arXiv:2403.16349v2 [math.DS] 2 Apr 2024

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

JUHO LEPPANEN

ABSTRACT. We adapt Stein’s method to obtain Berry—FEsseen 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~'/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 = S>> X" of Ré-valued random vectors X" with E(X") =

0, Cov(W) = Iza, and B3 = N E[|X"[?’] < oo. In the case of independent and
identically distributed summands X", Bentkus [4] established the estimate

do(L(W),Ng) = O(d"*Bs) as N — oo, (1)
for the non-smooth metric
de(L(W),Na) = Sup [P(W € C) - Na(O)], (2)
€

where N, denotes the d-dimensional standard multivariate normal distribution, and C
the class of all convex subsets of R?. 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. Gétze [15] used Stein’s method combined with induction
to derive d.(L(W), Ny) = O(dps) for independent (not necessarily identically distributed)
summands. More recently, building on the arguments of Bentkus and Gotze, Rai¢ [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 Réllin [12], and Fang [11], with
applications to normal approximation for certain graph related statistics. In particu-
lar, [11] established d.(L(W),Ny) = O(d'*Np?) in the case of decomposable random
vectors with || X" || < 3, 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 X" =, 0T, --0o1y, where T,, : M — M is a full-branch Gibbs—Markov map of a
bounded metric space M, and ¢,, : M — R? is a regular function. A distinctive feature
of the approach described here is that it allows us to essentially reduce the problem of
estimating d.(L(W), Ny) 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 d.(L(W),Ny). After approximating 1¢ = hc. by a suitable family of smooth
functions {h¢}eso with lim. o he. = 1¢ and C € C, the Stein equation

Af(w) —w'Vf(w) = hee(w) — Nalhe,] (3)

is solved to reduce the problem of bounding d.(L(W),Ny) to controlling E[f(W) —
WV f(W)] for f = fu.. in the class of solutions to (3), up to an error term resulting
from the approximation step. Here, Ny[h] := (21) %2 [o, h(z)e 1#I°/2dzx for a func-
tion h : RY — R. In [11], the remaining term E[f(W) — WTV f(W)] is controlled
through a carefully crafted decomposition that exploits the local dependence structure
of (X™) and the explicit form of f. Starting from this decomposition, given a suit-
able choice of the parameter e that governs the regularity of hc., an estimate of the
form [E[f(W) — WIVf(W)]| < 271 (L(W),Ny) + O(d*N?) 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) - WTV 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 di(L(W),Ny) = O(N~'/?) in the multivariate central limit theorem
with respect to the Kantorovich distance dic(L(W), Na) = supyp,, _, IE[R(W)] — Ny[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 dix 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



MULTIVARIATE BERRY-ESSEEN THEOREM FOR DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS 3

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 ||z|| the Euclidean norm of a vector z € R, and
by ||A|ls = sup{||Az|| : ||z|| = 1} the spectral norm of a matrix A € R4, Moreover,
Amin(A) and Apax(A) denote respectively the minimum and maximum eigenvalue of A.
For a function f : X — R defined on a measure space (X, B, u1), we write u(f) = [, fdpu.

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 A
is a probability measure on B. We denote by M the collection of all transformations
T : M — M which admit a countable' measurable partition A;(T") of M, such that for
each a € Ay(T), the map T : a — M is a measurable bijection.

We consider sequences (7)) of maps in M. Time-dependent compositions along the
given sequence are denoted as follows:

72,]6 ::Tko"'OTZ7 776:: 7—1,]67

where the convention is that 7, = idy, whenever k < ¢. For each n > 1, define
A(Ta) =\ ToLAT).
i=1
That is, A(7,,) consists of “cylinder” sets of the form A, N7, A, N ---N T, L A,, where

A; € A((T;). For each j, k > 1, define

d(T; :
Ajp= inf inf d(Tjw, Tiny)
) a€A1(Tj,k) :vm,z;/fya d([L‘, y)

Given ¢ : M — R and « € (0, 1], set

= sup =Ll = i+ o

and if ¢ > 0,

[log(x) —log(y)|
d(z,y)" ’

where we adopt the conventions log (0 = —oo and log 0 — log 0 = 0.

‘w|a,2 - |10g¢|a = sup
T#yY

Remark 2.1. For any v : M — R,

~[la,e d)\ < o < eltla dA. 4
e /M@/) <y <e /M?/’ ( )

"n this paper, countable means finite or countably infinite.
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Hence,

oo < Wlase®os [ b (5)
M
In the opposite direction, we have that

[$lat < (%) |

We assume that the sequential compositions 7y are uniformly expanding with bounded
distortions in the following sense:

Assumptions (UE).
(UE:1) There exist p > 1 and A > 1 such that
Njprj-1 =N Vj=>1
(UE:2) There exists K’ > 1 such that, for all j > 1, and all 1 < ¢ < p,
d(z,y) < K'd(Tjjee-12, Tijre1y) Vo, y € a, Va € A(Tjjie-1)-
(UE:3) There exists K > 0 such that

ng’ﬁk) — d<7;]j)?*<)\‘a> satisfies |Céj’j+k)‘a,é < K.

for all a € A(T;4x), 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 A be the Lebesgue measure on
I :=10,1]. Denote by &, g the family of all maps 7" : I — I with the following properties:

e There exists a countable (mod A) partition A;(7) = {I;} of I into open sub-
intervals [; such that 7' can be extended to a C? diffeomorphism 7} : I; = I on
the closure I; of each I;;

o sup,c; [7"(2)]/(T"(x))* < B < oc;
o inf,c/|T"(x)| > a > 0.
Then, (1), 1) € &, B, satisfies (UE:1-3) provided that there exist p > 1 and A > 1 such

that
inf |(Tips ) (@] 2 A V> 1

2.2. Main result. For o € (0,1] and A > 0, denote by D, 4 the class of all densities p
such that |p|a, < A. Let 1 be a probability measure whose density p lies in D, 4, and let
(¢n)n>1 be a sequence of functions ¢, : M — RY, d > 1, such that

wenoTn) =0 and [[eplla <L Vn=>1. (6)

Note that the first of these two properties can be always recovered by centering. Namely,
if ¥, + M — R4 satisfies |tnlla < L, then for v, := 1, — u(v o T,) we have that
w(thn 0 Tp) = 0 and ||t |lo < 2L.

For N > 1 and 0 < 6; <y <1, define
Sv(@,8) = > @.oT Sy=25n(0.1).

01 N<n<daN
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We consider these quantities as random vectors on the probability space (M, B, ). Fur-
ther, we set

YN (01,02) = u(Sn(01,02) ® Sn(61,02)), Xn =2n(0,1),
and
Wi (61, 02) = 532 (01, 02)Sn (61, 82), Wy = Wi (0, 1),
provided that Y x (01, d2) is invertible.
The following theorem, which is our main result, gives an estimate on the distance
between the law of W and N in the sense of the non-smooth metric d. defined in (2).

The estimate holds under a condition which roughly stipulates that the eigenvalues of
YN (01, 02) have the same order of growth as N — oo.

Theorem 2.2. Let N > 1, and let (7},) be a sequence of transformations satisfying
(UE:1-3). Suppose that the density of 1 belongs to D, 4 with A > K, and that (6) holds.
Moreover, suppose that ¥y is invertible, and that for some constants Cy, Cj > 1 and
Ky > 0 the following conditions hold for all 0 < §; < § < dy < 1:

(C1) if [6o — 0| > |0 — &4,
Amax (B (01, 62)) < max{C}|6s — 61|75, CoAmin(Zn (0, 02)) };
(C2) if |6y — 0| < |6 — 64,
Amax (S (01, 62)) < max{C§|6s — 61| 7%°, Codmin(En (01,6))}.
Then, there exists a constant C whose value is determined by A, o, K, K, A, such that
d(LWy), Ny) < (d*C3LPC + 2(C)*?) max{ NA (S ), A2 (Sy)}

min ) min

In particular, if A-L (Sy) = o(N=2/3), then £(Wy) 2 Ny as N — oo, where > denotes
convergence in distribution.

