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LIMIT THEOREMS FOR A CLASS OF UNBOUNDED OBSERVABLES WITH
AN APPLICATION TO “SAMPLING THE LINDELOF HYPOTHESIS”

KASUN FERNANDO AND TANJA I. SCHINDLER

ABSTRACT. We prove the Central Limit Theorem (CLT'), the first order Edgeworth Expansion and
a Mixing Local Central Limit Theorem (MLCLT) for Birkhoff sums of a class of unbounded heavily
oscillating observables over a family of full-branch piecewise C? expanding maps of the interval. As
a corollary, we obtain the corresponding results for Boolean-type transformations on R. The class
of observables in the CLT and the MLCLT on R include the real part, the imaginary part and the
absolute value of the Riemann zeta function. Thus obtained CLT and MLCLT for the Riemann
zeta function are in the spirit of the results of Lifschitz & Weber [33] and Steuding [45] who have
proven the Strong Law of Large Numbers for sampling the Lindeldf hypothesis.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Expanding maps of the unit interval are the most elementary class of dynamical systems that
exhibit chaotic behaviour. There is extensive body of literature on limit theorems for Birkhoff sums
of expanding maps as summarised in [3, 21, 12]. In particular, in [11], the central limit theorem
(CLT) is established for observables with bounded variation (BV) over piecewise uniformly expand-
ing maps whose inverse derivative is also BV. Further, in [12], Edgeworth expansions describing the
error terms in the CLT are established in the case of BV observables over C? uniformly expanding
maps that are covering. In both cases, the results are limited to bounded observables since the
observables considered are BV.

One standard technique of establishing limit theorems for dynamical systems is the Nagaev-
Guivarc’h spectral approach which was first introduced by Nagaev in the Markovian setting in [39],
and later, adapted to deterministic dynamical systems by Guivarc’h in [18]. The key idea is to
code the characteristic function using iterated twisted transfer operator (one can think of this as
the deterministic counterpart of the dual of the Markov operator in the Markovian setting) and to
analyse the spectral data of these families of operators in a suitable Banach space. More precise
formulations of this idea can be found in [15, 21, 17].

Though transfer operator techniques to handle unbounded observables are available, see for
example, [22, 5, 35, 13], there are only a few results for limit theorems for unbounded observables
over uniformly expanding maps of the interval; see for example, [I] and [6] of which the latter,
however, does not use transfer operator techniques. In [5, 35, 1], the goal was to obtain bounds for
the spectral radius and the essential spectral radius of the (twisted) transfer operators associated
with expanding maps acting on their corresponding Banach spaces. While the first two works
did not address limit theorems, in [1], a CLT and an almost sure invariance principle was proven.
However, to the best of our knowledge, nothing is known about the first order Edgeworth expansion
(the quantitative CLT) or the mixing local central limit theorem (MLCLT) in this setting.

Notably, [22] introduced a general framework for establishing the first order Edgeworth expan-
sion in a Markovian context that is nearly optimal, comparable to conditions in the independent
identically distributed (IID) setting. This framework was further extended in [I3] to obtain ex-
pansions of all orders in both the CLT and the MLCLT, with applications to systems modelled
by shifts of finite type or Young towers and unbounded observables with nearly optimal order of
integrability. Despite its potential, this generalised theory has not been applied to expanding maps
until this work.

In this paper, we introduce a class of Banach spaces that are not contained in L* and for which
the conditions introduced in [22, 13] can be verified in the context of C? uniformly expanding maps
of the interval. In Remark 2.4, we compare the class of Banach spaces we introduce with other
Banach spaces in the literature that include unbounded observables and are known to possess a
spectral gap for the associated transfer operator.

The observables y : (0,1) — R we focus on and which belong to our Banach space are unbounded
heavily oscillating observables characterised by the conditions

XISzl —2)"* and  max{|x'(z+)[x' (@)} Sz (1 —2)""

for some a,b > 0. The permissible ranges for a and b vary depending on the specific interval map
and the limit theorem of interest.

As the underlying transformations we consider are full-branched C? uniformly expanding maps
of the interval and we see that the non removable singularities of y are always at a fixed point of the
interval map. (This, however, could easily be extended to any periodic point.) The behaviour of
such maps can be considered as particularly interesting: once an orbit lands close to a fixed point,
a few subsequent iterates might stay relatively close to the fixed point and the Birkhoff sum might
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be very large locally. Such situations can cause the system to behave qualitatively different from
the IID setting, see for example, [31, Theorem 1.10].

Further, we show that the general framework developed in [13] for limit theorems involving
unbounded observables can be applied to our class of observables. By adapting the ideas in [13]
to our context, in Section 3, we identify a set of sufficient conditions on both the system and the
observables which ensure the validity of limit theorems. In particular, we establish the CLT, its
first order correction — the first order Edgeworth expansion, and a MLCLT for the Birkhoff sums
of x.

Indeed, we consider a sequence of increasing Banach spaces (all of them containing unbounded
observables) on each of which the twisted transfer operators corresponding to full-branch C? ex-
panding maps satisfy Doeblin-Fortet Lasota-Yorke (DFLY) inequalities and other good spectral
properties. These properties, in turn, lead to the establishment of the limit theorems for this class
of expanding maps. In the previous literature (including [13]), the conditions in the general frame-
work were not verified in a context similar to ours, and there lies the key novelty of this work.
Though our results regarding the introduced Banach spaces are tailored to prove limit theorems
in the spirit of [13], similar, general techniques using a chain of Banach spaces were established
in [22] and also used in [10]. Having this in mind, the intermediate technical results of this paper
regarding the precise details of the chain of Banach spaces (relegated to Section A) might be helpful
to prove further limit theorems in the future.

As an immediate application, we deduce limit theorems for a Boolean-type transformation
¢ : R — R given by ¢(x) = 1/2(x — 1/z) if x # 0 and observables that heavily-oscillate at
+o00. This application makes use of a smooth conjugacy between the doubling map on the unit
interval and ¢. In particular, this has applications to sampling the Lindeléf hypothesis, a line of
research in analytic number theory that deals with understanding the properties of the Riemann
zeta function on the critical strip. We elaborate on this in Section 2.6.

The structure of the paper is as follows: Section 2 is dedicated to preliminaries and main results: in
Section 2.1, we introduce the relevant notation and common definitions that we will use throughout
the paper, in Section 2.2, we state precisely the class of expanding maps we consider, in Section 2.3,
we introduce our Banach spaces, in Section 2.4, we state our main results for the interval maps,
and in Section 2.5, we state the corresponding results for the Boolean transformation on R and
their implications to sampling the Lindelof hypothesis is discussed in Section 2.6. In Section 3, we
recall known abstract results in [22, 13] tailored (with justifications) to our setting. The spectral
properties of twisted transfer operators acting on these spaces including the DFLY inequality are
established in Section 4. In Section 5, we collect the proofs of our main results. In particular, the
proofs of the limit theorems for interval maps appear in Section 5.1 and in Section 5.2 we prove
the corresponding results for the Boolean-type transformation. Finally, we have relegated some
technical results to the Appendices; in particular, an in-depth discussion about our Banach spaces
appears in Section A.

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Preliminaries. Let X be a metric space with a reference Borel probability measure m, and
let T: X — X be a non-singular dynamical system, i.e., for all U C X Borel subsets m(U) = 0
holds if and only if m(T~1U) = 0 holds. We denote by M;(X) the set of Borel probability measures
on X. Let v € My(X). For p > 1, by LP(v), we denote the standard Lebesgue spaces with respect
to v, i.e.,

LP(v) = {h: X — X | his Borel measurable, v(|h|’) < co}
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where the notation v(h) refers to the integral of a function h with respect to a measure v and the
corresponding norm is denoted by || - || z»(,). When v = m, we often write, L? instead of LP(m) and
| - lp instead of || - {| Lo (m)-

For us, an observable is a real valued function f € L? for which we consider the Birkhoff sums
(also commonly referred to as ergodic sums),

n—1
(2.1) Su(f;T) =Y foT"
k=0

which we denote by S, (f) when the dynamical system T is fixed.

We say T : L' — L' is the transfer operator of T with respect to m, if for all f € L' and
J[re L,
(22) m(T(f)- [y =m(f-f*oT).
Let m € M1(X) be absolutely continuous with respect to m with density pm. Then, from (2.2), it
follows that

(23 Enn(e* () = m (T2 (o))

where E7 is the expectation with respect to the law of S,, where the initial point x is distributed
according to m and

(2.4) Tis() =T( ), seR,
see, for example, [21, Chapter 4]. Eventually, we are interested in the asymptotics of quantities of

the form m(S,,(f) < z,) and Em(V,,(Sn(f))) as n — oo where 2z, € R and V,, : R — R are from a
suitable class of observables, and to obtain these asymptotics we exploit the relation (2.3).

We denote
2
A= lim Eg <Sn(f’T)> and o = lim En <S”(f’T)_nA)

n— 00 n n— 00 \/ﬁ

for the asymptotic mean and the asymptotic variance of Birkhoff sums, S, (f,T), respectively.
Under the assumptions we impose on 7 in Section 2.2, A and o2 are independent of the choice
of @ because each initial measure 7 converges weakly to the unique unique absolutely continuous
invariant probability measure (acip) under the action of f, and we may focus on zero average
observables by considering f := f — A instead of f.

We call f to be T'—cohomologous to a constant in the function space § if there exist £ € § and
a constant ¢ such that

f=foT —V+c
and T—coboundary in § if there exists £ € § such that
f=LoT—1¢.

