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A MULTIVARIATE BERRY–ESSEEN THEOREM FOR
TIME-DEPENDENT EXPANDING DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

JUHO LEPPÄNEN

Abstract. We adapt Stein’s method to obtain Berry–Esseen type error bounds in
the multivariate central limit theorem for non-stationary processes generated by time-
dependent compositions of uniformly expanding dynamical systems. In a particular case
of random dynamical systems with a strongly mixing base transformation, we derive an
error estimate of order O(N−1/2) in the quenched multivariate CLT, provided that the
covariance matrix “grows linearly” with the number of summands N . The error in the
normal approximation is estimated for the class of all convex sets.

1. Introduction

Consider a partial sum W =
∑N

n=1X
n of Rd-valued random vectors Xn with E(Xn) =

0, Cov(W ) = Id×d, and β3 =
∑N

n=1E[‖Xn‖3] < ∞. In the case of independent and
identically distributed summands Xn, Bentkus [4] established the estimate

dc(L(W ),Nd) = O(d1/4β3) as N → ∞, (1)

for the non-smooth metric

dc(L(W ),Nd) := sup
C∈C

|P(W ∈ C)−Nd(C)|, (2)

where Nd denotes the d-dimensional standard multivariate normal distribution, and C
the class of all convex subsets of Rd. The result is a natural extension of the classical
univariate Berry-Esseen theorem. In the literature of probability theory, various tech-
niques have been employed to investigate such bounds, particularly focusing on their
dependence on the dimension d, with (1) being the best known rate in terms of d for
general independent variables. Götze [15] used Stein’s method combined with induction
to derive dc(L(W ),Nd) = O(dβ3) for independent (not necessarily identically distributed)
summands. More recently, building on the arguments of Bentkus and Götze, Raič [30]
established a certain generalization of (1) in the case of independent summands.

Beyond the independent case, variants of (1) were derived for bounded locally depen-
dent random vectors by Rinott and Rotar [31], Fang and Röllin [12], and Fang [11], with
applications to normal approximation for certain graph related statistics. In particu-
lar, [11] established dc(L(W ),Nd) = O(d1/4Nβ3) in the case of decomposable random
vectors with ‖Xn‖∞ ≤ β, where the dependence structure is described in terms of certain
dependency neighborhoods. In this bound the constant grows (polynomially) as the “size”
of the dependency neighborhood increases.
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Here, our main objective is to develop a version of Fang’s approach [11] that is suitable
for multivariate normal approximation with respect to non-smooth metrics such as (1)
in the case of weakly dependent processes generated by dynamical systems with good
mixing properties. We study the problem in a setting of non-stationary processes of the
form Xn = ϕn ◦ Tn · · · ◦ T1, where Tn : M → M is a full-branch Gibbs–Markov map of a
bounded metric space M , and ϕn : M → R

d is a regular function. A distinctive feature
of the approach described here is that it allows us to essentially reduce the problem of
estimating dc(L(W ),Nd) to a set of correlation decay conditions (see Lemma 4.3). For the
aforementioned model we verify these conditions by implementing the coupling technique
due to Korepanov, Kosloff, and Melbourne [22].

We pause to highlight a couple of key steps in the general strategy of [11, 15, 30] for
bounding dc(L(W ),Nd). After approximating 1C ≈ hC,ε by a suitable family of smooth
functions {hC,ε}ε>0 with limε→0 hC,ε = 1C and C ∈ C, the Stein equation

∆f(w)− wT∇f(w) = hC,ε(w)−Nd[hC,ε] (3)

is solved to reduce the problem of bounding dc(L(W ),Nd) to controlling E[f(W ) −
W T∇f(W )] for f = fhC,ε

in the class of solutions to (3), up to an error term resulting

from the approximation step. Here, Nd[h] := (2π)−d/2
∫
Rd h(x)e

−‖x‖2/2 dx for a func-

tion h : R
d → R. In [11], the remaining term E[f(W ) − W T∇f(W )] is controlled

through a carefully crafted decomposition that exploits the local dependence structure
of (Xn) and the explicit form of f . Starting from this decomposition, given a suit-
able choice of the parameter ε that governs the regularity of hC,ε, an estimate of the
form |E[f(W ) −W T∇f(W )]| ≤ 2−1dc(L(W ),Nd) + O(d1/4Nβ3) is derived. In the case
of dynamical systems, the situation is more complicated due to the fact that the pro-
cess is weakly dependent, prompting us to introduce a new type of decomposition for
E[f(W )−W T∇f(W )], which will be given in Section 4.3. In our setting, a direct appli-
cation of the decomposition from [11] would only yield sub-optimal rates in terms of N ,
even in the case of a single measure-preserving transformation.

The problem of normal approximation in the context of chaotic dynamical systems
has been previously addressed by several authors, using different metrics and techniques.
Fourier analytic techniques [13,16,33] and martingale approximations [2,6,27] have been
successfully adapted to establish (univariate) Berry-Esseen bounds and other refinements
of the central limit theorem – including Edgeworth expansions, local limit theorems,
and weak invariance principles with rates of convergence – for a wide range of stationary
uniformly hyperbolic and non-uniformly hyperbolic systems. Recently, extensions of these
techniques for non-stationary processes of dynamical systems have been under active
investigation; see, for instance, [5, 8, 10, 26] and references therein.

Building on an approach due to Rio [32], certain weak-dependence conditions for a
rate of convergence dK(L(W ),Nd) = O(N−1/2) in the multivariate central limit theorem
with respect to the Kantorovich distance dK(L(W ),Nd) = sup‖h‖Lip≤1

|E[h(W )] − Nd[h]|
of Lipschitz continuous test functions were given in [29]. The result applies to Sinai
billiards [29], Axiom A diffeomorphisms [35], and Pomeau–Manneville type interval maps
[24], among others. The present work is partly based on [20, 25], where an adaptation
of Stein’s method for smooth metrics such as dK was developed in the context of chaotic
dynamical systems. We emphasize that, due to the inductive step that is needed to treat
non-smooth metrics such as (2) through Stein’s method, the results of this paper are not
a direct consequence of [20, 25] but require the development of new ideas. To conclude,
we mention that in the different dynamical systems setting of Poisson approximation
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related to hitting time statistics for shrinking sets, Stein’s method has been implemented
in [7, 14, 18, 19].

Organization and notation. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we define
the model to be studied in the rest of the paper and state our results. In Section 3,
we review preliminaries related to Stein’s method and decorrelation properties of the
dynamical system under consideration. In Section 4, we prove our main result. Appendix
A contains the proof of a decorrelation property mentioned in Section 3.

Throughout the paper, we denote by ‖x‖ the Euclidean norm of a vector x ∈ R
d, and

by ‖A‖s = sup{‖Ax‖ : ‖x‖ = 1} the spectral norm of a matrix A ∈ R
d×d. Moreover,

λmin(A) and λmax(A) denote respectively the minimum and maximum eigenvalue of A.
For a function f : X → R defined on a measure space (X,B, µ), we write µ(f) =

∫
X
f dµ.

2. Setting and statement of main result

2.1. A time-dependent expanding dynamical system. Let (M, d) be a metric space
with diam(M) ≤ 1. We endow M with its Borel sigma-algebra B. Suppose that λ
is a probability measure on B. We denote by M the collection of all transformations
T : M → M which admit a countable1 measurable partition A1(T ) of M , such that for
each a ∈ A1(T ), the map T : a→M is a measurable bijection.

We consider sequences (Tn) of maps in M. Time-dependent compositions along the
given sequence are denoted as follows:

Tℓ,k := Tk ◦ · · · ◦ Tℓ, Tk := T1,k,

where the convention is that Tℓ,k = idM whenever k < ℓ. For each n ≥ 1, define

A(Tn) =
n∨

i=1

T −1
i−1A1(Ti).

That is, A(Tn) consists of “cylinder” sets of the form A1 ∩ T −1
1 A2 ∩ · · · ∩ T −1

n−1An, where
Ai ∈ A1(Ti). For each j, k ≥ 1, define

Λj,k = inf
a∈A1(Tj,k)

inf
x,y∈a
x 6=y

d(Tj,kx, Tj,ky)
d(x, y)

.

Given ψ :M → R and α ∈ (0, 1], set

|ψ|α = sup
x 6=y

|ψ(x)− ψ(y)|
d(x, y)α

, ‖u‖∞ = ‖u‖∞ + |u|α,

and if ψ ≥ 0,

|ψ|α,ℓ = | logψ|α = sup
x 6=y

| logψ(x)− logψ(y)|
d(x, y)α

,

where we adopt the conventions log 0 = −∞ and log 0− log 0 = 0.

Remark 2.1. For any ψ :M → R+,

e−|ψ|α,ℓ

∫

M

ψ dλ ≤ ψ ≤ e|ψ|α,ℓ

∫

M

ψ dλ. (4)

1In this paper, countable means finite or countably infinite.
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Hence,

|ψ|α ≤ |ψ|α,ℓe|ψ|α,ℓ

∫

M

ψ dλ. (5)

In the opposite direction, we have that

|ψ|α,ℓ ≤ (inf
M
ψ)−1|ψ|α.

We assume that the sequential compositions Tℓ,k are uniformly expanding with bounded
distortions in the following sense:

Assumptions (UE).

(UE:1) There exist p ≥ 1 and Λ > 1 such that

Λj,p+j−1 ≥ Λ ∀j ≥ 1.

(UE:2) There exists K ′ ≥ 1 such that, for all j ≥ 1, and all 1 ≤ ℓ < p,

d(x, y) ≤ K ′d(Tj,j+ℓ−1x, Tj,j+ℓ−1y) ∀x, y ∈ a, ∀a ∈ A(Tj,j+ℓ−1).

(UE:3) There exists K > 0 such that

ζ (j,j+k)a =
d(Tj,j+k)∗(λ|a)

dλ
satisfies |ζ (j,j+k)a |α,ℓ ≤ K.

for all a ∈ A(Tj,j+k), and all j ≥ 1, k ≥ 0.

Basic examples of maps satisfying (UE:1-3) are given by “folklore” piecewise smooth
expanding maps of the unit interval.

Example 2.1 (Piecewise expanding interval maps). Let λ be the Lebesgue measure on
I := [0, 1]. Denote by Ea,B the family of all maps T : I → I with the following properties:

• There exists a countable (mod λ) partition A1(T ) = {Ij} of I into open sub-
intervals Ij such that T can be extended to a C2 diffeomorphism Tj : Īj → I on
the closure Īj of each Ij ;

• supx∈I |T ′′(x)|/(T ′(x))2 ≤ B <∞;

• infx∈I |T ′(x)| ≥ a > 0.

Then, (Tk), Tk ∈ Ea,B, satisfies (UE:1-3) provided that there exist p ≥ 1 and Λ > 1 such
that

inf
x∈I

|(Tj,p+j−1)
′(x)| ≥ Λ ∀j ≥ 1.

2.2. Main result. For α ∈ (0, 1] and A > 0, denote by Dα,A the class of all densities ρ
such that |ρ|α,ℓ ≤ A. Let µ be a probability measure whose density ρ lies in Dα,A, and let
(ϕn)n≥1 be a sequence of functions ϕn :M → R

d, d ≥ 1, such that

µ(ϕn ◦ Tn) = 0 and ‖ϕn‖α ≤ L ∀n ≥ 1. (6)

Note that the first of these two properties can be always recovered by centering. Namely,
if ψn : M → R

d satisfies ‖ψn‖α ≤ L, then for ψ̄n := ψn − µ(ψ ◦ Tn) we have that
µ(ψ̄n ◦ Tn) = 0 and ‖ψ̄n‖α ≤ 2L.