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

de(L(W (61, 02)), Na)
< (G2 = 6) VA CFLOC + 2(C)Y ) max{ N Al (S (01, 02), A (O (01,62)}

holds for all 0 < §; < d9 < 1, whenever ¥y (41, d2) is invertible. Conditions (C1) and (C2)
are related to the inductive method used to derive the upper bound on d.(L(W), Ny),
which involves controlling the ratio Apax (X (01, 02)) /Amin (XN (0, d2)) for varying § € [y, do];
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

[P+ Pl = ) ]loe = O(q"), (7)

where ¢ € (0,1), ¢,v € D, 4, and P; denotes the transfer operator associated with A and
T;. It can be seen from the proof that the exponential rate in (7) is never needed, but
instead we only require

Zn2||P 1(p = D)oo < 00 (8)

However, as part of the proof, spe(nﬁcally in (41), it is essential that (7) holds with respect
to the strong norm || - ||« as opposed to, say, || - ||z:. 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 L' 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 (Qg, Fy) be a measurable space, and let P be a probability measure on the
product space (Q, F) = (), F)'), where N = {1,2,...}. Expectation with respect to P
is denoted by E. We assume that the shift transformation 7 : Q@ — Q, (Tw)r = Wk,
preserves P, and that, associated to each w € 2 is a sequence of maps (7, ) from the
family M. Given w € €, for any n > 1 we write 7, =T, o---oT,, . We then consider a
random dynamical system specified by the following assumptions.

Assumptions (RDS).

(RDS:1) The map (w,x) +— T, o---oT, (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~7), where
~v > 0. That is, for some constant C' > 0,

sup a(F}, FX,) <Cn™7 Vn > 1,
i>1

where F} is the sigma-algebra on §2 generated by the projections 7y, ..., 7,
k(W) = wi; F;

irn 1s the sigma-algebra generated by 7y, Titni1,...; and

a(F,FX)= sup |P(ANDB)—-P(A)P(B).

Aef{,Bef;o
(RDS:3) There exist p > 1 and A > 1, and K’ > 1, such that, for P-a.e. w € Q,
d(Tp(x), Tp(y)) = Ad(z,y) Y,y € a, Va € A(Ty),
and if 1 </ < p, then for P-a.e. w € ,
d(z,y) < K'd(Tex, Tey)  Va,y € a, Ya € A(Th).
(RDS:4) There exists K > 0 such that for P-a.e. w € Q,
) — d(Tk)«(Ma)

7\ satisfies |C(§k)|a,e <K,
whenever a € A(Tg).

Since 7 preserves P, assumptions (RDS:3-4) are equivalent to saying that (UE:1-3) hold
for P-a.e. w € Q.

Given a probability measure p on B together with a function ¢ : M — R%, d > 1, we
set ¢, = ¢ — pu(p o T,) for each n > 1, and define

N—

Sy = Z ©n0Tn, Xn=p(Sv®Sy), Wn= Z]_Vl/QSN7

n=0

[y

provided that X is invertible. Note that all of these quantities depend on w.

Theorem 2.5. Consider a random dynamical system satisfying (RDS:1-4). Suppose that
the density of p belongs to D, 4 with A > K, and that ||¢||, < L < oo together with the
following condition holds.
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(V) supys; E[v"Snv] = oo for each unit vector v € R.

Then, for P-a.e. w € ),
d(LWN),Nyg) = O(d*N~?) as N — oo.

Proof. Throughout this proof, C denotes a constant determined by A, p, K, K, «, 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 P; the transfer operator corresponding
to A and T,,,,, and use the notation in (21) to represent time-dependent compositions along
the sequence ().

First, we verify that N=!¥y converges to a positive definite limit ¥, almost surely
with a polynomial rate of convergence as N — oco. To this end, we fix an arbitrary unit
vector v € R? and define the real-valued quantities

N—-1
Pn=0"0n, Sy=D) guoTn &x=u(SK), Wn=05"5n.

n=0

Note that 1(5%) = vTSyv. 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 X,, = @, o T,, by Corollary 3.8 we have the upper bound
1(X,X;)| < CL?¢" (9)

for P-a.e. w € Q, where ¢ € (0,1) is determined by A, p, K, K, a, A. Hence, (SA1)
in [21] holds with 77( )= CL*¢.

(SA3): Let p € D, 4 denote the density of u. By Lemma A.2, there exists A> A
determined by A, p, K, K’, a, A such that P.(p) € D, ; holds for all » > 0 and P-a.e.
w € ). Hence, by Theorem 3.6, for P-a.e. w € ,

1Pr(p) = Prarw(P)llr oy = 1Pran(Prlp) = o)y < Cq -
holds whenever k£ > r. It follows that (SA1) in [21] holds with 7(j) =

(SA5:) Since p € D, 4 is bounded by (4), we easily obtain ||d(7,). M/d/iHL?(ﬂ < C for
P-a.e. w € Q. 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 Y., € R¥? and 3 > 0, such that for P-a.e.
w € €,

max |N_1[ZN]T7S — Zoo)rs| = O(N_¢) as N — oo. (10)

r,s

Moreover, under condition (V) it follows by [21, Lemma B.1] that A\pin(Xs) > 0. In
particular, Apin(Sy') = O(N " Apin(Zae) 1) as N — oo, for P-a.e. w € .

It remains to verify (C1) and (C2) in Theorem 2.2. Fix 0 < 6; < § < §y < 1 with
81 < 05 and an arbitrary unit vector v € R?. Suppose that |0, — §] < |§ — &;]. Then,

’UTZN((Sl, 5)1) == ’UtZN(O, 5)’0 — ’UtZN(O, 51)1) — 2UtM(SN(51, 5) & SN(O, 51))’0. (11)
By (9), for P-a.e. w € Q,

vt,u(SN(él, 5) & SN(O, 51))1)

< > D |uXxp)| < L*C. (12)

1 N<i<dN 0<j<o1 N
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From (10), (11), and (12) it follows that for some constant C' > 0,

UTZN(él, dv > %N(dQ — 51)UTZOOU —d*C max{1, Nl_w} — L*C,

so that

)\min(ZN(éla 5)) Z N(52 — 51))\min(200) — dQC max{l, le@b} — L2C

N —

Similarly, we obtain
)\max<2N<517 52)) S N(52 — 51))\max<200) —+ d2C max{l, le@b} -+ L2C

Consequently, for some constant C; > 0, whenever N > (§,—0; )~ Y/ 21 (G@2C /Ay )/ mex{wl}
we have

)\max(zoo)

)\min<zoo)

For N < (65 — 51)_1/max{w’1}(dQCl/)\min)l/maX{wvl}, we have the trivial estimate
Amax(Zn (01, 02)) < CLEN < CLY(d?Cy  Amin )Y/ ™01 (5, — §y) 7Y/ maxdil},

Hence, (C1) follows with Ky = 1/ max{v, 1}, C) = CL*(d?C}/Apin) "/ ™1} and Gy =
A max(Xoo)/Amin(Zoo). The verification of Condition (C2) is almost verbatim the same.
The desired estimate now follows by Theorem 2.2. U

)\max<2N(517 52)) < 4 )\min<2N<517 5)) for P-a.e. w € €.

