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Abstract

We prove the existence of limiting distributions for a large class of Markov
chains on a general state space in a random environment. We assume suit-
able versions of the standard drift and minorization conditions. In particular,
the system dynamics should be contractive on the average with respect to the
Lyapunov function and large enough small sets should exist with large enough
minorization constants. We also establish that a law of large numbers holds
for bounded functionals of the process. Applications to queuing systems, to
machine learning algorithms and to autoregressive processes are presented.

1 Introduction

Markov chains in stationary random environments (MCREs) with a general (not
necessarily countable) state space appear in several branches of applied probability.
Rough volatility models of mathematical finance (see [|9,[10]]), queuing models with
non-i.i.d. service times (see [5]] and Section 4] below) and sequential Monte Carlo
methods (see Section [B] below) are prominent examples. It seems that existing
studies on the ergodic theory of MCREs (such as [13}[14} 21} [22]]) impose conditions
that exclude the treatment of relevant models from the applications above.

The article [[T11]], introducing new tools, managed to establish the existence of
limiting laws and ergodic theorems for certain classes of MCREs which satisfy suit-
able versions of the standard drift and minorization conditions of Markov chain
theory (as presented e.g. in [[18]]).

Assumption 2.2 of [T1]], however, severely restricted the scope of applications by
requiring that the system dynamics is contractive whatever the state of the random
environment is. The present study aims to remove this restriction: we require only
that process dynamics is contractive on the average, in the sense of Assumption 2.3]
below.
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In Section 2] our main results are stated in an abstract framework. Two applica-
tions are worked out in detail in Sections[land [5Gl In Section[d] we study a queuing
model, where service times are not i.i.d. In Section[5] we treat the stochastic gradi-
ent Langevin dynamics with stationary data, a sampling algorithm with important
applications in machine learning, see [[23| [1]]. Some ramifications are presented in
Section[3]and they are applied to linear systems in Section[6l Proofs are presented
in Section[7]

Notations and conventions. Let R, :={x € R: x >0}andN":={neN: n>1}.
Let (2, &, P) be a probability space. We denote by E[X ] the expectation of a random
variable X. For 1 < p < oo, L? is used to denote the usual space of p-integrable
real-valued random variables and ||X||, stands for the L?-norm of a random variable
X.

We fix a standard Borel space (', 88). The set of probability Borel measures on
(%, $B) are denoted by .#;. The total variation metric on .#; is defined by

dry(U, the) = [y — Ul (Z),  Uq, Uy € My,

where |u; — u,| denotes the total variation of the signed measure u; — 5.

For uq, Uy € M1, let 6 (uq, 1y) denotes the set of probability measures on B ® 33
such that its respective marginals are u; and . Then, dry(uq, Uy) can be expressed
as twice the optimal transportation cost, between u; and u,, that is

1
—d Ju,)= inf 1 dx,dy). 1
B v, Us) KE(;&’MZ)LX% x2y K(dx,dy) ¢))

In the sequel, we employ the convention that Z; =0 and ]—E< = 1 whenever
k,l €Z, k> 1. Lastly, (- | -) denotes the standard Euclidean inner product on finite
. . d I
dimensional vector spaces. For example, on R, (x | y) = Zi:l X;Yi.

2 Main results

Let (%,.«) be a measurable space and Y : Z x Q — % a strongly stationary %-
valued stochastic process which we interpret as the environment which influences
the evolution of our main process of interest (X below). We consider a parametric
family of stochastic kernels, that is a map Q : % x & x B — [0,1], where for all
B € £ the function (y, x) — Q(y,x,B) is .« ® %B-measurable and for all (y,x) €
% x %, B— Q(y,x,B) is a probability measure on 4.

We assume that we are given the & -valued process X,, t € N such that X, =
Xo € X is fixed and

P(X,.; €B|Z,)=Q(Y,,X,,B) P—as.,teN, 2
where the filtration is
F=0X;,0<s<t;Y,s€Z), teN.

Let u, € #, denote the law of X, for t € N.
We aim to study the ergodic properties of X, and the convergence of u, to a
limiting law as t — oo under various assumptions.



Definition 2.1. Let P : & x 9 — [0,1] be a probabilistic kernel. For a bounded
measurable function ¢ : X — R, we define

[Pp](x) ZJ ¢(2)P(x,dz), x e &.

x

This definition makes sense for any non-negative measurable ¢, too.

Consistently with Definition 2.1} for y € %, Q(y)¢ will refer to the action of
the kernel Q(y,-,-) on ¢.

Assumption 2.2. (Drift condition) Let V :  — R, be a measurable function. We
assume that there are measurable functions K,y : % — (0,00) such that, for all
xeXandy %,

[RIIVI(x) < y(¥IV(x) +K(y).

Furthermore, we may and will assume that K(-) > 1.

In contrast with the drift condition used in [[I1]] (cf. Assumption 2.2 on page
2), the domain of y is # and not N. Moreover, it is possible that y(y) = 1 holds
for certain y € %. This relaxation allows the inclusion of several models that were
intractable using the results of [11]]. Although y(y) = 1 may hold, in the next
assumption we require that the system dynamics, on average, is contracting in the
long run.

Assumption 2.3. (Long-time contractivity condition) We assume that

7 := limsup EV/" (K(Yo)l_[y(Yk)) <1.

n—oo k=1

The next assumption stipulates the existence of suitable “small sets”. It corre-
sponds to Assumption 2.5 in [11]] but we need a different formulation here.

Assumption 2.4. (Minorization condition) Let A(+), K(-) be as in Assumption2.21 We
assume that for some 0 < & < 1/7Y/2—1, there is a measurable function a : % — [0,1)
and a probability kernel k : % x 3B — [0,1] such that, forall y € % and A € 4,

. _ 2K(y)
cer iy Q%A Z (L= a(y DKy, A), where RGy) = T8 (3)

and V_1([0,R(y)]) # 0.

Remark 2.5. If there is x € 2 with V(x) = 0 then V1([0,R(y)]) # @ automatically
holds.

The larger a(y) is, the weaker condition (3)) is. Hence one needs to control the
probability of a(Y,) approaching 1 and enforce the “smallness” of a(Y). This is
the content of the following condition which will play a very important role in our
convergence estimates.

Assumption 2.6. (Smallness condition) There exists 0 < 6 < 1 such that

lim EY" (a(Y,)") = 0.
n—oo



Remark 2.7. Assumption [2.6] clearly holds if a(-) = a € (0, 1) is a constant. To see
a simple non-constant example, let & := N, and assume that

1
inf k,x,A) > —«(k,A 4
xev—l([o,R(y)])Q( ) 2 o x(k,A) @
holds for a suitable kernel k, for all k € N* with some y > 1. Note that 1—e~ /" <
1/k* hence inequality (@) in the minorization condition holds with a(k) = e™'/¥",
Let Y, satisfy P(Y, = k) = e °kcs, k € N, with a suitable normalizing constant
cs > 0. It follows that

n% | oo
E[a(Y)"] < cs Z e—n/kle—ék_,’_CB Z o N/kY p=k
k=1 k=ln?7 |+1
1
< cé[nije_”% + Cse 0 1+

for a suitable constant C5 > 0. Then Assumption clearly holds with any 0 <
1
0 < o
Now come the main results of the present paper: with the above presented as-

sumptions, the law of X, converges to a limiting law as t — 00, moreover, bounded
functionals of X, admit ergodic behavior provided that Y; is ergodic.

Theorem 2.8. Under Assumptions 231 2 4land[2.6) there exists a universal prob-
ability law u,, independent of x,, such that uy — W, in total variation as N — 00.
More precisely, for any 1/2 < A < 1, there exist c(1), (1) > 0 such that

dry(uy, phy) <

oo
2 Z |:IE( max a(Yk)Lnl/SJ_l) + (A2t cnz/ge_””l/s] (5)
n=N

0<k<|nl/3 3

holds for all N € N.

Remark 2.9. To help decipher the expression (5], we remark that setting A = 3/4,
(@) is easily seen to be dominated by

oo
2 Z |:E ([orgz?fn a(Yk)]nm_z) + }7”2/3/8 + cnz/ge_””l/s]
n=N -

for N > 216, with suitable constants c, v > 0. In the particular case where a(:) is
. . _rnl/3 .
constant, the latter expression is O(e ™" ") for some { > 0, as easily seen.

To make the explanation self-contained, we give the definition of ergodic en-
vironment which we will use in the sequel. Let &% be the space of trajectories,
2/ ®Z the o-algebra generated by cylinder sets, and Law(Y) the distribution on %%
induced by Y. We introduce the usual left shift operation S : %% — % acting on
trajectories like (Sy); =yj;1, j € Z. As the environment is assumed to be strongly
stationary, the probability Law(Y) is invariant under the transformation S and thus
(#E, o/®% Law(Y),S) forms a dynamical system. We say that an event A € ./ ®Z is
invariant iff S™'(A) = A and the process Y is ergodic if the o-algebra generated by
invariant events .#, which is a sub-c-algebra of .o7®Z, is trivial for Law(Y) i.e. for
all A€ #, Law(Y)(A) € {0, 1}.



Theorem 2.10. Let Assumptions and be in force. If Y is ergodic,
then for any bounded and measurable ® : & — R

(X)) +...+d(Xy)
N

- J ®(z) u,(dz), N - oo (6)
x

holds in L?, for all 1 < p < oo, where u, is as in Theorem 2.8 above.