For N ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ δ1 ≤ δ2 ≤ 1, define

SN (δ1, δ2) =
∑

δ1N≤n<δ2N
ϕn ◦ Tn, SN = SN(0, 1).
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We consider these quantities as random vectors on the probability space (M,B, µ). Fur-
ther, we set

ΣN (δ1, δ2) = µ(SN(δ1, δ2)⊗ SN (δ1, δ2)), ΣN = ΣN(0, 1),

and
WN(δ1, δ2) = Σ

−1/2
N (δ1, δ2)SN (δ1, δ2), WN =WN (0, 1),

provided that ΣN(δ1, δ2) is invertible.

The following theorem, which is our main result, gives an estimate on the distance
between the law of W and Nd in the sense of the non-smooth metric dc defined in (2).
The estimate holds under a condition which roughly stipulates that the eigenvalues of
ΣN(δ1, δ2) have the same order of growth as N → ∞.

Theorem 2.2. Let N ≥ 1, and let (Tn) be a sequence of transformations satisfying
(UE:1-3). Suppose that the density of µ belongs to Dα,A with A > K, and that (6) holds.
Moreover, suppose that ΣN is invertible, and that for some constants C0, C

′
0 ≥ 1 and

K0 ≥ 0 the following conditions hold for all 0 ≤ δ1 ≤ δ ≤ δ2 ≤ 1:

(C1) if |δ2 − δ| ≥ |δ − δ1|,
λmax(ΣN (δ1, δ2)) ≤ max{C ′

0|δ2 − δ1|−K0, C0λmin(ΣN (δ, δ2))};
(C2) if |δ2 − δ| < |δ − δ1|,

λmax(ΣN (δ1, δ2)) ≤ max{C ′
0|δ2 − δ1|−K0, C0λmin(ΣN (δ1, δ))}.

Then, there exists a constant C whose value is determined by A, α,K,K ′,Λ, such that

dc(L(WN),Nd) ≤ (d4C3
0L

5
C+ 2(C ′

0)
3/2)max{Nλ−3/2

min (ΣN ), λ
−1/2
min (ΣN )}.

In particular, if λ−1
min(ΣN ) = o(N−2/3), then L(WN)

D→ Nd as N → ∞, where
D→ denotes

convergence in distribution.

Remark 2.3. The proof shows a slightly stronger conclusion. Namely that, under the
assumptions of Theorem 2.2,

dc(L(W (δ1, δ2)),Nd)

≤ (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2(d4C3

0L
5
C+ 2(C ′

0)
3/2)max{Nλ−3/2

min (ΣN (δ1, δ2)), λ
−1
min(ΣN(δ1, δ2))}

holds for all 0 ≤ δ1 ≤ δ2 ≤ 1, whenever ΣN(δ1, δ2) is invertible. Conditions (C1) and (C2)
are related to the inductive method used to derive the upper bound on dc(L(W ),Nd),
which involves controlling the ratio λmax(ΣN (δ1, δ2))/λmin(ΣN(δ, δ2)) for varying δ ∈ [δ1, δ2];
see the proof of Lemma 4.1 for details. The condition is not optimal, but rather a choice
of convenience formulated with slowly transforming or randomly varying transformations
in mind. An application of the latter type is given in Theorem 2.5 below.

Remark 2.4. In the proof of Theorem 2.2, we use the memory loss property

‖Pn · · ·P1(ϕ− ψ)‖∞ = O(qn), (7)

where q ∈ (0, 1), ϕ, ψ ∈ Dα,A, and Pi denotes the transfer operator associated with λ and
Ti. It can be seen from the proof that the exponential rate in (7) is never needed, but
instead we only require

∞∑

n=1

n2‖Pn · · ·P1(ϕ− ψ)‖∞ <∞. (8)

However, as part of the proof, specifically in (41), it is essential that (7) holds with respect
to the strong norm ‖ · ‖∞ as opposed to, say, ‖ · ‖L1. This obstacle has prevented us from
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extending our results to non-uniformly expanding systems such as Pomeau–Manneville
type interval maps, for which polynomial rates of memory loss in L1 have been obtained
in [1,23]. It would be interesting to explore whether the techniques of [28] could be used
to address this limitation.

2.3. Random dynamical systems. We combine [21, Theorem 4.1] with Theorem 2.2
to derive an error bound in the quenched multivariate central limit theorem for random
expanding dynamical systems with a strongly mixing base transformation. To define the
model, let (Ω0,F0) be a measurable space, and let P be a probability measure on the
product space (Ω,F) = (ΩN

0 ,FN

0 ), where N = {1, 2, . . .}. Expectation with respect to P

is denoted by E. We assume that the shift transformation τ : Ω → Ω, (τω)k = ωk+1,
preserves P, and that, associated to each ω ∈ Ω is a sequence of maps (Tωn

) from the
family M. Given ω ∈ Ω, for any n ≥ 1 we write Tn = Tωn

◦ · · · ◦ Tω1. We then consider a
random dynamical system specified by the following assumptions.

Assumptions (RDS).

(RDS:1) The map (ω, x) 7→ Tωn
◦ · · · ◦ Tω1(x) is measurable between F ⊗B and B for

any n ≥ 0.

(RDS:2) The random selection process is strongly mixing with rate O(n−γ), where
γ > 0. That is, for some constant C > 0,

sup
i≥1

α(F i
1,F∞

i+n) ≤ Cn−γ ∀n ≥ 1,

where F i
1 is the sigma-algebra on Ω generated by the projections π1, . . . , πi,

πk(ω) = ωk; F∞
i+n is the sigma-algebra generated by πi+n, πi+n+1, . . .; and

α(F i
1,F∞

j ) = sup
A∈F i

1, B∈F∞
j

|P(A ∩ B)−P(A)P(B)|.

(RDS:3) There exist p ≥ 1 and Λ > 1, and K ′ ≥ 1, such that, for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω,

d(Tp(x), Tp(y)) ≥ Λd(x, y) ∀x, y ∈ a, ∀a ∈ A(Tp),
and if 1 ≤ ℓ < p, then for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω,

d(x, y) ≤ K ′d(Tℓx, Tℓy) ∀x, y ∈ a, ∀a ∈ A(Tℓ).
(RDS:4) There exists K > 0 such that for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω,

ζ (k)a =
d(Tk)∗(λ|a)

dλ
satisfies |ζ (k)a |α,ℓ ≤ K,

whenever a ∈ A(Tk).
Since τ preserves P, assumptions (RDS:3-4) are equivalent to saying that (UE:1-3) hold

for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω.

Given a probability measure µ on B together with a function ϕ : M → R
d, d ≥ 1, we

set ϕn = ϕ− µ(ϕ ◦ Tn) for each n ≥ 1, and define

SN =
N−1∑

n=0

ϕn ◦ Tn, ΣN = µ(SN ⊗ SN), WN = Σ
−1/2
N SN ,

provided that ΣN is invertible. Note that all of these quantities depend on ω.

Theorem 2.5. Consider a random dynamical system satisfying (RDS:1-4). Suppose that
the density of µ belongs to Dα,A with A > K, and that ‖ϕ‖α ≤ L <∞ together with the
following condition holds.
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(V) supN≥1E[v
TΣNv] = ∞ for each unit vector v ∈ R.

Then, for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω,

dc(L(WN),Nd) = O(d4N−1/2) as N → ∞.

Proof. Throughout this proof, C denotes a constant determined by Λ, p, K, K ′, α, A.
The value of C is allowed to change from one display to the next. Analogous to the
notation introduced in Section 3.3, we denote by Pi the transfer operator corresponding
to λ and Tωi

, and use the notation in (21) to represent time-dependent compositions along
the sequence (Pi).

First, we verify that N−1ΣN converges to a positive definite limit Σ∞ almost surely
with a polynomial rate of convergence as N → ∞. To this end, we fix an arbitrary unit
vector v ∈ R

d and define the real-valued quantities

ϕ̃n = vTϕn, S̃N =

N−1∑

n=0

ϕ̃n ◦ Tn, σ̃2
N = µ(S̃2

N), W̃N = σ̃−1
N S̃N .

Note that µ(S̃2
N) = vTΣNv. We will verify Assumptions (SA1), (SA3) and (SA5) in [21],

Assumptions (SA2) and (SA4) in the same paper being automatically true by stationarity
of P and the strong mixing assumption (RDS:2).

(SA1): Denoting Xn = ϕ̃n ◦ Tn, by Corollary 3.8 we have the upper bound

|µ(XiXj)| ≤ CL2q|i−j| (9)

for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω, where q ∈ (0, 1) is determined by Λ, p, K, K ′, α, A. Hence, (SA1)
in [21] holds with η(j) = CL2qj .

(SA3): Let ρ ∈ Dα,A denote the density of µ. By Lemma A.2, there exists Ã ≥ A
determined by Λ, p, K, K ′, α, A such that Pr(ρ) ∈ Dα,Ã holds for all r ≥ 0 and P-a.e.
ω ∈ Ω. Hence, by Theorem 3.6, for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω,

‖Pk(ρ)− Pr+1,k(ρ)‖L1(λ) = ‖Pr+1,k(Pr(ρ)− ρ)‖L1(λ) ≤ Cqk−r

holds whenever k ≥ r. It follows that (SA1) in [21] holds with η(j) = Cqj .

(SA5:) Since ρ ∈ Dα,A is bounded by (4), we easily obtain ‖d(Tn)∗µ/dµ‖L2(µ) ≤ C for
P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω. Hence, (SA5’) in [21] is satisfied.

Having verified Assumptions (SA1-5) in [21], it now follows by [21, Theorem 4.1] and [21,
Lemma 4.4] that there exist non-random Σ∞ ∈ R

d×d and ψ > 0, such that for P-a.e.
ω ∈ Ω,

max
r,s

|N−1[ΣN ]r,s − [Σ∞]r,s| = O(N−ψ) as N → ∞. (10)

Moreover, under condition (V) it follows by [21, Lemma B.1] that λmin(Σ∞) > 0. In
particular, λmin(Σ

−1
N ) = O(N−1λmin(Σ∞)−1) as N → ∞, for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω.

It remains to verify (C1) and (C2) in Theorem 2.2. Fix 0 ≤ δ1 ≤ δ ≤ δ2 ≤ 1 with
δ1 < δ2 and an arbitrary unit vector v ∈ R

d. Suppose that |δ2 − δ| < |δ − δ1|. Then,

vTΣN (δ1, δ)v = vtΣN(0, δ)v − vtΣN (0, δ1)v − 2vtµ(SN(δ1, δ)⊗ SN(0, δ1))v. (11)

By (9), for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω,
∣∣∣∣v
tµ(SN(δ1, δ)⊗ SN(0, δ1))v

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∑

δ1N≤i<δN

∑

0≤j<δ1N
|µ(XiXj)| ≤ L2

C. (12)
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From (10), (11), and (12) it follows that for some constant C > 0,

vTΣN (δ1, δ)v ≥
1

2
N(δ2 − δ1)v

TΣ∞v − d2Cmax{1, N1−ψ} − L2
C,

so that

λmin(ΣN (δ1, δ)) ≥
1

2
N(δ2 − δ1)λmin(Σ∞)− d2Cmax{1, N1−ψ} − L2

C.

Similarly, we obtain

λmax(ΣN (δ1, δ2)) ≤ N(δ2 − δ1)λmax(Σ∞) + d2Cmax{1, N1−ψ}+ L2
C.