We say f is non-arithmetic in § if it is not T'—cohomologous in § to a sublattice-valued function,
i.e., if there exists no triple (v, B,6) with v : X — R, B a closed proper subgroup of R and a
constant 0 such that f+~v—~voT € 6 + B.

Given a Banach space Bj, the C—valued continuous linear functionals are denoted by B{ and
given another Banach space B2, L£(B1,B2) denotes the space of bounded linear operators from By
to By. When By = Ba, we write £L(B1,B1) as L(B1). When By C By, B < Ba denotes continuous
embedding of Banach spaces, i.e., there exists ¢ > 0 such that || - ||z, < ¢/ - [|5,-

Given a set D C X, its complement X \ D is denoted by D¢, and D denotes its interior. Given a
function f: D — R set f := max{f,0} and f_ := max{—f,0}. Given g : D — R, g < f denotes
that there exists constant K > 0 such that g(x) < K f(z), for all z € D. Let Q1,Q2 be Rg valued
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functionals acting on a class of functions &; and &,, the inequality Q1(g) < Q2(h) for all g € &,

and h € B4 is written to denote that there exists K independent of the choices of g and h such

that Q1(g9) < KQ2(h). Finally, given two numbers a,b € R, a ~ b means that 0 < a —b < 1073,
We denote the standard Gaussian density and the corresponding distribution function by

rl(:t:):\/lﬂ_fzzz/2 and ‘ﬁ(a:):/x n(y)dy,

respectively.

2.2. The classes of dynamical systems. Let [ = [0, 1] and A the Lebesgue measure (on R) and
Ar its restriction to I. We use A; as the reference measure on I and let I = U?;é [cj,cjq1] be a
partition of I with ¢g = 0 and ¢ = 1. We consider the class of maps ¢ : I — [ satisfying the
following conditions.
(1) There are 1,41 : [cj,cj+1] — I such that for all j, ¥;41 € C?, W51l > 1, Range(vj1) = 1
and
¢j+1|(cj,c]-+1) = ¢’(Cj’cj+l) :
(2) For all j, the derivative of ij_ﬁl is uniformly ¢¥—Hdlder, i.e., there exists ¢ such that for all j,
for all e > 0, for all z € I and for all z,y € B.(z) :== [z —e,2+¢| N[0, 1],

(W5 (@) = W) )] < el @) ()’
Remark 2.1. The full branch assumption was made in order to simplify our calculations. Later

on, we will be particularly interested in the doubling map which is conjugate to the Boolean type
transformation, a transformation over the real line.

Since the maps studied here are C?, Markov and topologically mixing, each map has one and
only one acip and it is exact [15, Theorem 6.1.1]. We denote this acip by m. Since ¢}, are ct,
there exists ny < oo such that

mfx ngﬂrlnoo =7+
Also, since |07 4] > 1, there exists n— > 1 such that

ma | (574 oo = 1/71-.

Remark 2.2. If f € § is a ¢-coboundary in the space of measurable functions, then it is a -
coboundary in the class of piecewise C? functions, see [37, 20].

Without loss of generality we assume that 1)’ > 0 and we have
k=1 isx(v; )
~ e Jj+1
(2.5) Yis()(x) = ) ————
Jz:% @bl(l/}j-&lx)

see, for example, [21] for a proof of this fact.

SD(%_Jrlﬂ) )

2.3. The Banach spaces. For a measurable function f: I — R and a Borel subset S of I, we
define the oscillation on S by

osc (f,S) = esssup |f(z) — f(y)]

z,yeS

and we set osc(f, () := 0. For a complex valued functions f we generalize the definition to

osc (f,5) == osc(Rf,S) + osc(Tf,9),
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where SR f and Jf refer to real and imaginary parts of f, respectively. Also, in the case of a complex
valued function f, up to a constant, this is equivalent to the more intuitive definition

o8¢ (f, ) = esssup | £(z) - F(u)].
T,yeS
This can be easily seen: We have |f(z) — f(y)| < |Rf(z) — Rf(v)| + |Sf(x) — Sf(y)], and thus,
osc(f,S) < osc(f,S). On the other hand, we have osc(f,S) < 2max{osc(Rf,S),05¢(Sf,S5)} <
20sc(f,S). In what follows, we use osc as the standard definition.

For a € R, define, R, an operator on the space of measurable functions by

(=) flz) if |[f(z)] < o
Rof(z) = { 0 otherwise,

denote by B:(x) the e-ball around z in I, and define a seminorm

|flag = sup 6_’8/050 (Rof, Be(x)) dA;(z),
' e€(0,e0]

where ¢q is sufficiently small (to be chosen later). Let

sy = -l 4 Has

and set
L7 = {f 1 —C: ||f||7 < OO} > Va,ﬁ,v = {f I —C: ”f”a,ﬁ,v < OO} :

Finally, by V/ 5 WE denote the set of C—valued continuous linear functionals on V, g .

Remark 2.3. It is shown in Section A that for a € [0,1), f € (0,1] and v > 1, V, g~ is a Banach
space. Similar real Banach spaces were considered in [28, 3, 30]. In all these cases, their spaces
correspond to our spaces with a = 0, and hence, are embedded in L°°; see Theorem A .4.

Due to the dampening operation R,, which was first introduced by the second author in [11], the
observables in V,, g, may be unbounded and oscillate heavily near 0 and 1. It was used to establish
a CLT. However, there was a critical mistake in the proof: the normed vector space considered
there in order to study the spectrum of the transfer operator is not complete. In what follows, we
not only correct this mistake but also establish a MLCLT for (2.20).

Moreover, we remark that depending on the application one could consider different damping
operators and use the ideas presented here to prove other limit theorems.

It is clear that due to the structure of R, the oscillating singularity can occur precisely at the
fixed points 0 and 1. In case that the map 1 has more than two branches, and hence, fixed points
O=ag<a; <...<ag_o < ag_1 =1, the proofs could easily be generalised to a Banach space with
additional dampening at aq, ..., ax_2. In this case we would consider R, f(z) = H?;é |z —a;|*f(x).
However, these calculations would make the proof even more technical, and hence, we decided to
restrict ourselves to the observables only oscillating at 0 and at 1.

Allowing for singularities of f at a point y which is not a fixed point of ¥, i.e. introducing a
damping function |z — y|* would still result in a Banach space. However, under v, the singularity
of f would move and V, g, would no longer be closed under the action of the transfer operator

1, a condition fundamental for proofs using transfer operator techniques. In the case of y being a
periodic point of period d, considering ¢ instead of 1) should work.

Remark 2.4. In the literature there are a number of Banach spaces which also allow for unbounded
observables, e.g. [5, 35, 1]. Those are seemingly more general than the Banach space we introduce
because they do not have the restriction that the singularity can only occur on a fixed point.
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However, the norm of the Banach spaces are defined in an implicit way, e.g., as
1
| ¢t da
0

in [35] with ¢ out of a certain space (Ba,| - ||o), and similarly, in an implicit way in [5, 1]. It
is not clear, and not an easy task to check whether the observables we are interested in or even
more elementary observables like 27¢sin(1/z), ¢ > 0 belong to Banach spaces in the literature [30].
From this point of view, the proposed Banach spaces are interesting because the conditions are
relatively easy to check. Moreover, for the method used in our paper, a sequence of Banach spaces
is necessary. This would introduce additional technical difficulties, if we were to use other Banach
spaces in the literature.

[Al = sup
lplla<t

2.4. Results for the unit interval. Now, we are ready to state the limit theorems for S, (x) :=
Sn(x, 1) over dynamical systems v defined as in Section 2.2. Though we do not state this explicitly,
it will later turn out that the x specified in the following theorems belongs to an appropriate V, g

We first state the CLT in the stationary case.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose x is continuous and the right and left derivatives of x exist on f, X 1S not
a coboundary and there exist constants a,b > 0 such that

(2.6) X(@) Sz *(1—2)"" and  max{]x'(z+)|,[x (z—)]} Sz (1 -=z)"".
Assume

11 1 _
(2.7) a < min {ﬁ,b,z} -min{1,12§z+}.

Then, the following Central Limit Theorem holds:

(2.8) w(WSm)W(m)zo(l), forall z€eR as n— 0.

Now, we discuss sufficient conditions for the MLCLT.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose x is continuous and the right and left derivatives of x exist on f, X 18
not arithmetic and there exist constants a,b > 0 such that (2.6) and (2.7) are true. Then, Sp(x)
satisfies the following MLCLT:for all 0 < ap < an < B, M > 1, U € Voopm, V : R = R
a compactly supported continuous function, m € My(I) being absolutely continuous wrt Ar, and
W e L' such that (W -m) € Vo, s we have

(2.9) lim sup |0V 2mnEm(U o " V(S,(X) — ) W) — 6_% Em(W)E-(U) / V(z)dz| =0.

n—oo /ER

Remark 2.7. In particular, it is possible to choose T = 7 for all W € LM where M~! + M~! = 1.
In fact, under our assumptions, there exists p € BV such that m = pAj; see, for example, [31].
Therefore, [W - w(h)| = | [(:W)pdAi] < [placlWhlzs < IpllcolWlsrlallas < Cllbllag,sr with
C = ||plloc||W |37, and hence, W -7 € V| 5, as required.

Next, we discuss the first order asymptotics of the CLT with no assumptions on the stationarity.
In particular, under the conditions of the theorem, we have the CLT for initial measures that are
not necessarily invariant.

