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Deterministic Brownian Motion:
The Effects of Perturbing a Dynamical System by a Chaotic
Semi-Dynamical System
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Abstract

Here we review and extend central limit theorems for highly chaotic but deterministic semi-
dynamical discrete time systems. We then apply these results show how Brownian motion-like
results are recovered, and how an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process results within a totally determin-
istic framework. These results illustrate that the contamination of experimental data by “noise”
may, under certain circumstances, be alternately interpreted as the signature of an underlying
chaotic process.
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1 Introduction

Almost anyone who has ever looked through a microscope at a drop of water has been intrigued by
the seemingly erratic and unpredictable movement of small particles suspended in the water, e.g.
dust or pollen particles. This phenomena, noticed shortly after the invention of the microscope by
many individuals, now carries the name of “Brownian motion” after the English botanist Robert
Brown who wrote about his observations in 1828. Almost three-quarters of a century later,

M) gave a theoretical (and essentially molecular) treatment of this macroscopic motion that
predicted the phenomenology of Brownian motion. (A very nice English translation of this, and
other, work of Einstein’s on Brownian motion can be found in @ ).) The contribution
of Einstein led to the development of much of the field of stochastic processes, and to the notion
that Brownian movement is due to the summated effect of a very large number of tiny impulsive
forces delivered to the macroscopic particle being observed. This was also one of the most definitive
arguments of the time for an atomistic picture of the microscopic world.

Other ingenious experimentalists used this conceptual idea to explore the macroscopic effects
of microscopic influences. Omne of the more interesting is due to m , who devised
an experiment in which a small mirror was suspended by a quartz fiber (c.f (@) for an
analysis of this experimental setup). Any rotational movement of the mirror would tend to be
counterbalanced by a restoring torsional force due to the quartz fiber. The position of the mirror
was monitored by shining a light on it and recording the reflected image some distance away (so
small changes in the rotational position of the mirror were magnified). Air molecules striking
the mirror caused a transient deflection that could thus be monitored, and the frequ of these
collisions was controlled by changing the air pressure. Figure[T] taken fromm (Iﬁ] shows
two sets of data taken using this arrangement and offers a vivid depiction of the macroscopic effects
of microscopic influences.

In trying to understand theoretically the basis for complicated and irreversible experimental
observations, a number of physicists have supplemented the reversible laws of physics with various
hypotheses about the irregularity of the physical world. One of the first of these, and arguably one
of the most well known, is the so-called “molecular chaos” hypothesis of Boltzmanrl (1997). This
hypothesis, which postulated a lack of correlation between the movement of molecules in a small
collision volume, allowed the derivation of the Boltzmann equation from the Liouville equation and
led to the celebrated H theorem. The origin of the loss of correlations was never specified. In an
effort to understand the nature of turbulent flow, Ruelld (IJ.9_Z§, 1979, h_%_d) postulated a type of
mixing dynamics to be necessary. More recently, several authors have made chaotic hypotheses
about the nature of dynamics at the microscopic level. The most prominent of these is m

), and virtually the entire book of Dorfman (|;|_9_9_d) is predicated on the implicit assumption
that microscopic dynamics have a chaotic (loosely defined, but usually taken to be mixing) nature.
All of these hypotheses have been made in spite of the fact that none of the microscopic dynamics
that we write down in physics actually display such properties.

Others have taken this suggestion (chaotic hypothesis) quite seriously, and attempted an ex-
perimental confirmation. Figure shows a portion of the data, taken from [Gaspard et all (|l9.98),
that was obtained in an examination of a microscopic system for the presence of chaotic behavior.
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Figure 1.1: In the upper panel is shown a recording of the movement of the mirror in the m

(IISﬁ__'ll) experiment over a period of about 30 minutes at atmospheric pressure (760 mm Hg). The
bottom panel shows the same experiment at a pressure of 4 x 1072 mm Hg. Both figures are from

). See the text for more detail.
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Figure 1.2: The data shown here, taken from \Gaspard_et_all (I].9.9£‘|), show the position of a 2.5 um
Brownian particle in water over a 300 second period with a sampling interval of % sec (see

\Gaspard_et_all (1998); Briggs et all (2001) for the experimental details). The inset figure shows

the power spectrum, which displays a typical decay (for Brownian motion) with w=2.

Their data analysis showed a positive lower bound on the sum of Lyapunov exponents of the system
composed of a macroscopic Brownian particle and the surrounding fluid. From their analysis, they
argued that the Brownian motion was due to (or the signature of) deterministic microscopic chaos.
However, IB_r_].ggs_e.t_a.l] (IQQ_()J]) were more cautious in their interpretation, and m , Chapter
18) has explored the possible interpretations of experiments like these in some detail.

If true, the existence of deterministic chaos (whatever that means) would be an intriguing
possibility since, if generated by a non-invertible dynamics (semi-dynamical system), it could serve
as an explanation of a host of unresolved problems in the sciences. Most notably, it could serve
as an explanation for the manifest irreversibility of our physical and biological world in the face of
physical laws that fail to encompass irreversibility without the most incredulous of assumptions. In
particular, it would clarify the foundations of irreversible statistical mechanics, e.g. the operation of
the second law of thermodynamics (Darfman, 1999; IGallavottd, 1999; Mackey, 1989, [1999; [Schulman,

), and the implications of the second law for the physical and biological sciences.

In this paper, we have a rather more modest goal. We address a different facet of this chaotic
hypothesis by studying how and when the characteristics of Brownian motion can be reproduced
by deterministic systems. To motivate this, in Figures through we show the position ()




and velocity (v) of a particle of mass m whose dynamics are described by

dx

7 =Y (1.1)
dv
me = —Tv+ F(t). (1.2)

In Equations [Tl and [C2, F is a fluctuating “force” consisting of a sequence of delta-function like
impulses given by

F(t) =mr Y _&(t)s(t —nr), (1.3)
n=0

and ¢ is a “highly chaotic” (exact, see Section B) deterministic variable generated by &1, = T'(&)
where T is the hat map on [—1,1] defined by:

- 2 + 1 fOI‘ € [_170)
T(Z/)—{Qg_;g for 56[0,1)-

In this paper we examine the behavior of systems described by equations like ([LI]) through (2
and establish, analytically, the eventual limiting behavior of ensembles. In particular, we address
the question of how Brownian-like motion can arise from a purely deterministic dynamics. We do
this by studying the dynamics from a statistical, or ergodic theory, standpoint.

The outline of the paper is as follows. Section B gives required background and new material
including the definitions of a heirarchy of chaotic behaviours (ergodic, mixing, and exact) with a
discussion of their different behaviours in terms of the evolution of densities under the action of
transfer operators such as the Frobenius-Perron operators. We then go on to treat Central Limit
theorems and Functional Central Limit Theorems for non-invertible dynamical systems. Section
returns to the specific problem that Equations [Tl through [[4] illustrate. We show how the par-
ticle velocity distribution may converge and how the particle position may become asymptotically
Gaussian, but for a more general class of maps than given by (LZ]). In Section Hl we illustrate the
application of the results from Section Bl using a specific chaotic map (the dyadic map, Equation
[C7) to act as a surrogate noise source. Section [ considers the question when one can obtain Gaus-
sian processes by studying appropriate scaling limits of the velocity and position variables, and
the convergence of the velocity process to an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process as the interval 7 between
chaotic perturbations approaches 0. The paper concludes with a brief discussion in Section Bl The
Appendix collects and extends general central limit theorems from probability theory that are used
in the main results of the paper.

(1.4)

2 Semi-dynamical systems

We are going to examine the behavior illustrated in Section [l using techniques from ergodic theory,
and closely related concepts from probability theory, applied to the dynamics of semi-dynamical
(non-invertible) systems. In this section we collect together the necessary machinery to do so.

Much of this background material can be found in [Lasota and Mackey (1994).

2.1 Density evolution operators

Let (Y1, B1,v1) and (Y, By, v2) be two o-finite measure spaces and let the transformation 7" : Y} —
Y3 be measurable, i.e. T71(By) C By where T~1(By) = {T1(A) : A € By}. Then we say that
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Figure 1.3: The top panel shows the simulated position of a particle obeying Equations [T through
[C4] using Equation B28], while the bottom panel shows the velocity of the same particle computed
with Equation B2l The parameters used were: v =T'/m =10, k = 1, and 7 = —1—10 In(9 x 1074) ~
0.932 s0 A = ™7™ = 9 x 10~*. The initial condition on the hat map given by Equation [[4 was
yo = 0.12562568.
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Figure 1.4: As in Figure except that 7 = % In(2) ~ 0.069 so A = %
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Figure 1.6: As in Figure [[3] with the parameters of Figure and an initial condition on the hat
map () of yp = 0.1678549321.



T is nonsingular (with respect to vy and vy) if v1(T71(A)) = 0 for all A € By with 15(A) = 0.
Associated with the transformation 7" we have the Koopman operator Uy defined by

Urg=goT

for every measurable function g : Y5 — R. We define the transfer operator Pr : L'(Y1, By, 1) —
LY(Ys, By, 1) as follows. For any f € L*(Y1, By,v1), there is a unique element Prf in L'(Ya, Ba, o)
such that

| Pesntn = [ o) (21)

A T-1(A)

Equation ] simply gives an implicit relation between an initial density of states (f) and that
density after the action of the map T, i.e. Prf. The Koopman operator Up : L>®(Ys, By, vs) —
L*>°(Y1, By, 1) and the transfer operator Pp are adjoint, so

/Y o) Priwralds) = [ F@Urowm(dy

for (RS LOO(Yé7827V2)7 f € Ll(yiylglvyl)‘

In some special cases Equation BTl allows us to obtain an explicit form for Pr. Let Yo = R,
By = B(R) be the Borel o-algebra, and 5 be the Lebegue measure. Let Y; be an interval [a, b]
on the real line R, By = [a,b] N B(R) and v; be the Lebesgue measure restricted to [a,b]. We will
simply write L' ([a,b]) when the underlying measure is the Lebesgue measure.

The transformation 7T : [a,b] — R is called piecewise monotonic if

(i) there is a partition a = ag < a1 < ... < a; = b of [a,b] such that for each integer i = 1,...,1
the restriction of T to (a;_1,a;) has a C! extension to [a;_1,a;] and

(ii) |T"(x)| > 0 for x € (aj—1,ai),i =1,...,1.
If a transformation T : [a,b] — R is piecewise monotonic, then for f € L'([a,b]) we have
f(T(;)l(y))
Prf(y) =)  — 17 1.00)(¥):
ZZ:; !T’(T(i)l(y))! ((@i—1,a:))
where T(_)1 is the inverse function for the restriction of 7" to (a;—1, a;). Note that we have equivalently

P = Y (2.2
€T~ ({y})

Of course these formulas hold almost everywhere with respect to the Lebesque measure.

Let (Y,B) be a measurable space and let T': Y — Y be a measurable transformation. The
definition of the transfer operator for T depends on a given o-finite measure on B, which in turn
gives rise to different operators for different underlying measures on B. If v is a probability measure
on B which is invariant for T, i.e. v(T~1(A)) = v(A) for all A € B, then T is nonsingular. The
transfer operator Pr : LY(Y,B,v) — LY(Y,B,v) is well defined and when we want to emphasize
that the underlying measure v in the transfer operator is invariant under the transformation 7T°
we will write Pr,. The Koopman operator Ur is also well defined for f & LY(Y,B,v) and is an
isometry of LY(Y,B,v) into LY(Y,B,v), i.e. ||Urfl1 = ||f|l1 for all f € L'(Y,B,v). The following
relation holds between the operators Ur, Pr,, : L*(Y,B,v) — LY(Y,B,v)

Pr,Urf = f and UrPr,f = E(f|T"Y(B)) (2.3)

10



for f € LY(Y,B,v), where E(-|T~*(B)) : LY(Y,B,v) — LY (Y,T71(B),v) denotes the operator of
conditional expectation (see Appendix). Both of these equations are based on the following change
of variables (Billingsley, [1995, Theorem 16.13): f € L'(Y,B,v) if and only if foT € LY(Y,B,v),
in which case the following holds

/ f o T(y)w(dy) = / fw)w(dy), AcB. (2.4)
T-1(A) A

If the measure v is finite, we have LP(Y,B,v) C LY(Y,B,v) for p > 1. The operator Ur :
LP(Y,B,v) — LP(Y,B,v) is also an isometry in this case. Note that if the conditional expec-
tation operator E(-|T~1(B)) : LY(Y,B,v) — L (Y, B,v) is restricted to L*(Y,B,v), then this is the
orthogonal projection of L2(Y, B,v) onto L*(Y, T~ (B),v).

One can also consider any o-finite measure m on B with respect to which 7" is nonsingular and
the corresponding transfer operator Pr : L'(Y,B,m) — L'(Y,B,m). To be specific, let Y be a
Borel subset of R* with Lebesque measure m and B = B(Y) be the o—algebra of Borel subsets of
Y. Throughout this paper m will denote Lebesque measure and L' (Y') will denote L(Y, B, m). The
transfer operator Pr : L'(Y) — L'(Y) is usually known as the Frobenius-Perron operator. A
measure v (on Y) is said to have a density g, if v(A) = fA g«(y)dy for all A € B, where g, € L'(Y)
is nonnegative and fY 9x«(y)dy = 1. A measure v is called absolutely continuous if it has a density. If
the Frobenius-Perron operator Pr has a nontrivial fixed point in L!(Y), i.e. the equation Prf = f
has a nonzero solution in L'(Y’), then the transformation 7" has an absolutely continuous invariant
measure v, its density g, is a fixed point of Pp, and we call g, an invariant density under the
transformation 7. The following relation holds between the operators Pr and Pr,

Pr(fg.) = g Pruf for fe LY (Y,B,v). (2.5)

In particular, if the density g, is strictly positive, i.e. g«(y) > 0 a.e. for y € Y, then the measures
m and v are equivalent and we also have

*

Pr(f) = 9Pry <gi> for f e L'(Y).

The notion of a piecewise monotonic transformation on an interval can be extended to “piecewise
smooth” transformations T : Y — Y with Y € R*. Therefore if T has, for example, a finitely
many inverse branches and the Jacobian matrix DT'(x) of T at x exists and det DT'(x) # 0 for
almost every z, then the Frobenius-Perron operator is given by

_ f(z)
Prf(y) = Z m a.e.
z€T({y})

for f € LY(Y). If T is invertible then we have Prf(y) = f(T~'(y))|det DT~ (y)|.

Finally, we briefly mention Ruelle’s transfer operator. Let Y be a compact metric space, T :
Y — Y be a continuous map such that 7' ({y}) is finite for each y € Y and let ¢ : Y — R be
a function (typically continuous or Hélder continuous). The so called Ruelle operator Ly acts on
functions rather than on L'(Y) elements and is defined by

Lofy)= >, D)
zeT~1({y})
for every y € Y. The function ¢ is a so called potential. If we take ¢ (z) = —log|det DT'(x)|,

provided it makes sense, then we arrive at the representation for the Frobenius-Perron operator.