Consequently, for some constant C1 > 0, whenever N ≥ (δ2−δ1)−1/max{ψ,1}(d2C1/λmin)
1/max{ψ,1},

we have

λmax(ΣN(δ1, δ2)) ≤ 4
λmax(Σ∞)

λmin(Σ∞)
λmin(ΣN(δ1, δ)) for P-a.e. ω ∈ Ω.

For N < (δ2 − δ1)
−1/max{ψ,1}(d2C1/λmin)

1/max{ψ,1}, we have the trivial estimate

λmax(ΣN (δ1, δ2)) ≤ CL2N ≤ CL2(d2C1/λmin)
1/max{ψ,1}(δ2 − δ1)

−1/max{ψ,1}.

Hence, (C1) follows with K0 = 1/max{ψ, 1}, C ′
0 = CL2(d2C1/λmin)

1/max{ψ,1}, and C0 =
4λmax(Σ∞)/λmin(Σ∞). The verification of Condition (C2) is almost verbatim the same.
The desired estimate now follows by Theorem 2.2. �

3. Preliminaries

3.1. Stein’s method and smoothing. In this section, we present some preliminary
definitions and results that are essential for deriving Berry–Esseen type bounds through
Stein’s method in the spirit of [11, 15, 30]. Our presentation follows [11].

We consider the Stein equation for the d-dimensional standard normal distribution:

∆f(w)− wT∇f(w) = h(w)−E[h(Z)], (13)

where ∆ denotes the Laplacian operator, h : R → R is a given differentiable test function
with bounded gradient, and Z ∼ Nd.

By a direct computation (see e.g. [15]) it can be verified that, defining

g(w, τ) = − 1

2(1− τ)
E[h(

√
1− τw −√

τZ)− h(Z)],

the function

fh(w) =

∫ 1

0

g(w, τ) dτ (14)

is a solution to (13). Given a function f : R
d → R, for brevity, we write fr(x) for

the first order partial derivative ∂f(x)/∂xr , frs(x) for the second order partial derivative
∂2f(x)/∂xr∂xs, and so on. We denote by φ the density of Z. Then, the following relations
can be verified using integration by parts:

grs(w, τ) = − 1

2τ

∫

Rd

h(
√
1− τw −√

τz)φrs(z) dz (15)

=
1

2
√
τ

∫

Rd

hs(
√
1− τw −√

τz)φr(z) dz, (16)

grst(w, τ) =

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

∫

Rd

h(
√
1− τw −√

τz)φrst(z) dz. (17)
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If the test function h in (13) is not smooth, as in the case of the metric (2), then the
regularity of fh will not be sufficient in order to control the left hand side of (13) by Taylor
expansion. For this reason, smoothing will be applied to the indicator h = 1A following
Bentkus [4].

For each ε > 0 and C ∈ C, define

hC,ε(x) = ψ

(
dist(x, C)

ε

)
,

where

ψ(x) =





1, x < 0

1− 2x2, 0 ≤ x < 1
2
,

2(1− x)2 1
2
≤ x < 1,

0, x ≥ 1.

For any ε > 0 and C ∈ C = {C ⊂ R
d : C convex}, let

Cε = {x ∈ R
d : dist(x, C) ≤ ε} and C−ε = {x ∈ R

d : dist(x,Rd \ C) > ε}.
Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 2.3 in [4]). For each ε > 0 and C ∈ C, h = hC,ε satisfies the following
properties:

(i) h(x) = 1 for all x ∈ C,

(ii) h(x) = 0 for all x ∈ R
d \ C,

(iii) 0 ≤ h(x) ≤ 1 for all x ∈ R
d for all x ∈ R

d,

(iv) ‖∇h(x)‖ ≤ 2ε−1 for all x ∈ R
d,

(v) ‖∇h(x)−∇h(y)‖ ≤ 8ε−2‖x− y‖ for all x, y ∈ R
d.

Building on Fang’s approach [11], we will employ the following two results to control
error terms that arise when passing from indicators 1C of sets C ∈ C to their smooth
approximations hC,ε:

Lemma 3.2 (See [3, 4]). For any ε > 0,

sup
C∈C

max{Nd(C
ε \ C),Nd(C \ C−ε)} ≤ 4d

1
4 ε.

Lemma 3.3 (See [12]). Let Y be an arbitrary R
d-valued random vector. For any ε > 0,

dc(L(Y ),Nd) ≤ 4d
1
4 ε+ sup

C∈C
|Nd(hC,ε)− E(hC,ε(Y ))|,

where hC,ε is the function from Lemma 3.1.

3.2. A decomposition for µ[f(W )−W T∇f(W )]. ForN ≥ 1 and a sequence of bounded
R
d-valued random vectors Xn on (M,B, µ) with µ(Xn) = 0, define

S =
N−1∑

n=0

Xn and W =
N−1∑

n=0

Y n,

where Y n = Σ−1/2Xn and the covariance matrix Σ := µ(S⊗S) is assumed to be invertible.
By Lemma 3.3, for any ε > 0,

dc(L(W ),Nd) ≤ 4d
1
4 ε+ sup

C∈C
|µ(hC,ε(W ))−Nd(hC,ε)|. (18)
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For h = hC,ε with C ∈ C and ε > 0, we have

Nd(h)− µ(h(W )) = µ[fh(W )−W T∇fh(W )], (19)

where fh is given by (14). Hence,

dc(L(W ),Nd) ≤ 4d
1
4 ε+ sup

f∈Fε

|E[f(W )−W T∇f(W )]|, (20)

where Fε = {f : f = fh, h = hA,ε, C ∈ C}. That is, for a bound on dc(L(W ),Nd) it
suffices to control the right-hand side of (20). This task is facilitated by a decomposition
from [25,34], which will be recorded in the lemma below for the reader’s convenience.

For n,m ∈ Z, define the auxiliary random vectors

W n,m =W −
∑

i∈[n]m

Y i, [n]m = {0 ≤ i < N : |i− n| ≤ m},

Y n,m = W n,m−1 −W n,m =
∑

|i−n|=m
0≤i<N

Y i,

and set X = X − µ(X) for a random vector X on (M,µ,B).

Lemma 3.4. (Proposition 5.3 in [25]) Suppose f ∈ C2(Rd,R). Denote

δn,m(u) = D2f(W n,m + u Y n,m)−D2f(W n,m)

and

δn,m = δn,m(1) = D2f(W n,m−1)−D2f(W n,m).

Then, µ[∆f(W )−W T∇f(W )] =
∑7

i=1Ei, where Ei = Ei(f) are defined as follows:

E1 = −
∫ 1

0

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

µ[(Y n)T δn,m(u)Y n,m] du, E2 = −
∫ 1

0

N−1∑

n=0

µ[(Y n)T δn,0(u)Y n] du,

E3 = −
N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

2m∑

k=m+1

µ[(Y n)T δn,k Y n,m], E4 = −
N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

N−1∑

k=2m+1

µ[(Y n)T δn,k Y n,m],

E5 = −
N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

k=1

µ[(Y n)T δn,k Y n], E6 =
N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

µ

[
(Y n)T

m∑

k=0

µ(δn,k)Y n,m

]
,

E7 =
N−1∑

n=0

µ[(Y n)Tµ(δn,0)Y n].

The following preliminary estimate is an immediate consequence of (18), (19), and
Lemma 3.4:

Lemma 3.5. For any ε > 0,

dc(L(W ),Nd) ≤ 4d
1
4ε+ sup

f∈Fε

7∑

i=1

|Ei(f)|,

where Ei(f) are as in Lemma 3.4.
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3.3. Decorrelation properties of time-dependent expanding maps. In this sec-
tion, we consider a fixed sequence (Tn) of maps Tn : M → M satisfying Assumptions
(UE:1-3) in Section 2.1. Let Pn : L1(λ) → L1(λ) be the transfer operator associated to
Tn and λ, defined by the property

∫

M

Pn(f) · g dλ =

∫

M

f · g ◦ Tn dλ ∀f ∈ L1(λ) ∀g ∈ L∞(λ).

Time-dependent compositions along the sequence (Pn) will be denoted by

Pℓ,k = Pk · · ·Pℓ, Pk = P1,k. (21)

Theorem 3.6 (Exponential loss of memory). There exist C# and q ∈ (0, 1) which depend
continuously on Λ, p, K, K ′ and α, such that for any u ∈ Cη with λ(u) = 0, and any
i ≥ 1,

‖Pi,n+i−1u‖α ≤ C#q
n|u|α ∀n ≥ 0.

Proof. The result follows by applying the explicit coupling argument due to Korepanov,
Kosloff, and Melbourne [22, Section 3], with further details provided in Appendix A for
completeness. �

In the proof of Theorem 2.2, the memory loss property of Theorem 3.6 will be applied
after conditioning a measure on elements of A1(Tn). To prepare for this step, we make
the following simple observation:

Corollary 3.7. Let µ be a probability measure with density ψ ∈ Dα,A. For m ≥ 1 and
a ∈ A1(Tm), define ψa = µ(a)−1ψ1a, provided that µ(a) 6= 0. Then, for any i ≥ 1 and
n ≥ 0,

‖Pi,n+m+i−1(ψ − ψa)‖α ≤ 2(K + A(K ′)α)e(K+A(K ′)α)C#q
n,

where C# and q are as in Theorem 3.6.

Proof. By Lemma A.1, for ϕ ∈ {ψ, ψa},
|Pj,j+m−1(ϕ)|α,ℓ ≤ K + |ψ|α,ℓ(K ′)α.

Hence, by (5)

|ϕ|α ≤ (K + |ψ|α,ℓ(K ′)α)e(K+|ψ|α,ℓ(K
′)α)

The desired estimate now follows from Theorem 3.6. �

Another easy consequence of Theorem 3.6 is the exponential decay of correlations for
L1 versus Cα observables.

Corollary 3.8. Suppose that ψ ∈ Cα and φ ∈ L1(λ). Let µ be a probability measure
with density ρ ∈ Dα,A. Then, for any n ≥ 1,

∣∣∣∣
∫

M

ϕ ◦ Tm+nψ ◦ Tm dµ−
∫

M

ϕ ◦ Tm+n dµ

∫

M

ψ ◦ Tm dµ
∣∣∣∣

≤ 4‖ϕ‖L1(λ)‖ψ‖α(K + A(K ′)α)eK+A(K ′)αC#q
n,

where C# and q are as in Theorem 3.6.
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Proof. By basic properties of the transfer operator, we have that
∣∣∣∣
∫

M

ϕ ◦ Tm+nψ ◦ Tm dµ−
∫

M

ϕ ◦ Tm+n dµ

∫

M

ψ ◦ Tm dµ
∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖ϕ‖L1(λ)‖Pm+n(ρ · ψ ◦ Tm)− λ(ψ ◦ Tm)Pm+n(ρ)‖α
= ‖ϕ‖L1(λ)‖Pm+1,m+n[ψPm(ρ)− λ(ψ ◦ Tm)Pm(ρ)]‖α.

For f ∈ {ψPm(ρ), λ(ψ ◦ Tm)Pm(ρ)}, by applying (4) and (5) along with Lemma A.1, we
obtain

|f |α ≤ ‖ψ‖∞|Pm(ρ)|α,ℓe|Pm(ρ)|α,ℓ + |ψ|αe|Pm(ρ)|α,ℓ ≤ 2‖ψ‖α(K + A(K ′)α)eK+A(K ′)α .