Theorem 2.8. Suppose x is continuous and the right and left derivatives of x exist on IO, X 18
arithmetic and there exist constants a,b > 0 such that (2.6) and

11 1
(2.10) 3min{2a, max{a,a + b — 2}} < min {19, B 2} - min {1, lZi Zt } .
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are true. Then, Sy(x) satisfies the first order Edgeworth expansion, i.e., for all m € My(I) being
absolutely continuous wrt \; there exists a quadratic polynomial P whose coefficients depend on the
first three asymptotic moments of Sp(x) but not on n such that

—(Sn(x) —n7(x) oy - @
o e e T

Remark 2.9. Note that from (2.10) and (2.6) with the corresponding choices of a and b it follows
that x € L. So, Em(|Sn(X)|?) < oo for each n. Our proof shows that the third asymptotic moment

i g (002700

=o(n Y?), as n—oo.

does, indeed, exist.

Finally, we provide a concrete example of a class of observables that satisfies our conditions.

Example 2.10. Let x(x) =z~ “sin(1/x) and define 1) = min {1, iggg; }

(1) If 0 < ¢ <min {1+ 7 — 1,97}, then Sy(x) satisfies the CLT and MLCLT.
(2) If 0 < c<min{y/1+4+7/6 —1,97/6}, then S,(x) admits the first order Edgeworth Ezxpansion.

If ¢ is the doubling map, i.e. ¥(x) = 2z mod 1, then the conditions simplify in the following way:

(1a) If c < v/2 — 1 (= 0.414), then S, (x) satisfies the CLT and MLCLT.
(2a) If ¢ < /7/6 — 1 (=~ 0.080), then Sy(x) admits the first order Edgeworth Expansion.

2.5. The application to the Boolean-type transformation. For the following we define the
Boolean-type transformation ¢: R — R as

Lxz—1) ifa
(2.11) W)::{S( 2 éxig

and p the ¢-invariant probability measure absolutely continues with respect to Lebesgue and defined
by

1
(22 +1)
We are interested in limit theorems for Birkhoffs sums Sy, (h) := S, (h, ¢) where h : R — R. To

study these systems we go back to an easier system which fulfills all our properties of the last
section.

Let ¢b: I — I be given by 9 (x) :== 2z mod 1 and &: I — R be given by £ (z) := cot (wz). Note
that & is almost surely bijective. An elementary calculation yields that the dynamical systems
(R, Bgr, pt, ¢) and (I, By, A1,v) are isomorphic via &, i.e.

(¢o&)(x) = (Eo)(z),
for all # € I and additionally ¢ and €' are measure preserving, i.e. for all B € By it holds that
1 (B) = A1 (§7'B) and for all B € By it holds that A; (B) = p(£B). To simplify the notation, we
define 2 := o%(h, ¢).

Hence, instead of studying the Birkhoff sum Zivz_ol (ho@") (x) with z € R we can study the sum

Zg:_ol (ho&od™) (y), for y € I. Since the transformations ¢ and v are isomorphic we conclude
that

N-1 N-1
(2.13) u(Z(how)(x)eB) —AI<Z<ho§ow><y>eB>,

(2.12) dup (z) == dA(z).



LIMIT THEOREMS FOR UNBOUNDED OBSERVABLES 9

for all sets B € Bg. Formally, we define x: I — R by x (z) = (ho &) (z) and consider then the

Birkhoff sum S, (). Then our task reduces to transferring the conditions we have for x to conditions
for h.

Let § be the class of functions A : R — R such that the left and right derivatives exist and there
exist u,v > 0 fulfilling
(2.14) h(z) < |=® and max{‘h’ (x—)} , }h' (a:+){} < |zl”
and u(2 +v) < 1. Analogously to f, we define h = h — u(h). Easy examples for functions h € §
are h(x) = 2% with 0 < a < (v/5 —1)/2 or h(x) = 2%sin(z’) with a,b > 0 and a(1 +a +b) < 1.
Under the non-coboundary condition on ¢, we have the CLT:

Proposition 2.11. Suppose h € § is not p—cohomologous to a constant. Then, the following CLT
holds:

(2.15) 1 <W < :L') —N(z) =0(1), forall z€R as n— oo

with 52 € (0,00).
Under a non-arithmeticity condition on ¢, we have the MLCLT:

Proposition 2.12. Let h € § be non-arithmetic. Let 0 < ap < a3 < 8 and M > 1. Then,
the following MLCLT holds: for V. : R — R compactly supported and continuous, U such that
Uo& € Vyypm, W such that W o & € L' for all m € M1(R) being absolutely continuous with
respect to X such that (W o & -§,m) € V(gl,ﬁ,M , we have

02

(2.16)  lim sup |ovV2rnEm(U o " V (S, (h) — O) W) — e 2052 Eg(W) E.(U) / V(z)dx

n—o0 (ER

=0.

Finally, we state a set of sufficient conditions that implies the Edgeworth Expansions for ¢.

Proposition 2.13. Let h : R — R be such that the left and right derivatives exist and there exist
u,v > 0 fulfilling (2.14) and

(2.17) min{2u(2 +v), (u+v)(2+v)} < 1/3
and h is not arithmetic. Then there exists a quadratic polynomial P whose coefficients depend

on the first three asymptotic moments of §n(h) but not on n such that for all m € M1(R) being
absolutely continuous with respect to A we have

m<W§$>_m<x)_P§;>n<x) oY), as n—s oo,

Remark 2.14. The condition (2.17) forces that 0 < wu < 1 and u < v.

(2.18) sup
zeR

2.6. Sampling the Lindel6f Hypothesis. In this section, we apply the results from the last
subsection to the context of sampling the Lindel6f Hypothesis. Let ¢ : C\ {1} — C be the Riemann
zeta function defined by

C(s) := Zn_s, R(s) >1
n=1

and by analytic continuation elsewhere except s = 1. The Lindel6f hypothesis states that the
Riemann zeta function does not grow too quickly on the critical line Rz = 1/2. More precisely, it
is conjectured that

(2.19) Cua(t) i=¢ (; + z't) —O(), t— %00
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foralle >0, i.e., lim; 100 (¢ /2 () [/t° < 0o. To date, the best estimates are due to Bourgain in [4]
where it is proved that this is true for all € > 13/84 ~ 0.154. It is worth noting that the Riemann
hypothesis implies the Lindel6f hypothesis and the latter is a substitute for the former in some
applications.

The conjecture is related to the value distribution of ¢ /5(t) as t — +oo. In order to obtain more
information about this tail behaviour, one can study ergodic averages of (;/, sampled over the
orbits of heavy-tailed stochastic processes. This approach to Lindel6f hypothesis was initiated by
Lifschitz and Weber in [33]. In particular, they prove that when {Y}};>o are independent Cauchy

distributed random variables and X = Zf;é Y; (the Cauchy random walk), then for all b > 2,

n—1

1 b
TlLkZOCl/Q(Xk)Zl‘FO((O\g/;g) ) y T —> 00,

almost surely, where we denote a,, = o(by,) if lim,,_,~ |an|/by, = 0. This work was later generalised
by Shirai, see [13], where X}, was taken to be a symmetric a-stable process with « € [1,2). Since
X}, are heavy tailed, i.e., E(|Xy|P) = co when p = [«] (including the Cauchy case o = p = 1),
the a-stable process samples large values with high probability. So, this result illustrates that the
values of (; /() are small on average even for large values of [t.

Similarly, in the deterministic setting, the Birkhoff sums

n—1
(2.20) > Gpa(dha)
k=0
where ¢ : R — R is the Boolean-type transformation given in (2.11), are studied in [45]. Since ¢

preserves the ergodic probability measure p given in (2.12) (the law of a standard Cauchy random
variable) and (/, is integrable with respect to u, it follows from Birkhoff’s pointwise ergodic
theorem that for almost every (a.e.) z € R

. 1 n—1 d
(2.21) Jm = kZ:OC1/2(¢kUC) = /C1/2(95)7T(1fxg) =(1/2(3/2) — 8/3 = —0.054.

This too illustrates that most of the values of (; /o are not too large.

Sampling the Lindelof hypothesis has two other theoretical underpinnings. On the one hand, it
is known that the Lindelof hypothesis is true if and only if for all m € N and for a.e. x € R, the
following limit exists

‘ 1n—1 k \i2m om dx
i S G = [l

On the other hand, the Riemann hypothesis is true if and only if for a.e. x € R

n—1

Jim 3 loglcya((642)/2)] = 0.
k=0

In both cases, evidence can be gathered numerically, see [15, Theorems 4.1 and 4.2] for details.

The results by Steuding have also been generalised, both by replacing ¢ and replacing ¢: in
[10], Elaissaoui and Guennoun used log || as the observable and a slight variation of ¢ as the
transformation, and in [32], Lee and Suriajaya studied different classes of meromorphic functions
such as Dirichlet L—functions or Dedekind ¢ functions while taking ¢ to be an affine version of the
Boolean-type transformation. Maugmai and Srichan gave further generalizations of these results,
see [38]. It must also be mentioned that these transformations ¢ have been studied earlier in a
solely ergodic theoretic context by Ishitani(s) in [24, 25].
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In what follows, we will use the results of the last subsection to further understand the value
distribution of the Birkhoff averages on the critical strip given by (2.20) around their asymptotic
mean A = (;/5(3/2) —8/3 and also study the Birkhoff averages of ((s+i - ) for other values s € (0,1)
of the critical strip. In particular, we will state a CLT and MLCLT for the above setting.