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:
Af(w) = w'Vf(w) = h(w) - E[n(Z)], (13)
where A denotes the Laplacian operator, h : R — R is a given differentiable test function
with bounded gradient, and Z ~ Nj.
By a direct computation (see e.g. [15]) it can be verified that, defining

1

S VT = e = V7Z) — ()

glw,m) = -

the function
= T)dT
filw) = [ gtw.7) (14)

is a solution to (13). Given a function f : RY — R, for brevity, we write f,(z) for
the first order partial derivative 0f(z)/0x,, f.s(x) for the second order partial derivative
02 f(x)/0x,0x,, and so on. We denote by ¢ the density of Z. Then, the following relations
can be verified using integration by parts:
Grs(w, T) = _ L h(V1 — 1w — \/T2)d,s(2) dz (15)
2T Rd
1

" 27 Jpa
vi-r / (VI Tw = V726 (2) d (17)

he(V1 — 1w — /72)b,(2) dz, (16)

gT’St(w7 7-) - 27_3/2
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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 fj, 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 A = 1, following
Bentkus [4].

For each ¢ > 0 and C' € C, define

hee(x) =1 <M),

19

where

1, x <0
1-22% 0<z<i,
2(1—2)* $<z<1,
0, x> 1.

() =

For any € > 0 and C € C = {C C R? : C convex}, let
= {z e R : dist(z,0) <e} and C°={zecR?:dist(x,R\ C) > ¢}.

Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 2.3 in [4]). For each ¢ > 0 and C' € C, h = hc satisfies the following
properties:

(i) h(z) =1forall z € C,

(ii) h(z) =0 for all z € R?\ C,

(iii) 0 < h(x) <1 for all x € RY for all x € R,

(iv) |[Vh(x)|| < 2e7! for all z € R,

(v) IVi(z) = Vh(y)|| < 8e7%|lx — y]| for all 2,y € R,

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

Lemma 3.2 (See [3,4]). For any ¢ > 0,
sup max{N;(C®\ C),Ny(C'\ C~9)} < ddie.

cec

Lemma 3.3 (See [12]). Let Y be an arbitrary R-valued random vector. For any & > 0,
A(£(Y), Na) < die +sup INa(hoe) = E(heo(Y))]
€

where h¢ . is the function from Lemma 3.1.

3.2. A decomposition for u[f(W)—WTV f(W)]. For N > 1 and a sequence of bounded
Re-valued random vectors X™ on (M, B, i) with u(X,) = 0, define

N-1 N-1
S:ZX" and W:ZY",
n=0 n=0

where Y™ = $71/2X™ and the covariance matrix ¥ := u(S®.S9) is assumed to be invertible.
By Lemma 3.3, for any € > 0,

A(L(W). o) < ddte -+ sup a(he (W) = Ni(he )| (18)
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For h = h¢ with C' € C and € > 0, we have

Na(h) = p(h(W)) = plfu(W) = WV fr(W)], (19)
where fj, is given by (14). Hence,

de(L(W), Nu) < ddie + sup [BLf(W) = WV (W], (20)

where §. = {f : f = fn, h = ha., C € C}. That is, for a bound on d.(L(W), Ny) 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

Wn,m:W_ZYi’ [n]m:{O§Z<N|2_n|§m}7

Ze[n}m
n,m __ n,m—1 n,m __ i
ynm = el e = Ny
li—n|=m
0<i<N

and set X = X — p(X) for a random vector X on (M, u, B).
Lemma 3.4. (Proposition 5.3 in [25]) Suppose f € C*(R%,R). Denote
5n,m(u) _ D2f<wn,m 4 uyn,m) - D2f(wn,m)

and
5n,m — 5n,m(1) — D2f<wn,m71) o D2f(wn,m)
Then, u[Af(W) = WIVF(W)] = S, E;, where E; = E;(f) are defined as follows:

1 N-1N-1 1 N-1
E, = / DO ulym e (W) Y™ du, By = — / Z p[(Y™) ™0 (u)Y™] du,
IT]LVOlm 1n L —1N-1 —
P I LIRS 3 D DR R e
n=0 m=1 k=m-+1 n=0 m=1 k=2m+1
—1N-1 N—1N-—
E5:—ZZM [(y™)T gnk Y™, ZZ (Y™ Zﬁankynm
N_ri 0 k=1 n=0 m
Er= ) pl(Y") u(a™)Y™").
n=0

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

Lemma 3.5. For any ¢ > 0,

d(L(W),Ng) < Adie + supZ|E
fese 4

where E;(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 (7,,) of maps T, : M — M satisfying Assumptions
(UE:1-3) in Section 2.1. Let P, : L'(\) — L'(\) be the transfer operator associated to
T, and A, defined by the property

/Pn(f)-gd)\:/ frgoT,d\ VfeL'(\)Vge L®(N).
M M

Time-dependent compositions along the sequence (F,) will be denoted by
Piw="FPi--- P, Pr="Pis (21)

Theorem 3.6 (Exponential loss of memory). There exist Cy and ¢ € (0, 1) which depend
continuously on A, p, K, K’ and a, such that for any v € C" with A(u) = 0, and any
i>1,

|Pintic1tt|la < Cuq"lul, ¥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. O

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 A;(7,). To prepare for this step, we make
the following simple observation:

Corollary 3.7. Let p be a probability measure with density 1 € D, 4. For m > 1 and
a € Ay(Tp), define v, = pu(a)~*41,, provided that p(a) # 0. Then, for any 7 > 1 and
n >0,

1Pintmtior (¥ = V)l < 2(K + A(K))eFHAEI Oy,

where Cy and ¢ are as in Theorem 3.6.

Proof. By Lemma A.1, for ¢ € {¢,1,},
|Pjgam—1(0)]ae < K + [th]a,e(K)*.
Hence, by (5)
[Pla < (K 4 [1h]a,o(K')*)elF IO

The desired estimate now follows from Theorem 3.6. ]

Another easy consequence of Theorem 3.6 is the exponential decay of correlations for
L' versus C® observables.

Corollary 3.8. Suppose that v € C® and ¢ € L'()\). Let u be a probability measure
with density p € D, 4. Then, for any n > 1,

‘/ SOOTeranOde/J—/ ()OonJrnd/i/onmd,U‘
M M M
< 4llpll oy [Plla (K + AK)™)eHAED Cuqr,

where Cy and ¢ are as in Theorem 3.6.
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Proof. By basic properties of the transfer operator, we have that

‘/QOOTernwOdelu_/(POTm+ndM/wOdeu‘
M M M

< ”‘P”Ll(A)HPern(p o Tn) = M 0 Tn) Prin (p) | o
= [loll 1oy Pt 1m0 [P (p) — AW © Tin) P (0)] |-

For f € {¢Pu(p), N(¥ o Tr,)Pm(p)}, by applying (4) and (5) along with Lemma A.1, we
obtain

[fla < 19 ool P (p)laeel POt - [l ePn Pt < 2l p]| o (K + A(KT))eHAED,
Hence, the desired upper bound follows by Theorem 3.6. 0

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.2

Let N > 1, (T,,), p, and (i) be as in Theorem 2.2, and assume that Conditions (C1)
and (C2) in the same theorem hold. Fix p > 0 and A > A as in Lemma A.2. We then
have that

Pj,j+m_1(Da7A) C Da,A Vi >1,Vm > 0. (22)

Throughout the proof, we denote by C > 1 a system constant whose value is determined
by A, p, K, K’, a, 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(z) < g(x) to
signify that there exists an absolute constant C' such that f(x) < Cg(z) for all z € S.