11



2.2 Probabilistic and ergodic properties of density evolution

Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space and let 7' : Y — Y be a measurable transformation
preserving the measure v. We can discuss the ergodic properties of 1" in terms of the convergence
behavior of its transfer operator Pr,, : L'(Y,B,v) — L*(Y,B,v). To this end, we note that the

transformation 7 is

(i) Ergodic (with respect to v) if and only if every invariant set A € B is such that v(A) =0 or
v(Y \ A) = 0. This is equivalent to T is ergodic (with respect to v) if and only if for each
f € L'(Y,B,v) the sequence % S ors PT [ is weakly convergent in L(Y, B,v) to [ f(y)v(dy),
i.e. for all g € L*°(Y,B,v)

lim / ZPT,, v(dy) = / fy / 9(y)v(dy);

(ii) Mizing (with respect to v) if and only if

lim v(ANT™(B)) =v(A)v(B) for A, BeB.

n—o0o
Mixing is equivalent to: For each f € L(Y,B,v) the sequence P} f is weakly convergent in
LYY, B,v) to [ f(y)v(dy), i.e.

lim / Prof(y)gy)v(dy) = / f(y)v(dy) / g(y)v(dy) for ge L*(Y,B,v).

n— o0

(i) Fzact (with respect to v) if and only if

lim v(T"(A)) =1 for AeB with T(A)e B, v(A) > 0.

n— o0

Exactness is equivalent to: For each f € L'(Y, B, v) the sequence Pr, f is strongly convergent
in LYY, B,v) to [ f(y)v(dy), ie.

[ 1PE1)~ [ Fowdn)iviay) =0,

The characterization of the ergodic properties of transformations through the properties of the
evolution of densities requires that we know an invariant measure v for 7. Examples of ergodic,
mixing, and exact transformations are given in the following.

Example 1 The transformation on [0, 1]
T(y)=y+¢  modl,

known as rotation on the circle, is ergodic with respect to the Lebesgue measure when ¢ is irrational.
The associated Frobenius-Perron operator is given by

Prfly) = fly—¢)

12



Example 2 The baker map on [0, 1] x [0, 1]

_ [ (2y.3 ) 0
T(y’z)_{ oy L4t L

Example 3 The hat map on [—1, 1] defined by Equation [ is exact with respect to the Lebesgue
measure, and has a Frobenius-Perron operator given by

e =5 |7 (50-3)+ 7 (5-3v)|

Example 4 A class of piecewise linear transformations on [0, 1] are given by

N (y _ _) for y € [2n 2n+1)
T = N A, 2.
N(y) = { N (22 for ye [%H’ i) (2.6)
where n = 0,1,...,[(N —1)/2] and [2] denotes the integer part of z. For N > 2, these piecewise

linear maps generalize the hat map, are exact with respect to the Lebesgue measure, and have the
invariant density

9«(y) = Lo, (y)- (2.7)

Example 5 The Chebyshev maps (Adler and Rivlinl (1964)) on [—1, 1] studied by Beck and Roepstorff
(1987), Beck (1996) and [Hilgers and Beck (1999) are given by

Sn(y) = cos(N arccos y), N=0,1,--- (2.8)

with So(y) = 1 and S1(y) = y. They are conjugate to the transformation of Example ll and satisfy
the recurrence relation Sy4+1(y) = 2ySn(y) — Sn—1(y). For N > 2 they are exact with respect to

the measure with the density
1

9+(y) = WT—y?

For N = 2 the Frobenius-Perron operator is given by

/1 1 1 1
and the transfer operator by
1 1 1 1
Psswf(y) =5 [f (\/—y+ >+f< —y+2>

The construction of a transfer operator for a conjugate map is presented in the next theorem

from [Lasota_and Mackey (1994).

PSzf(y) =

1
2,2y + 2

13



Theorem 1 (Lasota_and Mackey (1994, Theorem 6.5.2)) Let T : [0,1] — [0,1] be a measurable

and nonsingular (with respect to the Lebesque measure) transformation. Let v : B([a,b]) — [0, 00)
be a probability measure with a strictly positive density g., that is g«(y) > 0 a.e. Let a second
transformation S : [a,b] — [a,b] be given by S = G~ oT o G, where

G(z) = / 9«(y) dy, a<xz<b.
Then the transfer operator Ps, is given by
,PS,I/f:UG'PTUGflf7 fO’I” fGLl([a,b],B([CL,b]),V), (29)

where Ug,Ug-1 are Koopman operators for G and G, respectively, and Pr is the Frobenius-
Perron operator for T. As a consequence, v is invariant for S if and only if the Lebesgue measure
18 tnwariant for T.

Example 6 The dyadic map on [—1,1] is given by

T(y) = { ;z J_r 1 z E Eg,ll’]o’] (2.10)

and has the uniform invariant density

1
g«(y) = 51[—1,1} (y)-

Like the hat map, it is exact with respect to the normalized Lebesgue measure on [—1,1]. It has a
Frobenius-Perron operator given by

1 1 1 1 1
Prfly) = 5 [f <§y— 5) +f <§y+§>] .
Example 7 |Alexander and Yorke (1984) defined a generalized baker transformation (also known
as a fat/skiny baker transformation) Sz : [—1,1] x [-1,1] — [-1,1] x [-1,1] by
Sp(@,y) = (Br + (1 = H)h(y), T(y))

where 0 < 8 < 1, T is the dyadic map on [—1, 1], and

L, >0,
h(y):{ -1 §<0.

For every 8 € (0,1) the transformation Sz has an invariant probability measure on [—1,1] x
[—1,1] and is mixing. The invariant measure is the product of a so called infinitely convolved
Bernoulli measure (see Section H) and the normalized Lebesgue measure on [—1,1]. If 8 = 1,
the transformation Sg is conjugated through a linear transform of the plane to the baker map of
Example Bl If 8 < %, the transformation Sz does not have an invariant density (with respect to
the planar Lebesgue measure).

Example 8 The continued fraction map

T(y) = é mod 1 ye (0,1] (2.11)

14



has an invariant density

0.0) = ¢ . (2.12)

1+y)ln2

and is exact. The Frobenius-Perron operator is given by

> 1 1
PTf<y>=§:j(y+k)2f(y+k>

k=1

and the transfer operator by

- 00 y+1 1
PT,uf(y)_I;(y+k)(y+k+l)f<y+k>.

Example 9 The quadratic map is given by

Ts(y) =1—By?, ye[-1,1]

where 0 < g < 2. It is known that there exists a positive Lebesgue measure set of parameter
values /8 such that the map 73 has an absolutely continuous (with respect to Lebesgue measure)

invariant measure vg (lakobsor (1981) and Benedics and Carleson (1987)). Let a > 0 be a very

small number and let

Ac={Be2—e2: |TH0) > e and |(T}) (T5(0)) > (19)" ¥n > 0}

for € > 0. m (@) proved that for sufficiently small € and for every 8 € A, the transformation
T is exact with respect to vg and this measure is supported on [Tg (0),T5(0)].

Example 10 The Manneville-Pomeau map 7T : [0, 1] — [0,1] is given by
Ts(y) =y +y"™  modl,

where 5 € (0,1). The map has an absolutely continuous invariant probability measure vz with
density satisfying

for some constants cg > ¢; > 0 (cf. MThalel (I@)), and is exact.

Finally, we discuss the notion of Sinai-Ruelle-Bowen measure or SRB measure of T" which
was first conceived in the setting of Axiom A diffeomorphisms on compact Riemannian manifolds.

This notion varies from author to author (Alexander and Yorkd, 1984; [Eckmann and Ruelld, [1985;
(Tsujii, 1996; [Young, 2002; [Hunt et _all, 2002). Let (Y, p) be a compact metric space with a reference

measure m, e.g. a compact subset of R”* and m the Lebesque or a compact Riemannian manifold
and m the Riemannian measure on Y. If T : Y — Y is a continuous map, then by the Bogolyubov-
Krylov theorem there always exists at least one invariant probability measure for 7. When there
is more than one measure, the question arises which invariant measure is “interesting”, and has
led to attempts to give a good definition of “physically” relevant invariant measures. Though this
seems to be a rather vague and poorly defined concept, loosely speaking one would expect that one
criteria for a physically relevant invariant measure would be whether or not it was observable in
the context of some laboratory or numerical experiment.

15



An invariant measure v for T is called a natural or physical measure if there is a positive Lebesque
measure set Yy C Y such that for every y € Y and for every continuous observable f : Y — R

n—1
i 3T 0) = / f(2)v(dz). (2.13)

In other words the average of f along the trajectory of T starting in Yj is equal to the average of
f over the space Y. We can also say that for each y € Yy the measures %Z?:_ol O7i(y) are weakly
convergent to v

1 n—1
d
=Y Oriy =¥
=0

(see the next section for this notation).

Observe that if v is ergodic then from the individual Birkhoff ergodic theorem it follows that
for every f € L'(Y,B,v) Condition holds for almost all y € Y, i.e. except for a subset of
Y of (v) measure zero. Thus, if T' has an ergodic absolutely continuous invariant measure v with
density g, then every continuous function f is integrable with respect v and Condition holds
for almost every point from the set {y € Y : g.(y) > 0}, i.e. except for a subset of Lebesque measure
zero. Therefore such v is a physical measure for 7. Not only absolutely continuous measures are
physical measures. Consider, for example, the generalized baker transformation Sz of Example [0
|Alexander and Yorkd (1984) showed that there is a unique physical measure v for each 8 € (0,1).
This measure is mixing and hence ergodic. Although for 5 > % the transformation expands areas,
the measure vz might not be absolutely continuous for certain values of the parameter § (e.g.

—1+5
=5

Lebesque measure set. Therefore a completely different argument was needed in the proof of the
physical property.

In the context of smooth invertible maps having an Axiom A attractor the existence of a

unique physical measure on the attractor was first proved for Anosov diffeomorhisms by
(@) and later generalized by Ruelld (@) and (@) Roughly speaking, these are
maps having uniformly expanding and contracting directions and their physical invariant measures
have densities with respect to the Lebesque measure in the expanding directions (being usually
singular in the contracting directions). This property lead then to the characterization of a Sinai-
Ruelle-Bowen measure. In a recent attempt to go beyond maps having an Axiom A attractor,
(@) additionally requires that 7" has a positive Lyapunow exponent a.e. The precise definition
strongly relies on the smoothness and invertibility of the map 7. Note that the generalized baker
transformation Sz has Lyapunov exponents equal to In2 and In 8 and the measure vg is absolutely
continuous along all vertical directions.

) in which case the Birkhoff ergodic theorem only implies Condition EZT3] on a zero

2.3 Brownian motion from deterministic perturbations

2.3.1 Central limit theorems

We follow the terminology of [Billingsleyl (I;L%S) If ¢ is a measurable mapping from a probabil-
ity space (2, F,Pr) into a measurable space (Z,.A), we call ( a Z-valued random variable. The
distribution of ¢ is the normalized measure = Pro¢~! on (Z, A), i.e.

w(A) =Pr(¢"HA) =Pr{w: f(w) € A} =Pr{c € A}, Ac A
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If Z = RF, we also have the associated distribution function of ¢ or yx, defined by

F(z)=p{y:y <z} =Pr{( <z}, zcR"

are, by definition, (statistically) independent if

where {y 1y <z} ={y:y; <wj,i=1,...,k} for z = (x1,...,z). The random variables ¢ and &

Pr{( € A, € B} =Pr{¢ € A} Pr{¢ € B},

i.e. the distribution of the pair (¢, &) is the product of the distribution of ¢ with that of &.
Let (Z, p) be a metric space and B(Z) be the o-algebra of Borel subsets of Z. A sequence (i)
of normalized measures on (Z,B(Z)) is said to converge weakly to a normalized measure p if

Jm [ 1) = [ rut:
for every continuous bounded function f : Z — R. Note that the integrals |, 5 f(2)u(dz) completely
determine p, thus the sequence (u,,) cannot converge weakly to two different limits. Note also that
weak convergence depends only on the topology of Z, not on the specific metric that generates it;
thus two equivalent metrics give rise to the same notion of weak convergence. If we have a family
{ir : 7 > 0} of normalized measures instead of a sequence, we can also speak of weak convergence
of pr to p when 7 goes to co or some finite value 7y in a continuous manner. This then means that
- converges weakly to p as 7 — ¢ if and only if u,, converges weakly to u for each sequence (7,)
such that 7,, — 79 as n — oo.

If Z =R" and F and F,, are, respectively, the distribution functions of p and p,,, then (tn)
converges weakly to p if and only if

lim F,(z) = F(z) at continuity points z of F.

n— o0

The characteristic function ¢, of a normalized measure p on R” is defined by

ou(r) = /exp (1 <ryz>)u(dz),

where i = v/—1 and < 1,z >= Zl?—1 rjzj denotes the inner product in R*. The continuity
]_

theorem (IBj.U.i.ngsle;zI, [1964, Theorem 7.6) gives us the following: (u,) converges weakly to p if and

only if

lim @, (r) = @u(r) for each r € RF.

n— oo

A sequence (, of Z-valued random variables converges in distribution, or weakly, to a normalized
measure i on (Z,B(Z)), if the corresponding distributions of (,, converge weakly to p. This is
denoted by

o =7 .

If u is the distribution of a random variable ¢, we write ¢, —¢ ¢. Note that the underlying
probability spaces for the random variables (, (3, (s... may be all distinct.
A sequence (, of Z-valued random variables converges in probability to a Z-valued random
variable ( if
lim Pr(p(¢n,¢) >¢) =0 forall € >0. (2.14)

n—oo
This is denoted by
G =" ¢
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Here all the random variables are defined on the same probability space. Note that if Condition
T4 holds then
li_)m Pro(p(¢n, () >¢€) =0 for all € >0

for every probability measure Pry on (€2, F) which is absolutely continuous with respect to Pr. In
other words convergence in probability is preserved by an absolutely continuous change of measure.
We will also frequently use the following result from Billingsleyl (IJ_Q_GH, Theorem 4.1): If (Z,p) is a
separable metric space, and

if ¢, —=?¢ and p(Cn,Cn) =T 0, then ¢, =9 C. (2.15)

We will write N(0,0?) for either a real-valued random variable which is Gaussian distributed
with mean 0 and variance o2, or the measure on (R, B(R)) with density

L. ( v > (2.16)
—exp|—= ). .
V2o P\ 202
Since 0N (0,1) = N(0,0?) when o > 0, we can always write 0N (0,1) for ¢ > 0, which in the case
o = 0 reduces to 0. The characteristic function of N(0,1) is of the form ¢(r) = exp (—37%), r € R.

Let (¢j)j>1 be a sequence of real-valued zero-mean random variables with finite variance. If
there is o > 0 such that .
> j=1 G

N4
then ((;);>1 is said to satisfy the central limit theorem (CLT). Note that if the random variables

(; are defined on the same probability space (€2, F, Pr), we have the equivalent formulation of (£217)
in the case of ¢ > 0

-4 oN(0,1), (2.17)

Z‘?—_l C](L")
hm Pr {w S Q . \/ﬁ z - @(Z)) A R7

where

d(z) = \/% /_OO exp (—%ﬁ) dt (2.18)

is the standard Gaussian distribution function. In the case of ¢ = 0

Z;’L:I Gj
Vn
Let {w(t),t € [0,00)} be a standard Wiener process (Brownian motion), i.e. {w(t),t € [0,00)}

is a family of real-valued random variables on some probability space (€2, F,Pr) satisfying the
following properties:

=P 0.