Hence, the desired upper bound follows by Theorem 3.6. �

4. Proof of Theorem 2.2

Let N ≥ 1, (Tn), µ, and (ϕn) be as in Theorem 2.2, and assume that Conditions (C1)

and (C2) in the same theorem hold. Fix p̃ ≥ 0 and Ã ≥ A as in Lemma A.2. We then
have that

Pj,j+m−1(Dα,A) ⊂ Dα,Ã ∀j ≥ 1, ∀m ≥ 0. (22)

Throughout the proof, we denote by C ≥ 1 a system constant whose value is determined
by Λ, p, K, K ′, α, A. The value of C is allowed to change from one display to the next.
Moreover, given two functions f, g : S → R defined on a set S, we express f(x) . g(x) to
signify that there exists an absolute constant C such that f(x) ≤ Cg(x) for all x ∈ S.

4.1. Induction. Recall that, for 0 ≤ δ1 ≤ δ2 ≤ 1,

WN (δ1, δ2) = Σ
−1/2
N (δ1, δ2)SN(δ1, δ2), ΣN (δ1, δ2) = µ(SN(δ1, δ2)⊗ SN (δ1, δ2)),

SN (δ1, δ2) =
∑

δ1N≤n<δ2N
ϕn ◦ Tn.

To prepare for the inductive argument in [11, 15, 30], define

D = D(N) = sup (δ2 − δ1)
3K0/2

dc(L(WN(δ1, δ2),Nd)

max{N‖Σ−1/2
N (δ1, δ2)‖3s, ‖Σ−1/2

N (δ1, δ2)‖s}
, (23)

where the supremum is taken over all 0 ≤ δ1 ≤ δ2 ≤ 1 such that and λmin(ΣN(δ1, δ2)) > 0.
Note that D(N) <∞ because there are only finitely many terms

dc(L(WN(δ1, δ2),Nd)

max{N‖Σ−1/2
N (δ1, δ2)‖3s, ‖Σ−1/2

N (δ1, δ2)‖s}
included in (23), one of them being dc(L(WN),Nd)/max{N‖Σ−1/2

N ‖3s, ‖Σ−1/2
N ‖s} by our

assumption. The aim is to derive an upper bound on D(N) independent of N . To this
end, we fix 0 ≤ δ1 < δ2 ≤ 1 such that λmin(ΣN (δ1, δ2)) > 0. In the sequel, we shall use
the following notation for convenience:

Xn = ϕn ◦ Tn, Y n = 1δ1N≤n<δ2Nb
−1
N (δ1, δ2)X

n, bN (δ1, δ2) = Σ
1/2
N (δ1, δ2),

b̄ = max{N‖Σ−1/2
N (δ1, δ2)‖3s, ‖Σ−1/2

N (δ1, δ2)‖s}.

Note that WN(δ1, δ2) =
∑N−1

n=0 Y
n. For brevity, we will omit the dependencies on N and

δ1, δ2 from our notation, writing W in place of WN(δ1, δ2), Σ in place of ΣN (δ1, δ2), etc.



MULTIVARIATE BERRY–ESSEEN THEOREM FOR DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS 13

First, suppose that λmax(Σ) ≤ C ′
0|δ2 − δ1|−K0. Then, we have the trivial estimate

dc(L(W ),Nd) ≤ (C ′
0)

3/2|δ2 − δ1|−3K0/2N‖b−1‖3s. (24)

From now on, we assume that

λmax(ΣN (δ1, δ2)) > C ′
0(δ2 − δ1)

−K0.

By Conditions (C1) and (C2) in Theorem 2.2, we then have that

λmax(ΣN(δ1, δ2)) ≤ C0λmin(ΣN(δ, δ2)) if |δ2 − δ| ≥ |δ − δ1|, (25)

λmax(ΣN(δ1, δ2)) ≤ C0λmin(ΣN(δ1, δ)) if |δ2 − δ| < |δ − δ1|. (26)

We will derive an upper bound on dc(L(W ),Nd) by controlling each term Ei in Lemma
3.4. This constitutes the technical part of the proof.

4.2. Decomposition of Ei. Let ε ∈ (0, 1) and f = fh ∈ Fε, where h = hC,ε for some
C ∈ C. Drawing inspiration from [11], we start by decomposing E1+E2 in Lemma 3.4 as
follows:

E1 + E2 = −
∫ 1

0

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

µ[(Y n)T δn,m(u)Y n,m] du−
∫ 1

0

N−1∑

n=0

µ[(Y n)T δn,0(u)Y n] du

= −
∫ 1

0

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s=1

µ

{
(frs(W

n,m + uY n,m)− frs(W
n,m))Y n

r Y
n,m
s

}
du

−
∫ 1

0

N−1∑

n=0

d∑

r,s=1

µ

{
(frs(W

n,0 + uY n,0)− frs(W
n,0))Y n

r Y
n
s

}
du

= −
∫ 1

0

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s=1

∫ 1

0

µ

{
(grs(W

n,m + uY n,m, τ)− grs(W
n,m, τ))Y n

r Y
n,m
s

}
dτ du

−
∫ 1

0

N−1∑

n=0

d∑

r,s=1

∫ 1

0

µ

{
(grs(W

n,0 + uY n, τ)− grs(W
n,0, τ))Y n

r Y
n
s

}
dτ du

=

∫ 1

0

[∫ ε2

0

R1(τ, u) dτ +

∫ 1

ε2
R1(τ, u) dτ +

∫ ε2

0

R2(τ, u) dτ +

∫ 1

ε2
R2(τ, u) dτ

]
du,

where

R1 = R1(τ, u) = −
N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s=1

µ

{
γn,mr,s (u, τ)Y n

r Y
n,m
s

}
,

R2 = R2(τ, u) = −
N−1∑

n=0

d∑

r,s=1

µ

{
γn,0r,s (u, τ)Y

n
r Y

n
s

}
,

and

γn,kr,s (u, τ) = grs(W
n,k + uY n,k, τ)− grs(W

n,k, τ).
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Similarly, for 3 ≤ i ≤ 7, we decompose Ei =
∫ ε2
0
Ri(τ) dτ +

∫ 1

ε2
Ri(τ) dτ , where

R3 = −
N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

2m∑

k=m+1

d∑

r,s=1

µ

{
γn,kr,s (1, τ)Y

n
r Y

n,m
s

}
,

R4 = −
N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

N−1∑

k=2m+1

d∑

r,s=1

µ

{
γn,kr,s (1, τ)Y

n
r Y

n,m
s

}
,

R5 = −
N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s=1

µ

{
γn,mr,s (1, τ)Y n

r Y
n
s

}
,

R6 =

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

m∑

k=0

d∑

r,s=1

µ(γn,kr,s (1, τ))µ(Y
n
r Y

n,m
s ),

R7 =
N−1∑

n=0

d∑

r,s=1

µ(γn,0r,s (1, τ))µ(Y
n
r Y

n
s ).

4.3. Decomposition of Ri. We will derive a decomposition for each Ri, 1 ≤ i ≤ 7, to
facilitate controlling Ei using Lemma 3.2 together with the decorrelation properties stated
in Section 3.3. For convenience and brevity, we introduce the following notation:

F n,m,k
r,s,t = Y n

r Y
n,m
s Y n,k

t , Gn,k
r,s = Y n

r Y
n,m
s ,

ηn,m,k(v, τ, z) = h(
√
1− τ(W n,m + vY n,m)−√

τz)− h(
√
1− τW n,k −√

τz),

θn,k,ℓt (τ, z) = h(
√
1− τW n,k −√

τz)Y n,k
t − h(

√
1− τW n,ℓ −√

τz)Y n,ℓ
t .

By employing (15) and subsequently applying the formula f(x+a)−f(x) =
∫ 1

0
aT∇f(x+

va) dv, we can express

R1 = −
N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s=1

µ

{
γn,mr,s (u, τ)Y n

r Y
n,m
s

}

=
1

2τ

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s=1

∫

Rd

µ

{(
h(
√
1− τ (W n,m + uY n,m)−√

τz)

− h(
√
1− τW n,m −√

τz)

)
Y n
r Y

n,m
s

}
φrs(z) dz

=

∫ 1

0

u

√
1− τ

2τ

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

µ

{∫

Rd

ht(
√
1− τ(W n,m + uvY n,m)

−√
τz)φrs(z) dz · F n,m,m

r,s,t

}
dv.

Let

Crst =

∫
Rd µ[h(

√
1− τ(W n,m + uvY n,m)−√

τz)]φrst(z) dz∫
Rd φrst(z) dz

,

so that
∫

Rd

Crstφrst(z) dz =

∫

Rd

µ[h(
√
1− τ (W n,m + uvY n,m)−√

τz)]φrst dz.
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Using integration by parts, we find that

∫

Rd

ht(
√
1− τ (W n,m + uvY n,m)−√

τz)φrs(z) dz

=
1√
τ

∫

Rd

(h(
√
1− τ(W n,m + uvY n,m)−√

τz)− Crst)φrst(z) dz

=
1√
τ

∫

Rd

(h(
√
1− τ(W n,m + uvY n,m)−√

τz)

− µ[h(
√
1− τ (W n,m + uvY n,m)−√

τz)])φrst(z) dz.

Consequently,

R1 =

∫ 1

0

u

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
h(
√
1− τ(W n,m + uvY n,m)−√

τz)

× F n,m,m
r,s,t

}
φrst(z) dz dv = S1,1 + S ′

1,2,

where

S1,1 =

∫ 1

0

u

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{(
h(
√
1− τ(W n,m + uvY n,m)−√

τz)

− h(
√
1− τW n,m −√

τz)

)
F n,m,m
r,s,t

}
φrst(z) dz dv

=

∫ 1

0

u

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,m,m(uv, τ, z)F n,m,m

r,s,t

}
φrst(z) dz dv,

and

S ′
1,2 = u

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
h(
√
1− τW n,m −√

τz)F n,m,m
r,s,t

}
φrst(z) dz.

Finally, exploiting the trivial identity h(−√
τz) = 0, we express S ′

1,2 as another telescopic
sum, repeatedly subtracting blocks of size m: S ′

1,2 = S1,2 + S1,3, where

S1,2 = u

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{(
h(
√
1− τW n,m −√

τz)− h(
√
1− τW n,m2 −√

τz)

)

× F n,m,m
r,s,t

}
· φrst(z) dz

= u

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,m,m2(0, τ, z)F n,m,m

r,s,t

}
· φrst(z) dz,
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and

S1,3 = u

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

N−1∑

ℓ=2

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{(
h(
√
1− τW n,mℓ −√

τz)

− h(
√
1− τW n,m(ℓ+1) −√

τz)

)
× F n,m,m

r,s,t

}
· φrst(z) dz

= u

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

N−1∑

ℓ=2

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,mℓ,m(ℓ+1)(0, τ, z)F n,m,m

r,s,t

}
φrst(z) dz.