4.1. Induction. Recall that, for 0 < §; < 6y <1,
Wi (61, 62) = ZJ_VUQ((SM 02)SNn(01,92), Xn(01,02) = pu(Sn(61,02) ® Sy (d1,62)),
Sn(1,02) = Y. ¢noTn

§1N<n<6sN
To prepare for the inductive argument in [11,15,30], define
do(L(Wx(01,02), Ny)
max{ N[ Sy (31, 82) 3, 155" (61, 62) 1.}

where the supremum is taken over all 0 < d; < d§y < 1 such that and Ay, (XN (07,02)) > 0.
Note that ®(N) < oo because there are only finitely many terms

d.(L(Wn(61,09), Ny)
max{N[|Z5"2(81,0)|3, [Zx52 (01, 82) |}

D = D(N) = sup (6, — 6, )30/ (23)

included in (23), one of them being do(L(Wy), Ny)/ max{N||Zy"|12, |S5"?|ls} by our
assumption. The aim is to derive an upper bound on ©(N) independent of N. To this
end, we fix 0 < §; < d9 < 1 such that A\yin(Xn(01,02)) > 0. In the sequel, we shall use
the following notation for convenience:

Xn = Pn O 7;7 Yn - 161N§n<62Nb]_\71(517 52)Xn7 bN(517 52) - 2%2(517 52)7
b = max{N|[Sy"? (61, 8) 12, IS5 (61, 2) s}

Note that Wy (d1,09) = Zg;ol Y™, For brevity, we will omit the dependencies on N and
01,09 from our notation, writing W in place of Wy (41, d2), X in place of X (d1,02), etc.



MULTIVARIATE BERRY-ESSEEN THEOREM FOR DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS 13

First, suppose that Ap. () < Cjlda — 01|50, Then, we have the trivial estimate
de(LW), Na) < (C)*?|0z — 61| 2 N]|b~"2. (24)
From now on, we assume that
Amax (SN (01, 82)) > CH(5y — §;) 50
By Conditions (C1) and (C2) in Theorem 2.2, we then have that

Amax (28 (01,02)) < CodAmin(En(6,02)) if |92 — ] > |6 — d4], (25)
)\max<ZN<51752)> < CO)\min<2N<5175)> if |52 — 5‘ < |5 — 51‘ (26)

We will derive an upper bound on d.(L(W),Ny) by controlling each term E; in Lemma
3.4. This constitutes the technical part of the proof.

4.2. Decomposition of E;. Let ¢ € (0,1) and f = f, € §., where h = h¢,. for some
C' € C. Drawing inspiration from [11], we start by decomposing E; 4+ E, in Lemma 3.4 as
follows:

n= Om 1

Ey+ By = /
—1N-1
_/ ZZ Z { frs an+uynm) frs(Wmm))K-n}/;mm}du
n=0 m=1r,s=1
/ n=0 r,s=1
1
-/ )IDIDD / u{(grs<W"’m+uY"’m,r> —gm<W"’m,7))5¢"3{fvm}deu
0 ,= =170
1
—/ Z Z/ u{(grs(W"’OJqu",r)—grs(W"vO,r))}ﬁ"Ys"}deu
0

n=0 r,s=1

1N 1 1 N—1

p[(Y™) T (0)Y ™™ du, — /0 > ul(Y™m e (u) Y™ du

1N1

{ er(WnO+uyn O) er(Wn’O))Y;,n}/Sn}du

2 1 2

1 € 5 1
= / {/ Ry(7,u)dr —i—/ Ry(7,u)dr —i—/ Ry(1,u) dr +/ Ry(T,u) dT} du,
o LJo e 0 2

where
N-1N—-1 d
Ry = Ru(r,u) ZZZM{%S ’ Twwm}
n=0 m=1r,s=1
N-1 d
Ry = Ry(7,u) ZM{%S u,T Y"Ys"},
n=0 r,s=1
and

fyﬁ;k(ld’ T) = grs(Wn7k + uYnyk’ T) - gTS(Wn7k7 T)
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Similarly, for 3 < i < 7, we decompose F; = fo T)dT + f R;(T) dr, where

1N—-1 2m
zzzz&uww}
n=0 m=1 k=m+1 r,s=1

—1N-1 -
S5 3 I DD WYY ErE e che
n=0 m=1 k=2m+1 r,s=1
N—-1N-1 d

D D) I IR e

n=0 m=1r,s=1

N—-1N—-1 m d

RG = Z M(f}/rs (1 T))M(nny'smm)?
n=0 m=1 k=0 r,s=1
N—-1 d

Re =Y p(y2(L,m)u(Y,y).
n=0 r,s=1

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

n,m,k ny n,my .k n,k __ ny n,m
Frst Y;,Y; Y; ) Gr,s _Y;"Y; ’

R (v, 7, 2) = (VI = T(W™™ 4 oY™™) — /72) — h(V1 — TW™F — /72),
0 (r,2) = h(V1T = 7W™ — VT2)Y"F — h(VT =7 W™ — /7)Y

By employing (15) and subsequently applying the formula f(z+a)—f(z) = fol a’V f(z+
va) dv, we can express

N—-1N-1

Yy Y {%S u.r ynynm}

n=0 m=1r,s=1

1N-1

“ IS5 [ (TR e - v

n=0 m=1r,s=1

(I ﬁz>) Vv oo
SR

n=0 m=1r,s,t=1

—VT2)rs(2) dz - Ffsr?m}dv.

{ [ /T oy

Let
Jpa HIRVT=T(W™™ 4 woY™™) — \/72)]dpt(2) d2

Q:rs - )
! fRd gbrst(z) dz

so that

/ Crstrst(2) dz = / pulh(V1 —7(W™™ + uvY™™) — /72)] bt dz.
Rd R4
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Using integration by parts, we find that

/R (VT T a7 = r)6(2) de
_ 1

VT e
= % Rd(h(\/ﬁ(VV"’m +uvY™™) — \/12)

— u[h(V1 = 7(W™™ + unY™™) — \/T2)])brst(2) dz

(W(V1 = 7(W™™ 4+ uoY™™) — \/72) — €y brst(2) dz

Consequently,

R, = / \/17;721%2/ { VI = 7(Wnm 4oy mm) — \/72)

n=0 m=1r,s,t=1

Ffﬂm}@st(z) dzdv =511+ SLQ,

where

51,1:/01 \/2173_7%:1%:12/ {( VI = 7(Wnm 4 upYmm) — \/72)

n=0 m=1r,s,t=1

— (V1 — TWnm — \/Fz)) Ffs’?m}@st(z) dz dv
—— N-1N-1
/ L)) S / { nmm (v, 7, 2) fs”zm}ebm( ) dz do,

n=0 m=1r,s,t=1

and

W= = E Lo

Finally, exploiting the trivial identity h(— \/_ z) = 0, we express S , as another telescopic
sum, repeatedly subtracting blocks of size m: S}, = 515 + Si3, where

512—u

273/2 NZ :Z > / { < h(VT—TWnm — \/72) — h(v/1 — TWnm2 — ﬁz))

1rs,t=1

F'I’me

r,8,t

\/ﬁN—lN—l d -
=u 27—3/2 ZZ Z /Rdu nnme(O T, Z)Frst 'gbrst(z)dz

n=0 m=1r,s,t=1

 Orsi(2) dz

—
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and
~1N-1

SRS ) 3D 530/ uf (VT = 7

n=0 m=1 (=2 r,s,t=1

wmﬁwwmfﬂmw}MmZ

1N-1

iJZZZZ/{”WW“Mw%WW

n=0 m=1 (=2 r,s,t=1

By repeating essentially the same steps for each remaining term R;, 2 <1 < 7, we derive
decompositions analogous to the one established for R;. The resulting formulas are as

follows:

Ry = 551 + Sa2 + Sa3,

om [ X 3 [T o

n=0 r,s,t=1

Saz = 2 3/2 Z Z / { n0.1(0, T, z)FfSOto}@st(z) dz

n=0 r,s,t=1
NlNl

Soq = U 3/2 Z Z Z / { (), 7, Z)F:SOto}qsrst(Z) dz

n=0 ¢=1 r,s,t=1

Rs = S31+ S32 + 533,

u{n"”“’f(v, T, Z)Yt"’kG?f}%t(Z) dz dv,

Rd

2m

%, \/ﬁjvz:wzf S Z/ {ankQTZ)Gnm}¢rst(z)dZ

n=0 m=1 k=m+1 r,s,t=1

N—-1N-1
Su= G 22 3 X5 [ufa e oo

Ry = S41+ Sz,
1 mN—1N—1 N-1 d _
Syt = 5,373 Z Z / ,u{n”v’“v’“(v,f, 2)Y," Gﬁ’:b}gbrst(z) dz dv,
0 n=0 m=1 k=2m+1r,s,t=1 Rd
1 N-1

d M{H?,ké,k(ZJrl)(T’ Z)GZ’:L}¢rst(2) dz

Rs = S51 + Ss.9,
L T NN
Ss.1 5372 /d u{n"vmvm(v T, z)}ﬁn’mGﬁf}@st(z) dzdv,
R

M& TFM:“

{ anM(ZJrl( 7Z)G:.L7£}(brst<z> dz

n=0 m=1 (=1 r,s,t=1 Rd
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Rs = Se1 + Se2 + Se.3

P 7 Y b6 ) d

S-S S [l e oo a:

M{nn,ké,k(ul) (0,7, Z)Yt"’lC }u(G:f,’f)ﬁbmt(z) dz

and

Sr1= - / i;JZZ [ u{irmto e bucr o dzas

57,22—%]\[21 Z /Rdﬂ{m } (Gno)ébrst(z) dz

u{n"““(& T, Z) t"}M(GZf)cbrst(Z) dz

n m,k 0n7m7k
t

4.4. Decorrelation bounds on n™™" and . In this section, we establish decor-

relation bounds on 7™"* and B"mk, which will be used to control the terms f:Q S;;dr
derived in the previous section.

Given n,m € Z, we decompose W™ = W™ + W™ and Y™ = Y™™ + Y"™, where
WZI™ = Z Y, W= Z Vi, Y =1, oV, YT = Ly Y

0<i<N 0<i<N
<n—m i>n+m

Slightly abusing notation, for fixed v € [0,1], 7 € [0,1], z € R?, we write
M (@, y) = h(VI = T(WE (@) + W (y) + o (Y (2) + Y (y)) — V72)
— WVT=R (W (@) + W) = v72).

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

Ui

Lemma 4.1. Assume (25) and (26). Let 0 < n < N, m,k, ¢ >0, > 0, 7 € [0,1],
z € R v e [0,1]. Then,

/M ‘nn,m+k,m+k+Z<x’$>| d/i(l’)

< (8 = 61) M0 L2 (4 m+ £+ 12l [d”‘%e ) + b@] L@

/ /Mz B ()| dp() dp(y)

< (8 — 1) 2CIL2 e + m 4+ £+ 157, [d”‘*(a ) + b@} )
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Remark 4.2. Conditions (C1) and (C2) have been devised for the purpose of obtaining
(28).

Proof of Lemma j.1. Recall that h = hc is the function from Lemma 3.1. Since
VI =Wt oy ey e (YT sttt /)|
< (20+2)V1—7L|b7 s,
we have the following relations:
nn,m-i-k,m—i-k—i-é(l,’ :E) % 0
— \/ﬁ<wnm+k + Uyn,erk) . \/Fz c Ce+(2z+2)\/ﬁL||b*1||s \Cf(2z+2)\/ﬁL||b’1||s

etk itk £ +(20+2)L|[b~ 1| —(20+2)L[Ib~1 |5
s et +,Uynm+ c DVi—r ( LI~ \D (2¢+2) L] ||’

for some D = D(t, z) € C. Moreover, since
W — (W Loy ™ ™| < (2(m+ k) + 3)LI6T s,
it follows that
Ay i={x e M : grmthmthtlp o) £ 0} ¢ {WW € D\ D7},

where

ay = 15 +2(k+m+ 0+ 3L s, az :=2(k +m+ £+ 3)L|b7"..

iv), for all z,y € M,
I )] S e ) LYT A
Hence, by employing Lemma 3.2, we now obtain (27):
[ ) duta)
Se(+ DIV = 7lb™Hlap(Ar)
S 4 DLV 70 [ (E0V) G + N D\ D) 4 N D\ D7)

\]

~~

By Lemma 3.1-

e M0+ 1) LVI—7|b Y {(52 — 5y) ¥02pD 4 dV 4 (ay + aQ)}
Setk+mA+ L+ 12020, [(52 — 0y) 302 4 VA (e + Hble)} .

To establish (28), we define
W"(a,y) = b"'S(61, (n/N))(x) + b7 S((n/N), 62) (y)
- Y Y@+ Y v
61 N<i<n n<i<do N
Then, as above, we see that
Ay = {(a,y) € M x M o "™ (g y) 50}
c{(z,y) € M x M : W'(z,y) € D\ D},

Set 6 = n/N. We suppose that 0 € [d1,d,]. Otherwise, we either have Wn(z,y) =
b=1S (61, (n/N))(x) or W™(x,y) = b~ 1S((n/N),d2)(y), and (28) reduces to (27).
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Case 1°: Suppose |0s — 0| < |6 — d1|. Then, |0 — 61| > |02 — 01]/2 and, by (26), Xx(d1, )
is invertible since Amax(Xn(01,02)) > 0. In this case we “discard” the part b= 1SN (8, 02)(y)
from W™(z,y). We have

W™(z,y) € D"\ D™ <= b 'Sx(5;,6)(x) € DI \ D,

where Dy = Dy(, z,y) € C is obtained by shifting D. Hence, recalling that

WN(51,5) = Z b]_\fl((slaé)Xia

5 N<i<SN
we have the relation
(v.9) € Ay = Wi(d1,0)(x) € D} \ D, "™,
where Dy = Do(7, 2,9, by (01,9),bn(01,02)) € C and, by (26),

; Amax(En(61,02)) Amax (2N (01, 02))
N NSy (01,0) At (Zn(01,9))

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

S s, dute) duty

< e (+ DIVI= 7o~ (1 @ 1) (As)

< e Mo+ 1)L\/ﬁublus/MM<wN<5l,5) e Do \Dgé) du(y)

Se (+ 1) IVT = 7o~ (dV* Colar + az) + de(L(Wn(61,6)), Na))

< Coe Mk +m+ 0+ 1203071, (d”‘*(e + 07

< Coar, ay= as < Copas.

~Y

(81— 8) 0 max{ N[5 (51, )2, b (6. 5)!\3}@)

USiIlg 5—51 Z (52-51)/2 along Wlth Hb_l(él, 5)”3_2 = )\min<2N<517 5)) Z C(;l)\max(EN(ély 52)) Z
Co Amin(En (61, 02)) = Cy H[b1||72, we thus obtain

//M2 R N () dpa(y)
— 8) PG (k4 m A+ €+ 1P L2 b | (d VA (e + (|07 |s) + 0D).