Remark 2.11. Since & is bounded, convergence in (€) takes place in probability
iff it happens in L? for all 1 < p < oo. We preferred the current formulation of
Theorem [2.1Q] since we obtain LP rates during the proofs, see also Remark [7.14]
However, the expressions for these rates are too complicated to be stated here.

Remark 2.12. The above theorems should be compared to Theorems 2.13 and
2.15 of [T1]]. Our results are definitely stronger in the sense that [11]] requires
v(+) < 1 while we do not. However, those results are not subsumed by the present
ones, they are merely complemented. For instance, Assumption 2.5 of [11]] applies
to certain cases where our Assumption 2.4 does not. It is also unclear whether the
assumptions of [[T1]] imply our Assumption 2.3 in general.

3 Ramifications

Although many stochastic models, including all discretized diffusion processes (as
well as discretely sampled diffusions), fall within the scope of our framework in
the previous section, certain classes of processes are not covered in this way. For
instace, vector autoregressive models fail to satisfy the one-step drift and minoriza-
tion conditions.

To make our techniques applicable to a larger class of models, we generalize
Theorems 2.8 and to cases where we require the drift and minorization con-
ditions to hold only after several steps. In Section [6] we will apply these theorems
to vector autoregressive models.

To keep complexity at a tolerable level, we restrict ourselves to the case of con-
stant K in the drift condition below. We also need to assume (7)), inspired by As-
sumption 6 in [[7]].

Assumption 3.1. Let V : & — R, be a measurable function. We assume that there
is an integer p > 1, a measurable function y : %? — (0,00) and a constant K > 1
such that, for all x € Z and (y,...,y,) € ¥,

[Q(yp)Q(yp—l)Q(yl)V](x) < Y(J’l,---’}’p)V(X) +K

and
[Q)VI(x) <KV(x)+K. @)

The corresponding long-time contractivity condition reads as follows.

Assumption 3.2. We assume that

n
7 :=limsup E/ (]_[ y(Y(i_l)pH,...,np)) <1.

—00 ;
n i=1



Similarly, in the minorization condition below, the lower bound is also assumed
independent of the environment for simplicity, thus there is no need for a general-
ized version of the smallness condition i.e. Assumption 2.6

Assumption 3.3. Let y(-), K(-) be as in Assumption [3.I1 We assume that for some
0 < e < 1/7/2 =1, there is a constant 0 < a < 1 and a probability x such that, for
all (y1,---,Yp) E¥P and A€ B(X),

[Q(YpIQYp-1) - QUY1I(x,A) = (1 —a)x(A), 8

inf
x€V[O0,R(y1,--Yp)])

where R(y1,...,Y,) = #Kyp) and we require V"1 ([0,R(y, - YD) £D.
We can now state the following complement to Theorems [2.8]and

Theorem 3.4. Under Assumption B.1] [3.2] and Uy converges to a limiting law,
independent of x,, at speed O(e™N 1/3). Furthermore, if Y is ergodic, then the law of
large numbers holds as stated in Theorem

4 A queuing model

We consider a single-server queuing model where customers are numbered by n €
N. The time between the arrival of customers n+1 and n is described by the random
variable ¢, 1, for each n € N. The service time for customer n is given by the random
variable Y, for n € N.

The waiting time W, of customer n satisfies the Lindley recursion

Wn+1 = (Wn + Yn - 8n+1)+’ neN, ©)

with W, := 0 (we start with an empty queue hence the Oth customer does not
need to wait at all). The textbook example is when (Y,,),en and (&,),en+ are i.i.d.
sequences independent of each other. In that case W, is a Markov chain with state
space R, whose ergodic properties have been extensively studied. Here we are
interested in a more general setting where the process (Y,) ey is assumed merely
stationary.

The following condition is standard: in a stable system service times should be
shorter on the average than inter-arrival times.

Assumption 4.1. The sequence of R -valued inter-arrival times €,, n € Z is i.i.d. and
we have
E[Y,] <E[e].

Assumption 4.2. For some M > 0, the sequence of service times is included in a strict
sense [0, M ]-valued stationary process Y,, n € Z which is independent of (&,)nez-
There is 1 > 0 such that the limit

1
I(a):= lim - InEe®01t-+¥) (10)

exists for all a € (—m,m) and T is differentiable on (—n,n).



Remark 4.3. The assumption above is clearly inspired by the Gértner-Ellis theo-
rem. It follows that sufficient conditions for its fulfillment can be deduced from
the literature about large deviation principles. For instance, if Y,, = ¢(Z,) for some
bounded measurable ¢ : R™ — R, and an R™-valued geometrically ergodic Markov
chain Z,, n € Z started from its invariant distribution then (I0) holds true for some
1 > 0, see Theorem 4.1 of [[I5]] for a precise formulation. Thus Theorem [4.7]below
is applicable to a large class of models.

Infinite moving average processes serve as an example of non-Markovian service
time processes. For instance, let Y, = Zlo: 0o 48—, where {;, i € Z are indepen-
dent and identically distributed R, -valued bounded random variables, a; > 0, i € Z
and Zio:_oo a; < 0o. Assumption [4.2]is satisfied for this process by Theorem 2.1 of
[el.

Under suitable conditions, it is possible to relax the boundedness condition on
the process Y in Assumption[4.2] Due to tedious technicalities, this is not pursued
here.

Now, we turn to the verification of Assumption and 2.3l under the previous
two conditions.

Lemma 4.4. Let Assumptions and be in force. Then there exists @ > 0 such
that for

Viw):=e™ -1, w>0,

r(y) = =E[e?0™)], y >0,

K =M,
[RNIVIW) <y(¥)V(w)+K (11
holds for all y € % :=[0,M], w € Z :=R,, where Q is defined as
Qy,w,A):=P[(w+y—e), €A],y€[0O,Ml,weR,, A€ B(R,).

Furthermore,

n
7 :=limsup EV/" (Kl_[ )/(Yk)) <1.

n—oo k=1

Proof. Define A(a) :=T(a) + In(E[e~**1]). The functions
1 n
Aq(a) :==InE [eazle(yj’l_sj):l, a€(-n,m), neN’
n
are finite and differentiable. They are also clearly convex. Define

e ;-1:1(1/}'71—5)')_1
(@) =kl 71 ae(0,m), nent.
(04

By the Lagrange mean value theorem and measurable selection, there exists a ran-
dom variable &,(a) € [0, a] such that

o) =E (Z(YH - ej)) 5T 051

j=1



Here
n n n n
(Z(Yj—l - Ej)) S @ L im—e) < (Z Yi_l) e" 2= Vi,
j=1 j=1

which is uniformly bounded in a € (0, ) (for n fixed). Hence reverse Fatou’s lemma
shows that
n
limsupy,(a) <E Z(Yi—l —¢g;)| =nE[Y,—¢&].
a—0+ =1

This implies that, for alln > 1, A7 (0) = %lima‘_)(pr Y (a) <E[Yy;—e].

Since A,(a) — A(a) for a € (—n, n) by Assumption [4.2]it follows from Theorem
25.7 of [[19] that also A/ (0) — A’(0) hence A/(0) < 0 by Assumption[4.1} By Corol-

lary 25.5.1 of [[19]], differentiability of A implies its continuous differentiability, too.
Hence from A(0) = 0 and A/(0) < O we obtain that there exists @ > 0 satisfying

hm 1 ln]Eeft(Yo-l-...-l—Yn,l)—a(81+...+8n) <0. (12)

n—oo n

Now using the Lyapunov function V(w) = e®—1,w > 0 and y(y) = E[ 0~V ],

0 we arrive at
[RUIVIW) =E[V([w+y —e]1,)]
— E[ed(w+y_81)+] < E[ed(Wﬂ'—El)]

<y(VE™ - +y() <y()IVWw) +e™,

so (I1D holds with K as defined above. By (12)), the long-time contractvity condition
also holds:

limsup EV[Ky(Yy)...y(Y,)] <1, (13)
n—oo
which completes the proof. d

Now we present another assumption on the inter-arrival times which will be
needed to show the minorization condition.

Assumption 4.5. One has P(g; = 1) > 0 for
4

Sl
m 1

T:=M+

Notice that, for unbounded &, Assumption [4.5]automatically holds. Now let us
turn to the verification of the minorization condition under the assumption above.

Lemma 4.6. Let Assumptionsd.1) B-2land@-5lbe in force. Choose € := (1/7'/>—1)/2.
Then there is a € (0, 1) such that, for all y € [0,M] and A€ B (R,),

. 2K(y)
inf ,W,A) > (1—a)dy(A), where R(y) = ——=
ey (y)DQ(y )= ( )60(A) ) ()

and 6 is the one-point mass concentrated on 0.



Proof. Note that R(y) =R := %

Q(y,w,A) =]I”([w+y—£1]+ EA)
> IP([w+y—el]+ = 0)60(A)
=(1—P(w+y—& >0))5,(A)
>(1—PR+M—¢g; >0))5,(4)

so we may set a :=P(&; < 7)} < 1, see Assumption [4.5] O

Theorem[2.8] allows us to deduce that the queuing system in consideration con-
verges to a stationary state and an ergodic theorem is valid. Theorem [4.7] below
opens the door for the statistical analysis of such systems.

