1| S @a’ +ola®).

Y exp(f¢ - fé)
C’|Qk1 :Cac
Therefore,
| P () () = Piy (@) ()] < e2| Py, @[oca™ < 30"

for some constants cg, cs as by part (I) | Py, ®|so is uniformly bounded.
(IIT) This follows from the first inequality in the last line of estimates. O

Since by Lemma Bl for each x € €, the sequence Py(®)(x) is a Cauchy sequence (of real
numbers) we now define the operator P for the infinite lattice system as the pointwise limit:

P(®)(z) = lim Py(®)(x).

k—o0

Lemma 3.2. P is a non-negative and continuous operator on C.

Proof. Clearly P is non-negative as the approximations P are non-negative. Since P is a linear
operator, it is enough to show continuity at the origin. For & € € we see that P is a bounded
operator in the | - [o-norm as

P(@)] < eMl=|P]w.
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Now let z,y € €, then

PO (x) — PO(y)| < lilglbi > (ef(ik<r>c1>(ikcx) - ef(ikfw@(z‘kgy)‘
k
¢ =k

el (iely)=finy) _ q

. kG ; : i
< hin E Zc:ef( kG )\CID(szx) — P(ixCy)| + |Ploo Zczef( kCy)

< M=1®)gd(x,9)° + 1]l flpd(x, )’

for some ¢; as d(ixCy,ikCy) < cod(z,y) (c2 > 0). Hence |P®|5 < c3(|P|g + |P|sc) = c3]|P|| for some
constant c¢s which is independent of ®. O

Note that the space Q with the metric d is convex, compact and separable. Separability follows
from the fact that for every k € N there are finitely many points in i, that are 1*-dense in € for
any v € (0,1). In this way one produces a countable dense set in 2. This implies that the set .Z of
probability measures on ) is compact in the weak* topology. Thus following [Bow08| we can define

an operator M : A4 — .# by Mv = %(VD where v € .#. By the theorem of Schauder-Tychonoff

M has a fixed point v in .#. Thus P*v = Av, where A = P*v(1).
Definition 3.3. Let f € C and put B(z) = exp <\f\5$zﬁ) ,z > 0. Define the function set
Ap={2ecC():®>0,v(P) =1,0(x) < B(d(x,y))®(y)Vz,y € Q} .
Notice that B(nz)emﬁ”ﬂzﬁ = B(z2).
Lemma 3.4. Ay C C.
Proof. For ® € Ay one has ®(z)/®(y) < B(d(z,y)) and ®(y)/®(z) < B(d(z,y)) which implies

®(x) 8 776 8
|[@(x) -2 (y)| = 3y " [2(y)] < [2)IIB(d(z, y)~1] < [Ploo |d(2,9)"|fls7— e + o(d(x, y)”)
where |®|, < B(1) as the diameter of  is equal to 1 and v(®) =1 (i.e. inf ® < 1). This implies
that |®[g < |f|s <% + cl) < oo for some ¢1. Hence ||®| < oo. O

In order to apply the theorem of Schauder-Tychonoff we must first show that the operator %P
maps Ay into itself.

Lemma 3.5. %P maps Ay into itself.

Proof. Clearly V(%Pq)) =1 for all ® € Ay. Since P is a positive operator we also get %P<I> >0 for
all ® € Ay. It remains to verify the regularity property. Since

FlinCe) < FGinGy) + 1 flpd(inCe, ixCy)? < F(ikCy) + | flan’d(z, y)?

one obtains

1 1 1 ;
—P = — lim — J(ixCa) 1
A () )\kli)oo k Z_: ‘ 2(ixta)
1 .. ; ) B B
- f(inGy) |flgm” d(z,y)
< 5 klglolo - E el B (i, C ) B(nd(z, y) el 18T Ay

() B(nd(x, y))e1sn A

IN
|
e
b

IN
|

Pe(y)B(d(z,y))-
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Therefore, %PCP €Ay
O

Lemma 3.6. There erist a unique h € Ay so that Ph = Ah and moreover h is strictly positive.