Case 2°: |0y — d] > |0 — 01]. We can derive (28) as in Case 1°, but applying (25) instead
of (26). O

Lemma 4.3. Assume (25) and (26). Suppose that 0 <7 <1, >0, z € R% v € [0, 1],
and r,s,t € {1,...,d}. Set

Aum,k,0) = GOt Em+ k+ 0+ 17, g, = max{q, A=),
where

E=d" e+ o) +D.
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Then, the following upper bounds hold for all 0 <n < N, m,k, £ > 0:

WP ARE | S G- 00 A b 0 (@9)
u{mem“”szﬂ?ﬁm}:ﬂ% 81) F AL (m, ke, O, (30)
,u{ nomtkmtktl (g 7 z)Y"mH < (09 —01)” 3Ko/2 A (m, k,0)q; k2, (31)
M{mm”m”” zxmf}ix%—ﬁ)B%ﬂA@nk@kﬂ (32)
u{ﬂﬂ*ﬂ“@wm@ﬂ““ﬁﬁﬁ}'50&—50*“”AwmkﬂM?? (33)

4.4.1. Proof of (29). Let 0 <n < N, mk,{>0,0<7<1,¢>0,2z€ R vel01]
and r,s,t € {1,...,d}. Recall that

mH (@ y) = h(VI = T(WE (2) + W (y) + (Y (2) + Y () — V72)
— h(VI=7(W"" (z) + W (y)) = v/72).

We aim to control

T:= u{n" metkmtktl (g z)F"mm}

7,8,

Ui

- /M R () R () () — /M g ) du(y) / Em™ () du(a).

nmtkmtkttand £, we decom-

To exploit the gap between the indices appearing in n
pose

I=1 +1,+Is, (34)

where

Ti= [t ) F @) duo)
M
= [ g duty) @) duo)
L= [[ e ) duty) @) duo)

= [ e g du@) dut) | F 6 dute),

M

To= [[ o g dnto) duty) [ L duta)

M
_ / R () () / Fmm (28) dp( ).
M

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

7, — Step 0. We decompose the integral f i using the partition A(7;) induced by a
suitable iterate T;. After that we replace F,”7"™ in Z; by a constant on each a € A(T;)

r,8,t
and control the error. Without loss of generahty, we will assume that p(a) > 0 for all

a € A(T;). Otherwise we can replace A(7;) with A.(T;) = {a € A(T;) : p(a) > 0}.
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In the case of Z;, we set ¢ = i(n,m, k) = [n+m + k/2], and decompose
=Y ) / lﬁ"””*"“’m”“ (z, ) — / R (e y) du(y) | FET () dpa (),
a€A(T;) @ M

where p, denotes the probability measure with density p, = 1.p/u(a).

By (UE:1), for any z,y € a € A(T;), any 0 < j < n+m, and any r € {1,...,d}, we
have

X7 (x) — X (y)| < LAA*?, (35)

where A; = A*? > 1. Fix ¢, € a for each a € A(T;). Combining (27), (28) and (35), we
obtain

L= 3 ula) [ [ o) - [ ) dut)| ) duate)
M

acA(T:) a

::ZmemmJVWMW%m—Awmmwwwmﬂwm>

ac A(T;)

+0 ((52 — 51)—3K°/203L5AA;’“/2(1<; +m+ 4+ 1)3b! ||jfe—15) ,

where € = d"/*(e + |[b™*||s) + b®D and the constant in the error term is absolute.

7, — Step 1. By essentially repeating the argument from Lemma 4.1, we approximate
nn,m+k,m+k+€(aj’x> ~ /nn,m+k,m+k+2(x/7x) d,ua<.§lfl)

for x € a € A(T;). More precisely, we have the following estimates.

Claim 4.4. Set

Bi(#!, ) = (VT = m((W2"5 (o) + W™ (@) + oV (a!) 4 VI (@))) = v/72),

and
By(a', ) = (V1 — (W™ () 4 W (@) — V/72).
Then,
p(a) [ |Bi(z,x) — | Bi(a,x) dpa(a’)| dpa(z)

3 e

< (0y — 61) 2E2C L2 b YA (K + m + 1E, (36)
and

> @) [|Bale) = [ Bl ) duae)| dafe)

a€A(T;) @
< (8y — 01) 3E2CLE YD ATk +m A+ L+ 1E. (37)
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Proof of Claim /.4. Note that, if x,2" € a € A(T;), y € M, it follows by (UE:1) that
VT = (W2 (@) + W (y)) + o (Y2 (@) + Y2 ()
— VT2 = (VT =7 (W2 () + W™ () + o (Y2 @) + Y () = V2|
VT =7V (@) = YO (@) | 4+ VT = 7| WEm () — W ()

L(n—m—Fk)/p]

< oMV T = TLAAT™ |07 Yo VT = 7Ly im0 Z > AT, Ta')”
Jp<q<(j+1)p

L(n*mfk)/pJ A

< ||b_1||8 /1 — TLAAl—k—m + 1n—m—k>0||b_1||s /1 — L Z pA—al_(n-i-m-i—k/Z)/pJ-i-a]

§j=0
B ALp | . ..
< T 7l = AT (39)
1

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

A {x €a: alnz)— /Bl(x',x) dpa(z') + 0} Can{WeDi\ DY, (39)

a

where D = D(7,z) € C, and

€ LAp
= b, —— +2(k 3L Y,
¢ m+ll I _A1_1+<+m+)|! I
AL
czzzubflu Lp +2(k +m + 3)L|[b~Ys.

A 1
In combination with Lemma 3.2, (38), and Lemma 3.1-(iv), (39) yields

Souta) [ i) - [ B ()| daf )
Z
AL
S gy A VIS TRV € DU\ D)

AL
S AT OV) A + T )

S (85— 61) 02 b Y| ,CLA (k + m + 1)A;k—m{b@ +dY4 e+ ||b_1||s)}.

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

By Claim 4.4 and the estimate established in Step 0,

= St [ | [ ) dpe

a

- /M PR ) duly)] ) (10)
+0 ((52 — §,) 2B ACAT (k4 m+ 0+ 1)2|b ! H;*glg) .

7, — Step 2. We replace the conditional measure p,, a € A(T;), with the measure p in
(40), and estimate the resulting error term using Lemma 3.7.
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Let a € A(T;), and denote by 7™M Tr+4(2 4) the function that satisfies

,’r‘]"n,erk,erkJrZ(x’ 7;L+m+k:y> =7 z, y)

Recall that p, = 1,p/p(a), where p is the density of p. If n+m +k > N, then (40) = 0.
Otherwise, by Corollary 3.7,

[ [ttty = [ ) dufe) )| (o, piario

=| [ [ [ o) e

— / / TR y) dpa (2 dﬂ(y)] © Tnsmtk (Pa — p)AA(2)
{ / / om0 ) dp(2f) dA ()
1 /M /a | R (0! ) dpg (2) dﬂ(y)] | Prsmik—ivi(Pa — P)lloo

1
. momtkm k(N e () dya(y) Cgr2
< lnfMPn+m+k(p>/A4L|n (2, y)| dpa() du(y)Cq

<C [ [t ) due) duto)d, (1)
M Ja

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

10)] < CLA B S p(a) /M / R ) () dp(y)

< (62— 61) HOPCELCE P (k+m+ L+ 1)o7 2 E.
We have established the estimate
Ty < (0, — 6,) 2 E2C3LCE 2 (k 4+ m + €+ 1) ||b7 Y| 2eLE, (42)

n,m+k,m+k+é(

where
¢« = max{q, A*a/p}.
Estimates on 7, and Z3. Since the remaining terms Z, and Z3 can be treated in a

manner similar to Z;, we provide only an outline of the approach to deriving (42) for
these two terms.