(i) the process starts at zero: w(0) =0 a.e;

(ii) for 0 < t; < ty the random variable w(te) — w(ty1) is Gaussian distributed with mean 0 and
variance to — t1;

(iii) for times t; < tg < ... < t, the increments w(te) —w(t1),...,w(t,) —w(t,—1) are independent
random variables.

18



Existence of the Wiener process {w(t),t € [0, 1]} is equivalent to the existence of the Wiener measure
W on the space C[0, 1] of continuous functions on [0, 1] with uniform convergence, in a topology
which makes C[0, 1] a complete separable metric space. Then, simply, W is the distribution of a
random variable W : Q — C|0, 1] defined by W(w) : t — w(t)(w).

Let D[0,1] be the space of right continuous real valued functions on [0, 1] with left-hand limits.
We endow D]0, 1] with the Skorohod topology which is defined by the metric

ps(¥, ) = inf ( sup |1(t) — ¢(s(t))| + sup |t — S(t)\> , ¥,¥ € D0, 1],
5€5 \ te[0,1) tef0,1]

where S is the family of strictly increasing, continuous mappings s of [0, 1] onto itself such that
5(0) = 0 and s(1) = 1 (Billingsley, 1968, Section 14). The metric space (D[0, 1], ps) is separable and
is not complete, but there is an equivalent metric on D[0, 1] which turns D[0, 1] with the Skorohod
topology into a complete separable metric space. Since the Skorohod topology and the uniform
topology on C0, 1] coincide, W can be considered as a measure on D]0, 1].

A stronger result than the CLT is a weak invariance principle, also called a functional central
limit theorem (FCLT). Let ((;);>1 be a sequence of real-valued zero-mean random variables
with finite variance. Let o > 0 and define the process {1, (t),t € [0,1]} by

[nt]
1
Un(t) = o/n ;Cj for t € [0,1],

(where the sum from 1 to 0 is set equal to 0). Note that 1, is a right continuous step function, a
random variable of D[0, 1] and ,,(0) = 0. If

U Y

(here the convergence in distribution is in D[0, 1]), then (¢;);>1 is said to satisfy the FCLT.

If for every k > 1 and every vector (t1,...,t;) € [0,1]F with t; < ... < t;, the joint distribution
of the vector (1, (t1),...,¥n(tx)) converges to the joint distribution of (w(t1),...,w(tx)), then we
say that the finite dimensional distributions of 1, converge to those of w. For one dimensional
distribution this convergence is equivalent to the central limit theorem.

The convergence of all finite-dimensional distributions of ¢, to those of w is not sufficient to
conclude that ¢, —% w in D[0,1]. According to Theorems 15.1 and 15.5 of Billingsleyl (1968) if,
additionally, for each positive e

lim lim sup Pr( sup |1, (s) — ¥n(t)| >€) =0, (2.19)

6—0 n—oo |t—s\§5

then v, converges in distribution to the Wiener process w.

The term functional central limit theorem comes from the mapping theorem (IBj.U.i.ngsle;zI, 11968,
Theorem 5.1), according to which for any functional f : D[0, 1] — R, measurable and continuous on
a set of Wiener measure 1, the distribution of f(1,) converges weakly to the distribution of f(w).
This applies in particular to the functional f(¢) = supp<s<; ¥(s). Instead of real-valued functionals
one can also consider mappings with values in a metric space. For example, this theorem applies

for any f: D[0,1] — DI0,1] of the form f(¢)(t) = sups<; #(s) or f(¢)(t) = fg o(s)ds.
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2.3.2 FCLT for noninvertible maps

How can we obtain, and in what sense, Brownian-like motion from a (semi) dynamical system? This
question is intimately connected with Central Limit Theorems (CLT) for non-invertible systems
and various invariance principles.

Many CLT results and invariance principles for maps have been proved, see e.g. the surve
Denke (M). These results extend back over some decades, including contributions by m

(1973), Boyarsky and Scarowsky (I]_Q_Zd) Wong (IJ_Q_ZQ),[K_E‘_L]_G_‘J (I]_Qﬁd),ua.bionskj_and_h([ahzakl (I]_QE_S_A),
\abloriski (1991), Liverani (1996) and Viana (1997).

First, however, remember that if we have a time series y(j) and a bounded integrable function
h: X — R, then the correlation of h is defined as

Rp(n) = lim —Zh (j +n)h(y(5))-

N—oco N

If the time series is generated by a measurable transformation T": Y — Y operating on a normalized
measure space (Y, B,v), and if further v is invariant under 7" and T is ergodic, then we can rewrite
the correlation as

N—1
1 . n
Ri(mn) = Jim 5 3~ B+ m)h((i) = [ )T 0))v(dy).
—00 s
The average < h > is just
1 N—-1
<h>= lm 2:% hy(3)) = [ y)wtdn).

Let (Y, B,v) be a normalized measure space, and 7' : Y — Y be a measurable transformation
such that v is T—invariant (Y, B, v) will serve as our probability space (Q, F,Pr). Let h € L3(Y,B,v)
be such that [h(y)v(dy) = 0. The random variables (; = ho Ti=1 j > 1 are real-valued, have
zero-mean and ﬁnlte variance equal to ||h||3 = [ h%(y)v(dy). Thus the terminology from Section
3T applies. The explicit formulae for the Frobenius—Perron operators in Section show that the
equations Prh = 0 or Pr,h = 0 can be easily solved. For instance, in Example [l every function h
which is odd is a solution of these equations. In particular, considering h with Pz, h = turns out to
be very fruitful. Statistical properties of the sequence (h o T7) ;>0 are summarized in the following

Theorem 2 (CLT) Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space and T :'Y — Y be ergodic with
respect to v. If h € L*(Y,B,v) is such that Pr,h =0, then

(i) [ h(y)v(dy) =0 and [ h(y)R(T™(y))v(dy) =0 for all n > 1.

n—1 j

(i) > j—ghoT’
vn

(iii) If o > 0 then (hoT7);>o satisfies the CLT and FCLT.

-4 oN(0,1) and o = ||h]|.

Yo ho T

(iv) If h € L*™®(Y,B,v) and o0 > 0 then all moments off
n

moments of oN(0,1), i.e. for each k > 1 we have

. (Z;f‘;ol h(T? (y))>2k W(dy) = (k)i

converge to the corresponding

n—00 vn K12k
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n—1 : 2k—1
I = IR

Proof. First note that the transfer operator Pr, preserves the integral, i.e [ Pr,h(y)v(dy) =
[ h(y)v(dy). Hence [ h(y)v(dy) =0. Now let n > 1. Since v is a finite measure, the Koopman and
transfer operators are adjoint on the space L?(Y, B,v). This implies

/ h(y)h(T™ () (dy) = / h(y)Uh(y)v(dy)
_ / Proh(y)Us " hy)v(dy) = 0

and completes the proof of (i). Part (ii) follows from Lemma [l and Theorem [[2in Appendix, since
for each n > 1 we have

n—1 n
1 , 1 .
— hoT/ = — hoT™ 7,
NG ]Zzo NG jzzl

If 0 > 0, then the CLT is a consequence of part (ii), while the FCLT follows from Lemma [ and
in Appendix. Finally, the existence and convergence of moments follow from Theorem 5.3 and 5.4

of Billingsley (Il%ﬂ) and from Lemma [Min Appendix.

Remark 1 Note that if T' is invertible then the equation Pr,(h) = 0 has only a zero solution, so
the theorem does not apply.

We now address the question of solvability of the equation Pr,(h) = 0.

Proposition 1 Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space and T :' Y — Y be a measurable map
preserving the measure v. Let Y =Y, UYs with Y1,Ys € B and v(Y1 NYs) = 0 and let a bijective
map ¢ : Y1 — Yy be such that both ¢ and ¢~ are measurable and preserve the measure v. Assume
that for every A € B there is B € B such that B C Y7 and

T7YA) = BU(B). (2.20)
If h(y) + h(p(y)) = 0 for almost every y € Y1, then Pr, h = 0.

Proof. From Condition it follows that

/Tl(A) h(y)v(dy) Z/Bh(y)u(dy) +/<p(B) h(y)v(dy).

Since

/ h(y)V(dy)=/ h(e™ (o)) v(dy),
»(B)

»(B)

the last integral is equal to

/ B(p()) (v 0 9)(dy) = / W) (dy)
B B

by the change of variables applied to ¢!

definition of Pr,, completes the proof.

and finally by the invariance of v for ¢. This, with the
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Remark 2 The above proposition can be easily generalized. For example, we can have
T~'(A) = BU@1(B) Upy(B)

with the sets B, @1 (B), p2(B) pairwise disjoint.
Note that if Y is an interval then it is enough to check Condition [Z20 for intervals of the form
[a,b).

Example 11 For an even transformation 7" on [—1,1] with an even invariant density we can take
Y1 = [-1,0] and ¢(y) = —y. In this case Pr,h = 0 for every odd function on [—1,1]. In particular,
this applies to the tent map and to the Chebyshev maps Sy of Example [ with N even. We also
have Pg, ,h = 0 when h(y) = y and Sy is the Chebyshev map with N odd. Indeed, first observe
that by Theorem [ we have Pg, ,h = 0 if Pr, f = 0 where Ty is given by Xl and f(y) = cos(my)
for y € [0,1] and then note that Pr, f = 0 follows because the expression

o S (1 (%) e s (%))

reduces to

cos(my) (1 + 2 (NZ)/Q cos <2nT7T>)

n=1
which is equal to 0. For the dyadic map, we can take ¢(y) = y + 1. Then any function satisfying
h(y) + h(y + 1) = 0 gives a solution to Pr,h = 0.

The next example shows that the assumption of ergodicity in Theorem [B]is in a sense essential.

Example 12 Let 7": [0, 1] — [0, 1] be defined by

2y, yE[Ué)
T(y) =% 2y—3, ye[é 2),
2y —1, yE[Z 1]

The Frobenius-Perron operator is given by

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Prf(y) = §f <§y> 1[0,%)@) + §f <§y + Z) + §f (5?4 + 5) 11 ().

Observe that the Lebesgue measure on ([0, 1], B([0, 1])) is invariant for 7" and that 7" is not ergodic
since T71([0, ]) = [0, 3] and T~'([3,1]) = [3,1]. Consider the following functions

1

Lo oyelnd bveRy)

M) =1 -1, yelbd). hy) = _;’ Zgi%;
Loovelndl 2 yeldd)

We see at once that Prhy = Prhe = 0, PTh% = h%, and PTh% = h%. It is immediate that for
every y € [0,1] we have h?2(T(y)) = h3(y) = 1 and h3(T(y)) = h3(y). Lemma [l and Theorem [[F in
Appendix show that

n—1

1 .
%Zhl OT] —>d N(O,l),
7=0
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while
— hQOTj—> C,

where ( has the characteristic function of the form

bc(r) = /01 exp (—%Zh%(y)> dy.

The density of { is equal to

2

1 1 22 +1 1 x -
Wor 5 5 _87Texp 3 , T .

Consequently, the sequence (hg o T7) j>0 does not satisfy the CLT.

We now discuss the problem of changing the underlying probability space for the sequence
(h o T7);50. The random variables h o 77 in Theorem Bl are defined on the probability space
(Y,B,v). Since v is invariant for 7', they have the same distribution and constitute a stationary
sequence. We shall show that the result (iii) of Theorem Bl remains true if the transformation 7' is
exact and h o T are random variables on (Y, B,1) where 1y is an arbitrary normalized measure
absolutely continuous with respect to v. In other words we can consider random variables h(T7(&p))
with &y distributed according to 1y. Now these random variables are not identically distributed
and constitute a non-stationary sequence. For example, consider the hat map T'(y) = 1 — 2|y| on
[—1,1] and h(y) = y. Then Theorem Bl applies if &y is uniformly distributed. We will show that we
can also consider £y having a density with respect to the normalized Lebesgue measure on [—1, 1].

Theorem 3 Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space and T : Y — Y be exact with respect to
v. Let h € L*(Y,B,v) be such that Pr,h =0 and o = ||h||2 > 0. If & is distributed according to a
normalized measure vy on (Y, B) which is absolutely continuous with respect to v, then (hoT?(&)) >0
satisfies both the CLT and FCLT.

Proof. Let gy be the density of the measure 1y with respect to v. On the probability space (Y, B)
define the random variables (, by

1 n—1 ;
Caly) = o ;}h(T (), yey.

To prove the CLT we shall use the continuity theorem (IBj.Ili.ngsle;zI, [1968, Theorem 7.6), and to do
so we must show that

2
Jim [ exp(irGa(y))go(y)v(dy) = exp (—%) , T€R.

Fix € > 0. Since T is exact, there exists m > 1 such that

/\P%fugo(y) —1lv(dy) < e

Define )

zm:h ), n>m

J=0

n

i
Q
§\~
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and observe that
m—1

1 L
:a—ﬁ;@hoﬂﬂnoif’”

for sufficiently large n. Since for every y the sequence ﬁ Z;”:_Ol h(T(y)) converges to 0 as n — 00,

Cn

we obtain

n—o0

lim ‘ / exp(ir¢n(y))go(y)v(dy) — / exp(irCa (T™ (y))) 9o (y)v(dy) | = 0.
The equality exp(ir¢, o T™) = Ui (exp(ir(,)) implies that

/ exp(irCa(T™ (4)))go (4)(dy) = / exp(irCn() PR, 9o (y)0(d),

since the operators Ur and Pr, are adjoint. This gives

\ [ el @mian - [ exp(z‘rén@))u(dy)' < [ PRago(o) ~ otay) <«

From Theorem Bl and the continuity theorem (Billingsleyl, 1968, Theorem 7.6), it follows that

tim [ exp(iréa(y))v(dy) = exp (——) |

n—o0 2

Consequently,

lim sup
n— o0

[ evtireumimtumian e (-5 )] <

which leads to the desired conclusion, as € was arbitrary.
Similar arguments as above, the multidimensional version of the continuity theorem, and Lemma
in Appendix allow us to show that the finite dimensional distributions of

[nt]—1

1 J

Ualt) = o= ;0 h(T (o))

converge to the finite dimensional distributions of the Wiener process w. By LemmaBlin Appendix
Condition 2T holds with Pr = v. Since 14 is absolutely continuous with respect to v, it is easily
seen that this Condition also holds with Pr = 15, which completes the proof.

Does the CLT still hold when h does not satisfy the equation Pr,h = 0?7 The answer to this
question is positive provided that A can be written as a sum of two functions in which one satisfies
the assumptions of Theorem B while the other is irrelevant for the Central Limit Theorem to hold.
This idea goes back to Gordid (@)

Theorem 4 Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space, T 1Y — Y be ergodic with respect to
v, and h € L2(Y,B,v) be such that J h(y)v(dy) = 0. If there exists h € L2(Y,B,v) such that
Pryh =0 and the sequence % Z?:_Ol(h — h) o T is convergent in L?>(Y,B,v) to 0, then

o IS e T

n—00 n

= [|hlf3 (2.21)
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and
n—1

1 . -
= > hoT = [ALN (0. ).