By repeating essentially the same steps for each remaining term Ri, 2 ≤ i ≤ 7, we derive
decompositions analogous to the one established for R1. The resulting formulas are as
follows:

R2 = S2,1 + S2,2 + S2,3,

S2,1 =

∫ 1

0

u

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,0,0(uv, τ, z)F n,0,0

r,s,t

}
φrst(z) dz dv,

S2,3 = u

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,0,1(0, τ, z)F n,0,0

r,s,t

}
φrst(z) dz,

S2,4 = u

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

ℓ=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,ℓ,ℓ+1(0, τ, z)F n,0,0

r,s,t

}
φrst(z) dz;

R3 = S3,1 + S3,2 + S3,3,

S3,1 =

∫ 1

0

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

2m∑

k=m+1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,k,k(v, τ, z)Y n,k

t Gn,m
r,s

}
φrst(z) dz dv,

S3,2 =

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

2m∑

k=m+1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
θn,k,k2t (τ, z)Gn,m

r,s

}
φrst(z) dz,

S3,3 =

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

2m∑

k=m+1

N−1∑

ℓ=2

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
θ
n,kℓ,k(ℓ+1)
t (τ, z)Gn,m

r,s

}
φrst(z) dz;

R4 = S4,1 + S4,2,

S4,1 =

∫ 1

0

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

N−1∑

k=2m+1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,k,k(v, τ, z)Y n,k

t Gn,m
r,s

}
φrst(z) dz dv,

S4,2 =

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

N−1∑

k=2m+1

N−1∑

ℓ=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
θ
n,kℓ,k(ℓ+1)
t (τ, z)Gn,m

r,s

}
φrst(z) dz;

R5 = S5,1 + S5,2,

S5,1 =

∫ 1

0

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,m,m(v, τ, z)Y n,m

t Gn,0
r,s

}
φrst(z) dz dv,

S5,2 =

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

N−1∑

ℓ=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
θ
n,mℓ,m(ℓ+1)
t (τ, z)Gn,0

r,s

}
φrst(z) dz;
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R6 = S6,1 + S6,2 + S6,3

S6,1 = −
∫ 1

0

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

m∑

k=0

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,k,k(v, τ, z)Y n,k

t

}
µ(Gn,m

r,s )φrst(z) dz dv,

S6,2 = −
√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,0,1(0, τ, z)Y n

t

}
µ(Gn,m

r,s )φrst(z) dz,

S6,3 = −
√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

m∑

k=1

N−1∑

ℓ=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,kℓ,k(ℓ+1)(0, τ, z)Y n,k

t

}
µ(Gn,m

r,s )φrst(z) dz;

and

R7 = S7,1 + S7,2 + S7,3

S7,1 = −
∫ 1

0

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,0,0(v, τ, z)Y n

t

}
µ(Gn,0

r,s )φrst(z) dz dv,

S7,2 = −
√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,0,1(0, τ, z)Y n

t

}
µ(Gn,0

r,s )φrst(z) dz,

S7,3 = −
√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

ℓ=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,ℓ,ℓ+1(0, τ, z)Y n

t

}
µ(Gn,0

r,s )φrst(z) dz.

4.4. Decorrelation bounds on ηn,m,k and θn,m,kt . In this section, we establish decor-

relation bounds on ηn,m,k and βn,m,kt , which will be used to control the terms
∫ 1

ε2
Si,j dτ

derived in the previous section.

Given n,m ∈ Z, we decompose W n,m = W n,m
− +W n,m

+ and Y n,m = Y n,m
− + Y n,m

+ , where

W n,m
− =

∑

0≤i<N
i<n−m

Yi, W n,m
+ =

∑

0≤i<N
i>n+m

Yi, Y n,m
− = 1n−m≥0Y

n−m, Y n,m
+ = 1n+m<NY

n+m.

Slightly abusing notation, for fixed v ∈ [0, 1], τ ∈ [0, 1], z ∈ R
d, we write

ηn,m,k(x, y) = h(
√
1− τ(W n,m

− (x) +W n,m
+ (y) + v(Y n,m

− (x) + Y n,m
+ (y)))−√

τz)

− h(
√
1− τ (W n,k

− (x) +W n,k
+ (y))−√

τz).

First, we verify the following simple estimates that will be used frequently in the sequel.

Lemma 4.1. Assume (25) and (26). Let 0 ≤ n < N , m, k, ℓ ≥ 0, ε > 0, τ ∈ [0, 1],
z ∈ R

d, v ∈ [0, 1]. Then,
∫

M

|ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x)| dµ(x)

. (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2L2ε−1(k +m+ ℓ+ 1)2‖b−1‖s

[
d1/4(ε+ ‖b−1‖s) + b̄D

]
, (27)

and ∫∫

M2

|ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y)| dµ(x) dµ(y)

. (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2C3

0L
2ε−1(k +m+ ℓ+ 1)2‖b−1‖s

[
d1/4(ε+ ‖b−1‖s) + b̄D

]
. (28)
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Remark 4.2. Conditions (C1) and (C2) have been devised for the purpose of obtaining
(28).

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Recall that h = hC,ε is the function from Lemma 3.1. Since

‖
√
1− τ (W n,m+k + vY n,m+k)−√

τz − (
√
1− τW n,m+k+ℓ −√

τ)‖
≤ (2ℓ+ 2)

√
1− τL‖b−1‖s,

we have the following relations:

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x) 6= 0

=⇒
√
1− τ (W n,m+k + vY n,m+k)−√

τz ∈ Cε+(2ℓ+2)
√
1−τL‖b−1‖s \ C−(2ℓ+2)

√
1−τL‖b−1‖s

=⇒ W n,m+k + vY n,m+k ∈ D
ε√
1−τ

+(2ℓ+2)L‖b−1‖s \D−(2ℓ+2)L‖b−1‖s,

for some D = D(τ, z) ∈ C. Moreover, since

‖W − (W n,m+k + vY n,m+k)‖ ≤ (2(m+ k) + 3)L‖b−1‖s,
it follows that

A1 := {x ∈M : ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x) 6= 0} ⊂ {W ∈ Da1 \D−a2},
where

a1 :=
ε√
1− τ

+ 2(k +m+ ℓ+ 3)L‖b−1‖s, a2 := 2(k +m+ ℓ+ 3)L‖b−1‖s.

By Lemma 3.1-(iv), for all x, y ∈M ,

|ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y)| . ε−1(ℓ+ 1)L
√
1− τ‖b−1‖s.

Hence, by employing Lemma 3.2, we now obtain (27):
∫

M

|ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x)| dµ(x)

. ε−1(ℓ+ 1)L
√
1− τ‖b−1‖sµ(A1)

. ε−1(ℓ+ 1)L
√
1− τ‖b−1‖s

[
dc(L(W ),Nd) +Nd(D

a1 \D) +Nd(D \D−a2)

]

. ε−1(ℓ+ 1)L
√
1− τ‖b−1‖s

[
(δ2 − δ1)

−3K0/2b̄D+ d1/4(a1 + a2)

]

. ε−1(k +m+ ℓ+ 1)2L2‖b−1‖s
[
(δ2 − δ1)

−3K0/2b̄D+ d1/4(ε+ ‖b−1‖s)
]
.

To establish (28), we define

W̃ n(x, y) = b−1S(δ1, (n/N))(x) + b−1S((n/N), δ2)(y)

=
∑

δ1N≤i<n
Y i(x) +

∑

n≤i<δ2N
Y i(y).

Then, as above, we see that

A2 := {(x, y) ∈M ×M : ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) 6= 0}
⊂ {(x, y) ∈M ×M : W̃ n(x, y) ∈ Da1 \D−a2}.

Set δ = n/N . We suppose that δ ∈ [δ1, δ2]. Otherwise, we either have W̃ n(x, y) =

b−1S(δ1, (n/N))(x) or W̃ n(x, y) = b−1S((n/N), δ2)(y), and (28) reduces to (27).
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Case 1◦: Suppose |δ2 − δ| < |δ − δ1|. Then, |δ − δ1| ≥ |δ2 − δ1|/2 and, by (26), ΣN (δ1, δ)
is invertible since λmax(ΣN(δ1, δ2)) > 0. In this case we “discard” the part b−1SN(δ, δ2)(y)

from W̃ n(x, y). We have

W̃ n(x, y) ∈ Da1 \D−a2 ⇐⇒ b−1SN(δ1, δ)(x) ∈ Da1
1 \D−a2

1 ,

where D1 = D1(τ, z, y) ∈ C is obtained by shifting D. Hence, recalling that

WN(δ1, δ) =
∑

δ1N≤i<δN
b−1
N (δ1, δ)X

i,

we have the relation

(x, y) ∈ A2 =⇒ WN(δ1, δ)(x) ∈ D
a′1
2 \D−a′2

2 ,

where D2 = D2(τ, z, y, bN(δ1, δ), bN(δ1, δ2)) ∈ C and, by (26),

a′1 =
λmax(ΣN (δ1, δ2))

λmin(ΣN (δ1, δ))
a1 ≤ C0a1, a′2 =

λmax(ΣN(δ1, δ2))

λmin(ΣN(δ1, δ))
a2 ≤ C0a2.

With this, we are in a position to apply Lemma 3.2:
∫∫

M2

|ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y)| dµ(x) dµ(y)

. ε−1(ℓ+ 1)L
√
1− τ‖b−1‖s(µ⊗ µ)(A2)

. ε−1(ℓ+ 1)L
√
1− τ‖b−1‖s

∫

M

µ

(
WN (δ1, δ) ∈ D

a′1
2 \Da′2

2

)
dµ(y)

. ε−1(ℓ+ 1)L
√
1− τ‖b−1‖s(d1/4C0(a1 + a2) + dc(L(WN(δ1, δ)),Nd))

. C0ε
−1(k +m+ ℓ+ 1)2L2‖b−1‖s

(
d1/4(ε+ ‖b−1‖s)

+ (δ1 − δ)−3K0/2 max{N‖b−1(δ1, δ)‖3s, ‖b−1(δ1, δ)‖s}D
)

Using δ−δ1 ≥ (δ2−δ1)/2 along with ‖b−1(δ1, δ)‖−2
s = λmin(ΣN (δ1, δ)) ≥ C−1

0 λmax(ΣN (δ1, δ2)) ≥
C−1

0 λmin(ΣN (δ1, δ2)) = C−1
0 ‖b−1‖−2

s , we thus obtain
∫∫

M2

|ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y)| dµ(x) dµ(y)

. (δ1 − δ)−3K0/2C3
0ε

−1(k +m+ ℓ + 1)2L2‖b−1‖s(d1/4(ε+ ‖b−1‖s) + b̄D).

Case 2◦: |δ2 − δ| ≥ |δ − δ1|. We can derive (28) as in Case 1◦, but applying (25) instead
of (26). �

Lemma 4.3. Assume (25) and (26). Suppose that 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1, ε > 0, z ∈ R
d, v ∈ [0, 1],

and r, s, t ∈ {1, . . . , d}. Set

A∗(m, k, ℓ) = C3
0L

5
C‖b−1‖4sε−1E(m+ k + ℓ+ 1)2, q∗ = max{q,Λ−α/p},

where

E = d1/4(ε+ ‖b−1‖s) + b̄D.
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Then, the following upper bounds hold for all 0 ≤ n < N , m, k, ℓ ≥ 0:
∣∣∣∣µ
{
ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(v, τ, z)F n,m,m

r,s,t

}∣∣∣∣ . (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2A∗(m, k, ℓ)q

k/2
∗ , (29)

∣∣∣∣µ
{
ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(v, τ, z)F n,m,m

r,s,t

}∣∣∣∣ . (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2A∗(m, k, ℓ)q

m/2
∗ , (30)

∣∣∣∣µ
{
ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(v, τ, z)Y n,m

t

}∣∣∣∣ . (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2A∗(m, k, ℓ)q

k/2
∗ , (31)

∣∣∣∣µ
{
θn,m+k,m+k+ℓ
t (τ, z)Gn,m

r,s

}∣∣∣∣ . (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2A∗(m, k, ℓ)q

k/2
∗ , (32)

∣∣∣∣µ
{
ηn,m+k,m+k(v, τ, z)Y n,m+k

t Gn,m
r,s

}∣∣∣∣ . (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2A∗(m, k, 0)q

k/2
∗ . (33)

4.4.1. Proof of (29). Let 0 ≤ n < N , m, k, ℓ ≥ 0, 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1, ε > 0, z ∈ R
d, v ∈ [0, 1],

and r, s, t ∈ {1, . . . , d}. Recall that

ηn,m,k(x, y) = h(
√
1− τ(W n,m

− (x) +W n,m
+ (y) + v(Y n,m

− (x) + Y n,m
+ (y)))−√

τz)

− h(
√
1− τ (W n,k

− (x) +W n,k
+ (y))−√

τz).