Proof. The set Ay is convex and equicontinuous by Lemma [3.41 Therefore Ay is compact in the
| - [co-norm by Arzela-Ascoli and %P has by Schauder-Tychonoff a fixed point h € Ay. That is
Ph = Ah. To see that h is strictly positive assume that h has a zero at x € Q, i.e. h(z) = 0. Then

1 1 1 1 n(;
0= )\nP h(z) = 0 hin Pl'h(z) = lim ; E el kSe )b (ikCy)

where the sum is over all inverse branches ¢ of 77" in i3 Aj. Since h > 0 this implies that h({;) =0
for all inverse branches ¢ of 7". Since the set J,, UCE’F*” (z is dense in  and A is continuous we
conclude that h is identically zero which contradicts the assumption v(h) = 1.

To obtain uniqueness of h assume that there is a second eigenfunction b’ € Ay so that Ph' = AR/
and put t = inf %l By convexity of Ay one has h —th € Ay and by choice of ¢ there exists an z €
so that (h —th')(t) = 0. By the argument above we conclude that h — th’ must vanish identically,
which is impossible. Hence h is unique. ]

We now define the normalized transfer operator L : € — € by putting L(®) := P(h®)/(A\h)
for ® € C. Note that L(®) is well defined since h > 0 and has the potential function g = f —
log A —log h o T 4 log h. Moreover L has the (dominant) simple eigenvalue 1 with eigenfunction 1
as L(1) = 1. The associated eigen-functional y = hv is a 7-invariant probability measure. Define,

also, Li(®) as follows:

Lu(®)(2) = — > D (i)

k
I¢|=k
where g(z) = f(x) —log A —log ho7(x)+log h(x). Note that by definition, |g|g < [f|s+2|h|s < oo,
and |g|eo < 0.
Hence, we state a corollary to Lemma BTt

Corollary 3.7. For each x, and for each ®, the sequence Ly (®)(z) is Cauchy, and hence it converges
to L(®)(x).

Proof. The fact that Li(®)(z) is Cauchy, and hence has a point wise limit, follows directly from
Lemma [3.1l Also, notice that

@) =
e
>l MZ:kef“k@)h(z‘kgx)@(z‘kcx)%.
The term in the last summation can be written as
IOIG)BlinGr) s = ) M)

and so, because var(h) < oo, for any € > 0, we have that

L(®)(z) > (1—¢) kli)nolo Ly (®)(x).

Similarly, we obtain that L(®)(z) < (1 + €) limg_ o Lx(®)(z). This completes the proof. O
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3.5. Lasota-Yorke inequality for L. We now establish a Lasota-Yorke inequality for the operator
L. We do this by obtaining the corresponding inequality for each approximation L. We use the
following notation: For a function ® we denote by @) = Z?:_é ® o7 its nth ergodic sum. We shall
need the following technical estimate.

Lemma 3.8. Let f € C be a potential and let g = f —log A —log h o T + log h.
Then for all x and y € Q:

B
0 ix0) = 0] < (30l + 517l ) )

Proof. Since

n—1 n—1
9" (ixCe) =Y go T (iCe) = Y f 0 T (ikCe) — nlog A+ h(ixCy) — ho 7" (ixCy)
j=0 Jj=0

we get that

9" (ikC) — 6™ (i1Gy) = F™(iCe) — F™ (irGy) + h(ikCe) — h(irGy) + h o T (ixCy) — b o F"(ixCy).-

Note that |h o 7%(ix(y) — h o 7%(ix(;)| is bounded by |h|gd(ixz|a,,ixy|s,)? < |h|pd(z,y)? and
|h(ixCe) — h(iry)| is bounded by |h|gn”"d(z,y)?. Define 74 := 7 o i;. The above combined with

P i) = £ irGy)| < g\for%z‘kcx)—fo#(ikcy)\
< go [ FGir(rey6)) = Firlriey )|
< 2;; [ F (7 ikCe)len) = F(in((TirCy) ey )|
< |fk|5gd(ik(?fk)Cm),ik(?(ik)Cy))B
< \f\ﬁd(w,y)ﬁgnﬁ("‘“-
proves the desired bound. O

Proposition 3.9 (Lasota-Yorke inequality for Ly). Let ® € C and f,h,T be as before. Let k € Z+.
Then 3 Cy > 0 (depending on f,h and 7) such that

LE(@)]s < (10]s7° + Calle) Li (D).
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Proof. For x,y € Q..

n n ™) (41, Ca M) (i .
L@@ - O] < 53 [ ODB0G) - (i)

ICI—

< o | T i) - zk<y|+Z|<1>| oo i) _ oy
| ¢

1 n n

< o | @len™da ) L (D)

S

+Z!¢>\ 9" ) |1 — exp(g™ (i Ce) — g™ (ikCy))

as d(ixCq,1kCy) < n"d(z,y). By Lemma B8] we have
1= exp(g™ (ixGe) — 9 (i4G,)| < erd(a, 1)” + o(d(w,y)°) < cxd(a, )

where ¢; < 3|h|g + %]ﬂg. Consequently

o IE®)@) = LE@®))
TH£Y d($7 y)ﬁ

< [@[n " LE(L) + e2| @l LE (L).
O

Now we can prove the ’Lasota-Yorke’ inequality for the operator L for the uncoupled map 7 on
the full, infinite lattice €.