In the case of Zy, we have Zy = 0 if n—m —k < 0. Otherwise, we set i = [n—m —k/2],
and decompose

J[ ) dpto) E ) duto
/ > / Frs™ (@) /M R (2, y) dpy) dpa().

acA(T;)

As in the case of Z;, we approximate

/ nn,erk,erkJrZ SL’ y d,u / / n,m+k, m+k+£ SL’ y> d,ua( )d,u( )
M

on each a € A(7;). For this, we use the following counterpart of Claim 4.4.
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Claim 4.5. Set
B(# 2) = BT TV () 4 W () oY) 4 Y2 (2)) = V)

and

By(a', ) = (V1 — 7 (W™ o) 4 W () — V/72)

o [| [ Bteirant) = [ [ B 0) i) i) o
a€A(T;) al/ M
< (50— ) P20 (k4 m+ DATF T E,

u(a)//Bzrcydu //stc y) dpa(a’) duly )'dua()
a€A(Ti) alJM
< (8y — 6) PEPCL2CE D | (k +m 4 £+ DA LE,

Then,

and

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 6 = n/N, as
in the proof of (28). The multiplicative factor C3 arises as a consequence of the latter
step. Details are left to the reader. 0

By Claim 4.5, we have
[ sk ) duty) P @) duo)
M?2

- Y ula) / FRmm(0f) dpg(a) /M / R ) () duly) (43)

acA(T;) “
+0 ((52 — 0p) 2P |H(k 4+ m A+ £+ 1)A;k—mg—15) :
Moreover, by Corollary 3.7,

/ EPmam gy, — / Fmm du' < L B Pomsi(pe — P)llroy < L6 [2CH2.
a M

Therefore,
@3) = [ Fn @ dutel) [t ) dute) duty
rO(CLA B [[ e st o) duto) dut))
= [ B dute) [y dute) dut)
M M?
+0 ((52 — 6,) RCCILP P (k +m 4 €+ 1) b H;*E) :
where (28) was used to obtain the last equality. Consequently, Z, is of order
O ((52 — 0y) 2B A (ke +m+ 0+ 1)251]\61]\§5), (44)

where the constant in the error term is absolute.
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Finally, for Z3, we set ¢ = n, and once more decompose
/ nn,m-l—k,m—l—k—l—ﬁ(l, T d,u Z / n,m+k, m+k+€ l‘ :L‘) d,ua( )
M a€A(T7)
As in the proof of Claim 4.4, we obtain
Z IU(CL) / nn,erk,erkJrZ(x’x) o /nn,m+k,m+k+5(x/7x) d,ua<.§lfl) d,ua(x)
a€A(T;) a “
< (8g — 8)) BE2CL2T b AT R+ m A+ L4 1)E, (45)

so that

/ T ) d(z)

/ / MR 0! 1) dpg () djia (1) (46)

A

( )2 C 2|0 | AR m(k:+m+£+1)5)
Building upon (41) and (28), we find that
(46) = / /M T ) dp(e) dpdy)
+0 ((52 — 0p) 2B 2CE A (ke +m+ 04 1?7t ||85_15) .
It follows that Z3 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* and pmtkmtktlynmy ™ by decomposing
[ ) B2 ) da)
M
- / Y ()R g, ) Y () Y () dpla) = Ky + K,
M
where
o= [ Y ) B (0,5) dia)
M
= [ Ve ) 2 ) di) di),
M
Ky = / / Y (@) ) H (2, y) du() dp(y)
M2
= [ @ duta) [yt ) B ) dul) duty),
M

and we have used the notation

H" (e, y) = Y27 () + Y () Y2 () + Y ()]
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Note that, since pu(Y™) = 0, the last term in the expression of Ky vanishes. With only
minor modifications, we can carry out the procedure described in the proof of (29) for
the terms Ky and Ky 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 - M{ef,m+k,m+k+2<77 2>G?,73m}
into three parts J = J1 + Jo + J3, where

Fi= [ ot )G ) dute) — [0 ) ()G o) duo)
M M2
7 = / / g () () G () ()
M2
- / / gm0 1) dpa(y) / G () d(),
M2 M
Ty — / / gk o () du(y) / G (') dpa)
M?2 M
—LwWWW%mme@A@mwwm,

and, as with n™™"  we have denoted

67 (2, y)
= h(VI = (W2 (2) + W™ (y) + v (Y2 (2) + Y (1)) — VT2) Y2 (@) + Y ()]
— h(VIT=7(W2H (@) + W () = V7o) Y2 () + Y ()l

Consider J;. Exactly as in Step 0 of the proof of (29) we set ¢ = [n +m + k/2] and
decompose

Fim 3 wla) [ ) < [ ) duty)| 620 (o),

acA(T;) @

Fixing ¢, € a for each a € A(T;), it follows by combining (27), (28) and (35) that

ZILL Gnm Ca /|:9tn,m+k,m+k+é<x’x) _/ 9;1,m+k,m+k+2(x’y) dﬂ(y):| d,LLa(.T)
M

+0 ((52 — 51)*3K0/2CC§L5A’1“/2(/<; +m L4+ 1)% bt H;‘é‘)
= i1+ Jia+ 0O ((52 _ 51)—3K0/2CCgL5A’f/2(k: +m4l+ 1)25‘1||b‘1||§€),

where

jl L= Z,u Gnm Ca Yn m+k<ca> /|:nn,m+k,m+k+é<x’x)

a

_/Mn”’m+k,m+k+z(x,y) d,u(y)] dpig ()
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and

T = S MG () )/ [nw'm*k%,x)[Yfont

a

- /M PR Y ) dily) | di)

From the proof of (29), we already know that
| Tl < (02— 1) ¥PCCELP P (k+m + €+ 1)% 7 |b |2 (47)

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

The remaining terms J;, ¢ = 2,3, can be handled by applying similar modifications as
those discussed in the case of J; to the procedures used for estimating Z;, ¢ = 2, 3, in the
proof of (29).

4.5. Estimates on f R;(7) dr. 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
/ IRy dr < (85 — 8,)3 K0 2@CELPCN bt |l 2 (48)
e2

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

1 2 1
/|R4|dT§Z/ Syl dr
/ / \/ﬁ N—-1 N-— d

or32

Orst(2) dz dv dr

1 N<n<dasN m=1 k=2m+

{ nkk(,U T, z)Ynanm}
or32

n kO,k(£+1) n,m
{ e}
(51N<n<(52N k= 2m+1

— N—1
S 1173_/2Td7_ Z Z Z Z / (52—51)_3K0/2A*(m7k_mao)Q>(kk_m)2¢rst(Z)dZ
e 27 51 N<n<daN m—1 k=2m+1 R?
JI=F N—1 N-1 N—
S0 SID S o 55 3 NCRVIRLE

61 N<n<ds N m=1 k=2m+1 ¢=1 r,s,t=1

\/ﬁ NlNld
g

Grst(2) dz dr

X Ay(m, kl —m, 0)q, (kt=m /QQZ)rst(z) dz

N—-1 N-1
< (0 — 0) I RPCILICb |l PN Y S kgl
m=1 k=2m+1

+(52_5 )1 3K0/2d303L5C||b |4 —ZgNZ Z Z k}f kﬁ m)/2

m=1k=2m+1 (=1

< (0y — 0y) 32 PC3LAC| b |2e2EN.
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4.6. Estimate on fo 7)dr. Let us denote

n,m,k

Nk (0,7, 2) = he(V1 — T (W™ 4 0Y™™) — \/72) — h(V1 — TW™F — \/72),
where we recall that hy(z) = 0sh(z) is a partial derivative of h. Using (16), we express