We aim to control

I := µ

{
ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(v, τ, z)F n,m,m

r,s,t

}

=

∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x)F n,m,m
r,s,t (x) dµ(x)−

∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(y, y) dµ(y)

∫

M

F n,m,m
r,s,t (x) dµ(x).

To exploit the gap between the indices appearing in ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ and F n,m,m
r,s,t , we decom-

pose

I = I1 + I2 + I3, (34)

where

I1 =

∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x)F n,m,m
r,s,t (x) dµ(x)

−
∫∫

M2

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(y)F n,m,m
r,s,t (x) dµ(x),

I2 =

∫∫

M2

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(y)F n,m,m
r,s,t (x) dµ(x)

−
∫∫

M2

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(x) dµ(y)

∫

M

F n,m,m
r,s,t (x′) dµ(x′),

I3 =

∫∫

M2

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(x) dµ(y)

∫

M

F n,m,m
r,s,t (x′) dµ(x′)

−
∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(y, y) dµ(y)

∫

M

F n,m,m
r,s,t (x′) dµ(x′).

Each of these three terms can be controlled through a similar procedure, which we carry
out in detail for I1 in what follows.

I1 – Step 0. We decompose the integral
∫
M

using the partition A(Ti) induced by a
suitable iterate Ti. After that we replace F n,m,m

r,s,t in I1 by a constant on each a ∈ A(Ti)
and control the error. Without loss of generality, we will assume that µ(a) > 0 for all
a ∈ A(Ti). Otherwise we can replace A(Ti) with A∗(Ti) = {a ∈ A(Ti) : µ(a) > 0}.
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In the case of I1, we set i = i(n,m, k) = ⌈n+m+ k/2⌉, and decompose

I1 =
∑

a∈A(Ti)
µ(a)

∫

a

[
ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x)−

∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(y)

]
F n,m,m
r,s,t (x) dµa(x),

where µa denotes the probability measure with density ρa = 1aρ/µ(a).

By (UE:1), for any x, y ∈ a ∈ A(Ti), any 0 ≤ j ≤ n +m, and any r ∈ {1, . . . , d}, we
have

|Xj
r (x)−Xj

r (y)| ≤ LΛΛ
−k/2
1 , (35)

where Λ1 = Λα/p > 1. Fix ca ∈ a for each a ∈ A(Ti). Combining (27), (28) and (35), we
obtain

I1 =
∑

a∈A(Ti)
µ(a)

∫

a

[
ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x)−

∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(y)

]
F n,m,m
r,s,t (x) dµa(x)

=
∑

a∈A(Ti)
F n,m,m
r,s,t (ca)µ(a)

∫

a

[
ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x)−

∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(y)

]
dµa(x)

+O

(
(δ2 − δ1)

−3K0/2C3
0L

5ΛΛ
−k/2
1 (k +m+ ℓ+ 1)2‖b−1‖4sε−1E

)
,

where E = d1/4(ε+ ‖b−1‖s) + b̄D and the constant in the error term is absolute.

I1 – Step 1. By essentially repeating the argument from Lemma 4.1, we approximate

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x) ≈
∫

a

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x′, x) dµa(x
′)

for x ∈ a ∈ A(Ti). More precisely, we have the following estimates.

Claim 4.4. Set

B1(x
′, x) = h(

√
1− τ ((W n,m+k

− (x′) +W n,m+k
+ (x)) + v(Y n,m+k

− (x′) + Y n,m+k
+ (x)))−√

τz),

and

B2(x
′, x) = h(

√
1− τ (W n,m+k+ℓ

− (x′) +W n,m+k+ℓ
+ (x))−√

τz).

Then,

∑

a∈A(Ti)
µ(a)

∫

a

∣∣∣∣B1(x, x)−
∫

a

B1(x
′, x) dµa(x

′)

∣∣∣∣ dµa(x)

≤ (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2CL2ε−1‖b−1‖sΛ−k−m

1 (k +m+ 1)E , (36)

and

∑

a∈A(Ti)
µ(a)

∫

a

∣∣∣∣B2(x, x)−
∫

a

B2(x
′, x) dµa(x

′)

∣∣∣∣ dµa(x)

≤ (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2CL2ε−1‖b−1‖sΛ−k−m

1 (k +m+ ℓ+ 1)E . (37)
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Proof of Claim 4.4. Note that, if x, x′ ∈ a ∈ A(Ti), y ∈M , it follows by (UE:1) that

‖
√
1− τ ((W n,m+k

− (x) +W n,m+k
+ (y)) + v(Y n,m+k

− (x) + Y n,m+k
+ (y)))

−√
τz − (

√
1− τ ((W n,m+k

− (x′) +W n,m+k
+ (y)) + v(Y n,m+k

− (x′) + Y n,m+k
+ (y))))−√

τz)‖
≤

√
1− τ‖Y n,m+k

− (x)− Y n,m+k
− (x)‖+

√
1− τ‖W n,m+k

− (x)−W n,m+k
− (x′)‖

≤ ‖b−1‖s
√
1− τLΛΛ−k−m

1 + ‖b−1‖s
√
1− τL1n−m−k>0

⌊(n−m−k)/p⌋∑

j=0

∑

jp≤q<(j+1)p

d(Tqx, Tqx′)α

≤ ‖b−1‖s
√
1− τLΛΛ−k−m

1 + 1n−m−k>0‖b−1‖s
√
1− τL

⌊(n−m−k)/p⌋∑

j=0

pΛ−α⌊(n+m+k/2)/p⌋+αj

≤ 2
√
1− τ‖b−1‖s

ΛLp

1− Λ−1
1

Λ−k−m
1 , (38)

Hence, using (38) and arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.1, we see that

A :=

{
x ∈ a : a(x, x)−

∫

a

B1(x
′, x) dµa(x

′) 6= 0

}
⊂ a ∩ {W ∈ Dc1 \D−c2}, (39)

where D = D(τ, z) ∈ C, and

c1 =
ε√
1− τ

+ 2‖b−1‖s
LΛp

1− Λ−1
1

+ 2(k +m+ 3)L‖b−1‖s,

c2 = 2‖b−1‖s
ΛLp

1− Λ−1
1

+ 2(k +m+ 3)L‖b−1‖s.

In combination with Lemma 3.2, (38), and Lemma 3.1-(iv), (39) yields

∑

a

µ(a)

∫

a

∣∣∣∣B1(x, x)−
∫

Z

B1(x
′, x)dµa(x

′)

∣∣∣∣ dµa(x)

. ε−1‖b−1‖s
ΛLp

1− Λ−1
1

Λ−k−m
1

√
1− τµ(W ∈ Dc1 \D−c2)

. ε−1‖b−1‖s
ΛLp

1− Λ−1
1

Λ−k−m
1

{
dc(L(W ),Nd) +

√
1− τd1/4(c1 + c2)

}

. (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2ε−1‖b−1‖sCL2(k +m+ 1)Λ−k−m

1

{
b̄D+ d1/4(ε+ ‖b−1‖s)

}
.

This establishes (36). To obtain (37), it suffices to replace k +m with k +m + ℓ in the
preceding proof. �

By Claim 4.4 and the estimate established in Step 0,

I1 =
∑

a

F n,m,m
r,s,t (ca)µ(a)

∫

a

[∫

a

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x′, x) dµa(x
′)

−
∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(y)

]
dµa(x) (40)

+O

(
(δ2 − δ1)

−3K0/2C3
0L

5
CΛ

−k/2
1 (k +m+ ℓ+ 1)2‖b−1‖4sε−1E

)
.

I1 – Step 2. We replace the conditional measure µa, a ∈ A(Ti), with the measure µ in
(40), and estimate the resulting error term using Lemma 3.7.
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Let a ∈ A(Ti), and denote by η̃n,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) the function that satisfies

η̃n,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, Tn+m+ky) = ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y).

Recall that ρa = 1aρ/µ(a), where ρ is the density of µ. If n+m+ k ≥ N , then (40) = 0.
Otherwise, by Corollary 3.7,
∣∣∣∣
∫

M

[∫

a

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x′, x) dµa(x
′)−

∫

M

∫

a

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x′, y) dµa(x
′) dµ(y)

]
(ρa − ρ)dλ(x)

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫

M

[∫

a

η̃n,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x′, x) dµa(x
′)

−
∫

M

∫

a

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x′, y) dµa(x
′) dµ(y)

]
◦ Tn+m+k (ρa − ρ)dλ(x)

∣∣∣∣

≤
[∫

M

∫

a

|η̃n,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x′, x)| dµa(x′) dλ(x)

+

∫

M

∫

a

|ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x′, y)| dµa(x′) dµ(y)
]
‖Pn+m+k−i+i(ρa − ρ)‖∞

≤ 1

infM Pn+m+k(ρ)

∫

M

∫

a

|ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y)| dµa(x) dµ(y)Cqk/2

≤ C

∫

M

∫

a

|ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y)| dµa(x) dµ(y)qk/2, (41)

where (22) was used in the last inequality. Combining (41) and (28), we obtain

|(40)| ≤ CL3‖b−1‖3s
∑

a

µ(a)

∫

M

∫

a

|ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y)| dµa(x) dµ(y)qk/2

≤ (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2C3

0L
5
Cqk/2(k +m+ ℓ+ 1)2‖b−1‖4sε−1E .

We have established the estimate

|I1| ≤ (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2C3

0L
5
Cqk/2∗ (k +m+ ℓ+ 1)2‖b−1‖4sε−1E , (42)

where

q∗ = max{q,Λ−α/p}.

Estimates on I2 and I3. Since the remaining terms I2 and I3 can be treated in a
manner similar to I1, we provide only an outline of the approach to deriving (42) for
these two terms.

In the case of I2, we have I2 = 0 if n−m−k < 0. Otherwise, we set i = ⌈n−m−k/2⌉,
and decompose

∫∫

M2

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(y)F n,m,m
r,s,t (x) dµ(x)

=

∫

M

∑

a∈A(Ti)
µ(a)

∫

a

F n,m,m
r,s,t (x)

∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(y) dµa(x).

As in the case of I1, we approximate
∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(y) ≈
∫

M

∫

a

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x′, y) dµa(x
′) dµ(y)

on each a ∈ A(Ti). For this, we use the following counterpart of Claim 4.4.
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Claim 4.5. Set

B1(x
′, x) = h(

√
1− τ((W n,m+k

− (x′) +W n,m+k
+ (x)) + v(Y n,m+k

− (x′) + Y n,m+k
+ (x)))−√

τz)

and

B2(x
′, x) = h(

√
1− τ(W n,m+k+ℓ

− (x′) +W n,m+k+ℓ
+ (x))−√

τz)

Then,

∑

a∈A(Ti)
µ(a)

∫

a

∣∣∣∣
∫

M

B1(x, y) dµ(y)−
∫

M

∫

a

B1(x
′, y) dµa(x

′) dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣dµa(x)

. (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2CL2C3

0‖b−1‖s(k +m+ 1)Λ−k−m
1 ε−1E ,

and
∑

a∈A(Ti)
µ(a)

∫

a

∣∣∣∣
∫

M

B2(x, y) dµ(y)−
∫

M

∫

a

B2(x
′, y) dµa(x

′) dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣dµa(x)

. (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2CL2C3

0‖b−1‖s(k +m+ ℓ + 1)Λ−k−m−ℓ
1 ε−1E .