Recall § the class of functions h : R — R such that the left and right derivatives exist and there
exist u,v > 0 fulfilling

h(z) < |z* and max { |1’ (z=)|, |0 (z+)|} S |2

and u(2 +v) < 1. Since [R{(s+i-)|%,|SC(s+7-)|*|¢(s+1i-)|* € §F for some suitable choices
of s and a, we obtain two corollaries that improve the existing results on sampling the Lindelof
hypothesis.

Corollary 2.15. Let s € (3 —2v/2,1) and define h: R — R as follows.

o h(z) =R{(s+ix),

e h(z)=S((s+1ix), or

e h(z)=|((s+ix)|.
If h is not ¢—cohomologous to a constant, then the CLT, (2.15) holds. Moreover, if h is non-
arithmetic, then the MLCLT, (2.16), holds.

Remark 2.16. See [11, Section 2.5] for a discussion where it is shown using numerics that for ¢; /, all
of the above choices of h are not coboundaries. Similarly, for a fixed value of s, one can numerically
check whether A is not a ®¥—coboundary by calculating the sum of values of x = h o £ over some
appropriate periodic orbit of the doubling map and showing that it is not equal to 0.

Moreover, by the Cramér-Wold theorem the first two statements in Corollary 2.15 also imply a
complex central limit theorem.

Corollary 2.17. Let h : R — R be as follows.

o = ‘%<1/2|a7
o = ‘j€1/2’a7 or
o h=|Cl*

where 1 < a < 84/13(v/2 — 1) (= 2.677). If h is not ¢—cohomologous to a constant, then the CLT,
(2.15) holds. Moreover, if h is non-arithmetic, then the MLCLT, (2.16), holds.

Remark 2.18. The best estimates in the literature for € in (2.19) (for example, [1]) are not sufficient
to conclude that the Riemann zeta function, more precisely R(; /9, S¢i/2, and [() /o, satisfy the
conditions of Theorem 2.13 on the existence of the first order Edgeworth expansion, albeit a slight
improvement of results in [1] will provide us what is required. In fact, our theorem shows that if
the Lindel6f hypothesis is true, then the first order Edgeworth expansion has to hold.

Remark 2.19. On the one hand, the Lindeldf hypothesis states that |¢;/2(z)| < 2 holds for all
€ > 0, and hence, if it is true, the above statement of Corollary 2.17 has to hold for any a > 0. On
the other hand, sampling |¢(s+i¢*(z))|* with larger values of a and obtaining normally distributed
samples provides further evidence that the Lindelof hypothesis is indeed true. The same holds for
the first order Edgeworth expansion: Under the condition that A is non-arithmetic with h as in
Corollary 2.15 and assuming the Lindelof hypothesis holds, also a first order Edgeworth expansion
has to hold. A numerical simulation is not part of this paper. However, observing convergence or
not gives a further hint that the Lindelof hypothesis holds or not.

3. REVIEW OF ABSTRACT RESULTS FOR LIMIT THEOREMS

One known technique used to establish limit theorems for ergodic sums with unbounded observ-
ables is a combination of the Keller-Liverani perturbation result (see [29]) applied to a sequence of
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Banach spaces as in [22, 13, 10]. We have stated elementary criteria for the CLT and the MLCLT
to exist below as propositions adapted from [22, Corollary 2.1, Theorem 5.1] to our setting.

Proposition 3.1. Let T : X — X be a dynamical system that has an ergodic invariant probability
measure m. Let f € L*(m) be such that m(f) =0 and Y., <, T"(f) converges in L?(m). Then, we
have the following CLT. ;

(3.1) nh_}rrgoﬁ1<sf/(ﬁf)§x>:m<j), forall zeR as n— oo,

where 0% = o?(f,T) can be written as

o> =Em(f*)+2) En(f-foT* €[0,00).
k=1

Here o = 0 if and only if f is a T-coboundary and in this case W(x /o) := 1 ) and S"T(nf) — §p in

distribution as n — oo.

Proof. This follows due to Gordin [16]. See [22, Corollary 2.1, Proposition 2.4] for details. O

Proposition 3.2. Let T : X — X be a non-singular dynamical system wrt a probability measure
m. Suppose T has an ergodic invariant probability measure m absolutely continuous wrt m and that
there exist two, not necessarily distinct, Banach spaces X and XP) such that

(3.2) X = XH s Li(n)
each containing 1x and satisfying the following:
(I) For all s € R, T;s € L(X) N LX),

(IT) The map s — Tis € L(X, XH)) is continuous on R.
(IIT) Either X = X)) | or there exist k € (0,1) and 6 > 0 such that for all

z€ Dy :={z€Cllz| >k, |z—1] > (1 — K)/2},
and for all s € (—9,6) we have

(2ld —Ti) ' € £(X) and  sup sup ||(zld — Tps) M xma < 0.
|s|<d 2€Dx

(IV) Tty [ 77() = () 1x s = 0
(V) The CLT, (3.1) holds with o > 0.
(VI) For all s # 0, the spectrum of the operators ﬁ-s acting on X is contained in the open unit
disc, {z € C | |z] < 1}.
Then, for allU € X,V : R — R a compactly supported continuous function, m € M(X) being
absolutely continuous wrt m and W € L' such that (W -m) € X' we have

02

(3.3)  lim sup |oV2mnEm(U o T" V(Sn(X) — ) W) — e 2no? Emm(U) E (W) / V(z)dx

n—o0 /R

=0.

Proof. This follows from a modified version of [22, Theorem 5.1]. The condition (CLT) there is
assumed here in (V).
Also, the Condition (K) there follows from our assumptions (I) through (IV) because (K1) is
(IV), (K1) is (II), and finally, (K2) can be replaced by (III) (see Theorem 3.4).
Our assumptions (II) and (VI) yield that on any compact set K C R\ {0}, there exist p € (0, 1)
and Ck > 0 such that
sup || Tl x— a0+ < Crp",
seK
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for all n € N (see, for example, [13, Proposition 1.13] for a proof). This replaces the non-lattice
condition (5) there.

So, forallU € X,V : R — R a compactly supported continuous function and W € L' such that
(W -m) € X’ we have the MLCLT due to [22, Theorem 5.1]. O

Finally, we state a result that gives us sufficient conditions for the first order Edgeworth expan-
sion. It is adapted from [22, 13] to our setting (compare with [22, Proposition 7.1, Propostion A.1]
and [13, Corollary 1.8, Proposition 1.12]).

Proposition 3.3. Let T : X — X be a non-singular dynamical system wrt a probability measure
m. Suppose T has an ergodic invariant probability measure m absolutely continuous wrt m and that
there exists a sequence of, not necessarily distinct, Banach spaces

(3.4) Yo aP o r o™ oo x o o ad

each containing 1x, X?Eﬂ — L' and satisfying the following:

(I) For each space C in (3.4), s € R, ﬁs € L(C).
For all a =0,1,2,3, the map s — Ty € L(X, X(H) is continuous on R.

I)
II) For alla=0,1,2, the map s — Tjs € L(X, XL ),XaH) is C* on (—6,9).
V) FEither all spaces in (3.4) are equal, or there exist k € (0,1) and 6 > 0 such that for all

(I
(I
(1

z€ Dy :={z€Cllz| >k, |z—1] > (1 — K)/2},
for all s € (—0,9) and for each space C in (3.4),

(2ld—Th) "t € £(C) and  sup sup [[(zld — The) lese < 0.
|S|<5Z€Dn

(V) T has a spectral gap of (1 — k) on each space C in (3.4).
(+)

(VI) For all s # 0, the spectrum of the operators Tzs acting on either Xy or Xy’ is contained in

the open unit disc, {z € C | |z| < 1}.

(VII) The sequence
n—1
k=0 neN

where f := f — A has an L?>—weakly convergent subsequence.
(VIII) f is not T—cohomologous to a constant.
Then for allm € M1(X) being absolutely continuous wrt m, there exists a quadratic polynomial P
whose coefficients depend on the first three asymptotic moments of S,(x) such that the following
asymptotic expansion holds;

P (?\(/J%) < x> M) — P\}?n(:ﬂ)

Remark 3.4. In [22] and [13], instead of the condition (IV) above, the following stronger condition
of a uniform DFLY inequality is assumed.

(3.5) sup =o(n7Y?), as n— .

zeR

Either all spaces in (3.4) are equal, or there exist C > 0, k1 € (0,1) and py > 1 such
that, for every C in (3.4),

(3.6) vheC, s Tihe < C (RYlIRlle + 1Rll o 7)) -
s|<
However, the proof of the key theorem, [I13, Proposition 1.11], is based on [22, Proposition A,

Corollary 7.2] which uses the hypothesis D(m) in [22, Appendix A] that contains the much weaker
condition (IV) instead of condition (3.6). Therefore, all the results in [13] based on [13, Proposition
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1.11] including [13, Proposition 1.12] remain true with this replacement. We refer the reader to
[22] for more details.

Remark 3.5. For an elementary illustration of the proof of the CLT based on the classical Nagaev-
Guivarc’h approach, we refer the reader to [17] where the C? regularity of s — T}, along with the

spectral gap of T' on a single Banach space (instead of a chain) is used. This corresponds to the
C? regularity of the characteristic function in the IID case. When it comes to the MLCLT in the
IID setting, a non-lattice assumption is necessary. In our case, the equivalent assumption is (VI).