Theorem 3.10. Let ® € C and let f,h,T be as before, and n € N. There exists a constant C5 > 0
depending only on f,h,T such that

IL7(@)]s < @[50 + Cs5|®|oc.
Proof. Recall  from Assumption (72)). Let ko > k1 € ZT. Then for all z,y € Q one has

L, (®)(y) — LE (@) @) < L (@)(@) = L, (@)W)] + |LE, (9)(y) — L, (@)(v)|
< [19lsn™ + Cul@l] i, (d(z, )" + ColLE, (@)] 00

IN

(12157 + Cal @l | i, (1)d(, )" + Cael?> 0]l

where the second line uses Lemmas and B3] (IIT) while the last line follows from the proof of
Lemma B.1] (I). Letting k2 — oo we see that

L"(@)(y) — L, (@)(@)] < [|@]an™ + Cal®luc] L, (W, 5)” + Celdl=| @] ca™
and then on letting k1 — oo, and recalling that Ly, (1) — L(1) = 1 we get
L7(@)() — L"(@)(x)| < [[2]3n"" + Ca[]c] dl )"

The proof is complete on dividing by d(z, y)ﬁ and taking the supremum. We put C5 = Cy. ]
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4. THE PERTURBATION F.

Denote by o : 2 — the shift map which is given by o((2;)52_ ) = (i+1)72_ - Let E: Q — Q

be a function such that E~! exists, and there exists a constant Cr € (0,171) satisfying the following
Assumption (FII):

(E1) For each n € Z one has
d(e"E~ 'z, 0c"E7 y) < Cpd(o™z,0™y).
(x

Now define the coupled map T : Q@ — Q by T(x) = E(7(z)). Define, for ® € €, L(®)(z) =
L(®)(E~1(z)). It is straightforward to verify that for ®, ¥ € €, L(®oT - V) = & - L(V) (as
T=FEorT).

Theorem 4.1. There exists a constant Cg such that for every ® € C, L(®) € C one has
[e.9]
[£7(®)]5 < [@]5(Cpn)™ + Col@|C Y _(Crn)”
=0
Proof. By Lemma 3.10 (n = 1)

[£(@)(x) = £(®)(y)] |L(®)(E™ (x)) - L(®)

(B
< |L(@)|gd(E 2, E7ly)?
< (12lsn” + 510l ) Chd(a, )

‘W)l

and so
1£(@)]s < [2]5(Cen)” + C5CplP|ec.
Assume the formula for n — 1. Since |£L(®)|co = |L(P)|oo < |P|oo, We obtain inductively

LM(@)]g < |1L"TH®@)|5(Crn)’ + C5Cp|®| o

< [0[5(Can)™ + C5|0[C Y (Cun)? + C5CHI Pl
=1

= [®[(Cen)"™ + C5|@]xC > (Cpn)”
1=0
]

Let us note that Cy = C5 = Cg. We record, for future use, two elementary topological properties
of the map T : 2 — €.

Lemma 4.2. For each x € Q, {T""x,n > 0} is dense in .

Proof. Let x € Q, and let € > 0. Since {T‘lajo} U {0, 1} forms a partition of [0, 1] with mesh < 7,
7=YE~1x)|a, also forms a partition with mesh smaller than Cgn < 1. On iterating, we see that
T~ ™(x)|a, generates a partition with mesh less than (Cgn)™. This remains true on each node of
the lattice; denoting by A; the mesh of the ith node of the lattice and defining A = sup; liIA,,
we see that there will be a pre-image of x within ¢ of an arbitrarily chosen point y provided
n > log(1/e)/log(1/Cgn). O

Lemma 4.3. If U and V are any open subsets of 2, then there exists an N € Z* such that for all
n>N,UNT"V # .