Theorem 4.7. Under Assumptions and there exists a probability u, on
B(R,), independent of the initial length of the queue, such that

dpy(Law(W,), u,) < ¢~

for some ¢y, ¢, > 0. Furthermore, if (Y,,), .y, is ergodic, then for an arbitrary measur-
able and bounded ® : R, — R,

(W) +...+®(W,_1) .
n

J. ®(2)p.(dz), (14)
R,

in LP, forall1 < p < oo.

Proof. According to Lemma [4.4] and [4.6] Assumptions 2.2] [2.3] [2.4] and are
satisfied hence by Theorem 2.8 and Remark the first statement follows. By
Theorem [2.10] the second statement also holds true. O

Remark 4.8. It is known that Law(W, ) converges to a limiting distribution under
rather mild conditions, see Example 14.1 on page 189 of [5]]. Details of this ap-
proach seem to be available only in Russian, see [[4]]. To be more explicit, applying
Theorem 4 on page 25 of [3]] (also in Russian) to our settings gives the following
upper bound

dry(Law(W,), u,) < IP( min S; > maX(Wl,W(; + 50)), (15)
0<k<n
where (S, ) ey is defined as
SO == O

n
Si=2,(Yi—e), nx1
k=1

moreover W, = supey+(Y_x —£_). However, the main drawback of this upper
bound is that the expression standing on the right hand side of (I5) is still too
general and non-informative. Therefore, we think that, Theorem [4.7] above is the
first result providing a tractable rate of convergence in this setting.



5 Stochastic gradient Langevin algorithm
We consider, for some A > 0,
9n+1 = Gn - AH(Gm Yn) + ﬁgr&l’

where &,, n > 1 is an independent sequence of standard d-dimensional Gaussian
random variables, Y,, n € Z is a R™-valued strict sense stationary process and H :
R? x R™ — R? a measurable function. We assume that (Y,,),cz and (£,),ex+ are
independent, 6, € R is a constant.

This algorithm is called “stochastic gradient Langevin dynamics” (SGLD). Sug-
gested by [23[], it has recently become widely used for sampling from high-dimensional
probability distributions. More precisely, let U : R? — R, be differentiable with
derivative h = VU such that h(6) = E[H(6,Y,)]. For A small and n large, Law(6,,)
is expected to be close to the probability defined by

[, e ®do

A=A
"= Jeiag

Ae BRY),

see e.g. [23] 1]]. The literature on SGLD is abundant but practically all studies
assume that Y, n € Z are i.i.d. For the case where the step size A, is decreasing, it
has been shown in [[24]] that, under suitable assumptions, the averages

_ B(0y)+...+9(0,_1)
n

D, :

converge almost surely to D := f ra 2(2)7(dz). In the case of fixed A, [20] estimated
the L? distance between D, and D.

In the present article we keep A fixed and establish a novel result: the SGLD
recursion converges to a limiting law w(A) (in total variation) and D, tends to
fRd ®(z2)u(A)(dz) in LP, 1 < p < oo. As far as we know this ergodic property
has not yet been pointed out, even in the case of i.i.d. Y, n € Z. We can now prove
it for a broad class of stationary processes Y,, n € Z. We think of Y, as an observed
data sequence. As these are rarely i.i.d. in practice, Theorem [5.6] below formulates
strong theoretical support for the use of SGLD with possibly dependent data.

The following standard dissipativity condition is required, see e.g. [17]].

Assumption 5.1. There is a measurable A : R™ — R and b = 0 such that, for all
6 eR? and y e R™,

Furthermore, E[A(Y,)] > 0. We may and will assume that A is a bounded function.

Assumption 5.2. There is 1) > 0 such that the limit

I'(a):= lim llnEe“(A(Yl)Jr"*A(Yﬂ))
n—oo n

exists for all a € (—m,n) and T is continuously differentiable on (—n,n).

Assumption 5.3. There exist K;, K,, K5 such that

[H(O,y)l < K;|0| +K,|y| +Ks.

10



Note that Assumption [5.3]holds, in particular, if H is Lipschitz-continuous.
Assumption 5.4. Y, is bounded, say, |Yy| < M a.s.

Remark 5.5. Boundedness of Y, could be relaxed at the price of rather tedious
technicalities hence we prefer not to treat this here.

It turns out that the law of 0, tends to a limit as n — oo and ergodic averages
converge to the expectation under the limit law.

Theorem 5.6. Let A > 0 be small enough. Under Assumptions[5.1] 5.2} [5.3]and
there exists a probability law u(A), independent of the initial value, such that

/3
>

dpy(Law(6,,), w(A)) < cre o™

for some cq,cy > 0 (which also depend on A). Moreover, for arbitrary bounded mea-
surable ® : R? - R,

®(6y)+...+9(60,_1) .
n

J. &(2) p(A)(d=),
Rd

asn— oo in LP, forallp > 1.

Remark 5.7. The convergence rates given by the above theorem are not sharp
enough for practical purposes. However, Theorem [5.6] provides a universal ergodic
property for the stochastic gradient Langevin dynamics, irrespective of dependencies
in the data stream (as long as they satisfy Assumption[5.2]). No result of this calibre
has heretofore been available in the related literature.

It is a natural question, how far u(A) is from the target probability . It follows
from [|8] that, under suitable assumptions, the Wasserstein-1 distance of Law(6,)
from 7 is of the order v/, uniformly in n. Hence the same is true for u(A) and 7.

Proof of Theorem[5.6] Choose V(0) :=|6/?, 8 € R? and define

Q(y,0,A) :=P(6 — AH(O,y) + VAE, € A),

forally e % :=R™, 0 € Z :=R?and A€ B := B(R?). Noting that £; has mean
zero, we have

[QU)VI(0) =E[V(6 —AH(,y) + VAE)]
= ARIE; 2 + A2|H(6,y)I> +6]> — 2A(6,H(6, y))
<A +2b) +3A[KZ|0 + K2y + K21+ (1 —22A(0))I6)?

so Assumption 2:2] holds with K(y) := A(d + 2b) + 3A°KZ + 3A%K2|y |, v(y) =
1+ 3A%K? —2AA(y). Note that, due to the boundedness of A, y(y) > 0 for all y
for A small enough, in fact y(y) > 7 > 0 for some 7. By Assumption[5.1] for A small
enough, E[3AK? —2A(Y,)] < 0.

Arguments similar to those in the preceeding section show that, when A < A is
small enough,

1 n Y .
limsup — In E[e* 2= 3K 220011 < o,

n—oo

11



but then also

1 n .
limsup — In E[e* 2= 3K 220011 < ¢,
n—oo Il

Noting 1 +x < e* this implies

7 :=limsup E'/"[K(Yo)y(Y,)...v(Y,)] <

n—oo

limsup E/"[y(Y)... y(Y,) 13/ Ald + 2b) + 3A2K2 + 3A2KZM? =

limsupEl/”[y(Yl)...y(Yn)] <1
n—oo
hence Assumption 2.3] also holds.
Let0 < e < 1/7/2—1,R(y) := ?;8)), define C(y) := {6 € R? : |6]> < R(y)}
and set

__Leb(C(y)nA)
A= et

Denoting f(0) := exp{—|0|%>/2}/(2n)¥/?, 6 € R, for each y € R™, |y| < M,
6 €C(y)and Ac B(R?)

, Ac B(RY).

Q(y,0,A) =P(0 —AH(0, y) + VAE, €A) > P(0 — AH(6, y) + VAE, € C(y) NA)

ZJ ﬂ@—lH(G,waﬂeC(y)mAf (w) dw
Rd

_Lf f(z—GMH(e,y))dz
Al C(y)nA VA

Leb(C(y)) (_ o B0+ 2H(O, )P

Gy ex Jnax 7 )K(y,A).

Note that, for |y| < M and 0,z € C(y), we have

(2+ AK;)? 2K(y)

1
—lz—0+AH(0,y)? < + A(K,M + K5)?
2/llz 0, y)I" < N () (K, 3)
2(2 4+ AK,)?|d + 2b + 3A(K? + K2 M?
<X vl . W+ K )]+7L(K2M+K3)2.

Clearly, we can choose A small enough such that

1 2
L e—o+ame,yp <29t
22 €

According to our previous estimate for Q(y, 6,A), for A small enough, we have
Leb(C(y)) 9(d + 2b)

W €x (—7~ —1|x(y,A)

> e/ k(y,A)

Q(y,0,A) =

for suitable ¢,¢ > 0 depending on b,d,M and sup,cgn |A(y)|, which proves that

Assumption [2.4] and hold with a := 1 —¢e™%/¢. We thus get that the claimed
convergence rate holds by Theorem [2.8] and Remark |

12



6 Linear systems in a random environment

A popular class of examples where we can apply the results of Section [3]is that
of linear systems. Fix integers m,d > 1 and let A,B : R™ — R%*¢ be measurable
functions. Operator norm of a matrix M € R%*? will be denoted |||[M|||. Let Y, €
% :=R™, t € Z be a stationary process. We consider the process X, € R¢ obeying
the linear dynamics

Xop1 :=AY)X, +B(Y,)e 1, t EN, (16)

where £, € RY, t > 1 is an i.i.d. sequence, independent of (Y,),cz. Let X, = x, with
some constant x, € R4,

For simplicity we stay with the case of square matrices A(-), B(-). More general
linear systems could be treated along similar lines under suitable controllability
conditions but at the price of considerable complications.