Proof of Claim 4.5. The result can be established by estimating as in the proof of Claim
4.4, and then conducting a case-by-case analysis depending on the value of δ = n/N , as
in the proof of (28). The multiplicative factor C3

0 arises as a consequence of the latter
step. Details are left to the reader. �

By Claim 4.5, we have
∫∫

M2

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(y)F n,m,m
r,s,t (x) dµ(x)

=
∑

a∈A(Ti)
µ(a)

∫

a

F n,m,m
r,s,t (x′) dµa(x

′)

∫

M

∫

Z

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµa(x) dµ(y) (43)

+O

(
(δ2 − δ1)

−3K0/2CL5C3
0‖b−1‖4s(k +m+ ℓ+ 1)Λ−k−m

1 ε−1E
)
.

Moreover, by Corollary 3.7,
∣∣∣∣
∫

a

F n,m,m
r,s,t dµa −

∫

M

F n,m,m
r,s,t dµ

∣∣∣∣ . L3‖b−1‖3s‖Pn−m−i+i(ρa − ρ)‖L1(λ) . L3‖b−1‖3sCqk/2.

Therefore,

(43) =

∫

M

F n,m,m
r,s,t (x′) dµ(x′)

∫∫

M2

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(x) dµ(y)

+O

(
CL3‖b−1‖3sqk/2

∫∫

M2

|ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y)| dµ(x) dµ(y)
)

=

∫

M

F n,m,m
r,s,t (x′) dµ(x′)

∫∫

M2

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(x) dµ(y)

+O

(
(δ2 − δ1)

−3K0/2CC3
0L

5qk/2(k +m+ ℓ+ 1)2ε−1‖b−1‖4sE
)
,

where (28) was used to obtain the last equality. Consequently, I2 is of order

O

(
(δ2 − δ1)

−3K0/2CC3
0L

5qk/2∗ (k +m+ ℓ+ 1)2ε−1‖b−1‖4sE
)
, (44)

where the constant in the error term is absolute.
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Finally, for I3, we set i = n, and once more decompose
∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x) dµ(x) =
∑

a∈A(Ti)

∫

a

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x) dµa(x).

As in the proof of Claim 4.4, we obtain

∑

a∈A(Ti)
µ(a)

∫

a

∣∣∣∣η
n,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x)−

∫

a

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x′, x) dµa(x
′)

∣∣∣∣ dµa(x)

≤ (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2CL2ε−1‖b−1‖sΛ−k−m

1 (k +m+ ℓ+ 1)E , (45)

so that ∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x) dµ(x)

=
∑

a∈A(Ti)
µ(a)

∫

a

∫

a

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x′, x) dµa(x
′) dµa(x) (46)

+O

(
(δ2 − δ1)

−3K0/2CL2ε−1‖b−1‖sΛ−k−m
1 (k +m+ ℓ+ 1)E

)
.

Building upon (41) and (28), we find that

(46) =

∫∫

M2

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(x) dµ(y)

+O

(
(δ2 − δ1)

−3K0/2C3
0L

2
Cqk/2(k +m+ ℓ+ 1)2‖b−1‖sε−1E

)
.

It follows that I3 is also of order (44). This completes the proof of (29).

4.4.2. Proofs of (30), (31) and (33). The proofs of (30), (31) and (33) are similar to the
proof of (29), the only notable difference being the way in which the iterated integrals
appearing in the decomposition (34) are factored. For example, in the case of (30), we
exploit the gap between the indices in Y n

r and ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓY n,m
s Y n,m

t by decomposing
∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x)F n,m,m
r,s,t (x) dµ(x)

=

∫

M

Y n
r (x)η

n,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x)Y n,m
s (x)Y n,m

t (x) dµ(x) = K1 +K2,

where

K1 =

∫

M

Y n
r (x)η

n,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x)Hn,m
s,t (x, x) dµ(x)

−
∫∫

M2

Y n
r (x)η

n,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y)Hn,m
s,t (x, y) dµ(x) dµ(y),

K2 =

∫∫

M2

Y n
r (x)η

n,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y)Hn,m
s,t (x, y) dµ(x) dµ(y)

−
∫

M

Y n
r (x) dµ(x)

∫∫
Y n
r (x)η

n,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x′, y)Hn,m
s,t (x′, y) dµ(x′) dµ(y),

and we have used the notation

Hn,m
s,t (x, y) = [Y n,m

− (x) + Y n,m
+ (x)]s[Y

n,m
− (x) + Y n,m

+ (y)]t.
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Note that, since µ(Y n) = 0, the last term in the expression of K2 vanishes. With only
minor modifications, we can carry out the procedure described in the proof of (29) for
the terms K1 and K2 to obtain (30). We omit the details.

4.4.3. Proof of (32). Similar to the proof of (29), the first step toward obtaining (32) is
to decompose the integral

J := µ

{
θn,m+k,m+k+ℓ
t (τ, z)Gn,m

r,s

}

into three parts J = J1 + J2 + J3, where

J1 =

∫

M

θn,m+k,m+k+ℓ
t (x, x)Gn,m

r,s (x) dµ(x)−
∫∫

M2

θn,m+k,m+k+ℓ
t (x, y) dµ(y)Gn,m

r,s (x) dµ(x),

J2 =

∫∫

M2

θn,m+k,m+k+ℓ
t (x, y) dµ(y)Gn,m

r,s (x) dµ(x)

−
∫∫

M2

θn,m+k,m+k+ℓ
t (x, y) dµ(x) dµ(y)

∫

M

Gn,m
r,s (x′) dµ(x′),

J3 =

∫∫

M2

θn,m+k,m+k+ℓ
t (x, y) dµ(x) dµ(y)

∫

M

Gn,m
r,s (x′) dµ(x′)

−
∫

M

θn,m+k,m+k+ℓ
t (x, x) dµ(x) dµ(y)

∫

M

Gn,m
r,s (x′) dµ(x′),

and, as with ηn,m,k, we have denoted

θn,m,kt (x, y)

= h(
√
1− τ(W n,m

− (x) +W n,m
+ (y) + v(Y n,m

− (x) + Y n,m
+ (y)))−√

τz)[Y n,m
− (x) + Y n,m

+ (y)]t

− h(
√
1− τ (W n,k

− (x) +W n,k
+ (y))−√

τz)[Y n,k
− (x) + Y n,k

+ (y)]t.

Consider J1. Exactly as in Step 0 of the proof of (29) we set i = ⌈n +m + k/2⌉ and
decompose

J1 =
∑

a∈A(Ti)
µ(a)

∫

a

[
θn,m+k,m+k+ℓ
t (x, x)−

∫

M

θn,m+k,m+k+ℓ
t (x, y) dµ(y)

]
Gn,m
r,s (x) dµa(x).

Fixing ca ∈ a for each a ∈ A(Ti), it follows by combining (27), (28) and (35) that

J1 =
∑

a

µ(a)Gn,m
r,s (ca)

∫

a

[
θn,m+k,m+k+ℓ
t (x, x)−

∫

M

θn,m+k,m+k+ℓ
t (x, y) dµ(y)

]
dµa(x)

+O

(
(δ2 − δ1)

−3K0/2CC3
0L

5Λ
k/2
1 (k +m+ ℓ+ 1)2ε−1‖b−1‖4sE

)

= J1,1 + J1,2 +O

(
(δ2 − δ1)

−3K0/2CC3
0L

5Λ
k/2
1 (k +m+ ℓ+ 1)2ε−1‖b−1‖4sE

)
,

where

J1,1 =
∑

a

µ(a)Gn,m
r,s (ca)Y

n,m+k
− (ca)

∫

a

[
ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x)

−
∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y) dµ(y)

]
dµa(x)
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and

J1,2 =
∑

a

µ(a)Gn,m
r,s (ca)

∫

a

[
ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, x)[Y n,m+k

+ (x)]t

−
∫

M

ηn,m+k,m+k+ℓ(x, y)[Y n,m+k
+ (y)]t dµ(y)

]
dµa(x)

From the proof of (29), we already know that

|J1,i| ≤ (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2CC3

0L
5qk/2∗ (k +m+ ℓ+ 1)2ε−1‖b−1‖4sE (47)

holds for i = 1. For i = 2, we can repeat Steps 1 and 2 almost verbatim from the proof
of (29) to obtain (47).

The remaining terms Ji, i = 2, 3, can be handled by applying similar modifications as
those discussed in the case of J1 to the procedures used for estimating Ii, i = 2, 3, in the
proof of (29).

4.5. Estimates on
∫ 1

ε2
Ri(τ) dτ . Starting from the decompositions established in Section

4.3, by invoking the upper bounds in Lemmas 4.1 and Lemma 4.3, it is now straightforward
to verify that

∫ 1

ε2
|Ri| dτ . (δ2 − δ1)

1−3K0/2d3C3
0L

5
CN‖b−1‖4sε−2E (48)

holds for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 7. For instance, in the case of R4, the desired inequality follows by
applying (32) and (33):

∫ 1

ε2
|R4| dτ ≤

2∑

i=1

∫ 1

ε2
|S4,i| dτ

≤
∫ 1

ε2

∫ 1

0

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

∑

δ1N≤n<δ2N

N−1∑

m=1

N−1∑

k=2m+1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

∣∣∣∣µ
{
ηn,k,k(v, τ, z)Y n,k

t Gn,m
r,s

}∣∣∣∣φrst(z) dz dv dτ

+

∫ 1

ε2

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2

∑

δ1N≤n<δ2N

N−1∑

k=2m+1

N−1∑

ℓ=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

∣∣∣∣µ
{
θ
n,kℓ,k(ℓ+1)
t (τ, z)Gn,m

r,s

}∣∣∣∣φrst(z) dz dτ

.

∫ 1

ε2

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2
dτ

∑

δ1N≤n<δ2N

N−1∑

m=1

N−1∑

k=2m+1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

(δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2A∗(m, k −m, 0)q(k−m)2

∗ φrst(z) dz

+

∫ 1

ε2

√
1− τ

2τ 3/2
dτ

∑

δ1N≤n<δ2N

N−1∑

m=1

N−1∑

k=2m+1

N−1∑

ℓ=1

d∑

r,s,t=1

∫

Rd

(δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2

×A∗(m, kℓ−m, ℓ)q(kℓ−m)/2
∗ φrst(z) dz

. (δ2 − δ1)
1−3K0/2d3C3

0L
5
C‖b−1‖4sε−2EN

N−1∑

m=1

N−1∑

k=2m+1

k2q(k−m)/2
∗

+ (δ2 − δ1)
1−3K0/2d3C3

0L
5
C‖b−1‖4sε−2EN

N−1∑

m=1

N−1∑

k=2m+1

N−1∑

ℓ=1

(kℓ)2q(kℓ−m)/2
∗

. (δ2 − δ1)
1−3K0/2d3C3

0L
5
C‖b−1‖4sε−2EN.
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4.6. Estimate on
∫ ε2
0
Ri(τ) dτ . Let us denote

ηn,m,ks (v, τ, z) = hs(
√
1− τ(W n,m + vY n,m)−√

τz)− hs(
√
1− τW n,k −√

τz),

where we recall that hs(x) = ∂sh(x) is a partial derivative of h. Using (16), we express

R1 = − 1

2
√
τ

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s=1

∫

Rd

µ

{(
hs(

√
1− τ(W n,m + uY n,m)−√

τz)

− hs(
√
1− τW n,m −√

τz)

)
Y n
r Y

n,m
s

}
φr(z) dz

= − 1

2
√
τ

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,m,ms (u, τ, z)Y n

r Y
n,m
s

}
φr(z) dz.