Proof. Let x € U. Since {T~"xz,n > 0} is dense in 2, there exists an n; such that T~z € V. Since
V' is open, there exists a § > 0 such that Bs(T~"'x) € V. Choose ng > log(2/6)/log(1/Cgn). Then
for n > ng, there always exists an element of {T""z} inside Bs(T'~"'x) since the mesh A as defined
above is less than § for n > ny. Hence T""U NV # )V n > no. O
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We note that the above lemmas imply that the map 7 is topologically mixing, and since €2 is
compact, forward transitive. Further, the map 7" is expansive, namely, if x € ) and y € Q are such
that Tz = T"y for every n € N then x = y.

5. SPECTRAL PROPERTIES OF (.

5.1. Ionescu-Tulcea and Marinescu Theorem. In this section we recall the classical machinery
of quasi-compactness that is used to establish the statistical properties of a deterministic dynamical
system, once a Lasota-Yorke type inequality (see Theorem []) can be established. The main
ingredient is the theorem by Ionescu-Tulcea and Marinescu.

Definition 5.1. Let L be an operator on a Banach space (V.|| - ||). L is quasi-compact if there
exists a positive integer v and a compact operator K such that |[L" — K| < 1.

If L is quasi-compact, then V' = F @& H with F and H invariant under L, dim F' < oo, r(L|g) <
r(L) and each eigenvalue of L|r has modulus r(L), where r(-) denotes the spectral radius.

As noted in [BGI7, [DZ09], quasi compactness can be restated in many equivalent ways. We give
below the following definition [DZ09] as this is the form in which we will use quasi-compactness.

Definition 5.2 (Theorem 2.5.3, [DZ09]). L : V. — V is quasi-compact if and only if there are
bounded linear operators {Qq : 0 € Y} and R on V' such that

L = Y o"¢s+R" ¥V n=12...,
oeY
$opor = 0ifo#0
2 = ¢y ¥ o€
poR=Ropy = 0 V o€7
¢V = D(o), V o€
r(R) < 1
where Y is the set of the eigenvalues of L with modulus 1, D(o) ={f € V : Lf = of} is the eigen-

space of L corresponding to the eigenvalue o and r(R) := lim,_,o || R"||"/"

R.

1s the spectral radius of

Next, we recall a version of the Ionescu-Tulcea and Marinescu theorem, established by Hennion
and Hervé[HHOI, Theorem IL.5].

Theorem 5.3. Let | - | be a continuous semi-norm on a Banach space (V|| - ||) and let Q be a
bounded operator on V such that

(1)
QUf - feVIfI 1))

is conditionally compact in (V] -|)
(2) there exists a constant M such that for all f € V, |Q(f)] < M|f|
(3) there exists a k € N and real numbers r and R such that r < r(Q) and for all f € V

IQ* fIl < RIfI+ "I 1l
Then @ is quasi-compact.
5.2. Quasi-compactness and other properties of £, P.

Lemma 5.4. £ is quasi-compact.
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Proof. We will take |- | = || and || - || = |- [g+ |- |oo. The set C is a Banach space under || - .
Clearly, condition 1 is satisfied since the unit ball of (V,]| - ||) is mapped under £ inside a ball of
finite radius. Condition 2 is true because |L(®)|s < |P|oo. Condition 3 follows very easily from
Theorem [l and the observation that £1 = 1 implies that (L) > 1. O

The next sequence of lemmas establish that 1 is the unique eigenvalue of £ on the unit disk, and
that 1 is a simple eigenvalue. The proofs of these statements follow standard lines (see, for instance,
the proof of the Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius Theorem, [Bal00]), and require that the map T be forward
transitive, and topologically mixing. We have to, however, account for the non-standard definition
of L.

As a technical point, we observe that the operators £j, defined as

L(®)(z) = Li(®)(E™'x)

are point-wise approximations to the operator £, that is, limy_,o L (®)(z) = L£(®)(x) for each
®ecCandxe

Lemma 5.5. 1 is a simple eigenvalue for £ with eigenfunction 1.

Proof. First, we show that any eigenfunction 1 for £ to the eigenvalue 1 is either zero, or nowhere
vanishing.

Since £ is a real linear operator it is enough to consider real valued eigenfunctions.