Assumption 6.1. The functions A,B are bounded; B(y), A(y) are invertible for all
y € R™ such that supyeRm(lllA(y)_llll +1IB(y)II) < o0; & has a density f :
RY — R, with respect to the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure which is a.s. bounded
away from 0 on compact sets; E|ey| < 00.

Assumption 6.2. There is an integer p > 1 such that
E [In|||A(Y,)A(Y,_,)...A(T)Il|] < 0. (17)
Furthermore, there is 1 > 0 and a differentiable function T : (—m,n) — R such that

1 -
lim. ;mEEl[|||Amp)Amp_1)...A(m_l)pﬂ)nw =I(@), ac(-nm). (18)

Note that when A is a constant matrix, (I7) boils down to requiring |||A?||| < 1
for some p > 1 which is equivalent to the spectral radius of A being smaller than 1.
This shows that (I7) is reasonable to assume. Condition (I8) is again a Gértner-
Ellis type condition in the spirit of Assumption[4.2]above. For Markovian Y sufficient
conditions for its fulfillment can be deduced from e.g. [15} [16].

Theorem 6.3. Under Assumptions and Theorem applies to the system
(aep.

Proof. We first verify the drift condition. Choose V(x) := |x|, x € RY. Define

Y- ¥p) = IAYAY 1) - - - Ayl ¥15- -5 ¥p € R™. Note that, by Assump-
tion[6.1] there is ¥ > 0 such that y(yy,...,¥,) = 7.
Let M > 1 denote a bound for both |||A(-)||| and |||B(-)|||. Now notice that

[Q(Yp) .- Qy)IV(X) < y(y1,-- -, ¥p)V(x) + pMPE[gg|.

Furthermore, clearly
Q(y)V(x) <MV (x) + MElg,|,

so we have verified the drift conditions with K := pMPE|e,|.
To check the contractivity condition, notice that

1 n
~IE[ [IIAC)AY ). . AWy Il°
i=1
1 n
= ;hﬂEexp{aZlmuAmp)A(m_l)...A(m_l)pﬂnu}
i=1

13



and the summands are bounded by Assumption Now from (I7) and (I8) by
an argument identical to that of Lemma [4.4 we can deduce that

n—oo ;
i=1

n
lim sup ]El/n (l_[ Y(Yv(i—l)P+l’ tes Ylp)) <1l (19

Now let us turn to the minorization condition. Let U, denote the closed ball of
radius r > 0 around the origin in R?. Let F > 0 be fixed and let x € U be arbitrary.
Let A€ ®B(U,) and L > 0 be arbitrary. Taking x € R? and Yps+- Y1 €ERT,

p
P(A(Yp) AR+ D AY,) AV )B(Y)E eA)
i=1

=z E [l{sup IACy, ) A x+ S22 ACy, Ay B el <L}
i (S
Xt BV B, €Al (er iy )]

p—1
ALY A )x + DAY, AY)BYe;

= P (sup
i=1

X i P B €A
yelpin (w+B(y)e, €A)

3

by independence of the ¢;. Here the sup is taken over all Ypse-sY1 € R™. Choose
L so large that P(sup|A(y,) - A(y1)x + 70 A(y,) - AQyin )B(y el < 1) = 1/2.
This is clearly possible since A, B are bounded and x € Uy.

Now notice that by Assumption[6.1] in particular, by sup,, |||B( ¥)7HI| < oo, the
density functions (w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure) of the random variables B(y)e,,
y € R™ are bounded away from 0 on U; ;. But this means that

min _P(w+B(y)e, €A) = aleb(A)
weU;,yeRmM
for some a > 0, independent of A. Applying these observations in the particular case

F:= % we obtain the minorization condition and Theorem[3:4]indeed applies. O

7 Proofs

Now we proceed to the proofs of Theorems [2.8] and All the assumptions of
those results are supposed to hold throughout this section. In order to make our
explanation understandable for the largest possible audience, we present here the
key steps of the proofs together with the fundamental ideas behind them. Lemmas
crucial to proving our main theorems are mentioned here, whereas the role of the
more technical ones are clarified in the text body.

First, we introduce a representation for the process X, using random maps de-
pending on the environment. Furthermore, we show that these maps are constant
on “small sets” with positive probability, where these “small sets” and this probabil-
ity in question are determined by the instantaneous value of Y (Lemma[Z.1]). Next,
we freeze the environment and estimate the probability of the event that two copies
of X,, t € N starting from two different random states and driven by the same fixed
trajectory of Y, t € Z become coupled after N° steps (Lemma [Z.6). In order to

14



prove this, we show that with large probability, in N* steps, both of the representa-
tives visits simultaneously the same small set at least N times and by Lemma [7.1]
after each visit, they are mapped to the same state with positive probability.

Using the transportation cost characterization of dry, the strong stationarity of
Y,, t € Z and our results on the coupling probability, we show that u, = Law(X,,),
n € N is a Cauchy sequence in the complete metric space (.#;, dry) which proves
Theorem 2.8

Our approach to the ergodic theorem for X relies on Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem
and the L-mixing property of a certain auxiliary Markov chain. It turned out in [[11]]
that L-mixing is particularly well-adapted to Markov chains, even when they are
inhomogeneous (and for us this is the crucial point). The main ideas of arguments in
Subsection [7.3]go back to [[11]]. Strong stationarity of Y together with our estimate
for the coupling probability are extensively used at this point.

The majority of technical lemmas (e.g. Lemmas [7.2] [7.8] and [7.12) are created
to identify finite dimensional subsets of %% such that the probability of coupling
on trajectories coming from these sets and the probability of finding paths of Y in
these sets are large enough. These arguments strongly rely on the stationarity of Y
as well as the long-time contractivity of the chain.

7.1 Preliminary lemmas and notations

For R > 0, we denote by ¢(R) the set of mappings from & into & whose restriction
to V™1([0,R]) is constant. £ > 0 and R(y) will be as in Assumption 2.4

Representing Markov chains on Polish spaces by iterated random maps is a stan-
dard construction, see e.g. [[2]]. A similar representation for Q is shown in Lemma
[Z1]below which will play a crucial role in the proofs. It is a variant of Lemma 6.1
in [[T1] in a somewhat more general setting.

Lemma 7.1. There exists a sequence of measurable functions T, : % x & xQ = Z,
t € Z such that

P({w €N | Tt(yrx") GA}) = Q(}’:X:A),

foradllteZ, ye®, xeX, Ac B and there are events J,(y) € &, forall t € Z,
y € % such that

J(y) c{weQ| T (y,, w) €cR(y)} and PU,(y)) =1—aly)  (20)

Furthermore, the sigma-algebras o(T.(y,x,:),x € X,y € #¥), t € Z are indepen-
dent.

Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma 6.1 in [11]]. So, let U, and ¢,, n € Z be
sequences of i.i.d. uniform random variables on [0, 1] independent of each other.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that (U,,¢,), t € Z independent of Y,
t € Z. The case of countable & is easy hence omitted. In the case of & uncountable
we can also assume (by the Borel isomorphism theorem) that & = R and %(R) is
the standard Borel o-algebra of R.

Easily seen that, if for some y € & a(y) = 0, then by Assumption[2.4] forA € %
and x € V7}([0,R())]), Q(y, x,A) > k(y,A) and Q(y, x, Z \A) > k(y,Z \ A) hold
at the same time and thus we have

Q(.y: ';A)|V*1([0,R(y)]) = K(.yiA)i Aec AB.

15



Forye %, x e X and A€ B(R), let

5 [QW, x,4) = (1= a(y)e(y, A Ly y<riy)

a4y, x,4) = { TR Avorey) if a(y) # 0

Q(Y, %, ALy ()>r(y) ifa(y)=0

and define

T.(y,x,w) = K_l(.)’, Et)]1U[Sl—a(y)]lV(X)SR(y)+q_l(y’ X, €) (1 - ﬂU[g1—a(y)11v(x)gR(y))

where

K Ny, 2) ;== inf{r € Q| x(y,(—o0,r]) > 2}
q ' (y,x,2) == inf{r € Q| q(y,x,(—00,r]) = 2},

z € R are the pseudoinverses of the corresponding cumulative distribution func-
tions.

Obviously, x — T,(y,x,w) is constant on V~}([0,R(y)]) whenever U, < 1 —
a(y), this implies with J,(y) :={w | U/(w) £ 1—a(y)}. Furthermore, for all
reR,teZand foranyfixedye % and x e &

IP({(,O €0 | Tt(yrx") =< T‘}) = ]lV(x)>R(y)IP(q_1(.y: X, gt) < T‘)
+ Lyron [@OP(q7 0 x,e) < 1)+ (L—a(y)P(x 'y, e) < 7)].

By the definition of the pseudoinverse, we can write

IP’(K_l(y, g) < r) = IP’(K(y, (—oo, ' =g, " €QnN(r, oo))
=P(k(y,(—oo,r]) = &) =x(y,(—00,r])

and similarly
P(q_l(y5x5 Et) < r) = CI(}’,X, (—OO, r])

hence

P{weQ|T(y,x,") <r}) =Q(y,x,(=00,r])

as we desired.