Moreover, if the series 3 72, J h(y)h(T7 (y))v(dy) is convergent, then

]2 = / v(dy) +2Z / u(dy). (2.22)

Proof. We have . N . N '
Yo hoTd  YiZghoT! 307 (h—h)o T
ﬁ v
Since Pr,,h = 0, we obtain [ h(y)v(dy) = 0and [ h(T*(y))h(T?(y))v(dy) = 0 for i # j by Condition
(i) of Theorem A Hence

(2.23)

1TL—1 1 n—1
B2 = — Lol — ||~ T2
||h||2—n20||hoT||2—||ﬁzohoT||2
J= Jj=

n—1

and therefore Equation ZZ] holds. Since the sequence 7 Z(h — h) o T is convergent to 0 in
n
L3(Y,B,v), it is also convergent to 0 in probability. Equatlon m Condition (ii) of Theorem [

applied to h, and property (I3 complete the proof of the first part.
It remains to show that

n—1 o TIl|2 oo
D=L [t + 2 [ nwh @iy,
n=1

Since v is T-invariant, we have

n—1 ]
-/ th'(y)) ) =l +22 53 [ nr )wan)
=0

jlll

but the sequence (37, [ R(y)h(T? (y))v(dy))n>1 is convergent to > > [ h(y) y))v(dy), which
completes the proof.

Remark 3 Note that in the above proof of the CLT we only used the weaker condition that the
1 n—1

sequence \/_ Z (h — h o T7 is convergent to 0 in probability. The stronger assumption that this

sequence 1is convergent in L*(Y,B,v) was used to derive Equation ZZI. Note also that all of the
computations are useless when [|[h||2 = 0 and the most interesting situation is when h is nontrivial,
i.e. HhHQ > 0.

Strengthening the assumptions of the last theorem leads to the functional central limit theorem.

Theorem 5 Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space, T : Y —Y be ergodic with respect to v,
and h € L2(Y B,v) be such that f h(y dy) = 0. If there exists a nontrivial h € L*(Y,B,v) such
that Pr,h = 0 and the sequence \/— E d(h—h) o T is v-a.e. convergent to 0, then (hoT7);>g
satisfies the FCLT.
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Proof. Since every sequence convergent v almost everywhere is convergent in probability, the CLT
follows by the preceding Remark and Theorem Hl To derive the FCLT define

1 [nt]—1 [nt]—1

Jn(t) ZhOTJ and 1, (t) = ZhoTjt € [0,1],

where ¢ = ||A||2. Then by (iii) of Theorem B we have
P =% w,
By property ([I3) it remains to show that

PS (T;Z)m TZn) _>P
To this end observe that

Py ) < sup [tu(t) — Du(t)] < —~ max 1> (h—h)oTY|.
0<t<1 <

Since the sequence \F Z (h h) o T7 is v-a.e. convergent to 0, the same holds for the sequence

J\l/ﬁ Max]<k<n | Z =0 (h h) oT’| by an elementary analysis, which completes the proof.

Remark 4 With the settings and notation of Theorem [f] and respectively Theorem[3, if T is exact,
then the same conclusions hold for the sequence (h o T7(&y))j>0 provided that & is distributed
according to a normalized measure vy on (Y,v) which is absolutely continuous with respect to v.
Indeed, since convergence to zero in probability is preserved by an absolutely continuous change of
measure, we can apply the above arguments again, with Theorem [A replaced by Theorem [3.

One situation when all assumptions of the two preceding theorems are met is described in the
following

Theorem 6 Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space, T : Y — 'Y be ergodic with respect to v,
and h € L*(Y,B,v). Suppose that the series

> PR b
n=0

is convergent in L2(Y,B,v). Deﬁne = ZZO 1 P, hoand h=h+f—foT.
Then h € L*(Y,B,v), Pr,h =0, [ h(y)v(dy) =0, and the sequence (\} Z;L:_&(h —h)oT9),>1
is convergent to 0 both in L*(Y,B,v) and v—a.e.

In particular, ||h||z = 0 if and only if h = f o T — f for some f € L*(Y,B,v).
Proof. Since Pr,(h + f) = f, we have by Equation
Proh=Pry(h+ f) = Pry(foT)=f—Pr,Urf =0.
Thus it remains to study the behavior of the sequence % Z;‘;&(h — h) o TY, which with our

notations reduces to %( foT™ — f). This sequence is obviously convergent to 0 in L%(Y,B,v)

because ||f o T™ — fll2 < 2[|f]]2- Tt is also v-a.e. convergent to 0 which follows from the Borel-
Cantelli lemma and the fact that for every € > 0 the series > 00 v(f20T™ > ne) = 520 v(f* > ne)
is convergent as f € L?(Y, B, v), which completes the proof.

Summarizing our considerations for general h we arrive at the following sufficient conditions for
the CLT and FCLT to hold.
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Corollary 1 Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space, T : Y — Y be ergodic with respect to v,
and h € L*(Y,B,v). If

> PR < o0, (2.24)

n=0

7 = [ iwidy) +2Z/ Jw(dy)

is finite and (hoT7);>o satisfies the CLT and FCLT provided that o > 0.

then o > 0 given by

Proof. Since the operators Pr, and Ur are adjoint on the space L?(Y,B,v), we have

/h( VR(T" (y))v(dy) = /PT,, Jv(dy).

[ w)way) ‘ [ 1P )y < [P I

by Schwartz’s inequality. Hence

Z/m o)l < 1Al S (PR bl

n=1

Thus

which shows that the series > >° | [h(y)h(T"(y))v(dy) is convergent. Since assumption L2 im-
plies that the series > ° P%’Vh is absolutely convergent in L2(Y, B, v), the assertions follow from
Theorems E, Bl and B

Remark 5 Note that if Condition [2.24] holds then
Tim_ [P, bl = 0.

Since v is finite, we have
lim ]\Pﬁthl =0.

Therefore the validity of Condition [Z.27 on a dense subset of {h € L*(Y,B,v) : [ h(y)v(dy) = 0}
implies that T is exact.

Assume that Y is an interval [a,b] in R for some a,b. Recall that a function h : [a,b] — R is
said to be of bounded variation if

\/h—supZUzyl 1) — h(y;)] < o0,

where the supremum is taken over all finite partitions, a =yp < y1 < ... <yp=0b,n>1,of Y.
Let V([O 1]) denote the space of all integrable functions with bounded variation over [0, 1] such
that fo y)dy = 0. We have

1
h(y)| < \/ 1 for h e V([0,1]), y € [0,1]. (2.25)
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Example 13 For the continued fraction map there exists a positive constant ¢ < 1 such that for
every function h of bounded variation over [0, 1] we have m, @, Corollary, p. 904)

1 1
\/P'?,uh < C"\/h for all n>1,
0

where v is Gauss’s measure with density ¢, as in Example B From this and Condition it
follows that for every h € V([0,1])

1
1PEhlls < sup PR A@) < \/ b
yE[O,l] 0

Consequently, Condition is satisfied and Corollary [ applies.

By definition, the Frobenius-Perron operator is a linear operator from L!([0,1]) to L*([0,1]),
but for sufficiently smooth piecewise monotonic maps it can be defined as a pointwise map of
V([0,1]) into V([0,1]). Since functions of bounded variation have only countably many points of
discontinuity, redefining Pr at those points does not change its L' properties. If, moreover, one is
able to give an estimate for the iterates of Pr in the bounded variation norm

1 1
llsy = \/ B+ /0 Ih(y)ldy,
0

then obviously one is able to estimate the norm of P f in all LP([0,1]) spaces. In many cases there
exist ¢1,c2 > 0 and r € (0,1) such that

1
||Prhllpy < clr”(\/h + co||h||1), h e V([0,1]). (2.26)
0

We now describe two classes of chaotic maps for which one can easily show that Condition
holds for every h € V([0,1]). Consider a transformation 7" : [0,1] — [0,1] having the following
properties

(i) there is a partition 0 = ag < a1 < ... < a; = 1 of [0, 1] such that for each integer i = 1,...,1
the restriction of T to [a;—1,a;) is continuous and convex,

(i) T(a;—1) =0 and T"(a;—1) > 0,
(iii) 77(0) > 1.

For such transformation the Frobenius-Perron operator has a unique fixed point g,., where g, is
of bounded variation and a decreasing function of y (Lasota and Mackey, |].9.9_4) Moreover it is
bounded from below when, for example, T'([0,a1]) = [0,1]. It is known ,
M) that the estimate in Equation 228 holds for the Frobenius-Perron operator Pr for trans-
formations with these three properties. Suppose that g.(y) > 0 for a.a. y € [0,1]. Since
|Prulloo < [|f]loo for all f e L=([0,1], B,v), we have for all h € f € L>([0,1],B,v)

n 1/2
1P, Rl < |IR]|X2]P3 Bl (2.27)
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If 1 is of bounded variation with [h(y)g«(y)dy = O, then hg. € V([0,1]) and [P} hll1 =
PR (hg)lr. Thus
1P, hll2 = O("?)

by Equation and Corollary [ applies.
Let a transformation 7" : [0, 1] — [0, 1] be piecewise monotonic, the function m be of bounded
variation over [0, 1] and infyc[o17|7"(y)| > 1. For such transformations the Frobenius-Perron opera-

tor has a fixed point g, and g, is of bounded variation (Las.o.ta_aﬂd_MadSﬁ;zl, |l9.&4) Suppose that Pr
has a unique invariant density g, which is strictly positive. Then the transformation 7T is ergodic
and g, is bounded from below. There exists k such that 7% is exact, the estimate in Equation
is valid for the Frobenius-Perron operator Py« corresponding to T*, and the following holds

(Iabloniski et all, [1987): There exists ¢; > 0 and r € (0,1) such that

1 1
P )] < e\ f+ /0 FWldy), y€0,1], feV(0,1))
0

Hence Corollary [ applies to 7% and every h of bounded variation with [ h(y)g.(y)dy = 0. One
can relax the assumption that g, is strictly positive and have instead g, > ¢ for a.e. y € Y, = {y €
[0,1] : g«(y) > 0}. Then the above estimate is valid for y € Y, and f with suppf = {y € [0,1] :
f(y) # 0} C Y, and Corollary M still applies to T*.

We now describe how to obtain the conclusions of Corollary [ for conjugated maps. If the
Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] is invariant with respect to 7', then Theorem [I] offers the following.

Corollary 2 Let T : [0,1] — [0,1] be a transformation for which the Lebesque measure on [0, 1] is
invariant and for which Equation [ZZ0 holds. Let g, be a positive function and S : [a,b] — [a,b] be
given by S = G~ oT oG, where

G(z) = / 9«(y) dy, a<xz<b.

If b [a,b] = R is a function of bounded variation with [ h(y)g«(y)dy =0, then

D lIPE Al < oo,

n=0
where || - ||2 denotes the norm in L*([a,b], B([a,b]),v) and v is the measure with density g..
Proof. By Theorem [ we have

Psuf =UaPrUg—f,  for f e L'([a,b], B([a,b]),v).
The operator Ug : L%([0,1]) — L?([a, b], B([a,b]),v) is an isometry, thus
[Pg hll2 = [|PPUG-1hl| L2 (0,1))-

Since G is increasing, G~! is a function of bounded variation, as a result Ug—1h = h o G~! is of
bounded variation over [0, 1], which completes the proof.

Finally we discuss the case of quadratic maps. We follow the formulation in m M)
Consider the quadratic map T, 5 € (0,2), of Example @l and assume that for the critical point
¢ = 0 there are constants A\, > 1 and a > 0 such that \, > ¢** and
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(i) [(T5)(T(c))| = A¢ for every n > 1;
(ii) |TF(c) —cf = e7*" for every n > 1;

(ili) Tp is topologically mixing on the interval [T Bz(c),T 3(c)], i.e. for every interval I C [—1,1]
there exists k such that TE(I) D [Tg(c), Ts(c)].

[Yound (@) shows that there is a set of parameters § close to 2 for which conditions (i), (ii),
(iii) hold with A\, = 1.9 and o = 10~% and that the central limit theorem holds for (h o Tg,) with
h of bounded variation. Viand (@) (Section 5) proves that conditions (i), (ii), (iii) imply all
assumptions of our Corollary [ for the transformation T and functions h of bounded variation
with [ h(y)vs(dy) = 0.

We now use the following generalization of Theorem B which allow us to have the CLT and
FCLT for maps with polynomial decay of correlations.

Theorem 7 (Tyran-Kamiriskd (2004)) Let (Y, B,v) be a normalized measure space, T :Y — 'Y be

ergodic with respect to v, and h € L*(Y,B,v) be such that [ h(y)v(dy) = 0. Suppose that

0o n—1
S 2SS PE b < oo (2.28)
n=1

k=0

Then there exists h € L*(Y,B,v) such that Pr,h =0 and the sequence (—= S""3(h — h) 0 T7),>

n
is convergent in L*(Y,B,v) to zero and if

n—1
. 1
I kZ_OPé%m —0m®)  with <

then (% Z;L:_Ol(h —h) 0 T9),>1 is convergent v—a.e. to 0.

Now we give a simple result that derives CLT and FCLT from a decay of correlations.

Corollary 3 (Tyran-Kamiriskd (2004)) Let (Y, B,v) be a normalized measure space, T :Y — Y be
ergodic with respect to v, and let h € L>°(Y,B,v) be such that [ h(y)v(dy) = 0. If there are o > 1

and ¢ > 0 such that

[ e wman)| < Sl (229

forall g € L=(Y,B,v) and n > 1, then o > 0 given by
7 = [ 1wty + 23 [ (" @iy

is finite and (h o T7);>¢ satisfies the CLT and FCLT provided that o > 0.

Only recently the FCLT was established by [Pollicott. and Sharp (2002) for maps such as the
Manneville-Pomeau map of Example [ and for Holder continuous functions h with [ h V(dﬁ) =0

under the hypothesis that 0 < 8 < % When 0 < 8 < % the CLT was proved by ,
where it was shown that in this case condition holds. Thus our Corollary Bl gives both the
CLT and the FCLT for maps satisfying the following:
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(i) T(0) =0, T"(0) = 1, T is increasing and piecewise C? and onto [0, 1],
i) infe<y,<1 |T"(y)| > 1 for every € > 0,
<y<
(iii) limy—oy'~PT"(y) # 0.

1
as the “tower method” of m (@) gives us the estimate in Equation with a = 5 1 for
all Holder continuous h and g € L*([0, 1], B, v) with the constant ¢ dependent only on h.

2.4 Weak convergence criteria

Let (X,|-]) be a phase space which is either R¥ or a separable Banach space, and denote by M;
the space of all probability measures defined on the o-algebra B(X) of Borel subsets of X. For a
real-valued measurable bounded function f, and p € M, we introduce the scalar product notation

(fo) = /X f(@)uldz).