Proof of Proposition 3.3. We apply results in [13] restricted to a single dynamical system with r = 1
there, i.e., when Assumptions (0) and (A)[1](1-2) in [13, Section 1.2] are trivially true. This case
is, thus, similar to the r = 1 case of [13, Proposition 1.12] which implies [13, Corollary 1.8] which,
in turn, gives the first order Edgeworth expansion. This is because our assumptions above imply
Assumptions (A)[1] and (B) in [13, Section 1.2], except for (A)[1](4) which is equivalent to (3.6).
However, as discussed in Theorem 3.4, [13, Corollary 1.8] remains true because the key ingredient
of the proof in [13] is our assumption (IV) (implied by the much stronger (A)[1](4)). O

4. TWISTED TRANSFER OPERATORS ;s

4.1. Properties of twisted transfer operators. We first prove L7 norm estimates for 1@5.

Lemma 4.1. For ally > 1, s € R and ¢ € L7, there ewists a constant C, > 1 that depends only
on ¢ and v such that

1is (@)1 < I1is(@)lly < Cylllly -

Proof. The first inequality follows from a direct application of Holder’s inequality. The second one
is a straightforward application of Minkowski’s inequality.

([ 1o an) e (fduehan) .

k—1 bl v
| o
/ 2 o] [0 o ) e

7=0 ]+1|
— /v
|l o1 '431
(/ <W o)
as)
| v 1/
</<WJ’| 1[ijcj+1]|¢/‘d)‘f

( / reowdxz) "

I$is(@)ly < Cyliglly -

/v

IN
e

-1

I 1]

<.
:v&

Put C, =k - 7)171. Then

Next, we have the following result on the required regularity of the transfer operators.
Corollary 4.2. Let 0 < ag,a*, o™, 8 <1 and v,7 > 1. Put
al = ag +a ag = ag + max{a™, o}

1<m <7 1<y <(ypt+yHt
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and consider the chain of Banach spaces

(4.1) Vao.80 = Var,8m = Vas,Bs -
Suppose that for all s € R, |e*X|g 5 < co. Then
(1) for s € R, 1@5 is a bounded linear operator on each of the Banach spaces in (4.1).
Suppose, in addition, that limg_o |1 — ei5X|a*75 = 0. Then
(2) s+— Uis is continuous as a function from R to LNVay,8,705 Var,891)-
Finally, suppose that
esX — 1 —isy

lim
s—0

=0 and |x|y < oo.

5 B

Then,
(3) s {b\is is continuously differentiable as a function from R to L(Va, 8.~1sVas,8,72)-

Proof. Since 1//1\ is a bounded linear operator on each of the Banach spaces in (4.1) (in particular,
due to the DFLY inequality below), the corollary follows from Theorem A.11 and Theorem 4.1. [J

4.2. DFLY Inequalities. In this section, we prove DFLY inequalities for the family 1@5. First, we
state and prove two preparatory lemmas. Throughout this section, we assume that x is continuous
and the right and left derivatives of x exist on I and that there exists a constant b > 0 such that

(4.2) max{[x (a+)], ] (z—)|} S 27(1 — )"

Lemma 4.3. Let o, € (0,1) and let ¥ € [1,1/a). Suppose the constant b > 0 in (4.2) is such
that

(4.3) min {7 ' + (a = B)b, 7 ' +a— b} > 0.

Then, there exists Cz, > 0 independent of ¥ such that

(4.4) sup e ” | Ra osc ("%, B(+)) HW < Cq,
€€(0,e0]

for all s € R.

Remark 4.4. We note that, if b> 1, then ¥ ! +a - 86 >0 = 7'+ (a—B)b >0, and if b < 1
then y '+ (a—B)b>0 = ' +a—Bb>0.
Proof of Theorem 4.3. Since e**X is 27 periodic in s, we will estimate

sup  sup & P||Ryo0sc(e™X, Bo(-))|5 -
s€[0,2m] e€(0,e0]

Note that

. 1/2 | i v
sup ||[Rq o0sc(e™, B:(+))ll5 - e P < sup / (Rq osc(e™X, Bg(ac)))7 dAr(x) e7h
€€(0,e0] €€(0,e0] 0

1 . 1/5
+ sup / (Rq osc(e™™, Bg(gn)))7 dAr(z) e7h,
€€(0,e0] 1/2

We will only estimate the first summand as the estimation of the second follows analogously. Using
the definition osc(h, A) = osc(Rh, A) + osc(Jh, A) and |t — 2| < min{2, |t; — t2|}, we note that
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for any measurable set A we have osc (¢*X, A) < min{4,4s/7 osc(x, A)}. Due to (4.2) there exists
C > 0 such that for all s > 0, for all ¢ > 0 and all x € [¢,1/2] we have
; 8|sle 8C|s|e _
ose(e™, Bo(a)) < U sup mas{l/ ()] (o)1) < SE (o)
T yeB:(x) G
We have that 8C|s|e(z — )~ /7 < 4 if and only if
T > ( |s|€> +e=K;>e.

- 7r

8C|sle
T(

Since K. > ¢, on [K., 1/2], we use x —¢)7° and on [0, K.), we use 4 as upper bounds for

osc(e’X, B.(x)), to obtain

sup ( / (R 0sc(e”X, B.(x)))” d)q(a:)> e7P
0

e€(0,e0]

1/2 1-8 5 /9
< sup |[4K. sup Ro1-e7P + / (80|S|€Ra1 (x— 8)_b> dAr(z)
£€(0,20] [0,K.] . m

/5

8C|slel—8 1/2 .

(4.5) < sup 4K P4 sup 8Csle ™ / (xa(x — 5)*b>ﬂyd)\1(a:) .
€€(0,e0] e’€(0,e0] ™ K.

For the first summand of (4.5), we have that there exists Cs, > 0 such that

2C|8| (1+Oé)/b
sup 4K.'T% 7 <8 sup max < > g(+e)/b=F l+a=p

e€(0,e0] e€(0,e0] &

< Gy (L4 ]5]0F9/%) < o0

which follows from the fact that 8 < (1/5 +«)/b < (1 +«a)/b and 5 < 1.
For the second summand of (4.5), we use ¥ < 1/ and (z + ¢)*7 < %7 + %7 to compute

1-8 1/2 . 1/5
sup 8Clsle ™ / (ma(:c - E)*b)y dAr(z)
e€(0,e0] ™ K.

1/2 . ) 1/
< 8C1s| sup 7F </( (x +€)a7xb7d)\1(a:)>

T e€(0,e0] 2Ci)l/b
1/ 1/
8C 1/2 - 1/2 )
< 5 sup (&' / 270N (z) 4 glta=p / 7\ (z)
T £€(0,e0) (207755)1/” (2@7155)1%

1/3+a—b 1/3-b
1 2 1/b 1 2 1/b
<|s| sup |e'Pmax{ =, ( C%) + et Fmax{ =, ( CSE)
56(0,50] 2 T 2 T

< |s| sup (maX {8176’ ’S’1/(7b)+a/b7151/(§b)+a/b76} 1 max {51+a76’ ’5’1/(7b)*151/(7b)+076}>
€€(0,e0]

< Coglsl (1 + |51/ OO0 |51/

for some constant Cy, > 0. This follows from the assumption that 1/(7b) + a/b — 3 > 0 and
1/(b) + o — > 0.
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Finally, combining this with the first step and using symmetry, we have that

sup  sup || R osc(e"X, Be())|ly -7 < Cop sup (14 s+ [s] /0P F/0 4 |5/ O0) || (1) )
s€[0,27] e€(0,e0] s€[0,27]

< Cq
for some C;, > 0 which is independent of 7 > 1. O

For the following for all j =0,...,k — 1, let R;j41 : [¢j,¢jt1] — R be given by

(Ral)otjp
R,1
and the following lemma is independent of the choice of x.

Rjp =

Lemma 4.5. Rj iy is bounded" for all j. Further, let 0 < & < 6§ and a € (0,1). Then, for all j,
there is a constant C' which is independent of € and § such that

(4.6) sup ((Ral)(x) sup |R;+1|) <C.6o L,

x€[cj++e,ci41—0—¢] B.(z)

Proof. First, we notice that for all j
; _ Y (@) = i ()

Bia(e) IR { S _(1¢i+;)(f = }
(@7 < max { ((z —x(()l)77+)o‘7 ((1(1—_5517;1—)&} <,

where the first inequality holds true, because at most one of the arguments in the maximum can
be larger than 1. Hence, for all j, R;;1 is bounded.
We know from (1) in the proof of Lemma B.1 that R} is bounded at 0 and R),_, is bounded at

1. We can infer from the representation in (B.2) that there exist K%, K3 > 0 such that
K < K
(W1 (@) (L = dea (@)™ 7 (@ = ¢j)(ejr —2)) ™
forall j € {1,...,k—2}. This can be deduced as follows: We assume we are in the interval [dg, 1 —dg]
with dp as in (1) of the proof of Lemma B.1. Then the subtrahend of (B.2) has to be bounded as

it only has a pole at 0 and 1. Furthermore, considering the minuend it is easy to notice that the

factor ay)},()(1 — 2¢j11(z))/(z(1 — x))* has to be bounded on [0y, 1 — dg] as well. This leaves

the remaining factor as in the middle term of (4.8).