It remains only to show that T, is measurable with respect to sigma algebras .o/ ®
BR)® o ({U,, & | t €Z}) and B(R). Indeed, T, is a composition of measurable
functions. The claimed independence of the sigma-algebras clearly holds too. O

We drop the dependence of the mappings T, on w in the notation and will simply
write T,(y)x := T.(x,y,:). Fors € Z and x € &, define the family of auxiliary
processes

ZX=x, Z; =TIz, t=s, (21)

S
wherey=(...,¥_1, Y0, Y1,---) € ¥% is a fixed trajectory. Let %, := o(¢;,U;, i < t)
and 9" := o(g;,U;, 1 > t), t € Z. Clearly, %, is independent of ¥," and Z;" is
adapted to ¥, moreover the process Zs’f ¥, t > s heavily depends on the choice of y.
These processes follow the dynamics of X with the environment being “frozen”.
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Recall that S : % — %Z stands for the usual left shift operation i.e.

(SY); =¥j41, J EZ. (22)

In the, next lemma we introduce subsets of &% such that for fixed M,N € N*,
contractivity is established on every consecutive N'/™ long pieces of [1,N]. Fur-
thermore, we prove that Y and its shifted versions fall into these sets with large
probability.

Lemma 7.2. For M,N € N and X € (0, 1), we define the sets

=1

LNl/MJ
_AINVM B
Bl)\ll,M = {YE oy l_[ ‘}/(ykLNl/MJ+l) < },MN J’ k= O,l,...,l_Nl/MJM 1_1} ]

Then Y and its shifted copies fall into Bf\‘] y With large probability. More precisely, there
exist ¢, v > 0 such that

(VkeZ) ]P’((SkY) € Bl)\\,’M) > 1 — cNIUM =N
]P((SkY) EB]%,,M, k=0,...n— 1) >1—cnNIT/MeNY

holds.

Proof. The second inequality easily follows from the first one. By the union bound
and the strong stationarity of Y, t € Z, we can write

- -1
P(Usesi) < Sr(enesi,) =ne(vesy,) <o me™
k=0

k=0

In order to prove the first inequality, we use the union bound and the strong
stationarity of Y, t € Z again.

LNl/MJM—l_l LNl/MJ
_an1/M
P(YEB,, )< D) P( [T r(Fawmp) 2 7% )

k=0 1=1
/
g 5 E( e Y(Yz))
S Nl—l/M]P) l_[ Y(YYZ) 2 ,}—,AN S Nl—l/M T i
=1 Y
By Assumption 2.3] there exists ¢ > 0 such that IE(K(YO) l_[?=1 )/(Yt)) < 5)71%1”,

n € N moreover K(-) > 1. With this, we get

[N -
o([Tron)serses e
=1 =

=i

and

2 € Nl-1/MANYM
P(Y¢B},)< ?%AN Mg

thus the first inequality holds with ¢ = ¢/+/y1** and v = —% log7.
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Let N € N* and y € #% be such that S¢ yEBLNl/éjé o t=0,1,...[NY6]—1. For
te{t=1,...INYOJ°—|NV6 3} exists ¢ € {0,1,...,[NY/O°—|N¥®[?} and r €
{0,1,...,|NY®|—1} for which t = q|[N'/®|+r holds. So, fork € {0,1,...,|[NY¢2—1},
we have

I.N1/6J I.N1/6J I.N1/6J

l_[ Y ((Sty)klNl/(;J_H) = l_[ Y(Yt+k[N1/5J+l) = l_[ Y(Y(k+q)LN1/6J+z+r)

=1 =1 =1
VYo

r _ 1/6
= l_[ r((s Y)(k+q)[N1/6J+l) < M
=1

hence Sty € B} Thus we arrive at the following important remark.

|_N1/6J33
Remark 7.3. If forsome N € N* andy € #%, S* yEBN1/6J5 i =0,1,...[NY®]—1,

then S'y € B t=1,...[NY%]°—|NY®J? holds as well.

N6 3,3

The next lemma tells us about the consequences of the drift condition satisfied
by Q(¥x_1)---Q(y;), where y € #Z and k,l € Z, [ < k are arbitrary and fixed.

Lemma 7.4. Forx € X,y ¥% and k,l € Z, 1 < k, we have

[QWYs-)- - QUIVI(x) < V() ]_[y(yr)+ZK(yr) ﬂ ().

r=1 j=r+1

Proof. We prove by induction. Let x € & and | € Z be arbitrary and fixed. For
k=141, we have
[RUIVI(xX) < y(y)V(x) +K(y). (23)

which holds by Assumption 2.2}

Induction step: Operators V — [Q(y)V], y € % are linear, monotone and for V =1
[Q(y)V]I=1, y € % hence by Assumption 2.2l we can write

[QUyx)- . Q(yz)V](X)=[Q(yk)(Q(yk 1) Q(yz)V)](X)<

[QIVI(x) ﬂy(yr) +ZK(%) ﬂ () <

r=l j=r+1
V(x) ﬂ Y(y,)+ ZK(yr) ﬂ ()
j=r+1
which completes the proof. d

Let N € N, A € (1/2,1) be fixed and P, P, : Q — & arbitrary %,-measurable
random variables, which may depend on y. Furthermore, in the remaining part of
this subsection, we assume that y € B, .. Our purpose will be to prove that, with

N3,3°
a large probability ZglN’; = Zé)ZN’; for N large enough. In other words, a coupling
Py . .
between the processes zh N ¥ and ZOZN3 is realized.
First, we are going to prove that the process Z, := (Zé) 1ty, Z, P> y) t € N visits the

sets D(y,) frequently enough, where

D(y) = {(x1,x) € 22|V(x;) + V(x2) <R(Y)}, ye€. (24)
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Let us define the successive visiting times
00:=0, Opp:=min{i>0;|Z;€D(y;)}, keN (25)
that are obviously (%, ),cy-stopping times.

Lemma 7.5. For the tail distribution of oy, we have

21—
P(oy >N%) < p(A=2)v" -2 Z [V(Z(I))lk;’rzﬂ) + V(Z(I))Zkl}\,12+1):|

Proof. If oy > N3, then exists k € {0,...,N — 1} for which Z,y21; ¢ D(Yinz+1),
[=1,...,N?. Thus we can write

]P’(O'N > N3) <
N-1N? _ N-Lo N2 — (26)
P ( U ﬂ {Zinen & D(ykN2+l)}) =P (m {Zinon ¢ D(}’kNZH)}) .
k=0 1=1 k=0 \I=1

We estimate a general term of the latter sum. For typographical reasons, we will
write a := kN? and b := N2. By the tower rule, we have

b b
P (ﬂ {Zon ¢ B(J’aﬂ)}) =E {l_[ ﬂ{7a+z¢5()’a+z)}:| =
=1 =1

b—1
E {E [t z,ev03 %o ]| [ 14z, ¢5(ym)}} <
1=1
Py Pyy b—
v e, TH,
b—1 Z D
R(Yarp) Ga+ = {Zon#D(var0)}

By Assumption [2.2] we can write

E[V(Z03 ) +V(Z0)|%

0,a+b 0,a+b a+b— 1]

a+b—1] =
[QWarb-1)VIZesY )+ Qs 1)V I(Ze2Y ) <
Y(ya+b—1) [V(Zolail_b 1) + V(Z(I)J’za’ib_l ):I + 2K(ya+b—1 )

On the other hand, if Z ., ;_1 ¢ D(¥q4p_1), then

Py, Py,
E[V(TorsGars1)Zg Ly 1) +V(Tars Yaro)Ze 20| %

Py, p,,
V(ZO,laib—l) + V(Zo,zaib_l) >R(Yatb-1)

which immediately implies that
Py, Py,
2K(.Ya+b—1) < EY(ya+b—1) (V(Zo,ai,-b—l) + V(Zo’ail_b_l ) .
Recall that 0 < & < 1/4/7 thus we have

P ’y
E[v(Z)Y, ) +V(Z)

vatb-1) %+b—1] L7 s 850 } <

Y (Yarb—1)

N

P ’y P ’y
(v, D+vd, Dl
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This argument can clearly be iterated and leads to

" (7 D l_[z 1 YYasr) Py Py
P (Q {Zan ¢ D(.)’a+l)}) S IR) xE [V(ZO,a+1) +V(Z,5%, ]

Taking into account that y € Bﬁs 3 RVasp) = %“:g and K(-) = 1, hence we
can write

N-1

b N2 N
_ 2
l_[ Y(Vart) = l_[ Y Viwe) = l_[ Yoo+ <7
=1 =1

=0 j=1
moreover
b—1
= 1Y(ya+l) 1—\/7 (A l)NZ
Vb- 1R(ya+b) 2

Finally, we sum up for k =0,1,...,N —1 and get

P(oy >N3) <2V Y1 1= *f Z [v(zpl Yo )+v(EzRY )]

0,kN2+1 0,kN2+1

which completes the proof. |

Now we are in the position to estimate the probability of coupling between zh 0, N3

Py
and Zons

Lemma 7.6. We have
P P N—-1
1Y 2,Y
( 0,N3 #ZONB) = ( n—liai(\l a(yk))

+Y(A—5)N21_‘/_Z [v(zply Y+ V(ZRY )].