One way to characterize weak convergence in M is to use the Fortet-Mourier metric in My, which
is defined by

dpae(ps po) = sup{| (f, 1) — (f,u2) |+ f € Fru} for pa, po € My,

where
pr:{f:X—>R:su)1?|f(x)| <1,|flL <1}
S

and |f|r = sup,, % This defines a complete metric on My, and we have pu,, — p weakly

if and only if dpas(pin, 1) — 0 (cf. Dudley (@) [Chapter 3])

We further introduce a distance on My by

d(p, p2) = sup{| (f, 1) — (fp2) |+ |flo <1} for pg,pe € M.

This quantity is always defined, but for some measures it may be infinite. It is easy to check that
the function d is finite for elements of the set

M= {e My [ lalulds) < o),
X
and defines a metric on this set. Moreover, ./\/l% is a dense subset of (M1, dpys) and

drn (e, p2) < d(py, p2).

Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space and let R,, : X x Y — X be a measurable trans-
formation for each n € N. We associate with each transformation R, an operator P, : M1 — M;
defined by

Pou(4) = /X /Y 1A (R (2, ) (dy) () (2.30)

for p € M;, where
1 z€A

1A(”“’):{ 0 z¢ A
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is the indicator function of a set A. Write
Unf@) = [ F(Rulu)vtn)

for measurable functions f : X — R, for which the integral is defined. The operators U, and P,
satisfy the identity < U, f, u >=< f, P,uu >. Note that if u = J,, where J, is the point measure at
x defined by

1 z€A

MA):{ 0 sad (2.31)

then U, f(x) =< f, Py, >.

Remark 6 Note that if R,(x,y) does not depend on y, then U, f = Ug, f where Ug, is the Koop-
man operator corresponding to R, : X — X. The following relation holds between the Frobenius-
Perron operator Pr, on L'(X,B(X),m) and the operator P,: If i has a density f with respect to
m, then Pg, f is a density of Pppu.

On the other hand if Ry,(xz,y) does not depend on x, then U, f is equal to [ U, f(y)v(dy), where
Ug,, is the Koopman operator corresponding to R, :Y — X. The operator P, has the same value
vo Rt for every p € My.

Assume that for each n € N the transformation R, : X x Y — X satisfies the following
conditions:

(A1) There exists a measurable function L,, : Y — R4 such that

|Bn(2,y) = Ru(Z,y)| < Lu(y)|z — 2| for z,2€ X, yeY.

(A2) The series
> /Y |Rn(0,T(y)) — Rus1(0,y)|v(dy)
n=1

is convergent, where T': Y — Y is a transformation preserving the measure v.

(A3) The integral [y [R,(0,y)|v(dy) is finite for at least one n.

Proposition 2 Let the transformations R, satisfy conditions (A1)-(A3). If

lim | Ly, (y)v(dy) =0,

n— oo Y

then there exists a unique measure p, € My such that (Ppu) converges weakly to . for each
measure [ € Mj.

Proof. Assumptions (A2) and (A3) imply that P,(M1) ¢ M}. By the definition of the metric d
we have

d(Pndo, Pry160) = sup{|Unf(0) = Un41f(0)] : [ f[L < 1}.

Since the transformation 71" preserves the measure v, we can write

mﬂmzﬂﬂmmmwmzljmmuwmww
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for any f with |f|r < 1. Hence

Unf(0) — Unia £(0)] < /Y R (0. 7(y)) — R (0, )| (dy).
Consequently
A(Pao, Porbo) < /Y R0, T()) — Ruy1 (0,)lv(dy),

and
A (Prdo, Pot160) < d(Pndo, Prt10p).

From Condition (A2), the sequence (P,dy) is a Cauchy sequence. Since the space (My,dpps) is
complete, (P,dp) is weakly convergent to a p, € M;. From (Al) it follows that

d(Pop, Popz) < /Y L (y)v(dy)d(pa, p2)-

Hence (P,j) is weakly convergent for each p € M} and has the limit p.. Since, for sufficiently
large n, each operator P, satisfies

dpm(Papr, Pop2) < dpa(pr, p2)

and the set M% is dense in (M1, dppy), the proof is complete.

3 Analysis

We now return to the original problem posed in Section[ll We consider the position (x) and velocity
(v) of a dynamical system defined by

dz(:) = w(b), (3.1)
P b)) + ), (3.2)

with a perturbation 7 in the velocity. We assume that 7(t) consists of a series of delta-function-like
perturbations that occur at times tg, t1, ta, - - -. These perturbations have an amplitude h(£(¢)), and
n(t) takes the explicit form

n(t) =k Y hED)I(E — t). (3-3)
n=0

We assume that £ is generated by a dynamical system that at least has an invariant measure
for the results of Section Bl to hold, or is at least ergodic for the Central Limit Theorem to hold
as in Section

In practice, we will illustrate our results assuming that & is the trace of a highly chaotic semidy-
namical system that is, indeed, even exact in the sense of (I]_9_M) (c.f. Section
B). £ could, for example, be generated by the differential delay equation

dg
0 =€) + T(E(t - 1)), (3.4)
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where the nonlinearity 7" has the appropriate properties to generate chaotic solutions (IM.adSﬁ;LaﬂdJ}la&I

(I].&U'); lan_der Heiden and Mackey (I]_%ﬂ)) The parameter § controls the time scale for these os-

cillations, and in the limit as § — 0 we can approximate the behavior of the solutions through a
map of the form

Ent1 = T(&n)- (3.5)

Thus, we can think of the map T as being generated by the sampling of a chaotic continuous time
signal £(¢) as, for example, by the taking of a Poincaré section of a semi-dynamical system operating
in a high dimensional phase space.

Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space. Let b : R* — R*, h: Y — RF be measurable
transformations, and let (¢,),>0 be an increasing sequence of real numbers. Assume that £ :
Ry xY — Y is such that &(tp+1) = T'(&(tn)) for n > 0, where T' : Y — Y is a measurable
transformation preserving the measure v. Combining [B2) with B3] we have

0~ bo(t)) + kY ME@)E ) 35)
n=0

We say that v(t), t > tg, is a solution of Equation if, for each n > 0, v(t) is a solution of the

Cauchy problem
dolt) _
= b®), tE (tn,tni1) (3.7)

v(tn) = w(t,) + Kkh(E(tn)),

where vg is an arbitrary point of R* and v(t;) = lim,_,,— v(t) for n > 1.

Let 7 : Ry x R¥ — R” be the semigroup generated by the Cauchy problem (if b is a Lipschitz
map then 7 is well defined)

do(t) .
e b(o(t)), t>0 (3.8)
0(0) = o,

i.e. for every ¥y € R¥ the unique solution of ) is given by #(t) = n(t, @) for t > 0. As a result,
the solution of (B is given by

v(t) = mw(t — tp,v(ty)), for t € [tn,tnt1),m > 0.

After integration, for ¢ € [t,,t,+1) we have
t t t—tn
2(t) — 2(ty) = / o(s)ds = / s — by, v(ty))ds = / (s, 0(n))ds.
Consequently, the solutions of Equations Bl and are given by

o) = a(t) + /0 s, o(tn))ds, (3.9)
v(t) = 7(t—tp,v(ty)), for t € [ty,tni1),n > 0. (3.10)

Observe that x(t) is continuous in ¢, while v(¢) is only right continuous, with left-hand limits, and
v(tn) = lim;_ .+ v(?).
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We are interested in the variables v(t,,), vy, := v(t;,), &, := &(tn), and , := z(t,,) which appear
in the definition of the solution v(t) and z(t). We have

3.11
3.12
3

’U(tn) = v+ /{h(gn)v
T(tny1 — tn, v(tn)),
Ent1 T(&n),

tn+1—1tn
Tpt1 = :En—l-/ (s, v(ty))ds.
0

Un+1 1
1

w

(3.
(3.
(3.
(3.

)
)
)
)

3.14

We are going to examine the dynamics of these variables from a statistical point of view.

Suppose that vg has a distribution u, & has a distribution v, and that the random variables
are independent. What can we say about the long-term behavior of the distribution of the random
variables v(t,) or v,?

3.1 Weak convergence of v(t,) and v,,.

To simplify the presentation and easily use Proposition Bl of Section Z4] assume that the differences
tni1 — tn, do not depend on n, and that ¢, = n7 for n > 0. Define A : RF — RF by

A(v) = 7(r,v), veRE, (3.15)

where 7 describes the solutions of the unperturbed system as defined by Equation In par-
ticular, adding chaotic deterministic perturbations to any exponentially stable system produces a
stochastically stable system as stated in the following

Corollary 4 Let A : R* — R” be a Lipschitz map with a Lipschitz constant A € (0,1). LetT:Y —
Y be a transformation preserving the measure v, and h:Y — RF be such that [y [h(y)|v(dy) < oco.
Assume that the random wvariables vy and & are independent and that & has a distribution v.
Then v(nt) converges in distribution to a probability measure [, on R”* and p, is independent of
the distribution of the initial random wvariable vy. Moreover, v, converges in distribution to the
probability measure pu, o AL

Proof. From Equations BI1] and it follows that
v((n+1)71) = A(v(nt)) + kh(&ht1), n > 0.
Define the transformation R, : R¥ x Y — R¥ recursively:

{ Ro(v,y) = v+rh(y),

Ryi1(v,y) = A(Ry(v,y)) + lih(T”"'l(y)), v E Rk,y €Y.n>0. (3.16)

Then v(n71) = Ry(vo,&p). One can easily check by induction that all assumptions of Proposition
are satisfied. Thus v(nT) converges in distribution to a unique probability measure p, on R”.
Since v,+1 = A(v(n7)) and A is a continuous transformation, it follows from the definition of weak
convergence that the distribution of v, converges weakly to u, o A=%.

We call the measure p, the limiting measure for v(nt). Note that p, may depend on v.

Remark 7 Although this Corollary shows that there is a unique limiting measure, we cannot con-
clude in general that this measure has a density absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure. See Example[] and Remark 12
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3.2 The linear case in one dimension

We now consider Equation when b(v) = —vyv and v > 0. In this situation, we are considering a
frictional force linear in the velocity, so Equations Bl and become

dr(t)

dt - U(t)a

dv(t) °°

G = TR (E-)I(E — ta). (3.17)
n=0

To make the computations of the previous section completely transparent, multiply Equation
BI7 by the integrating factor exp(yt), rearrange, and integrate from (¢, — €) to (t,4+1 — €), where
0 < € < ming>o(tp+1 — tn), to give

o0 tnt1—€
V(tn1 — e)e“/(tn+1—6) _ U(tn _ E)QW(tn—E) = /{Z\/ h(f(z))&(z —tp)dz

n=0"ln—¢

= ke ETIN(E(t, — €)) (3.18)
Taking the lim,_.g in Equation and remembering that v(t;)) = v, and £(t,) = &,, we have
Unt1 = AU + £AR(ER), (3.19)

where 7, =tp41 —thand 0 < A\, = e 7 < 1.
We simplify this formulation by taking t,11 —t, = 7 > 0 so the perturbations are assumed to
be arriving periodically. As a consequence, A\, = A with

A=e 7, (3.20)

Then, Equation becomes
Up+1 = Ao, + KAR(E). (3.21)

This result can also be arrived at from other assumptions .

3.2.1 Behaviour of the velocity variable
For a given initial vg we have, by induction,

n—1
v = Ao+ KA ANTIIR(E)
j=0
n—1
= Mg+ A NTIR(TI (&)). (3.24)

J=0

! Alternately but, as it will turn out, equivalently, we can think of the perturbations as constantly applied. In this
case we write an Euler approximation to the derivative in Equation BT so with an integration step size of 7 we have

v(t+7) = (1 —~7)v(t) + Trh(E(1)). (3.22)
Measuring time in units of 7 so t,4+1 = t, + 7 we then can write this in the alternate equivalent form
Un+t1 = AUn + K1 )\h(gn)7 (323)

where, now, A = 1 — 7 and k1 = k7A~'. Again, by induction we obtain Equation
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We now calculate the asymptotic behaviour of the variance of v,, when & is distributed according
to v, the invariant measure for T. Assume for simplicity that vy = 0, set o =/ h%(y)v(dy) and
assume that [ h(y)h(T"(y))v(dy) = 0 for n > 1. Then we have

2

/U v(dy) =k / ZA” In(T (y v(dy).

Since the sequence h o T7 is uncorrelated by our assumption,

2

n—1 ' ' n-l . . 1— A\
S\ won@i | vt = o0 [t = 3550
j=0 7=

Thus

j/viu(dy)——ﬁﬁaﬂ <ﬂf:fi?>. (3.25)

Since b(v) = —yv, we have 7(t,v) = e~ "'v. Equation B2I] in conjunction with Equations
and BIT] leads to v,41 = Av(n7) where v(n1) = v, + kh(&,). Thus

n
v(nT) = A"vg + K > AX"IR(TI (&) (3.26)
j=0
Case 1: If A < 1 and & is distributed according to v, then by Corollary Bl there exists a unique
limiting measure p, for v(n7) provided that h is integrable with respect to v. The sequence v,, also
converges in distribution. Since the function A defined by Equation is linear, A(v) = Av, both
sequences v(n7) and v, are either convergent or divergent in distribution.

What can happen if the random variable & in Equation is distributed according to a
different measure?

Proposition 3 Let A < 1, the transformation T be exact with respect to v, and h € L*(Y,B,v).
If the random wvariable &y is distributed according to a normalized measure vy on (Y,B) which is
absolutely continuous with respect to v, then

K NTIR(TI (&) = pra (3.27)
§=0

and s does not depend on vy.

Proof. Recall that by the continuity theorem

kY ATIR(T (69)) = s

J=0

if and only if for every r € R

tim [ exp(irn S Xt IR(T? (1)) o(dy) = /R exp(ira) e (dz).

n—oo
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We know that the last Equation is true when 1y = v. Since for every m > 1 the sequence
m—1
kY AT (y)
j=0
is convergent to 0 as n — oo and

n n

S NThoTI =) A" I ho TV o T,
j=m j=0

an analysis similar to that in the proof of Theorem Bl completes the demonstration.

Case 2: If A = 1 we have v, = vg + RZ;-:(} h(T7(&)). Since vy and & are independent ran-

dom variables, vy and /{Z?:_& h(T7(&p)) are also independent. Hence v, converges if and only if

K Z;-:& h(T7(&)) does. Moreover, if there is a limiting measure y, for v,,, then the sequence v(n)
converges in distribution, say to vy, and p, is a convolution of the distribution of vy and v,. As
a result, u, depends on the distribution of vg. However, if the map 7" and function h satisfy the

FCLT, then '
>0 h(TI (&)
ay/n

Hence Z;L:_& h(T7(&y)) is not convergent in distribution since the density is spread on the entire
real line.

-4 N(0,1).

3.2.2 Behaviour of the position variable
For the position variable we have, for t € [n7, (n + 1)7),

t t _ ¢—(t=—n7)
z(t) — x(nt) = / v(s)ds = / ey (nr)ds = ;v(m').

nrt T fy

With z(n7) = x,, we have

1—e 7 1—-A

Tpt1 — Tp = ——o(nT) = v(nT). (3.28)
! ! B! B!
Summing from 0 to n gives
- A~ .
Tpi1 = To + - > (i) (3:29)
j=0

From this and Equation we obtain
1 -\ . i
Tap = @0+ —— D Moo+ 8D N TR(T (&)

j=0 i=0

_ Al _ nd
= 2 + (1 )\ )'UO + (1 )\)H Z Z)\]—Zh(T’l(go)).
v v 7=0 =0
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Changing the order of summation in the last term gives
n J n n n 1— )\n—i—i—l

SN INTITU&) = DD N TTH&) =D ﬁh(Ti(io))

j=0 i=0 i=0 j=i i=0
)\ n—i Z
= 1_AZ’1 "(€0)) ——ZA h(T'(&)).