Similar representations can be derived for the remaining six terms:

R2 = − 1

2
√
τ

N−1∑

n=0

d∑

r,s=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,0,0s (u, τ, z)Y n

r Y
n
s

}
φr(z) dz,

R3 = − 1

2
√
τ

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

2m∑

k=m+1

d∑

r,s=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,k,ks (1, τ, z)Y n

r Y
n,m
s

}
φr(z) dz,

R4 = − 1

2
√
τ

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

N−1∑

k=2m+1

d∑

r,s=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,k,ks (1, τ, z)Y n

r Y
n,m
s

}
φr(z) dz;

R5 = − 1

2
√
τ

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

d∑

r,s=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,m,ms (1, τ, z)Y n

r Y
n
s

}
φr(z) dz,

R6 =
1

2
√
τ

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=1

m∑

k=0

d∑

r,s=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,k,ks (1, τ, z)

}
µ(Y n

r Y
n,m
s )φr(z) dz,

R7 =
1

2
√
τ

N−1∑

n=0

d∑

r,s=1

∫

Rd

µ

{
ηn,0,0s (1, τ, z)

}
µ(Y n

r Y
n
s )φr(z) dz.

Considering the properties of h = hC,ε from Lemma 3.1, we observe that by simply
replacing h with its partial derivative hs in the proof of Lemma 4.1, we can derive the
following upper bounds:

µ

{
|ηn,m,ms (u, τ, z)|

}
. ε−1 · (δ2 − δ1)

−3K0/2L2(m+ 1)2‖b−1‖sε−1E , (49)

∣∣∣∣µ
{
ηn,m,ms (u, τ, z)Y n

r Y
n,m
s

}∣∣∣∣ . ε−1 · (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2B∗(m, 0)q

m/2
∗ , (50)

∣∣∣∣µ
{
ηn,m+k,m+k
s (1, τ, z)Y n

r Y
n,m
s

}∣∣∣∣ . ε−1 · (δ2 − δ1)
−3K0/2B∗(m, k)q

k/2
∗ , (51)

where

B∗(m, k) = C3
0L

4
C‖b−1‖3sε−1E(m+ k + 1)2.

The multiplicative factor ε−1 appears due to the fact that the Lipschitz constant of hs is
of order ε−2, whereas the Lipschitz constant of h is of order ε−1.
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By (49), (50), and (51), it follows that

|Ri| ≤
1

2
√
τ
(δ2 − δ1)

1−3K0/2d2CL4C3
0N‖b−1‖3sε−2E .

for each 1 ≤ i ≤ 7. Integrating over τ , we obtain
∫ ε2

0

|Ri| dτ ≤ (δ2 − δ1)
1−3K0/2d2CL4C3

0N‖b−1‖3sε−1E . (52)

4.7. Completing the proof of Theorem 2.2. By Lemma 3.5,

dc(L(W ),L(Z)) ≤ 4d
1
4ε+ sup

f∈Fε

7∑

i=1

|Ei(f)|

≤ 4d
1
4ε+ sup

f∈Fε

7∑

i=1

∫ ε2

0

|Ri(τ)| dτ +
7∑

i=1

∫ 1

ε2
|Ri(τ)| dτ.

Since b̄ = max{N‖b−1‖3s, ‖b−1‖s} ≥ N‖b−1‖3s, assembling (24), (48) and (52), we now
obtain

(δ2 − δ1)
3K0/2

dc(L(W ),Nd)

b̄

≤ 4d1/4ε

b̄
+ (C ′

0)
3/2 + d3C3

0L
5
C‖b−1‖sε−2E + d2CC3

0L
4ε−1E

≤ 4d1/4ε

b̄
+ (C ′

0)
3/2 + d13/4C3

0L
5
C

{
‖b−1‖sε−2 + ε−1

}[
ε+ ‖b−1‖s + b̄D

]
,

for arbitrary ε > 0. Choosing ε = 4d13/4C3
0L

5
Cb̄, it follows that

(δ2 − δ1)
3K0/2

dc(L(W ), cNd)

b̄
≤ d4C3

0L
5
C+ (C ′

0)
3/2 +

1

2
D.

Now, recalling the definition of D from (23), we arrive at the estimate

D ≤ d4C3
0L

5
C+ (C ′

0)
3/2 +

1

2
D,

i.e.
D ≤ d4C3

0L
5
C+ 2(C ′

0)
3/2.

The proof of Theorem 2.2 is complete.

Appendix A. Proof of Theorem 3.6

In this section, we present the proof of the memory loss estimate in Theorem 3.6.
The proof follows closely the strategy of [22] and is included here for completeness. We
remark that, for the model under consideration, alternative methods exist for deriving
similar bounds, such as those described in [9, 17, 36].

Lemma A.1. Let ψ :M → (0,+∞). Suppose that m = kp+ ℓ, where 0 ≤ ℓ < p. Then,
for any j ≥ 1,

|Pj,j+m−1(ψ1a)|α,ℓ ≤ K + |ψ|α,ℓ(K ′)ηΛ−k. (53)

for any a ∈ A(Tj,j+m−1). In particular, if m ≥ (⌈log(K ′)/ log(Λ)⌉+ 1)p,

|Pj,j+m−1(ψ1a)|α,ℓ ≤ K + |ψ|η,ℓΛ−α. (54)

Moreover, (54) holds with ψ in place of ψ1a.
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Proof. The last statement follows by the fact that |∑n ψn|α,ℓ ≤ supn |ψn|α,ℓ for any count-
able collection {ψn} of maps ψn :M → (0,+∞).

Let a ∈ A(Tj,j+m−1). Then,

Pj,j+m−1(ψ1a)(y) = ζ (j,j+m−1)
a (y)ψ(ya),

where ya denotes the unique preimage under Tj,j+m−1 lying in a. Hence,

| logPj,j+m−1(ψ1a)(x)− logPj,j+m−1(ψ1a)(y)|
≤ | log ζ (j,j+m−1)

a (x)− log ζ (j,j+m−1)
a (y)|+ | logψ(xa)− logψ(ya)|

≤ Kd(x, y)α + |ψ|α,ℓd(xa, ya)α

≤ Kd(x, y)α + |ψ|α,ℓ(K ′)ηΛ−αkd(x, y)α, (55)

where (UE:2-3) were used in the last inequality. �

Lemma A.2. Let ψ ∈ Dα,A with A > K. Then, for any j ≥ 1, Pj,j+m−1ψ ∈ Dα,A holds if

m ≥ p
log((K ′)αΛα A

A−K )

α log(Λ)

In particular, there exists Ã = Ã(A,K ′, K, α,Λ, p) ≥ A such that Pj,j+m−1(Dα,A) ⊂ Dα,Ã

holds for all j ≥ 1 and all m ≥ 0.

Proof. The result follows as a consequence of (55).

�

Fix constants R > 0 and ξ ∈ (0, e−R) such that

R(1− ξeR) ≥ K + Λ−αR,

for example, R = 2K/(1− Λ−η) and ξ = e−R(1− Λ−α)/2. Set

p̃ = (⌈log(K ′)/ log(Λ)⌉+ 1)p.

Lemma A.3. Let ψ :M → (0,+∞) satisfy |ψ|η,ℓ ≤ R. Then, for any j ≥ 1 and m ≥ p̃,

|Pj,j+m−1(ψ1a)|α,ℓ ≤ R,

whenever a ∈ A(Tj,j+m−1). The inequality continues to hold if ψ1a is replaced with ψ.

Proof. By Lemma A.1,

|Pj,j+m−1(ψ1a)|α,ℓ ≤ K + Λ−αR ≤ R.

�

Lemma A.4. Let ψ(1), ψ(2) :M → (0,∞) with |ψ(i)|α,ℓ ≤ R and
∫
M
ψ(1) dλ =

∫
M
ψ(2) dλ.

Set

ψ
(i)
j,m = Pj,j+m−1ψ

(i) − ξ

∫

M

ψ(i) dλ, i = 1, 2.

Then, for any j ≥ 1 and m ≥ p̃:

(i) |ψ(i)
j,m|α,ℓ ≤ R,

(ii) Pj,j+m−1ψ
(1) −Pj,j+m−1ψ

(2) = ψ
(1)
j,m − ψ

(2)
j,m,

(iii)
∫
M
ψ

(1)
j,m dλ =

∫
M
ψ

(2)
j,m dλ = (1− ξ)

∫
M
ψ(1) dλ.
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Proof. (ii) and (iii) are trivial. By [22, Proposition 3.2]

|ψ(i)
j |α,ℓ ≤

|Pj,j+m−1ψ
(i)|α,ℓ

1− ξe|Pj,j+m−1ψ(i)|α,ℓ

≤ K + Λ−αR

1− ξeR
≤ R.

�

Completing the proof of Theorem 3.6. Without loss of generality, we shall assume that
i = 1. Write n = p̃k + ℓ, where 0 ≤ ℓ < p̃.

First assume |u|α ≤ R so that ‖u‖∞ ≤ R, since
∫
M
u dλ = 0. Decompose u = ψ+

0 −ψ−
0 ,

where

ψ+
0 = 1 +max{0, u} and ψ−

0 = 1−min{0, u}.
Then, ψ±

0 ≥ 1,
∫

M

ψ+
0 dλ =

∫

M

ψ−
0 dλ ≤ 1 + ‖u‖∞ ≤ 1 +R,

and, for all x, y ∈M ,

| logψ±
0 (x)− logψ±

0 (y)| ≤ |ψ±
0 (x)− ψ±

0 (y)| ≤ |u(x)− u(y)| ≤ Rd(x, y)η.

Hence, |ψ±
0 |α,ℓ ≤ R.

Recursively define

ψ±
1 = P1,p̃+ℓψ

±
0 − ξ

∫

M

ψ±
0 dλ,

ψ±
j+1 = Pℓ+jp̃+1,ℓ+(j+1)p̃ψ

±
j − ξ

∫

M

ψ±
j , j = 1, . . . , k − 1.

By Lemma A.4-(i), |ψ±
j |α,ℓ ≤ R,

Pn(u) = ψ+
k − ψ−

k , (56)

and ∫

M

ψ±
k dλ =

∫

M

ψ±
k−1 dλ− ξ

∫

M

ψ±
k−1 dλ = (1− ξ)

∫

M

ψ±
k−1 dλ

= · · · = (1− ξ)k
∫

M

ψ±
0 dλ ≤ (1− ξ)k(1 +R).

Set q = 1− ξ. By (4), we have that

ψ+
k ≤ eR

∫

M

ψ±
k dλ ≤ eR(1 +R)qk. (57)

The inequality

|a− b| ≤ max{a, b}| log a− log b| ∀a, b > 0,

combined with |ψ±
j |α,ℓ ≤ R and (57) yields

|ψ±
k (x)− ψ±

k (y)| ≤ eRR(1 +R)qkd(x, y)η.

Hence, by (56),

|Pn(u)|α ≤ 2eRR(1 +R)qk.

Finally, to remove the restriction |u|α ≤ R, it is observed that v = R|u|−1
α u satisfies

|v|α ≤ R and therefore

|Pn(u)|α = R−1|u|α|Pn(v)|η ≤ 2eR(1 +R)qk|u|α.
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Moreover,
∫
M
Pnu dλ = 0, so that ‖Pnu‖∞ ≤ |Pnu|α. Hence,

‖Pn(u)‖α ≤ 4eR(1 +R)qk|u|α ≤ 4eR(1 +R)q−1qn/p̃|u|α.
�
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