In order to verify the second inequality we notice that ¢;11(z) € [n—(x — ¢;),n+(z — ¢;j)] which
follows from the fact that lim. 0 ¢j+1(c; +¢) = 0 and from the bound on the derivative. With a
similar argumentation, using that lim. 0 %;41(cj+1 —€) = 1 we obtain 1 — ¢j41(x) € [n-(¢jt1 —
33):77+(Cj+1 - SC)]

In addition, from the proof of Theorem B.1

K _ K.
> and Rj(x) < B —

(4.8) [Rjp ()] <

|’y ()] <

(Cl - x)l_a (x — Ck_l)l_a
Hence,
1 .
_ SUP (a5 —cj) (¢ 1 —ato) = J ¢ {0,k -1}
(4.9) sup <(Ra1)(x) sup \R;-H]) < < sup (C_x% j=0
x€[cj+o+e,cj41—0—¢] B.(z) ! 1 R
SUP x5 —¢,_)1-@ J=Rr=

n fact, they are a-Holder continuous. See Section B.
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< 50171

Now, we are ready to prove the main lemma.
Lemma 4.6. Let 0 < a < f <min{1/2,9,1/b} be such that
e

n’

pe=—F <1, and  max{['(z+)], [ (z-)[} S27"(1 - 2)7".

Then, for all 1 <~ < 1/« there exist C,é >0 and 5 with v < 7 < 1/« such that for all s € R we
have that for all h € Vo 5~ and for alln € N,
(4.10) [Vishllasy < C (6" |hlla,sy + C"([R]l5) -

Remark 4.7. In the linear expanding case, i.e., n = n— > 1, the condition x < 1 reduces to § > a.
Also, the constant C is independent of 7.

Remark 4.8. Restricting ¥ to (7, 1/a) ensures that h € V,, g, implies h € L7. To see this, observe
that |Ryh| < 1 which yields that |h]7 < R_n51, and since yo < 1, R_451 is integrable.

Proof of Lemma 4.6. Let s € R and h € V, g, be R—valued. We estimate |1Zish|a”3:

A=l isx

0sc (Ra(@-sh),Bg( = 0scC RaZ( P > J+11¢[C]’C]+1] B.(z)
j=

k-1 o . ],
< » osc <Ra (W’/‘) o wjjrll ,Bs(x)>
=0
1

j=
k_ .
Ralo¢-+l elsx'h .
< ]Z(:)OSC< Ralj - Ry, M V541 Be(x) N [ej, ¢jpa]
« Rolowjp ™. h By
S ZOSC < Ra]_ : Ra |¢/‘ 7B5/17_ (wj_,'_ll') M [ij Cj—‘rl])
7=0
k-1 i
= e
=) osc <Rj+1 o “Roh,Dj1(z,e/n- ))
7=0

where Djq(z,¢) := Bg(l/)j_jla;) N [¢j, ¢j+1]. So, by [12, Prop. 3.2 (iii)] there exists ¢ > 0 such that

R k—1 o
osc (Ra(ish), Bs Zosc Roh,Djy1(z,e/n-))  sup Rjt1- —
=0 Djsi(e.e/n-) 1
k-1 gisx
+ ) osc | |R; z,e/n_ > inf Ru.h|.
]Z::o ( g Pl s i) ) Bl el

k=1 osc (R h, By (v i+17 )> D
< (1+e(en=ty? J &
< c(en=") >JZO |'|( J+1$) Dj+ls(gg/77*)| o

k—1 ’iSX
+ Lo [Rie- ]

Djr(a.e/n- >) Roh( 1))
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The last inequality follows from the fact that ¢»~! is C' and its derivative is uniformly ¥—Holder.

Hence, using the upper bound (4.7), and then using the definition of the transfer operator 12, we
have

(411)  osc (Ra(dish), B-(x)) < (1+ c(enjl)”) 0 (osc(Rah, Bepy () (@)

+Z]R h( Hx osc(

Taking the integral over the first term in (4.11) and multiplying by e# we obtain

etsx

¥

Rjy1 -

5 g+1($7€/77—)> :

" / (1+ elen™)") n3 (0se(Rah, Bejy () () dAu ()
<P (1 + c(enil)ﬁ) nﬁ‘_/i(osc(Rah, Bejy (1)))(@) dAs(x)
= (L clen)”) o / osc(Rah, Bz () (x) dAr(2)
< (1+ elen=™)") ngn="hlas

(4.12) < (1 + C(Eonil)0> Flllla,s.y,

for all v > 1. Next, we analyze the second term in (4.11). Again, by [12, Prop. 3.2 (iii)] we have

0OSsC <

etsx

[

Rj1-

Dyna(a/i-))

1 _ _ . _ .
< osc (W s Be (%jﬂ:)) ess sup IRRj416™X| +  ess sup ISR 1eX
Bejn_(¥5112) Bem_($5117)
1

s (B Do),
j x, _

1 R 1€"X D e/n—
(4.13) < c(gn: ) /7 4 (1+C(€77:1)19)0SC( j+1€ / ]+1(1‘ 6/77 ))
|9 (¥; 1) |9 (%5 12)
Note that
Y| Roh (5 )| B b e [~
= Pefen™ / I 0 43 0) = ety [ BURaA) A )
W J+1 )
— e Be(en=)n2 / | Roh| dAs(2)
(4.14) < K€" P Rl [Ihll5

where v; ' + 771 = 1, K} = cnzﬁnf‘f,HRalﬂa and B < 9. So, the contribution from the first
summand of (4.13) to (4.11) is under control.

To estimate the contribution from second summand of (4.13) to (4.11) we note that for all j and
for all A C [¢j,¢j41], we have

osc (R L1etsx A = osc Al,

isx
+1€ e 00

|Fﬂw
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and therefore, we can bound this contribution by

k—1 T
R B

-1
7=0 |4 I( Hlx) ¢ (F’Ba/nf(%ﬂx))

(4.15) =(1 —1—0(677, ) ) (|Rah|osc (F, Be/n,(‘))) ,
where i .
-1 1
isx(x D s R 1o w
F(.ﬁ) =e x(@) Rj+1( ) [cj,cJ_H) =€ X Z J+1 )l[cj-,cj-.H)(x)'
=0 j=0 Rl

This is bounded by
(1 + c(en=H?) /i(Rah] 0SC (F, By (- ))) (z)dA(z)
= (14 c(en”h)Y) / |Roh|(x) osc (F, By (x)) dAr(x)

(4.16) (14 c(en= /\h R osc <F, By (x))) dAr(z) .

To estimate the integral we split it as follows.

/yh R osc (F Bs/n_(x)>> dAr ()

cjtet +5 cj—e—et etet 1
Z\/C —et—g /cj1+€/,+5+/0 +/;£g ‘h(.%')‘ : (Roc 0sc <F, B5/77— (1‘))) dA[(x)

where we choose for ¢ any number fulfilling

(4.17) % <1< i—ﬁ

Because 3 < 1/2 such a choice is possible. Note that for j =1,...k—=1,z € [¢; — " —¢e,¢; + " + €],
osc (F, By (z)) <2(supRj +sup Rj41) < 4K

and for z € [0,e + &) U (1 —e — ", 1],
0sc (F, By, (1:)) < 2(sup Ry +sup Ri) < 4K

where K := sup;sup R;1 < oo. So,

Ek:/((cj+6L+E)/\1 |h(z)] - (Ra osc (F, B, (x))) dAj(x)

=0 cj—et—e)VO0
k (¢j+et+e)Al " 1m
< [nl Y / (Ra osc (F B.),. (m))) dAr(z)
=0 (cj—et—e)VO0

(4.18) < Ko/ |h]l5
where fyl_l +5 1 =1and K, = 4/M2722K_ Here, we choose 7 such that

L 1 1 1
4.1 —
(4.19) max{ i bﬂ+a’1b(ﬁa)}<y<a

We will see later in the proof why this restrictions on 4 are needed.

Now, we show that such a choice is possible. Since we were assuming that ¢ > /(1 — «), we
have ¢/(v — ) < 1/a. We note that when b <1, 1 — b+« > 1—b(8 — «), and it is enough to see
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whether a < 1 —b(8 — ). In fact, this is true because b( — a) < f —a < 1 —«. On the contrary,
when b > 1, we have 1 — b5 + o < 1 — b(f8 — «), and it is enough to see whether a« < 1 — b8 + a.
This is true because 8 < 1/b.

To estimate the remaining terms we note, using (4.7) and [12, Prop. 3.2(iii)], that for all j =
0,....,k—1,forallx €[c; +e" +¢,¢cj41 —€" —¢l,

osc (F, B,y (-’L“)>
= osc (6isXRj+1 s Be (33))

< isx x| 488X D 18X : D .
< 5up (RIe™™| + X)) osc (Ris Bepy (@) +osc (%, By (1)) nf R

<2 sup [R ] o=+ ose (¢, By (1))

()

and thus,
k—1 Cj+1—ab—8
3 / h(@)| - (Baose (F. By (2))) di(a)
§=0 cjtet+te
% k—1
< —|||A] Z Lo terteciir—ei—e sup Rq sup ‘R3'+1|
Uss j=0 ) xz€[cjtet+e,cip1—et—e] Be(x
k—1 ‘
+ 773(- Z 1[6j+€b+€,Cj+1—€—€L] g (Ra O8C (ezsx ) Ba/n, ()))
2e _ A
<l sw o Raosup [Ri |+ 02 bl || Raose (6%, B ()]
n- x€[cjtette,cip1—el—e] B:(z) 2

Now, in order to estimate the first summand taking the maximum over j of the supremum in
(4.6) above with § = &* yields that the outer supremum above is bounded by Cea=1) for some
constant C' > 0. For the second summand, from (4.19), we have that y~! < 1 — b8 + a which
implies that b3 < 1—5"'4+a =5 4+ a, and hence, when b > 1, we have the condition (4.3). Also
from (4.19), ¥~! < 1 —b(B — ) which implies that b3 < 57~ + b, and hence, when b < 1, we have
(4.3). Therefore, we can apply Theorem 4.3 with «, (3, b, 7, /- to conclude

HRa osc (eisx s Bejn_ ()> ‘

where C, is independent of 7. Therefore, for all s # 0,

B < 0505677:/3
vy

k—1 Cj+1*€"*€
()] - (Ra osc (F B.),. (z))) dAr ()
§=0 cjtette
(4.20) < Cepeminti==a)BY| | .