First we show that any real valued eigenfunction can be written as a linear combination of non-
negative eigenfunctions. Let 1% and 1)~ be the positive and negative parts of 1. Since ¢ < |1)],
Y € C. Further, the set

1 n—1
Fpi={ =Y Liytin>1
n “
Jj=0
has a bounded diameter in the Lipschitz norm and hence is equicontinuous and bounded in the
| - oo norm. The Arzela-Ascoli theorem implies that there exists a subsequence n; such that

limy,,; 500 % ;Lial L7 (pT) — L uniformly in the | - | norm. Clearly, % > 0, and Lyt = ¢L.
Finally, [¢1|oc < oo and by Theorem 1] [/ |3 < oo; this implies that ¢ € €. A similar analysis
can be performed for 1)~. It then follows from a straightforward diagonalization argument that
n;—1 1 n;—1

Liypt — — LI~ =yt —y2.
; v > Ly =k - vy,

J=0

1

P = lim —

nj—00 n]

For the rest of this proof, it will be assumed that all eigenfunctions are non-negative and real.
Let x € © be a point such that ¢ (x) = 0, with ¢ an eigenfunction. Then

n . n . ) i .
0=¢(x) = L"(@)(x) = lim LF()(z) = lim » ="y (inC,).
k—o0 k—o0 =k bk
By Lemma and the non-negativity and continuity of ¢, it follows that ¢ is identically 0.

To show that the geometric multiplicity of 1is 1, suppose there are two positive real eigenfunctions

¢ and v and put
t = inf M,
x€eQ) ¢(l‘)

which equals ¢(z)/1(z) at some point z € Q. Then h(z) = ¢(z) — t1p(x) is an eigenfunction to the
eigenvalue 1, and h(z) = 0 which, by the previous paragraph, implies that h = 0. Therefore ¥ is
some multiple of ¢.

Finally, we show that the algebraic multiplicity of 1 is also 1. Suppose not. Then there exists
a ¢ with (1 — £)%p = 0 but (1 — L) # 0. Since (1 — £)1 is an eigenvector for £, we must have
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L —1p = k1 for some k # 0. Iteration yields £™) = nkl + ¢ which contradicts the uniform
boundedness of L™ as |L")]« < [1]oo Vn. O

Lemma 5.6. Let .# (Q)) be the space of complex Radon measures on 2. The operator L* : 4 (Q) —
A () is well defined. There exists a unique probability measure v such that L*(v) = v.

Proof. Note that € is dense in C(Q2) (by the Stone-Weierstrass Theorem, since € separates points,
Q is compact, Hausdorff, and € contains the constant functions). Since £ is Lipschitz on €, it has
a continuous extension to C'(€2), that we also denote by £. Since the dual of C'(2) is #(12), the
operator L* : A4 — # is well defined. Since £ and L£* have the same spectrum, 1 is also a simple
eigenvalue for £*. By Lemma we conclude that there exists a probability measure v such that
Ly =v.

To establish the uniqueness of v we prove that 1 is the only eigenvalue for £ on the unit disk.
Let A\ be another eigenvalue of modulus 1, and let ¢) be the eigenvector corresponding to A. By
orthogonality, [ ¢adv = 0. But, for any ¢ € C, we will show that £"(¢)) — [+dv. This will then
give us a contradiction, because L"¢p) = A" ¢, does not converge to 0.

We note that it is sufficient to prove this claim for positive v € € because if 1/ € €, then on
decomposing ¢' = ¢ — ¢~ we get LY = LMY — LY — [('T — /7 )dv = [/dv. Now, if
1 is some positive element of C, denote by 1[1 any continuous accumulation point of L. We will
show that ¢ must be constant.

To see this, observe that ¢ > 0 and

supth > supLap > - >sup L™ > .. ..

Since 1[1 is an accumulation point for £" none of these inequalities can be strict, so in fact sup L”l/; =
sup® for all n > 0. By continuity, there exists a point x,, with sup L™ = L™ (x,). This implies
that

from where it follows that

tim | 57 e @en) () — ine,)) | = 0.

k
T =k
Using again the fact that

1 n)(;
™ Z 9™ (inCen) — Lil(zy,) = 1las k — o0
k

[CI=k

for each n > 0, we get that, on writing L}1(x,) = 1 + € with ¢, — 0, and observing that
P(xg) > (igC) for each branch,

lim (1 + €)(&(20) — P(ira,)) = 0.

k—o00

Since for each branch limy,_, . ixCy, = y where y satisfies T"y = x,, we have that ¢)(y) = TZJ($0)~fOI‘
all y € {T"x,} for each n > 0. It follows from lemma 3] that U,, {T"x,} is dense, and so ) is

constant.
@:/@dy:/znwdy:/wdy

Therefore,
where the last equality uses the fact that L*v = v. O
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We now show that the measure v constructed above is conformal. Recall that for any measurable
function f, a measure p is said to be f—conformal if for every measurable set A on which the map
T:A— TA is invertible,

(3) /A e du = p(TA).