0,kN2+1 0,kN2+1

Proof. For typographical reasons, we will write o(N) instead of oy in this proof.
Recall that, T,(y) : & — Z is constant on V~1([0, 0,R(y)]), t € Z, y € ¥ with
probability at least 1 — a(y). By the definition of D(-), Z, € D(y,) implies that
ZO"ty f V) Y([0,R(y,)]) for i = 1,2, moreover ZP1 Y= ZP2 ¥ with probability at least
1—aly,

Let us introduce the abbreviation My = maxg<iys &(y;) for a moment. We can
write

P, P, '
IP’(ZO,IN% =ZO,2N);, Oy SN3) < IP’(UUU)Jr1 >1—a(ye)); J = 1,...,N—1)<
]P(UU(]‘)H >1—My;j=1,...,N—1)=

N—2
E P(UU(N—1)+1 >1 _MN|(go(N—l)) l_[ 1{U0(j)+1>1—MN}
j=1

Clearly, U,(y—_1)+1 is independent of ¥, y_;) so

P(UU(N—1)+1 >1—My |%0(N—1)) = ]P(Uo(N—l)H >1 _MN) = 022?163 a(yx)-
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Iteration of this argument leads to the following estimation.

N-1

Py Py 3

IF”(Z1 =7 0 SN)S(maxa )
O,N3 o,N3> YN 0<k<N? (.yk)

By Lemma [7.5] we have

p(20% = 252) <B(20% = 253, oy <N°) +B(oy > N?)

Nt —(k—l)NZ 1— ﬁ = Py P,y
< (051(335 ] a(yk)) N s ; E[V(Z0., )+ V(2]
which completes the proof. d

According to the following lemma, conditions on the maximum process of a(Y; )
appearing in the statement of Theorem [2.10] can be translated to Assumption [2.6]
which is somewhat more tractable.

Lemma 7.7. Let Assumption[2.6]be in force. Then, for every N € Ntand1 < p < oo,

N=1

< 0Q.
p

max ot(Yk)Wl/MJ_1
0<k<|N1/M M

More precisely, there exists c, v, 3 > 0 depending only on M, p and 6 such that

< cE[a(Y)M"! ], N eN*.
p

max ot(Yk)Wl/MJ_1
0<k<[N1/M M

Proof. Let B = ﬁ. For sufficiently large N € N¥, }%—LNEJXfJJ_l

Jensen’s inequality and the strong stationarity of Y;, t € Z, we have

> 1 hence by

(NP
max a(Yk)LNI/MJ_l e < E[ max a(Yk)LNﬁJ] SNIE[a(YO)LNpJ]
0<k<|N1/M M ) 0<k<|N1/M M
hence we obtain
INVM | 1 LNlﬁ/NiJ;)l
max a(r" | <N (B aqry 7 )T
0<k<|NV/M M k ) - 0
M . ™
Taking into consideration that limy_, ., % =0 and limy_, % =1, we

conclude that there exists ¢, v > 0 depending on M, p and 6 for which

< cE[a(Yp)V ] N eN*
p

max  a(y )"
O<k<[N1/M M

holds.

By Assumption [2.6] for some 0 < 0’ < 1, E[a(YO)N]W — 0as N - oo and
trivially, the same holds for any 0 < 6 < 6’. Let us fix some 6 € (0,60’). Then, by
the previous point, we have the estimate

max  a(y )"
0<k<|[N1/M m

’ Nﬁje’fe
<c (E[a(YO)LNﬁJ]WW ) N eN',

p
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where ¢, v, B > 0 depends only on M, p and 6 thus for sufficiently large n € N*,

oo oo 1
1M |_q
Z max  a(Y )N < CZ — < o0
B 16/—6
£t || oke<inar b Kon2W
which proves that
o0
1/M
Z max  a(Y)N" | < oo,
£ o< /v pr )

7.2 Pointwise convergence of kernels

Let us introduce the sequence of probabilistic kernels u;(:,-) : % x B — [0,1],
k € N such that for any fixed y € %%,

UO(Y; ) = 6x0

—n+1 (27)
wa(y, ) =Law(Zge® ).

In this point, for typical y € #Z, we give an estimation for dy(t, (¥, ), hys1(¥, ),
moreover we prove that under Assumptions 2.2 2.3]and [2.4] for Law(Y) —a.s.y €
% u.(y,-), n €N converges to a probability measure in total variation distance.

Lemma 7.8. For n € N and 1/2 < A < 1, we define the following sets.

A":{ye@/Z

. )L . oy . .
T};ﬁnhY falls into A} with large probability. More precisely, there exist ¢, v > 0 for
whic

2 0<k<|nl/33

. . (n'/? -1
dry(Un (¥ )s nsa (3, ) <( e a(yk))” +}—,(A—%)Ln1/3jz_n1/3}

P(YeA!)=1—cn?Pe”.

Proof. According to the optimal transportation cost characterization of the total
variation distance, we can write

(b (5, a3, )) = x(dx, dy)

inf
KEG (U (¥, )sbhnr1(¥,)) f%x% iad

x0,S 1y x0,STYY _ x,S "y To(y_n)X0,S "y
=P (Z 7& ZO n+1 =P ZO,n 7& ZO,n

7%0:S” iy To(Y_n)X0,S "1y
< IED( 0T_n1/3j3 ;é ZoT_nl/3J3 ’ )

If y € &% such that S™'y € B},, we can apply Lemma since x, is deter-
ministic and Ty (y_,)x, is %,-measurable, and obtain

Ln'/? -1
7% sy To(Y_n)X0,S "y
IP( 0,[n1/3 3 # ZO 13 3 ) < (O<kn<][an)1(/3j3 a(yk))

1/3J 1

= |n
e 1= VT
+ 7 (=)l JT >

k=0

E[v(Z]

T( 7n) ’S—n+1
0k|_n1/3J2+1)+V(Z o(Y=n)xo Y):I

0,k[n1/3 P+1
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By Lemma (7.4} Assumption [2.2]and the tower rule, for 0 < k < |n'/? ], we have
X0,8 "y To(y—n)x0,S ™1y _
E[V(Z3y k) + V(g ies ) ] =
E ([Q(J’k[nl/3jl—n+1) e Q(J’—n+1)V] (xo)) +
E ([Q(ykl_nl/3j2—n+1) e Q(}’—n+1)V:| (To(Y-n)x0)) <

k[n'/? P—n+1 k[n'/? P—n+1 k[n'/? P—n+1

(V) +EV(T0-x)) [ ro+2 D) k) ] rops<

r=—n+1 r=—n+1 j=r+1
kln'? P—n+1 kln'/? P—n+1 kln'/? P—n+1

V) A+rm)) [ rod+2 DL ko) [ rop

r=—n+1l r=-—n j=r+1

where we have taken into account that K(-) > 1.
By the Markov inequality and the strong stationarity of Y;, t € Z, we can write

]P’(Ye {ye 't

[n'/3]—1

1 1 2'}7_"71/3
x,57"y To(y-n)xo,5 "y
X B[Vl )+ VSR ]2 T =]

k=0
= |n'/3]-1 kln'/3 P—n+1
s 1=T
" VEE |y ] v | +
k=0 r=—n+1
kln'/? P—n+1 kln'/? P—n+1
2 >, E[kw) [ ;<
r=-n j=r+1
= [nt?]-1 Kln'/3 2+1
1_
clf"“—zﬁ D1 VeVTa+ VPP 2 ST g2 <
k=0 r=0

o 1-4/7

Cq 5 <

VIA+ VP N 2Ln1/3J}
1—galmP 11— /7
1 (V(xo) + [n' 2 Py,

|:V(x0)

where ¢, is chosen such that E (K(YO) ]_[?zl y(Yf)) < ¢, 77, neN holds.
So, by Lemma [7.2] and by our previous considerations, there exist ¢;,c,, v > 0
such that

P(Y¢A!)<P(YgAh sy eB! ) +P(s™ 1Y ¢B,)

1/3

< (V(xo) + Ln1/3J)}7n1/3 +cyn?Pe

Clearly, there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for v = min(—1log¥, V'),

1/ /3

c1(V(xo) + |_n1/3J)}7”1/3 + cznz/ge_vln P <cnBe
holds, which completes the proof. |

The next lemma is a crucial ingredient of the proofs of both Theorem [2.8] and

2I1a
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Lemma 7.9. Under Assumption[2.6] there exists 1 < p < 00, such that

> (Y, ), s (Y, D, < 0.

n=0

Proof. According to Lemma [7.8] there exist ¢, v > 0 such that IP(YEAﬁ) >1-
cn*3e="* . S0, we obtain the following upper bound for the general term

ey 1%, O Wil < [y (6., e (0, Wiy | + 208 #.7)

(28)
<2 max (V)M Y| 4 (A2t p2/3 et neN*
- ok<|niizp ~ K ) ’
which, by Lemma[7.7] has a finite sum. O

Corollary 7.10. For Law(Y)—a.s. y, u,(y,*), n € N is convergent in the metric space
(M, dyy). Let us denote this pointwise limit by u,(y, ). u, is a probability kernel.

Proof. We notice that the sequence of expected total variation distances has a finite

sum, that is
oo

E (dry(un(Y, ), oy (Y, ) < 00 29
n=0

which implies that u,(y, -), n € N is a Cauchy sequence (P-a.s.) hence it converges.
It is not difficult to check that u, is indeed a probability kernel. |

According to the next remark, the Law(Y)-a.s. existing pointwise limit u,(y, )
is independent of x, which will lead later to the conclusion that the limit law u, in
Theorem [2.8]is independent of the initial value, as well.