Finally, combining (4.18) and (4.20), we estimate (4.16) multiplied by ¢=# by

S elen™)) [0 (Rablose (. Bupy () (&) dhi (@)

(4.21) < WA= DNDZEC, [1h]ly < Cey IRl
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To justify the last inequality, we analyse the exponent of e. By (4.19) and the relation v, ly3-1=1
we have ¢/v1 > t(1 —571) > (1 — (t — 8)/t)) = B. Furthermore, the second inequality of (4.17)
implies that 1 — ¢(1 — a) > 5.

Combining (4.11), (4.12), (4.14) and (4.21), we have

/ 0sc (Ra(lz;ish)a B:(z))
b

Wz’sh!a,ﬁ = sup dAr(x)

e€(0,e0)
< (1+eleon=)") wllhllapny + Ceolhllr
for all v > 1. Therefore, for all 4 chosen appropriately
[ishllasry = [Gishlas + l[Wishlly
< (1+eleon=)”) sl
< Elhlla,s/Clikl

a,By t+ CaloHW + C’YHhH’Y

where & = (1 + c(sonzl)”) K < 1 for sufficiently small g, and C = C., + C.,, where C., is given in
Lemma 4.1.
Iterating, we obtain the following DFLY inequality: for all h € V, g 5

sup [ hlla,sy < sl1Y5 hllasy + CloE Rl
S

a8+ KCIUL k]l + CC"|ll5

< K2 2h|

n—1

apry + Cllhll5 Y wIC1
j=0

apy + CC™H b5

< &"||h|

< &"[[A]

for some C > 0.

In the proof above, we assumed that h is R—valued. When h = hq + ihy where hj, j = 1,2 are
R—valued, using linearity of the operator

~

[¥ishlla,sy < I¥ishillasy + [¥ishellas,y
and also, [|hjlla.gy < ||Plla,~ and ||hjll5 < ||h]ly for all j = 1,2. So, applying DLFY inequality
proven above in the R—valued case to h; and ho, we conclude that DFLY in the general case of h
holds up to a constant multiple. O

5. PROOFS OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

Finally, we give the proofs of our main theorems. We start with the theorems from Section 2.4.

5.1. Proofs of limit theorems for expanding interval maps.
Proof of Theorem 2.5. From (2.7) we obtain that there exist «, § fulfilling

1 _ 11 I _
(5.1) a<a<f -minql, 087 <min{ ¥, -, = ¢ -min« 1, 087 .
log b 2 log n+

Furthermore, since a > a, the inequality 8 < 1/b which we can deduce immediately from (5.1) that
% < ﬁ. So, by Lemma A.18, we obtain |x|, 3 < 0o and also x € Va2 < L?. Furthermore, from

the second inequality of (5.1) we obtain 7%/ n’ <1
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Since v is a piecewise C? uniformly expanding and a covering map of the interval, it has a
unique absolutely continuous invariant mixing probability (acip) with a bounded invariant density;
see [34]. Let’s call this acip w. Then L? — L?(r) because

/ |h[2dA;.
(o9}

d d
/\h\zdw:/yh\zd;d)\j < ||I-=

dAr
We claim that 1; has a spectral gap in V, g~ with v = 2. In Section A.2, we show that V, g2
is continuously embedded in L7 where ¥ € (2,1/a) and that the unit ball of V, g2 is relatively
compact in L7. A suitable ¥ exists by the condition o < 1/2 from (5.1). So, the claim follows from
[7, Lemma B.15] due to the DFLY inequality (4.10) with s = 0 and Theorem A.9.

Now, the CLT (in the stationary case) follows directly from Theorem 3.1 applied to x — 7(x).
That is, from (3.1) we have

Sn(x) —nm(x)
t ( NG

with 02 > 0 because y is not a coboundary. ([l

gm) —N(z) = o(1), as n— oo

Next, we will continue with the proof of Theorem 2.8 as the proof of Theorem 2.6 will need
similar methods to those of Theorem 2.8.

Proof of Theorem 2.8. (2.10) implies that there exist «, 5 such that a > a and
1 11 1
3a := 3min{2«a, max{o,a +b—2}} < f-min < 1, 98T+ \ ~ min ¥, —, = ¢ -minq 1, o8N+ |
logn— b’ 2 logn—
Since either b <a+1or 1/b < (1+a—a)/(b—a), we obtain by Lemma A.18 that |x|s,s < co and
additionally we obtain by the last inequality that

(a) 0 < 3a < B < min{¥,1/b,1/2},

(b) i <.

Hence, under our assumptions, we have the following:

(1) The second inequality in (2.6) and |x|as < oo imply that |e"X|g 3 < oo for all s > 0 (see

Theorem A.13). So, due to Theorem 4.2 (1), we have Pis € L(Vaps) for all 0 < & < 8 and
5> 1

(2) Since |x|a,p < 00, from Theorem A.15, for all a* > 0 close to 0,

lim |1 — e"X|4« 5 = 0.
s%‘ € |a,,3 0

Along with Theorem 4.2 (2), this yields that for all 0 < ag < 3, 70 > 1,
s s € ‘C(Vaoﬂﬁo’valﬁﬁl)

is continuous for a3 = a* + ag and 1 < vy < 5.

(3) From the second inequality in (2.6) and |x|,3 < 00, for all @™ > min{2«, max{a +b —2,a}},
iSX 1—3
e 18X _o
Ol**,ﬁ
due to Theorem A.17. Then, we have that for all 0 < a3 < 8, and 1 > 1,
§ = wZS € ‘C(V01,57717Va2757’}/2)

is continuously differentiable, for all az = o* + max{a*,a**} + oy and 1 < vo < (77 +971)
due to Theorem 4.2 (2) and (3).

lim
s—0

S

-1
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Next, we define the following chain of spaces in order to invoke Theorem 3.3 with r = 1:
Vao,8a0 = Var,8m = Vaz,Bh0 = Vasgs = Vau,By = Vas,8as = Vae,B6 = Var,sar

where ag = 0, agj —agj—1 > min{2a, max{a+b—2,a}}, for j =1,2,3, agj1 > ag; for j =0,1,2,3,
and ay < . By (a) such a choice is possible. Furthermore, we assume that the ;s are chosen such
that vo = M > 1 sufficiently large, 241 = 72; and 79; < (o' + 72_]-1_1)_1.

Now, to prove the theorem, we verify the conditions in Theorem 3.3 for the above sequence of
Banach spaces. We notice that if for some observable ¢ it holds that |¢|a g < 00, then @], < 00
as long as 7 < 1/a. We next verify that it is possible to construct valid spaces with the above
choice of parameters. First, we notice that by (a) it is possible to construct ap < ... < a7 with
the above properties that a7 < 8 and thus a; < § for all j. Furthermore, by (a) we have v < 1/3.
Thus, it is possible that 1 < 9; < (v 1+ 72_jl_1) holds together with 1/, > «;. Moreover, under

(b) we have that 7%’/ n® <1 holds for all j.

With that it becomes immediate from applying the conditions of this theorem on the parameters
in the Banach spaces and from the calculations in (1)—(3) applied to all indices j that conditions
(I)-(III) of Theorem 3.3 are satisfied.

For each j, we apply Theorem 4.6 with v = 7; and we choose 4 = %; as in the proof of the
lemma. In Section A.2, we show that V,; g, is continuously embedded in L7 and that the unit
ball of Vo, 5., is relatively compact in L. Also, we recall from Theorem 4.1 that for all h € L,
[is(h)l5; < Cs,llhll5; where Cs; > 1. Therefore, [[47(h)[l5, < Cy;llo75 ()] < CF [|hll5, which

B

. 0 o — . .
gives us ||V 55 < C5,. Choose k = max n//n_" < 1. Also, by our previous constructions,

0<yj<7
we have that v; < 1/a; for all j. So, due to Lemma 4.6, we have the DFLY inequality: for all
h e Vajﬁ;yj

[¥ishllas,6.; < C (6" [hllay,.4; + C"lIRll5,)
for some v; < 4; < 1/cj and C uniform in j and s. Therefore, we have the first conclusion, equation
(8), of [29, Theorem 1] uniformly over all spaces. That is, there exist v and w such that

sup [[(1d = i) VAl o Vo, S VBl + Bl

z€Dy

for all space pairs Vq; ., < L7 and s € R. This gives (IV) of Theorem 3.3.