Consequently

(1_)\n+1) i n—i %
Tus1 = @0+ v + = ZhT (%)) ZA h(T"(%)).

In conjunction with Equation B28, this gives
(1—-A")

vo + ; 3 h(T(&)) — ; 3 AT (&)).

=0 i=0

Ty = Lo +

(3.30)

Next we calculate the asymptotic behavior of the variance of z,,. Assume as before that zg =

vg = 0, and that [ h(y)h(T7(y))v(dy) = 0 and 02 = [ h*(y)v(dy). We have

(Z WT' (&) =) A""'h(T’(so)) <Z hT (&) ) <Z N'TT(T (&
=0

i=0 =0
-2 Z T (%)) Z AT (&0)
i=0 =0

Since, by assumption, the sequence h o T" is again uncorrelated we have

/(ZW ) (dy) = ZZ/ BT (y))A(T (y))(dy)

= 0] 0
S [ i Pota) = o+
=0

Analogous to the computation for the velocity variance

n n 1 )\2n+2

=0 =0

and

n n

/ ST ) S XTI dy) = 33 A / ()T () (dy)

i=0 j=0 i= 0] 0
1— /\n—i—l
= )\" (T (y 2,
/ W) =—==37°
Consequently, if zg = vy = 0 then
2 2 2n+-2 n+1
2 Ko 1—A 1—A
/aznu(dy)— e <n+1+ T2 -2 )
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Theorem 8 Let (Y, B,v) be a normalized measure space, T : Y — Y be a measurable map such that
T preserves the measure v, let ¢ > 0 be a constant, and h € L*(Y, B, v) be such that [ h(y)v(dy) = 0.

Then ,
\/ﬁ

2 2

Tn g Ko

— 2N (0,— ). 3.33

vn ( o > (33%)
Proof. Assume that Condition B:32] holds. From Equation B30 we obtain

-4 N(0,0%) (3.32)

if and only if

T, x (1-=X") v

iVt v th ) ZA” BT )
By assumption
e i a a?).
Vﬁ;h(T (§0)) =% ZN(0,07)

Thus the result will follow when we show that the remaining terms are convergent in probability

to zero. The first term
o (1—=X")w

- _l’_ B A
vn 7 Vn
is convergent to zero a.e. hence in probability. The sequence Y 1 A" “*h(T%(£)) is convergent in

K
distribution and ——= — 0 as n — oo. Consequently, the sequence

V1

%/_Z)\" (T (&)

is convergent in probability to zero which completes the proof. The proof of the converse is analo-
gous.

Remark 8 Observe that if the transformation T is exact and &y is distributed according to a mea-
sure absolutely continuous with respect to v, then the conclusion of Theorem [ still holds.

Theorem B generalizes the results of [Chew and Ting (2002). In Section we have discussed

when Condition holds for a given ergodic transformation.

Remark 9 Note that if we multiply Gaussian distributed random variable N(0,1) by a positive

constant c, then it becomes Gaussian distributed N(0,c?) with variance ¢*. Thus if we multiply

1
both sides of Equation E233 by N we obtain
T

x(nT) d Ko
VT 72
So if k = \/ym7, as in|Chew and Ting (2004), then
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4 Identifying the Limiting Velocity Distribution

Let Y C R be an interval, B=B(Y), and T : Y — Y be a transformation preserving a normalized
measure v on (Y, B(Y)). Recall from Section Bl that . is the limiting measure for the sequence
of random variables (v(n1)) starting from vy = 0, i.e.

v(nt) =Ky AN"R(G),
=0

where h : Y — R is a given integrable function, 0 < A < 1, & = T%(&), and & is distributed
according to v.

Proposition 4 Let Y = [a,b] and h : Y — R be a bounded function. Then the limiting measure
s has moments of all order given by

n—oo

/ ¥ uy(de) = lim [ v(nr)*v(dy) (4.1)

and the characteristic function of us is of the form

)t
Oi(r) = Z X 2" (dz), reR.
k=0
Moreover, u*([—%, %]) =1, where ¢ = sup,cy |h(y)|.

Proof. Since h is bounded, we have

k
L > 0.
o) < (720) ) mkz 0
The existence and convergence of moments now follow from Theorem 5.3 and 5.4 of m
. . . ) Ke Ke ) KC KC
(@) Since v(n7) has all its values in the interval [_ﬁ’ ﬁ] we obtain ,un([——), ﬁ])
1 where p, is the distribution of v(n7). Convergence in distribution (IBj.lli.ngsle;zl, , Theorem
2.1) implies that

lim sup i, (F) < s (F)

n—oo
Ke ke
I—2A"1—=2)
is a consequence of the other statements, and the proof is complete.

for all closed sets. Therefore pu.([— ]) = 1. The formula for the characteristic function

Remark 10 Note that if the characteristic function of us s integrable, then p, has a continuous
and bounded density which is given by

fulx) = — /OO exp(—ixzr)p.(r)dr, = € R.

—00

On the other hand if . has a density then ¢.(r) — 0 as |r| — oo.
KC ke

Note also that if a density exists then it must be zero outside the interval [———, ——].
1—A"1-2A
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Let Y = [a,b] be an interval and h(y) = y for y € Y. Thus h is bounded and for this choice
of h all moments of the corresponding limiting distribution . exists by Proposition Bl However,
the calculation might be quite tedious. We are going to determine the measure p, for a specific

example of the transformation 7T by using a different method.
Let h, : Y — R be defined by

ha(y) = D> N"'T'(y), y€Y,n>0. (4.2)
=0

Then v(nt) = khy(&o) and v, = KAhp_1(§p). Thus knowing the limiting distribution for these
sequences is equivalent to knowing the limiting distribution for h, ().

4.1 Dyadic map

To give a concrete example for which much of the preceding considerations can be completely
illustrated, consider the generalized dyadic map defined by Equation

[ 2y+1, ye[-1,0]
T(y)_{Zy—l, y e (0,1].

Proposition 5 Let £,&y be random wvariables uniformly distributed on [—1,1]. Let (a) be a se-
quence of independent random variables taking values drawn from {—1,1} with equal probability.
Assume that & is statistically independent of the sequence (cy). Then for every A € (0,1)

1 o0
k=0
Proof. The random variable -
Qg
§o = Z ok
k=1

is uniformly distributed on [—1,1]. It is easily seen that for the dyadic map

& =TH(&) = f: a;,ji for i > 1. (4.4)
k=1
Using this representation we obtain
= A l-ig = A1 = Qf+i = A\ 1-i > Qg

Changing the order of summation leads to

n k \n—l—k+i ol yn-1-i 2,

3 D P N

k=1 \i=1 i=0 k=1

1 & A\F 1-(3)"
m;w—k <1— <§> ) ar + 2_(2)\) €n
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Consequently

=0
where
1 [ /1
=5y [Z (3) =+ (3) 5"]
k=1
This gives
-1 (60) + X' = 5 (; A Hay +5n> . (4.5)

Note that for every n we have |wy| < 2. Therefore A\"w,, is a.s. convergent to 0 as n — co. Since
hy, (&) converges in distribution, say to fiy, we have h,_1(&)+A"w, —¢ fi, and the random variables
on the right-hand side of Equation converge in distribution to fi,. Since the random variables
«ay are independent, the random variables Y N'~Fay and &, are also independent for every n.
The same is true for Ez;é May 1 and €. Moreover, &, + > 7_, A" Fay and € + Zz;é Moy, 1 have
identical distributions. Thus

n—1

2i <€+Z)\ ak+1> =% iy

k=0

On the other hand ZZ;& )\kakH — ZE‘;O )\kakH almost surely as n — oo, but this implies
convergence in distribution. The proof is complete.

Before stating our next result, we review some of the known properties of the random variable
which appears in Equation For every A € (0,1) let

Oo=> Magy, (4.6)

and let gy be the distribution function of (y, ox(z) = Pr{{y < z} for x € R. Explicit expres-
sions for gy are, in general, not known. The measure induced by the distribution p) is called an
infinitely convolved Bernoulli measure (see [Peres et. all (IZD_O_d) for the historical background and
recent advances).

It is known (lless.en_andJM.nm.eﬂ h.%ﬂ that gy is continuous and it is either absolutely contin-

uous or singular. Recall that = is a point of increase of gy if o\(z — €) < ox(z + ¢€) for all € > 0.

The set of pomts of increase of gy (Kershner and Wintner, [1937) is either the interval [—1 —_—

T T-x
when A > 1 5 or a Cantor set K of zero Lebesgue measure contained in this interval when A< %,

oy is always smgular for A € 00 and the Cantor set K satisfies K = (AK), + 1) U (AK) — 1)
and 1= )\, — 5 € K. ) noted that gy has the uniform density py(z) = %1[—272} (x)

for A = 5 and that it is absolutely contlnuous for the kth roots of . Thus it was suspected that
o) is absolutely continuous for all A € [%, 1). However, [Erdad (@92.3) showed that ) is singular

-1
for A = \/52 and for the reciprocal of the so called Pisot numbers in ( . Later [Erdsd (I@

showed that there is a f < 1 such that for almost all A € (5,1) the measure gy is absolutely
continuous. Only recently, Solomyak (I].9_9j"]) showed that § = %

Proposition 6 For every A € (0,1) the density f) of the limiting measure p} of v(nt) satisfies

fMv) =0 if and only if |v] > ﬁ
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Moreover, on the interval ( T 7o ) we have
2— 2— A
A 2—'3& ( S—U T, 2-)\ ek Unf Ry
f* (U) = Ii)\ [QA ( w U _‘;\1) —ox ( w VT 1)] ’ |U| é)\(2—)\)(1—)\)
2— 2—
2 l-o (Frv-1)], Ty <V < 15

where oy is the distribution function of ¢\ defined by Equation [.0

Proof. Recall that we have v(n71) = h,,(§y). By Proposition B the sequence (2— \)h,, (&y) converges
in distribution to £ + () and the random variables £ and () are statistically independent. Since &
has the uniform density on [—1,1] and gy is continuous, the density of £ + () is given by

/ Sli-y(@ —2)dpa(z) = / 51[:(;—1,“1](2)65/))\(2)

—00

x+11 1
= [ 3ine =5l ) - pa-1).

Since v(nT) converges in distribution to (§ + ¢)), it follows that ) is the distribution of

. )\(f +¢)). Thus 2 has a density given by

2—-A 2—-A 2— )\
f*() W(@A( - U+1>—Q,\< - v—1>>, v € R.
Consequently, f}(v) = 0 if and only if
9 _
Av—l—l)zg)\( /{)\v—1>.

2 _
ox

Since p) is nondecreasing, it must be constant outside the set of points on which it is increasing,
which is contained in the interval [—t15, t15]. Hence oy (z ) =0 for x < —15 and oy(z) = 1 for

x > 3. Therefore if |v] > 5, then f}(v) = 0. If A >  the functlon oy is 1ncreasmg on the

interval [— 125, t15], thus f2 is positive on [— 25, 125]. Now let A < &. Since

also have %, % € K and they divide the interval [— 1_ T 1= /\] into three intervals of length 2,
2%, and 2 respectively. Since the middle interval has length less than 2 and the distance between

)\,—m S K)\, we

the points %U 4+ 1 and %U — 1 is always 2, the result follows in this case as well.

Remark 11 If A = 3 then ox(z) = $(z +2), 2— X = 3 and the density is equal to

( 2
5o —(v+2), —2/£<U<—§/£
N 3 - 2
o) =1 3o o] < 5 (4.7)
9 2
2 — - 2
32/{( v), 3/{<v< K

Remark 12 The invariant measure for the baker transformation Sz of Example[] is the product
of the distribution of (1 — \)(\ and the normalized Lebesgue measure. Thus, in this example the
limiting measure for vy, is the distribution of (1 — X)(x, which may be either singular or absolutely
continuous.
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4.2 Graphical illustration of the velocity density evolution with dyadic map
perturbations

What is the probability density function of h,(&p) defined by Equation when & is distributed
according to v? For many maps, including the dyadic map example being considered here, this can
be calculated analytically which is the subject of this section.

Let Y be an interval and let v have a density g, with respect to Lebesque measure. Then the
distribution of hy(&p) is given by

Pelin(@) € 4} = Priy €17 () = | | g.(u)d, A€ BR)

To obtain the density of h,(§y) with respect to the Lebesgue measure, one has to write the last
integral as [ 4 9n(x)dx for some nonnegative function g,. If the map h, : Y — R is nonsingular
with respect to Lebesgue measure, then the Frobenius-Perron operator Py, : L'([-1,1]) — LY(R)
for hy, exists and g, = Py, g«.

Let Y = [—1,1] and let T' be the dyadic map. Remember that Pr has the uniform invariant
density g.(y) = %1[_171} (y). Since h,, is a linear function on each interval (%, k;rnl] with constant
derivative, say h,, we have

gn(v) = Pp, g+(v) = T L, (ke ki1 (v), vER. (4.8)

/
n—1>

The derivative h, satisfies the recurrence equation h/, = \"~! 4 2h n > 1 and hé] = 0 and is

(A —3)2" + A\

equal to for each n.

In Figure LTl we show the evolution of the velocity densities g, when T is the dyadic map for
two different values of A. For A = 1 (left hand panels) the density rapidly (by n = 8) approaches
the analytic form given in Equation Xl On the right hand side, for A\ = 0.8 the velocity densities
have, by n = 8, approached a Gaussian-like form but supported on a finite interval. In both cases
the support of the limiting densities is in agreement with Proposition @ Figure shows gg(v) for
six different values of A.

4.3 r-dyadic map

Let r > 2 be an integer. Consider the r-dyadic transformation on the interval [0, 1]
T(y) =Ty (mOd 1)7 yE [07 1]

The proof of Proposition Bl carries over to this transformation when (ay) is a sequence of independent
random variables taking values in {0,1,...,r — 1} with equal probabilities, i.e. Pr(ay = i) = %,
i =20,1,...,r — 1, and ¢ is a random variable uniformly distributed on [0,1] and independent of
the sequence of random variables (). Then the limiting measure for v, is the distribution of the

random variable
K
— <£ +> A’fam) :
k=0
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Figure 4.1: This figure shows the successive evolution of the densities g,, n = 2,...,8 of the velocity
under perturbations from the dyadic map. In the left hand series of densities, A = %, while on the

1
right A = 0.8. The densities g, when A = % rapidly approach the limiting analytic form f? given
in Equation EE7. In both cases, k = 1.
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1
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Figure 4.2: This figure illustrates the form of the density gg(v) for perturbations coming from the
dyadic map, as computed from Equation EE]] and various values of A as indicated, with x = 1. In
every case the initial velocity density was the uniform invariant density of the dyadic map.