Remark 7.11. Signaling the dependence of u,(y,) on x,, we write u>°(y,). Ap-
plying the arguments presented in this section mutadis mutandis, we obtain

max a(Y)""
0<k<[nV/3 3

%)I_Tll/3J2—Tll/3

3w (e b)) < p

(1 .Y
+y(7‘ +c(x0,x6)n2/3e m?n e Nt

and thus by the triangle inequality, we get
ey (b2 00) | < [y (2o, + oy (2O ) |
GRS

where the right-hand side tends to zero as n — oo showing that for Law(Y) —a.s.
ye ¥Z, u*o(y,-) = u.’(y, ) holds.
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7.3 Ergodicity of ®(Z))

Let N > 1 be an arbitrary natural number and y € #Z. Let us define the truncated
process

W)= [2(257)—E(2(257)) | Lecuiep t €N. (30)

We will use the results of Section[8l For p > 1, we introduce the quantities
M,(W) = sup,ey [|W,|l, and

(W)= 7,(W, 1),

=1

where y,(W,7) = sup,. [IW, —E(W,| ‘g;r_T)Ilp, T >1. If © > |[NY¢|° then
vp(W, ) = 0 thus T,,(W) is finite which means that W,, t € N is L-mixing of or-
der p with respect to (%,,%,"), t € N. According to Lemma [8.2] for p > 2, we have

the estimate

N
1 12 L,(w)
ﬁ;wf <M PW)\ (31)
= p
where C, is a constant that depends neither on N or W.
Let us consider the estimate
0o LN1/6J6
LW)=>r,W, 1) S2VNlI®lle+ D, 1,(W,7)
T=1 T=|N1/63+1
and for s, t €N, t > s introduce the auxiliary process
=[2(z3")—E(2(22")) ] Lecnoss.
Note that, W, is measurable with respect to ¢%." moreover
w,— W, =2(z;9") -2 (z%) (32)

which will be important later.
For [NY6]® < © < |[NY®J®, there exists q,r € {0,1,. [N1/6J3} such that
T = q[N1/6J3 + r, where g > 1. By our previous observatlon Wt [NVs s, 1S Mea-

surable with respect to ‘;4 | p oOTEover ‘ﬁt Cvusp S C ¢ because q > 1 and thus
Wi |nisps ¢ 18 %t_T-measurable.

By Lemma [8.T]and (32), we can write

BD = max [[W—E W 192, < _max 2|W- W e
< B o 2 (W= Wep o
- O<tS[NI;l;1(’?6)(_LN1/6J3 2 ”WIHN”"P - VFﬁ,t+[N1/6J3 Hp
- O<tS[NI;1;l6?6X—[N1/6J3 2 HCP(Z();,OI{LNVHJ - (I)(Z:,ifwl/ép) »

S4||<I>||oo Xoy #ZI t+|_N1/6J3)'

max ]P’(
0<t<|NV/6[6—|NV/6 3 0,t+[NV/6J3
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We substitute this back into ([3I)) and we obtain the following upper bound
1 N 1 X0,y X0,y 12

N ; W, ; < ZCP||<I>||00 (\/_ﬁ + 2O<t§[Nr11;16EJig(—|_N1/6J3]P)(ZO’H'I-Nl/ﬁjs 5& Zt,t+[N1/6J3)) .
(33)

The content of the next lemma is that there exist “large” sets of the environment
for which good enough couplings occur.

Lemma 7.12. For N € N*, 1/2<A<1land0<t <|NY6[|®*—|NV6 3 let us define
the following sets.

1" LN1/6J_1
Z, Sty Xo,S'y —(l—l)I_Nl/ﬁjz—Nl/"
P (ZO,[N1/6J3 7é ZO |_N1/6J3) (Oskrgﬁvjf/sjs a(yk+t)) +r 2

Then there exist ¢, v > 0 such that

c,@t:{yeyz

[N1/6J6—[N1/6J3
P(YeC})=1—cN"% "N, where C} = N G
t=1

Proof. Let N € N* and 0 < t < [N'/6|° — | N'/®]3 be arbitrary and fixed. We have
the following identities

X0.¥ X0.¥ _ zy X0,y 78"y x0,8'y
IP(ZO,OHLNWP G Zt,(;+LN1/5J3) = P(Zt CHNvsp 7 Zt,(;+LN1/6J3) = IP(Z e 7 Zo(inJS)
where Z’ = Z;°¥ and Z,'= Zx"s Y,

Ifye %% such that Sty € B[N1/5J5 o =0,1,..., [N/®]—1, then by Remark [7.3]
Sty e BLNW,J3 5 0<t< |N'/6 |6 — | N6 %, furthermore Z/’ is %,-measurable hence
we can apply Lemma [7.6] thus we obtain

Z” S[ S |_N1/6J 1
X020y
( 0 |_N1/6J3 7é ZO LN1/6J3) < (OSkT[EIi\I)f/"P a(yk+t))

= [NV/6]—1

vep 1= VT "5t :
—(A=1)NV6] Z,,S"y X0,S'y
+70-3) — > E[v(z )+ V(Z* )]

0,k[N1/6 [241 0,K[N1/6 241
k=0

By Lemma[7.4] Assumption [2.2]and the tower rule, for 0 < k < |[N'/® |, we have

[V(ZZ Sty

St
OkLN1/6J2+1)+V(ZXO y )] =

0,k|N1/6 |2+1
E ([QUinieps0)---QUIVIEZ) +E ([Qlyinispsd) - - QUYOV ] () =
E([QUinvepse) ---QUYoIV ] (x)) + E([QUyins pe) - - - QY DV ] () <

kINYO P+t kINY6 P+t
v | [T ron+ [T ron|+
r=0 r=t
k[N 24 KINY/6 24 K[NY/O 24 KINY/6 24
> ko) [T rop+ D k) [ rons
r=t j=r+1 r=0 j=r+1
KINY/6 24 KINY/6 24 KINY/S 24t K[NY/O 24t
v | T von+ ] roo|+2 D) koo [ 0
r=0 r=t r=0 j=r+1
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By the Markov inequality and the strong stationarity of Y,, t € Z, we can write

|_N1/6J 1 2’}_/_N—1/6
z!'S'y S
P(Ye {ye 27 2 B[V e ) H Ve )] 2 T }) <
k=0
ol— [LNWJ 1 K[N/6 24t K[N/6 24t
1/6
v > {VoE r]ﬂm+[1yw)+
k=0
KNS P+t k[N1/5J2+t
2 > E|K() r(¥) |t <
r=0 j= r+1
= [NV/6)-1 KN/ 24
1 - '\/? 1/6 |2
-N/° = —t/2\= 3 kINVO] —r/2
c V(x 1+ +2 <
= ; (%) /T + 77277 Z ]

_Nl/sl_\/_|: \/_(1+Yt/2) 2N1/6 :|<
5 <

ay V(x o) — INiep
1 (V(xo) +1 N”6 D",

where ¢, is chosen such that E (K(YO) l_[?=1 y(Yf)) < ¢,77, n € N holds.
So, by Lemma [Z.2] and our previous considerations, there exists ¢1,cy, v > 0
such that

I_N1/6J6—|_N1/6J3 [N1/6J6—[N1/6J3 I.N1/6J_1
P( U Y¢ Cit) s Z P(Y¢ Cnt’ m SryeBﬁvl/6J6,6)
s=r

t=1 t=1
[Ne|—1
+P U SY¢BLN1/6J66
r=0

< eiN(V(x0) + INYO PN 4 cyNe N,

Clearly, there exists ¢ > 0 such that, for which v = min(—logy, '),

1/6

N(V(xg) + INYE PPN + c,Ne "N < cN7/6e=N
holds which completes the proof. |

Finally, we arrive at the following important result which will play a central role
in the proof of Theorem [2.10l Combining our estimates so far, we can bound the
L,-norm of the functional averages.

Lemma 7.13. There exists ¢(p, ¥, A) > 0 depending only on p, ¥ and A such that

1 N p 1/2
B | |5 2 W) max a(r)"" )
N t=1 p p/2

0<k<|N1/6]6

<@, 7, M@l oo (N‘”“
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Proof. Without the loss of generality, we may assume that p > 2. Clearly on CAA,

Xo.¥ X0,y <
0<t§LNr1r/162J16X_LN1/5J3 F (Zo,tﬂNl/éJs 7’é Zt,t+LN1/6J3) =
[NV/6]—1 (A= 1)INV/6 s
max max o +7(A—3 - <
0<t<|N1/6]6—|N1/63 (0$k<lN1/6J3 (.yk+t)) Y

INV6 |1 ()L 1 )LN1/6J2 N1/6
max a + V2 -
(osqust (.)’k)) 7

holds, hence by ([33)), we can write

N P
1
B (=D wm)|| | <
Nt=1 p
1< ’ 1< ’ _
2 'NZWAY) Tyegy | +E7 ‘ﬁzwm Ly | <
t=1 p t=1 p i
1 1/2
2/|®[loo | C, | == + 277 DINVPNE Lol max  a(r )N +
” ”OO|: p(\/ﬁ ’ 0<k<|N1/6]6 (k) /2

+P(Y ¢ cﬁ)l“’]

The square root function is subadditive hence by Lemma[7.12] there exists ¢(p, 7, 1)
depending only on p, 7 and A such that

max a(Y; LN -1
0<k<|N1/6|6 %)

C

1 _ _1 1/6 2__ps1/6
— 427NN o
"(m ’