In the context of continuous transformations 7" on a compact metric space €2, when the map T has
a finite generating partition, one requires that (3] hold for all measurable A. In our setup, we do
not obtain a finite, or countable, generating partition for the map 7T'. Therefore, we only check (3]
on open sets.

Proposition 5.7. The measure v is g-conformal, i.e., if A be an open set on which T : A — TA is
invertible, then

/Ae_gdu =v(TA).

Proof.

L(xae 9)(z)dv(z)

/ e ddv =
A

Il
\\

1/bk Z 90 =90y ) (31,C) dv ()
CET ()

:./ /b)Y xalind) dv(z)

CeT ()

= / 1m (1/br)xTA ()b, dv(2)

The third equality from the bottom follows by observing that ¢ € T~!(x) € A if and only if x € T A.
O

Theorem 5.8. There exists a constant 0 < ¢ < 1 with the property that for any ¢1, P2 € C there
exists a constant C7 such that

‘/mome—/QW/@w

Proof. £ has a unique eigenvalue of modulus 1, therefore the projection operator on the eigen-space
of 1 is defined by P(¢) = [ ¢dv. Since £ is quasi-compact, there must exist a constant ¢ € (0,1)
such that (for some ¢;)

< Crl¢nfoolld2lls™-

167 (6 = P(@)I < crs™ (19
Let ¢ = ¢1 — [ ¢1dv. Observe that

‘/mowmw—/mw/@w

which is bounded by |1 |sec15”|| 2| + [ brdv | L™Ppody with the second term being 0. On adjusting
the constant ¢, we finish the proof. O

:U&owww

_ ‘ / G1L7 dody
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6. ALMOST SURE INVARIANCE PRINCIPLE

Theorem 6.1. The invariant measure v satisfies the almost sure invariance principle.

For a function f € € (note that this f € L*(v)) and for ¢ sufficiently close to 0, define a family
of operators £; ¢,t € R, on C by

Liy(@) = £ (Vo).
We now recall an abstract theorem by Gouézel [Goul0)], stated in a manner relevant to our setting.

Proposition 6.2. Suppose L satisfies Theorem [{1] and there ezists a constant Cg > 0 such that
1£% illese < Cs for allm € N and for all t small enough. Then there exists a probability space (I')
and two processes (A;) and (B;) on T' such that

(1) the processes (f o T7) and (A;) have the same distribution

(2) the random variables (B;) are independent and distributed as N(0,0?) for an appropriately
chosen o2, and

(3) almost surely in T’

n—1 n—1
ZAj - ZB] =o(n7)
=0 =0

for any v > 0.25.

As noted in their paper, since a Brownian motion at integer times coincides with a sum of iid
Gaussian random variables, this theorem can be formulated as as an almost sure approximation by
a Brownian motion. To establish the almost sure invariance principle for our setup, we only need
to check that [[£L% ,[|e—e stays bounded for ¢ small enough.

Lemma 6.3. There ezists a constant Co > 0 such that [|£% [le~e < Cy for alln € N and for all t
small enough.

Proof. Since |£%,(®)[o0 < e/ ®|o < |®|oo, we only need to check if L% (®)[ is bounded. By
Theorem 1]

[£54(®)]g < | @[5(Can)" + Co|®|oo-
It remains to bound |e/ ®| 3. Indeed, by the triangle inequality:

@ () - eitf(y)(p(y)‘ @ P(y) — W (y)

@ () — eitf(m)cl)(y)‘ +

|B(2) — B(y)| + |@]oo|e™®) — W)
®|pd(z,y)" + |®|crd(z,y)’ + o(d(z, y)?)

IN N IA

where the constant ¢; depends on f (as well as n and ). The last inequality uses an argument
from lemma On dividing by d(z,y)” and taking the supremum we obtain (for some c3)

e D5 < || + c2| P oo
Hence we can put
G s= maoe fsup (1015 + ) )"} + ot}
n

which is finite. O
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