N—-1N-1

ZZZ/ {( (VI = 7(W™™ 4 uY™m) — \/72)

nOm 1rs=1

= hy(VI =7 ﬁz)) 31”12"””}@@) dz
Z Z Z [ pdmmnveyvem o

1 N—-1 d
R nOO Ynyn ,
=g 2 3 [ e o

1 N—1N—-1 2m d

n,k.k ny/ n,m
Ro= gz 3 S 3 [ oo
=0 m=1 k=m+1r,s=1
N—-1N—-1 N-1

/ M{nz’“k(l,r,zm"n"vm}@(z)dz;
Rd

N—1N—-1 m d
_ 1 n,k,k ny n,m
Ro= 5= 30505 [ aftinna butrvimen ) ds
n=0 m=1 k=0 r,s=1
1 N—-1 d
_ 77/70,0 n n
fo= =2 S [ adten futevo e a:

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

{In"mm(um z)\} < e (8 — 8) 2L+ 12 e, (49)
’M{n?mm<u7 7-7 z)Kansmm}’ SJ 871 : (52 - 51)73K0/2B*<m7 O)QT/27 (50)
'M{ng,erk,erk(l’T’ Z)}/Tnyvsn,m}’ S 6_1 . (52 . 51) 3Ko/QB (m k?) lc/2 (51)

where
B.(m, k) = C’S’L4C||b_1||‘;’5_15(m +k+ 1)2.

The multiplicative factor e =1 appears due to the fact that the Lipschitz constant of h, is

of order €72, whereas the Lipschitz constant of h is of order 1.
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By (49), (50), and (51), it follows that
1
|R;| < 27(52 — 0B RCLACN|b Y2 2E.
T

for each 1 <1¢ < 7. Integrating over 7, we obtain
2

/0 |R;| dr < (65 — &) K@ CLACEN|p 727 €. (52)

4.7. Completing the proof of Theorem 2.2. By Lemma 3.5,
: 7
do(L(W), L(2)) < ddie + sup Y |Ei(f)]

fegs i=1
7 2

: T
§4dig+sup2/ |Ri(7)|dT+Z/ |R;(T)| dr.
0 i=1 7€’

fese 4

Since b = max{N||b1||%, [[b7||s} > N|[6~!]|3, assembling (24), (48) and (52), we now
obtain
(52 _ 51>3K0/2dc(£(V£/)7Nd)
b

4dY4e
< —— + (C) + ECILPC| 72 + *CCILYeT'E
4dY e i
< 3 + (CH)3? + d13/403L5c{ 167 |2 + 5_1} {5 + (|05 + b@] ,

for arbitrary e > 0. Choosing ¢ = 4d'*/*C3L°Chb, it follows that

d.(L(W), cN, , 1
(52_51)31(0/2 ( ( b) ¢ d) < d4CgL5C+(CQ)3/2+§®

Now, recalling the definition of © from (23), we arrive at the estimate
1
D < d'CELPC + (C))*? + 52
le.
D < d'CELPC +2(C))%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 ¢ : M — (0, 400). Suppose that m = kp + ¢, where 0 < ¢ < p. Then,
for any j > 1,

|Pj,j+m—1(w]—a)|a,£ <K+ |w|a,€(Kl)nAik' (53)
for any a € A(T; j4m-1). In particular, if m > ([log(K”)/log(A)] + 1)p,
P jam—1(¥1a)|ae < K+ [¢]5 A" (54)

Moreover, (54) holds with 1 in place of ¥1,.
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Proof. The last statement follows by the fact that | > 1,]a¢ < sup,, [¥n]a, for any count-
able collection {1} of maps ¢, : M — (0, +00).

Let a € A(T; j4m—1). Then,
Pj,j—l—m—l(wla)(y) = ngJ—i_m_l)(y)w(ya)v
where y, denotes the unique preimage under 7; ;1,1 lying in a. Hence,
1108 Pj jpm-1(¢1a)(2) = 10g Pj j1m-1(¥1a)(y)]

< |log ¢F D (x) = log ¢+ (y)| + [log ¥ (4) — log ¥ (ya)]
S Kd(l’, y)a + |'l/1‘a7gd<xa, ya)a

< Kd(w,y)* + [¢]ao(K)"A*d(z, y)°, (55)
where (UE:2-3) were used in the last inequality. O
Lemma A.2. Let ¢ € D, 4 with A > K. Then, for any j > 1, P} j1m-19 € Dy 4 holds if
log((K")*A*+2¢)
alog(A)

In particular, there exists A = A(A, K', K, o, A, p) > A such that Pjj+m-1(Da,a) CD, 4
holds for all 7 > 1 and all m > 0.

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

Fix constants R > 0 and £ € (0, e~ ) such that
R(1 —¢efy > K + A °R,
for example, R = 2K /(1 — A7) and £ = e B(1 — A=®)/2. Set
5 = (Tog(K')/ Tog(A)] + L)p.
Lemma A.3. Let ¢ : M — (0, +00) satisty [¢|,, < R. Then, for any j > 1 and m > p,
|Pjjrm-1(¥1a)]ae < R,
whenever a € A(7; j1m—1). The inequality continues to hold if 11, is replaced with .

Proof. By Lemma A.1,
P jm—1(1)]|ay < K+ AR < R.
O

Lemma A.4. Let v, 4@ : M — (0, 00) with [¢®¥|,, < Rand [,, v dX = [, ¥® dA.
Set

U = Pisemat® =€ [ 0y, =12
M
Then, for any j > 1 and m > p:
(i) [l < R,
(i1) Pyam1¥ = Pijamrth® =40 — 4y,
(i) [, v dh= [, 08 dx=(1-¢) [, vM dn.
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Proof. (ii) and (iii) are trivial. By [22, Proposition 3.2]

Pigim 1 Oloy K+ AR _ R
1 — EelPigrm—19Plae = 1 — el —

|1/}](Z) |a,€ S
[

Completing the proof of Theorem 3.6. Without loss of generality, we shall assume that
1 =1. Write n = pk + ¢, where 0 < ¢ < p.

First assume |u|, < R so that |lul| < R, since [,, udX = 0. Decompose u = ¢g — g,
where

Y =1+ max{0,u} and v, =1—min{0,u}.
Then, wg—L >1,
[ = [ vpargrsule<io
M M
and, for all =,y € M,
|log 45 () — log g (y)| < |v5 () — 5 (v)| < Jule) —u(y)| < Rd(w,y)".

Hence, |¢§ |ar < R.

Recursively define

UE =Py — € / G

i1 = Prripiter (415 f/ v, j=1... k=1

By Lemma A.4-(i), |’¢]:~t|a7g <R,
Pulu) =¥ — 1y, (56)

/wde /lp,::ld)\ §/1/1 dh= (1 —¢ /w

- (1—¢ /¢OdA<(1—§)(1+R

Set ¢ =1 —¢&. By (4), we have that

and

Y < eft /widA<e(1+R) (57)
The inequality
la — b| < max{a,b}|loga —logb| Va,b>0,
combined with |’l7Z);t|a7g < R and (57) yields
[0 (2) = ¥5 ()] < eR(1+ R)g"d(x,y)".

Hence, by (56),
1Po(u)]o < 2e"R(1 + R)q"

Finally, to remove the restriction |u|, < R, it is observed that v = R|u|;'u satisfies
|v|o < R and therefore

|Pr(u)|a = R_1|u|a|Pn(v)|n < 26R(1 + R)qk|u|a.
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Moreover, [, P"ud\ =0, so that [|[P"ul|o < [P"ul,. Hence,

1

2]
13l
4]

[5]

16]

7]

18]

19]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]
[19]

[20]

1Pa(w)lla < 4e™(1 + R)q"|ulo < 4e™(1+ R)q™'q"?lula.
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