1/2
) fP(vEch)” <
p/2

1/2
)+

p/2

_YN1/6 S

PN e
1/2)
p/2

max (Y )NV
0<k<[N1/6]6

Gy (o A g

max ot(Yk)LNl/éJ_1
0<k<|NV/6J6

ép,7,2) (N—1/4 +
2

Finally, we obtain the desired upper bound

N p 1/2
1
B |2 Swm|| | < e, 7 010l [ NV 4 || max  a(r
N~ 0<k<|N1/6 6 /2
= p
which completes the proof. O
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7.4 Proof of Theorem 2.8

For A € # arbitrary and any decomposition of A into disjoint and measurable sets
A=UA;, we have

Z Bt (Y, A1) — By (Y,A))| < E Z (Y, Ap) = g1 (Y, A0

< E(d(pa(Y, ), s (Y,4)))
Taking the supremum of the left-hand side, we get
dry (E(pn (Y, ), E(pns1 (Y, ) < E(dpy(un(Y, ), g1 (Y,4)))
As easily seen, u,(A) = E(u,(Y,A)) holds for A € 9, so we infer that
dry(pns 1) < E(dry(pn(Y, ), b (Y, )
Then it follows from Corollary [7.10] that
o
Z dTV(.u'n: ‘un+1) < 09,

n=1

hence u,, n € N is a Cauchy sequence in the complete metric space (., dr)-
Hence it converges to some probability u,, as n — 0o. The claimed convergence
rate follows from (28) with p = 1:

dry(ins ) £ Dy ) < D E(dry (1 (Y, ) s (Y,)))

n=N n=N

oo
<2 Z |:IE( max a(Yk)Lnl/SJ_l) + (A2t cnz/ge_””l/s] .
n=N

0<k<[nl/3 3
It remains to prove that u, and u,, coincide. It is clear that for every A € 43,
WUy (A) = lim p,(A) = lim E(u,(Y,A)) =E(lim u,(Y,A)) =E(u.(Y,A)) = u,.(A4),
n—oo n—oQ n—oo

hence u, = u,,. By Remark [/.11] easily follows that the limit distribution u, is
independent of the initial state x. O

7.5 Proof of Theorem [2.10

Let N > 1 arbitrary integer, 1 < p < oo and consider the following estimate.

al N—1
%Z@(Zg’otx)_f cI)(Z).U'*(dZ) < %ZJ. ‘I’(Z) [M*(StY,dz)—u*(dz)]

=1 x P t=0J X ,

1 N
+ _ZJ. &(2) (ue — w.)(S 'Y, d2)

NZ o ,

1 N
+ NZ(‘I’ (ZSC,?Y)—J. ®(z) u (S, dz))

t=1 x ,
(34)
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As we already mentioned in Section [2] the stochastic process Y is strongly sta-
tionary and ergodic hence the left shift S : %% — #Z is an ergodic endomorphism
of the probability space (#Z, .o#®Z Law(Y)), moreover % >y — f% ®(z) u,(y,dz)
is obviously in L! hence Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem implies that

N-—1
=3 f 3(z) . (5'Y, dz) - f 3(2) . (dz), N - 00,
t=0J & X

almost surely and also in LP due to Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem.
By the strong stationary property of Y again, for the second term, we have

p =

N oo
[1©loo ZZ ldry (U (Y, ), Pni1(Y,-)) HP
t=1 n=t

1% &(2) (ue —p)(S Y, d2) <%illd (1 (Y, ), (Y, Nl
N o ’ _NtlTVt”*’p

<
N

which is a Césaro sum and due to Lemma [7.9] the general term tends to zero thus
we obtain

—0,N — oo,

RN t—1
H N ; L ®(2) (U —u,)(SY,dz)

p

Finally, due to the definition of u,(-,-), for any fixed y € @7, the law of Z;%"
equals to u, (S 1y, ) hence for the last term, we have

% i (‘I’ (z52") - f ®(z) u (S, dz))
* p
i [NV
N 2 (‘I’ (ZSC,‘){Y)—J. ®(z) u (S, dz))
X

t=1

S2———— %l +

p
a(Y))

_ 1208l

< — 76 +EYP

1 N
'N;Wt(Y)

According to Lemma [Z.13] exists ¢(p, ¥, A) > 0 such that

1 N
'N;WI(Y)

hence we obtain

p
p

EYP max  a(Y )N

0<k<|N1/6 6

1/2)
p/2

p
<&p, 7, M2lloo (N‘”“ +
p

N
1 Y _
N E (q>(z(’)i‘;’ )—f d(z) u,(S* 1Y,dzs)) <
t=1 x p
1/2
12”q)”oo - -1 1/6 |
+c ) 53‘ ® N /4+ max a(Y; L ,
N6 @, 7, M2l 02X, (V) s
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where by Lemma[7.7] the upper bound tends to zero as N — oo.
To sum up,

—0,N - 00

1 N
N;«D(xf)— L ®(z) u, (dz)

p

because the laws of X, and Zg "t’Y coincides. This completes the proof of Theorem
2.10]

Remark 7.14. Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem does not provide an uppper bound for
the difference between time and space averages hence, we have a convergence rate
for every term in except for the first one. However, in the ideal case this term
is of the order 1/+/N and this can be shown for Y with suitably favourable ergodic
properties.

7.6 Proof of Theorem [3.4

In order to keep the explanation compact, we omit the details of the proof and
just indicate how our lemmas should be modified to make them applicable in this
setting.

Let p > 1 be as in Assumption [3.1] B.2] and [3.3]and we introduce the auxiliary

processes
(Xj) :(ZZ’{’Y) j=0 p—1
t teN 0,pt tEN’ PN >

I 7Xe,Y 5i oxeY _ 5X0,STY
where Zj—Z_j’o. Note that X; fZ—j,pt—Zo,pf+j :
arity of Y,, t € Z, the laws of X{ and X, ; coincide. Furthermore, the process X/,
t € N also can be considered as Markov chain in a random environment driven by

and hence, by the strong station-

Y/ = (Yymryejoe s Yprajo1) € P, t €L

We denote the parametric family of stochastic kernels corresponding to X g by Q. It
is easy to check that Q : P x & x 9 — [0, 1] is independent of j and arises as the
p-times composition of Q(y)s with itself, that is,

[QUy1, -5 ¥p )P 1(x) =[Qy) .- QY1) 1(x)

holds for arbitrary non-negative measurable ¢ : £ — R, (y1,-...,¥,) € #? and
xXeX.

Assumptions in Section [B]imply that Assumptions 2.2] 2.3]and hold for the
processes (Xﬁ)teN, j€10,...,p—1}, where the corresponding a, xk and K are inde-
pendent of the environment. In Assumption [3.1] the one-step bound i.e. inequality
(@ gives the estimate

j
E(V(Z9%) <K'V (xo) + ) K < KP(V(xo) +p) (35)
i=1

which is uniform in y € #”. Clearly, for any y fixed, Z*%} is %, measurable and
by inequality (7), Lemma [7.6] is applicable for proving that for Law(Y)-P-a.s. y €
#Z, the law of Zf;’f;t converges to a probability law as t — oo, and the limit is
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independent of the choice of j. From this follows that Theorem [2.8] applies for
()? ﬁ)teN, j€{0,...,p— 1} moreover, the limiting laws, which are subsequences of

(U, = Law(X,,)),en, are equal. But then the whole sequence (u,),cy converges to
some U, in total variation.
The environment Y,, t € Z is also ergodic hence by Theorem we have a

law of large numbers in L? for each (d>()?g))teN, je{0,...,p—1}and 1 < g < oo.
So, by the triangle inequality, we can write

N p—1 L5
lZﬂP(Xk)—fMZ)u*(dZ) <= 3B ec))- f 2@ (ds)| +ON)
N k=1 ¥ . p j=0 N k=0 > ¢

showing that the law of large numbers holds true in L? also for #(X,). This com-
pletes the proof. |

8 Appendix

For the reader’s convenience, we recall a concept of mixing defined in [[12]] which
was used in some of the estimations above. Let %,, t € N be an increasing sequence
of sigma-algebras and let ¢, t € N be a decreasing sequence of sigma-algebras
such that, for each t € N, ¥, is independent of ‘g;r.

Let W,, t € N be a real-valued stochastic process. For each p > 1, introduce

M, (W) := sup EVP[[W,[7].
teN
For each process W such that M;(W) < oo define, for each p > 1,
oo
vp(W, ) == sup EVP[IW, —E[W,| 4 ]P), T €N, (W) := X 1y, (W, 7).
=7 =0

For some p > 1, the process W is called L-mixing of order p with respect to
(%,%), t e Nif it is adapted to (%,);cy and M,(W) < 0o, T,,(W) < co. We say
that W is L-mixing if it is L-mixing of order p for all p > 1.

We recall Lemma 2.1 of [[12]].

Lemma 8.1. Let % C  be a sigma-algebra, X, Y random variables with EVP[|X|P] <
oo, EMP[|Y|P] < oo with some p > 1. If Y is 9-measurable then

E'P[IX —E[X|9]P]1< 2EV/P[|IX —Y|P]
holds. m|
Finally, a trivial consequence of Theorem 1.1 of [[12]] is formulated.
Lemma 8.2. For an L-mixing process W of order p > 2 satisfying E[W,] =0, t €N,

p
< cpN1/2M;/2(W)r;/2(W),

N

2

i=1

E/P

holds for each N > 1 with a constant C,, that does not depend either on N oron W. O
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