5 Gaussian Behaviour in the limit 7 — 0.

In a series of papers Beck and Roepstorfl (1987), Beck (1990H), Beck (19904), Beck (1996) and

Hilgers and Beck (1999), motivated by questions related to alternative interpretations of Brownian
motion, have numerically examined the dynamic character of the iterates of dynamical systems of
the form

Ups1 = Ay +VTUn A=e 77 (5.1)
Ynt1 = T(yn), (5.2)

in which 7T is a ‘chaotic’ mapping and 7 is a small temporal scaling parameter. They refer to these
systems as linear Langevin systems, and point out that they arise from the following

U= —yu+ \/?Zyi_lé(t — 7).
i=1

Integrating this equation one obtains Equation Bl with u,, = u(nT).

For situations in which the map 7 is selected from the class of Chebyshev maps [c.f. Equation 22§
and |Adler and Rivlin (1964)], Hilgers and Beck (2001) have provided abundant numerical evidence
that the density of the distribution of the sequence of iterates {u;}Y,, for N quite large, may be
approximately normal, or Gaussian, as A — 1, and hillgﬂts_a.n.d_Bmk' ) have provided some of
the same type of numerical evidence for perturbations coming from the dyadic and hat maps. Our
results provide the analytic basis for these observations.

In this section we consider and answer the question when one can obtain Gaussian processes
by studying appropriate scaling limits of the velocity and position variables. We first recall what
is meant by a Gaussian process.
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An R-valued stochastic process {((t);t € (0,00)} is called Gaussian if, for every integer [ > 1
and real numbers 0 < t; < ty < ... < t; < oo the random vector ({(t1),...,((#;)) has a joint
normal distribution or equivalently, for all d; € R, j = 1,...,k, the random variable 23:1 d;C(t;)
is Gaussian. The finite dimensional distributions of a Gaussian process are completely determined
by its first moment m(t) = E(((t)) and its covariance function

Kc(t,s) = BC(t) — m()(C(s) — m(s), 5.t > 0.

If m(t) =0, t > 0 we say that ¢ is a zero-mean Gaussian process. The initial random variable
¢(0) can be either identically equal to zero or can be any other random variable independent of the
process {((t);t € (0,00)}.

Now we recall the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck theory of Brownian motion for a free particle. The
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck velocity process is a solution of the stochastic differential equation

dV (t) = =V (t)dt + opdw(t),

where w is a standard Wiener process, and the solution of this equation is
t
V(t) =e "V (0) + O’Q/ e E9) du(s).
0

In other words, V is an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck velocity process if ¢ defined by ((t) = V (t) —e 7V (0),
t > 0, is a zero-mean Gaussian process with covariance function

2 .
K(t,s) = ;—g(e2vmln<tvs> — 1)e0+), (5.3)

2
o ey . . . . . . g,
If the initial random variable V'(0) has a normal distribution with mean zero and variance ﬁ, then
V itself is a stationary, zero-mean Gaussian process with covariance function

o2
Ky(t,s) = ﬁe_wt_sl.

Let X (t) denote the position of a Brownian particle at time ¢. Then
t
X(t) = X(0) + / V(s)ds.
0

In other words, X is an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck position process if n defined by n(t) = X (t) — X(0) —

—_e— 0t . . . . .
1ETV(O) is a zero-mean Gaussian process with covariance function

2
K,(t,s) = ;—703 (27 min(t,s) — 2 + 2e 77 4 2e775 — 7Sl 6_7(”8)) .

In particular the variance of 7n(t) is equal to %(2775 — 34 4e Mt — e,

Let h € L*(Y, B,v) be such that [ h(y)v(dy) = 0. Assume that x¢, vg, and &, are independent
random variables on (Y, B,v) and & is distributed according to v. The solution of Equation BI7]
is of the form

v(t) = e " y(nr), te [nr, (n+1)7), n > 0.
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We indicate the dependence of x(t) and v(t) on 7 by writing x,(¢) and v,(t) respectively. Let
n = [L], where the notation [] indicates the integer value of the argument, for ¢ € [n7, (n + 1)7),
substitute A = e777, and use Equation to obtain

[£]
vr(t) = e Mg + ke 7 Z ™ h(T7 (&), t >0, (5.4)
3=0
and Equation to obtain
N 2] 4]

2. (t) = 20 + > vo+; Zh T9 (&) — e "> h(T (&) | - (5.5)
7=0

Observe that the first moment of v, (t) is equal to

/UT(t)I/(dy) = e_ﬁ’t/’UO(?J)V(dy)’

since the random variables h(T7(&)) have a ﬁrst moment equal to 0. Assume for simplicity that
[ h(y y))v(dy) = 0 for j > 1 and set 0% = [h%(y . Since the random variables vy and
(T] ({0)) are independent, the second moment of v, (¢ ) takes the form

(%]
/ o (®Pu(dy) = e / Rly)(dy) + KPS (2 / B (T () dy)

J=0

_ 2 ([F14+D)
= 6_27t/v8(y)u(dy)+02/£2e wmlo e T

1— e2~/7
If 0 and v do not depend on 7, we have
2
lim o221 (7D 1) T = T (1,
7—0 6277— -1 2,7

Hence the limit of the second moment of v,(t) as 7 — 0 is finite and positive if and only if x
depends on 7 in such a way that
2
lim 2T
=0 T

is finite and positive.

Beck and Roepstorfl (1981) take s, = /7 from the outset, and claim that in the limit 7 — 0
the process v, (t) converges to the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck velocity process when the sequence (hoT7)
has a so called ¢-mixing property? on the probability space (Y, B,v). In fact, the following result
can be proved.

2A sequence of random variables {&; : j > 0} is called ¢-mixing if

([PrANB) — Pr(4) Pr(B)|

. k

nhﬁn;osup Pr(A) cAeFrbe Fgn,k>1=0
where F¥ and Fiin denote the o-algebra generated by the random variables &1, ..., & and xqn, Ekgny1, - - - Tespec-
tively.
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Theorem 9 Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space and T :' Y — 'Y be ergodic with respect to
v. Let h € L*(Y,B,v) be such that Y o, [P, hll2 < oo and let

0—</h v(dy) +2Z/ (dy)>1/2

be positive. Assume that v > 0 and
2

LK
lim —~ =1.
7—0 T

Then for each vy the finite dimensional distributions of the velocity process v, given by Equation[57)
converge weakly as T — 0 to the finite dimensional distributions of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck velocity
process V' for which V(0) = vy and o¢ = 0.

Proof. By Theorem Bl we have PTJ,(B) —0where h=h+f—foT and f = > Py, h. For
t >0 and 7 > 0 define
Cr(t) = kre™ WZeV”hoT] Co(t) = kre wZ:ewj foTiTh — fo1).
7=0
Then

vr(t) = e Mg + G (1) + G (2).
Observe that
[£]
C(t) = /-;Te_Vt(eW[ﬂf o TlFl+1 _ F)+ ke e — 1) Z eI f o TY,
j=1
Hence
16-(8)]]2 < 2lrle (1) + 1)[|£]]2,
and consequently
1G]]z < 4lrrllf]l2, >0, 7>0.

This and Lemma Himply that the finite dimensional distributions of v, (t) — e~ vy converge weakly
to the corresponding finite dimensional distributions of a zero mean Gaussian process ¢ with ¢(0) =
0 and the covariance function K¢(t,s) given by Equation where o = ||h||3, which completes
the proof.

For the corresponding position process we have the following.

Theorem 10 Under the assumptions of Theorem [@, let V(0) = vg. Then for each xo the finite
dimensional distributions of the position process x. given by Equation [ converge weakly as 7 —
0 to the finite dimensional distributions of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck position process X for which

X (0) = X0-
Proof. This follows from Lemma [ similarly as the preceding theorem follows from Lemma B

Example 14 Let us apply Theorem [ to a transformation 7" : [-1,1] — [—1,1] and h(y) = y. We
have Pr,h = 0 when T is the hat map, Equation [C4l Then 02 = 1/3. Thus all assumptions of
Theorem [ are satisfied. When 7" is one of the Chebyshev maps [Z8) Sy we also have Pr,h =0
by Example [l and 02 = 1/2. For the dyadic map @I0), the series Y oo, P, is absolutely
convergent in L?([—1,1], B([~1,1]),v) and is equal to h. This implies that o = ||2h — h o T|5, thus
in this case 0 = 1, which can be easily calculated. Thus all of the numerical examples and studies
of Beck and co-workers cited above are covered by this example.
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6 Discussion

In this paper we were motivated by the strong statistical properties of discrete dynamical systems
to consider when Brownian motion like behaviour could emerge in a simple toy system. To do
this, we have reviewed and significantly extended a class of central limit theorems for discrete time
maps. These new results, presented primarily in Sections and Z4] were then applied in Section
to the Langevin-like equations

dr(t)
=,
P~ o) + et

in which the underlying noise 7(t) need not be a Gaussian noise but may be substituted by
n(t) =Y h(E1)s(t —nr)
n=0

with a highly irregular deterministic function £(n7). When the variables h(£(n7)) are uncorrelated
Gaussian distributed (thus in fact independent) random variables then the limiting distribution of
v(nT) is Gaussian. This is need not be the case for the deterministic noise produced by perturbations
derived from highly chaotic semi-dynamical systems. However (Section [H), in the limit 7 — 0 both
types of noise produce the same stochastic process in this limit, the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process.
Finally, in Section Hl we have illustrated all of our results of Section Bl for the specific case of
perturbations derived from the ezact dyadic map.

The significance of these considerations is rather broad. It is the norm in experimental observa-
tions that any experimental variable that is recorded will be “contaminated” by “noise”. Sometime
the distribution of this noise is approximately Gaussian, sometimes not. The considerations here
illustrate quite specifically that the origins of the noise observed experimentally need not be due
to the operation of a random process (random in the sense that there is no underlying physical law
allowing one to predict exactly the future of the process based on the past). Rather, the results
we present strongly suggest, as an alternative, that the fluctuations observed experimentally might
well be the signature of an underlying deterministically chaotic process.
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A Appendix: Limit Theorems for Dependent Random Variables

This Appendix reviews known general central limit theorems from probability theory which we
can use directly in the context of noninvertible dynamical systems. With their help we then prove
several results which we have used in the preceding Sections.
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Consider random variables arranged in a double array

C1,15G1,25 -+ 5 Cloky
(2,1,62,25 -+ 5 G2 ks (1.1)

Cn,lv Cn,Qv cee 7Cn,kn

with k, — oo as n — oco. We shall give conditions which imply that the row sums converge in
distribution to a Gaussian random variable o N (0, 1), that is

kn
> Gni 2T oN(0,1). (1.2)

i=1

We shall require the Lindeberg condition

kn
. 9 N
JL%Z;E(C"’il{C"'ibG}) =0 for every e > 0. (1.3)

If independence in each row is allowed, then we have the classical Lindeberg-Feller theorem.

Theorem 11 (M (M, Theorem 7.2.1)) Let the random variables Cp 1, ..., (o, be indepen-
dent for each n. Assume that E((,;) = 0 and Zf;l E( 72”) =1, n > 1. Then the Lindeberg
condition holds if and only if

kn,
Z Cn,i _>d N(07 1)7
i=1

and
for all 6 >0, max Pr{|¢ni| >} — 0. (1.4)

If one considers a map T on a probability space (Y, B, ) which preserves the measure v, and defines
Cn,i to be ﬁf oT" ! fori=1,...,n with f measurable, then Condition [[Aholds. This is because

Pr{|Gnil > 8} =v({y € Y : |[f(T"7 (y))| > 6v/n}),

and {y € Y : |[f(TY(y))| > ov/n} =T ({y €Y : |f(y)| > 6y/n}). Thus by the invariance of v
this leads to

Jax Pr{|Cnil > 0} =v({y € Y : |f(y)| > 6v/n}) — 0.

Similarly, if one takes a square integrable f, then the Lindeberg condition is satisfied. Indeed,

we have
1

2 .
VT S (T (@) 2 e
and by the change of variables applied to 7°~! this reduces to

E(|Cnil 1y, i mep) = P y))v(dy)

1 2
— v(dy).
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Hence

n
> BGniPlg ) = [ P,
i=1 {1f|=v/ne}
which converges to 0 by the Dominated Convergence Theorem under our assumption that f? is
integrable.

Since our random variables are dependent, we cannot apply the above theorem. Instead, we
use the notion of martingale differences for which there is a natural generalization of Theorem []
Moreover, additional assumptions are needed, as one can easily check that if T is the identity map,
then

1 < i n
e =l

which can not be convergent to a Gaussian random variable.

We first recall the definition of conditional expectation. Let a probability space (€2, F,Pr) be
given and let G be a sub-o-algebra of F. For ¢ € L'(Q, F,Pr) there exists a random variable
E(¢|G), called the conditional expected value of ¢ given G, having the following properties: it is G
measurable, integrable and satisfies the equation

/E(C]Q)(w)Pr(dw):/C(w)Pr(dw), Aeg.
A A

The existence and uniqueness of E((|G) for a given ( follows from the Radon-Nikodym theorem. The
transformation ¢ + E(C|G) is a linear operator between the spaces L'(Q, F,Pr) and L*(Q, G, Pr),
so sometimes it is called an operator of conditional expectation.

Let {¢y,i 01 <i < ky,n > 1} be a family of random variables defined on a probability space
(Q,F,Pr). For each n > 1, let a family {F,; : i > 0} of sub-o-algebras of F be given. Consider
the following set of conditions

(i) E(¢ni) =0 and E(C};) < oo,
(ii) Fni—1 € Fnis

(iii
1

)

)

) Cn,i is Fp;i measurable,

(iv) E(Gn,ilFn,i—1) =0 for each 1 <i < kp, n>1.

A family {F,;,(ni 1 <@ < ky,n > 1} satisfying conditions (i)-(iv) is called a (square integrable)
martingale differences array.

The next theorem is from [Billingsley (1997).

Theorem 12 (Billingsley (1994, Theorem 35.12)) Let {Cni: 1 < < kn,n > 1} be a martingale
difference array satisfying the Lindeberg condition [L3. If

o
> E(CR | Fnio1) =T 0%, (1.5)
i=1

where o is a nonnegative constant, then

kn,
> Gni =4 aN(0,1). (1.6)

i=1
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If the limit in Condition is a random variable instead of the constant o, we obtain conver-
gence to mixtures of normal distributions [Eaglesonl (I]_%El, Corollary p. 561).

Theorem 13 Let {(,; : 1 <i < ky,n > 1} be a martingale difference array satisfying the Linde-
berg condition LA If there exists an Foo = (), Fno-measurable, a.s. positive and finite random
variable n such that

kn,
P
Y Bl Fai-) =", (1.7)
i=1
then Zf;l Cn,i s convergent in distribution to a measure whose characteristic function is ¢(r) =

E(exp(—37°n)).

The above result shows that to obtain a normal distribution in the limit a specific normalization
is needed and we have the following

Theorem 14 (Gaenssler and Jood (1992, Theorem 3.6)) Let {Cni = 1 < i < kyyn > 1} be a

martingale difference array and let n be a real-valued random variable such that Pr(0 < n < oo) = 1.
Suppose that

lim E( max |(,4|) = (1.8)

n—o00 1<i<ky,

and
kn
> G-, (1.9)
i=1

If n is F,, ;-measurable for each n and for each 1 < i < k,,, then

kn )
iz Cni -4 N(0,1).

Vo 2,

Remark 13 If n in Condition [LA is constant, n = o
equivalent to

2 then the conclusion of Theorem is

kn,
> Gni 2T oN(0,1).

i=1
Note also that Condition [L8 is implied by the Lindeberg condition.

The next result gives conditions for moment convergence in Theorem

Theorem 15 (Hall (1978, Theorem)m @ Theorem 3)) Let {Cni: 1 <i < ky,n > 1} be

a martingale difference array with Z B2 i) = o2 where o > 0. Suppose that for p > 1
kn kn
DBl =0 and By E(GilFai1) —o*" = 0. (1.10)
i=1 i=1

Then

kn
lim B[ il = EIN(0,0%)[%,

n—00 ¢
=1
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Let (Y, B,v) be a normalized measure space and 7' : Y — Y be a measurable map such that T’
preserves the measure v. Recall from Section [ the relation between the transfer operator Pr,,,
the Koopman operator and the operator of conditional expectation which gives

Pry,oUrf =f and UroPr,f = E(f|IT"YB)), fe L' (Y,B,v).

Lemma 1 Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space, and T : Y — Y be a measurable map such
that T' preserves the measure v. Let {cp; : 1 < i < k,,n > 1} be a family of real numbers and
h € L*(Y,B,v). Suppose that Pr,h = 0. Then

Cni=CnihoTF ™1 1<i<k, Cui=0, i>ky,

with '
Fni=T"T(B), 0<i<k,, and Fni=B, i >k, n>1

is a martingale difference array and if ¢, ; = \/kan, 1 <i <k, then the following hold

(i) Lindeberg condition [L3;

(ii) Conditions [T and LA with n = E(h?|T) where T is the o-algebra of all T-invariant sets;
(iii) Condition A with o* = [ h*dv provided that T is ergodic;

(iv) Condition LI for every p > 1 provided that T is ergodic and h € L>*(Y,B,v).

Proof. To check conditions (ii), and (iii) of the definition of a martingale difference array, observe
that T=7=1(B) € T/ (B) and h o T7 is T~/ (B) measurable. The Koopman and transfer operators
for the iterated map T7 are just the j** iterates of the operators Up and Pr. From this and
Equation we have P%’VU%h = h and

E(ho TVT~I7Y(B)) = U P (h o T7) = UL P, .

Since Pz, h = 0, we see that E(hoT|T~771(B)) = 0 for j > 0 which proves condition (iv).
The Lindeberg condition reduces, through a change of variables, to

kn
> B e, se) = / h?v(dy),
i=1

{|h|=VEne}

but h? is integrable and the Lindeberg condition follows. To obtain Condition [[7 use Equation
23 change the order of summation

k k
n 1 n . .
2 ) _ 2 kn—i)p—kn+i—1
D Bl Fuicy) = kn;E(h o TH|T (B))

=1
1 &
— k_ZUkn—Z—l—lPkn Z-‘rlUkn Z(h2)

kn—1

_ Z Uk =itlp,, Z Ui Pr,

and apply Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem to the integrable function UrPr, (h?) to conclude that this
sequence is convergent to E(UrPr,, (h?)|T) almost everywhere (with respect to ), and consequently
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in probability. Since UrPr,(h?) = E(h*|T~1(B)) and Z C T~1(B), we have E(UrPr,(h?)|Z) =
E(h%|T). Similarly, Condition follows from the Birkhof ergodic theorem. In addition, if 7" is
ergodic, then 7 is constant a.e. and is equal to f h2dv. Since h? € LP(Y,B,v) and p > 1, we have

ZEMMFP - L / B2 (y)(dy) — 0

and UrPr, (h?) € LP(Y,B,v). By the ergodic theorem in LP spaces we get

kn—1
1 mn
S B (P i 2 VRO Pr ) ) o [UrPr ) ay)
=1
in LP(Y,B,v), but [ UrPr,(h?)(y = [ h*(y)v(dy) and the proof is complete.

We now turn to the FCLT for (h o T )i>0- Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space and
T :Y — Y be ergodic with respect to v. Let h € L?(Y,B,v) and o = ||h|[z > 0. We define a

random function
[nt]—1

1 7
U—\/ﬁ ; hoT fOI' tE[O,l]

(where the sum from 0 to —1 is set to be 0). Note that v, is a right continuous step function, a
random variable of D[0, 1] and ,,(0) = 0.

wn(t) =

Lemma 2 If Pr,h = 0, then the finite dimensional distributions of v, converge to those of the
Wiener process w.

Proof. To show that the finite dimensional distributions of 1,, converge to the corresponding finite
dimensional distributions of w we use the Cramér-Wold technique. If the cy,..., ¢, are arbitrary
real numbers and tg =0 < t; < ... <t <1, we put

Cj i . .
hoT i, n—lnt;| <i<n—[nt;a], j=1,....k
I n—[nt;] <i<n-—[ntj_1], j
Cni =9 0, 1<i<n-—|[ntg] and t; <1
0, >N

Observe that i
Z Cn,z’ = Z Cj(l/}n(tj) - wn(tj—l))’
i=1 j=1

By Lemmalll , ; is a martingale differences array and we will verify the conditions of Theorem
For the Lindeberg condition note that

C>

n k
DB il =) = D P
=1

Jj=1

SN

( — [ntj])E (h21{\h|>ea\/ﬁc;1}>

3

and as a finite sum of sequences converging to 0 it is convergent to 0. For Condition [CHl observe

that
n . k 2
> Bt ) - X

i=1

t)]

[n k
> URPr(h?) ="y At —ti)
i=[nt;_1]+1 Jj=1

o6



by the ergodicity of 7', and the fact that o2 = J h2dv. Therefore, by Theorem 2,

n k
3 Gui =0 | S0 At tjo1) N(O,1).
i=1 j=1

Thus Zf 1 ¢ (W (t;) —n(tj—1)) converges to the Gaussian distributed random variable with mean

0 and variance zj 1 3(15 tj—1), but this is the distribution of Z§:1 ¢j(w(t;) — w(tj—1)) which

completes the proof.
Lemma 3 If Pr,h =0, then Condition [Z13 holds for each positive e.
Proof. Define a martingale difference array

um{ e rsien
Let also ¢, 0 =0 and Un(t) = Zgi% Cnyis t €[0,1], n > 1. We have

wn(t) = Jn(l) - {/;n(l - t)’
We first observe that

sup [n(s) = ¢u(B)] < sup [tha(s) — ¥u()]

[t—s|<d [t—s|<d

< 4sup  sup \{En(t) - Jn(ké)‘
k ké<t<(k+1)

This gives

v( sup [¢n(s) —u()] >€) < Y v( sup  [in(t) — da(kd)| > 2)-

|t—s|<6 hoo1  kO<t<(k+1)8

Now applying Lemma Bl and arguments similar to those of m (m, pp. 64-65), one can
complete the proof.
For the next results we need the following

Lemma 4 Let (2;);>1 be a sequence of real numbers such that

Z?:l i

lim ==—— =z
n—o00 n
Then K
a,z
lim 722 L n™ — 2

oo Zz 1 n

for every sequence of integers k, > 1 and every sequence of real numbers a,, satisfying

lim k, =00, lim a, =1, and lim a*" #1 (1.11)

n—oo n—oo n—oo

and either a, > 1 or 0 < a, <1 for alln > 1.
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Proof. The Abel method of summation,

i

m—1
Zczb —cmZb — Z Cit1 —c,-)Zb,-
i=k

Jj=k
can be used to write
K En kn—1
E a;zi—zg a, = — E Z+1 g zj — i%) —I—ak” E zi — knz).
i=1 i=1 i=1

Fix € > 0 and let ng be such that

z| < e for m > ng.

Din Zi _
m

Suppose that a,, > 1 for all n > 1. The other case is proved analogously. Combining these yields,
for k, > ng,

T e

k
Zz 1a Zznla

Letting n — oo we see that the first term on the right goes to zero, while the second term goes to
€ times a constant not depending on €, which completes the proof.

) 1, ; ; . _ . )
Sk al 2 B z' _ Sy (aptt —ap) X5 25— ZZ‘ SR LGt — i i + akrk,

Theorem 16 Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space and T :' Y — Y be ergodic with respect
to v. Let (ky), (an) be sequences satisfying Condition [LID. Let ¢ € R and let (c,) be a sequence
of real numbers such that

lim k&, c = .

n—oo

If h € L*(Y,B,v) is such that Pr,h =0, then

kn
anaflho 7" =% oN(0,1),
i=1
202
-1
where o = LHhHg and a = lim akn.
Ina n—00

Proof. From Lemma [lit follows that (,; = cpaknt1=ih o TFnt1=1 is 4 martingale difference array
and that

nh—>H<;lo\/——nE( max |hoT]|) 0.

We shall apply Theorem [[4l We have

max [l < |en|max(ay, 1) max [hoT"|,
1< <I€ 1S1Skn

SO

kn - i
E( max [Cnil) < Vknlen| max(a,", 1)E (\/—Oggn\hoT!)-

o8



Letting n — oo we see that Condition holds. To verify Condition note that

kn kn kn 217,2 7
2 _ 2 212 i_ 2 2i21ah°T
Cni_cn anh ol =Cn anp k :

) n 2Z
i=1 i=1 i=1 D ity an

Therefore Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem, Lemma Hl and the fact that

kn 2/ .2
i 2 2i € (a® = 1)
im c;, Up = ——5—
n— 00 — Ina

complete the proof.

Corollary 5 Under the assumptions of Theorem OB, if for h € L*>(Y,B,v) the series Yoo P%Wh
is convergent in L*(Y,B,v), then

kn
ana;hOTi -4 oN(0,1),
i=1
2/ 2
—1
where o = %||h+f - fOT||2 and f = Z;"ll P’?“,uh'

Proof. Theorem Bl implies Pr,(h+ f — foT) =0. Thus

kn,
cn Y ah(h+f—foT)oT =% oN(0,1)
=1

by Theorem [[6 Therefore it remains to prove that
ana foT —f)oT! =T 0. (1.12)
Observe that the left-hand side of Equation is equal to

calaln foTHH — foT) + cula ZanfoTZ

Since ¢, — 0 as n — oo, the first term converges in probability to 0. From Lemma Bl and Birkhoff’s
ergodic theorem it follows that
Zz 1 nf o T /f

Zzln

Therefore the sequence

k

n . ] TZ
enlan' = 1) apfo T = en(l - k)zik—f
=1 i=1"n

is also convergent in probability to 0, which completes the proof.
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Remark 14 Note that we can conclude from Theorem [IA that

kn
Cn Z athoT! -4 oN(0,1),

i=m

where m > 0 is any fixed integer, because ¢, goes to zero and a, to 1 as n — oo, so the difference

kn kn
ana;hoTZ —cp E ayhoT",
i=1 i=m

which is either equal to cph or ¢, Y ity alhoT?, converges in probability to zero.
Lemma 5 Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space, T :' Y — Y be ergodic with respect to v,
and v # 0 be a constant. Let k;, 7 > 0, be such that

2
lim °T = 1.
T—0 T
If h € L*(Y,B,v) is such that Pr,h = 0, then the finite dimensional distributions of the process (,
defined by
(]
Cr(t) = kpe Zewjho T/, t>0, 7>0
§=0
converge weakly as T — 0 to the corresponding finite dimensional distributions of the zero-mean
Gaussian process ¢ for which ((0) =0 and

|1l

5o (2T —1)e ) g s > 0.
Y

EC()¢(s)

Proof. To prove the convergence of the finite dimensional distributions of (- to the corresponding
finite dimensional distributions of the Gaussian process (, it is enough to prove that for any [ > 1,
real numbers 0 < t; < ... < t; < oo and dy, ..., d; the distribution of zz-zl d;((t;) is Gaussian and
that 22':1 d;(-(tj) converges in distribution as 7 — 0 to 22':1 d;iC(t;).

We consider first the case of [ = 1. It follows from Theorem [[@ that for ¢ > 0 the distribution
of (;(t) converges weakly as 7 — 0 to a Gaussian random variable. To see this let 7, be a sequence
going to zero as n — oco. Take k, = [%], an, = e’ ¢, = Kk, e 7', and observe that

t

lim k, =o0, lim a, =1, lim a*» =¢" and lim k,c2 = te >,

—2 2 _
te ;;(662;_1) = 1_;/2%. The theorem then implies that

and

(L] )
—t Tnj j 99 —27t
Kr,e 1Y eIR(T (&) %N(O,%(l—e g )>

J=0

where 03 = [ h%(y)v(dy) and & is distributed according to v. Consequently ¢, (t) =2 ¢(t)as T — 0,
where ((t) is a Gaussian distributed random variable with mean 0 and variance given by

12113
2y

(1—e 2, t>0.
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Note that (;(0) = k,h. Since lim,_,o k; = 0, we also have (;(0) — 0 as 7 — 0.
We next consider the case of [ = 2. The case of arbitrary [ is deduced analogously from Theorem
[[A Let t; <ty and dy,dy be given. Let 7, be a sequence going to zero as n — oco. Set ky, 1 = [L],

kno = [i—i], kn = kn2 + 1, and observe that k, 1 < kj 2 for all n sufficiently large. Define

dpe™ " iy, T Fn =i o Thn =, 0<j<kna—knn,
Mn,j = (dge_ﬂytz + dle—’yh),{m EPYT"(k"_j)h o Tk"_j, k‘mg — kn,l <7< k’n,
0, otherwise.

Then we have

Fon
diGr, (1) + doCr, (t2) = > 1y
j=1

Observe that

kn, kn,2
Z 7727]- = d%e_%t2 /€72_n Z e2VmIp2 o I
Jj=1 Jj=0
kn,1
+(2dydy eV E2F1) 4 22t K2 Z e IR o TV,
§=0

As in the proof of Theorem [[G we check that Theorem [l applies to {n, ;: 1 < j < ky,n > 1} and
conclude that
d1Gr, (t1) 4 dals, (t2) =% oN(0,1)

where 02 = %(d%(l — e 22) 4 2dydie V2t (27 — 1) 4 d3(1 — e=2711)). Since oN(0,1) is
2
the distribution of dlC(tl) + dQC(tQ) and E(C(tl)C(tg)) = %6_7@2‘”1)(627“ — 1)’ the proof of the

lemma is complete.

Lemma 6 Let (Y,B,v) be a normalized measure space, T :' Y — Y be ergodic with respect to v,
and v # 0 be a constant. Let k-, 7 > 0, be such that

If h € L*(Y,B,v) is such that Pr,h = 0, then the finite dimensional distributions of the process 1,
defined by

0. (t) = (1= NhoTI, t>0, 7>0

converge weakly as T — 0 to the corresponding finite dimensional distributions of the zero-mean
Gaussian process n for which n(0) =0 and

h 2
En(t)n(s) = ||7L|2 (2y min(t, s) — 2+ 27 + 26775 — ¢Sl — ()

fort,s > 0.

The lemma follows from Theorem [[4l in a similar fashion as the preceding lemma.
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