The conditions (V)—(VII) of Theorem 3.3 are equivalent to Assumption (B) in [13, Section I.1.2]
for a single dynamical system, i.e., when Assumptions (0) and (A)(1) in [13, Section I1.1.2] are
trivially true. Moreover, as discussed in [13], [13, Lemma 4.5] implies Assumption (B). Therefore,
we verify the conditions (with a slight modification) in [13, Lemma 4.5] to establish (V)—(VII):

e We have assumed that y is non-arithmetic.

e Due to Theorem A.9 and the DFLY inequality (4.10), we can apply [7, Lemma B.15] to conclude
that for all s the essential spectral radius of z/b\is on Vangﬁj is at most k. This is precisely the
conclusion of [13, Proposition 4.3].

e We know that V,; 5, L' for all j, and that HiZish\h < H{ﬂ\hHl < ||h||1 for all h € L. So, the
spectral radius of QZZ-S on L', and hence, on Va,,8,, for all j, is at most 1.

e Since v is a uniformly expanding, piecewise C? and a full branch map with finitely many branches,
v is exact (cf. [19, Theorem 3]) and ¢~z is finite for all x.

e The Assumption (A)(1) in [13] is trivially true because there is only a single dynamical system
in Figure 2 of [13].

Hence, (V) and (VI) are true due to the first part of [13, Lemma 4.5]. To establish (VII), we need
a slight modification of the second part of [13, Lemma 4.5]. First, we note that x € V3, < L?,
for v > 3, and ¢ has a spectral gap on V, g . So, we can repeat the argument in the first part of
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the proof of [13, Lemma 4.5] to conclude that Zz;é xou* is L2—bounded. So, it has an L?2—weakly
convergent subsequence. This establishes (VII).

Finally, the non-arithmeticity of x implies that x is not cohomologous to a constant, and hence,
we have (VIII) of Theorem 3.3. O

Proof of Theorem 2.6. To prove this theorem we use Theorem 3.2. By Theorem 2.5 we immediately
obtain (V) of Theorem 3.2.

Next, we define the following chain of spaces.
Vao,6.: = Vay g = L < Li(7)

with p < M where the choices correspond to 0 < ag < a3 < 8 and v9 =1 = M > 1 in the proof
of Theorem 2.8. Then, the conditions (I)—(IV) and (VI) of Theorem 3.2 follow as in the proof of
Theorem 2.8 due to Theorem 4.2 (2) and [13, Lemma 4.5]. O

Proofs of the results in Example 2.10. We first note that
X () Sz (1 —=z)°
and
X ()] = ‘—cx‘31 sin <1> — 272 ¢os <1> ' < el - g) o2,

x X

So, we obtain @ = ¢ and b = ¢ + 2 in the notation of Theorems 2.5, 2.6 and 2.8. In order to prove
(1) we note that (2.7) then simplifies to

1 _
c<min{ ¥, —— >miny 1, log 7 .
24c¢ log n+
So, on the one hand, we have the requirement ¢ < 97 and on the other hand, we have the condition

¢ < 7/(c+ 2) which, given that we assume ¢ > 0, is equivalent to ¢ < /1+7n — 1 giving (1).
Furthermore, in the doubling map case we have ¥ = 2 and 77 = 1 implying (1a).

Next, we notice that (2.10) in our case simplifies to

3¢ < min 0,L min 1710g77+ .
2+4+c logn—

With a similar calculation as above applying Theorem 2.8 gives (2) and as above we get (2a). O

5.2. Proofs of limit theorems for the Boolean-type transformation. Now we give the proofs
from Section 2.5. We start with the following technical lemmas:

Lemma 5.1. For all v € N, the rth asymptotic moments of both S, (x) and §n(h) are equal.

Proof. It is enough to show that Eu(gg(h)) =E,, (S5}, (x)) for all . In fact, due to (2.13)
Eu(ho@¢ ho@” - hog)=Ey,(hofoy  hofoh? .- holorplt)
:EAI(Xowﬁonpjz Xo,/}jk)
for all j1,...,jr € Ng such that j; + -+ jp = 7. O

Lemma 5.2. Let h : R — R be such that the left and right derivatives exist and there exist u,v > 0
fulfilling
h(x) < |z and max {|h/ ()|, | ($+)‘} < x|,
and let x : I — R be given by x = h o & with &(x) := cot(mx), then we have
x(@)| S a7 (1 —z)™"

)
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and
max{|x'(z+)], [} (z-)[} S (1 -2)" b=2+v.
Further, if
a>u,
(5.2) f<(l+a—-u)/2+v—u) or 1+v<u, and
1<~y<1/u,

then || x|la,8,y < 00. In particular, if u < 1/(2 4 v — u), then there exist 0 < a < 8 < 1 such that
Xla,p < 0.

Proof. We will apply Lemma A.18. First, we note that
lim&(x)r=1/7 and lim&(z)(1—z)=1/7.
z—0 z—1

This and (2.14) imply
(5.3) IX(x)[ S 271 —=z)7",
and in particular, y € LY with 1 <~ < 1/u.

For simplicity, we assume Yy is differentiable. Otherwise, at a point where y is not differentiable,
both one-sided derivatives will exist and the following estimates do hold for them.

Note that we have |h' (€ (z))] < 27 (1 —2)”". Using the chain rule |x'(z)| = |/ ({(x))[|€'(z)] .
Since &'(z) = —m/sin? (mx) , we have that

(5.4) X (@) S 2727 (1 —2)72 7"
So, we have |x/(z)| < 27%(1 — 2)~° with b = 2 + v > 2. The lemma then follows immediately by
applying Lemma A.18. O

With this we are able to prove the results from Section 2.5

Proof of Proposition 2.11. To prove the statement it is enough to prove its counterpart for S, (x, ¥)
where x = h o £ and v is the doubling map.
From Theorem 5.2, we have
@) Sa (1 —2)™ and  max{(zH)], (@)} S a1 —2)b, b=2+0.
Now, we invoke Theorem 2.5 with ¢, n, = n— = 2 and logn_/logn; = 1. Since ¥ is linear, ¥ = 1.
Hence, (2.7) simplifies to v < 1/(2 + v). Also, the assumption that A is not an L?(u) coboundary
implies that  is not an L?(\) coboundary.

Therefore, y and v satisfy the conditions of Theorem 2.5, and hence satisfy the CLT given by
(2.8) with

o
o? =Ex(x?) +2) _Ealx-xo¢) € (0,00).
k=1
From Theorem 5.1, 62 = 02 and E,,(h) = Ej,(x). As a direct consequence of (2.13), we obtain the
required CLT given by (2.15). O

We next prove the MLCLT for a class of observables in §.

Proof of Theorem 2.12. Our assumption allows us to apply Theorem 2.6 to the Birkhoff sum
Sn(x) = Z;é x o ¢* with y = h o ¢ and 9 the doubling map and conclude

sup |oV2mnEe,m(U oo " V(S,(X) =€) W o) — 6_% Er(Uo&) Eem(Wo §)/V(az) dz| =o0(1).

leR
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From Theorem 5.1 and the fact that £ is a conjugacy, we have

sup V2 E(U 0 ¢" V (S, (R) — 0) W) — ¢ e E,(U) Em(W) / V(z)dx

=o(1).

This is because the two LHSs are exactly the same. (]

Now, we prove that corollaries that show the validity of the CLT and MLCLT for the real
part, imaginary part and the absolute value of the Riemann zeta function when sampled over the
trajectories of ¢.

Proof of Corollary 2.15. To apply Theorem 2.11, we have to show the existence of u,v as in (2.14).
It is well-known that for any s € (0, 1), for any 6 > 0,

(5.5) max{](](s +ix), || (s + m)} < ’m‘(l—s)/2+6;

see, for example, [10].

So, we pick u = v = (1—s5)/240 and this is possible when ((1 —s)/24+ ) (1 —s)/24+6+2) < 1
and such & > 0 exists iff (1 —s)(5 —s) < 4iff s € (3 —2v/2,1). So, for such choices of s we can
apply Theorem 2.11 and obtain the CLT provided that h is not ¢—cohomologous to a constant.
The MLCLT follows from Theorem 2.12 analogously, when ¢ is non-arithmetic. O

Proof of Corollary 2.17. To apply Theorem 2.11, we have to show the existence of u,v as in (2.14).
We assume a > 1, set h(z) = h(z)'/*. Note that h/(x) = ah(z)* '} (z). Since we restrict ourselves
to the critical line, s = 1/2, |h(z)| < |2|'3/840 and |B/(z)| < |z|'3/84+0 for all § > 0, due to
(5.5). So, we can take u = 13a/84 + 0 and v = 13(a — 1)/84 4+ 13/84 + 6 = 13a/84 + 0, and
the condition in Theorem 2.11 for u, v reduces to (13a/84)(13a/84 4+ 2) < 1. This is equivalent to
1 <a < 84/13(v/2 —1). So, for such choices of a, we can apply Theorem 2.11 and obtain the CLT
provided that h is not ¢—cohomologous to a constant. The MLCLT follows from Theorem 2.12
analogously, when ¢ is non-arithmetic. O

Finally, we look at the proof for the First Order Edgeworth Expansion for observables over the
Boolean-type transformation.

Proof of Theorem 2.13. We follow the proof of Theorem 2.11 and invoke Theorem 2.8.

Consider Sy, (x, 1) where y = £oh and 9 is the doubling map. Remember that from Theorem 5.2,
we have

X(@)] a1 -2)™ and  max{lX'(@zH)|, X (@)} S0 -2)", b=2+v.

Next, to apply Theorem 2.8 we observe that n,. = n_ = 2 and logn_/logn™ = 1 and since
is linear ¥ = 1. Hence, (2.10) simplifies to (2.17). Also, the assumption that h is not an L?(u)
coboundary implies that x is not an L?(\) coboundary. O

APPENDIX A. THE BANACH SPACES Vg 34

The spaces V,, g with their particular norm considered in [14] are not complete, and thus, are not
Banach spaces. However, with the norm we introduce here, we can construct a family of Banach
spaces Vo5, a € (0,1),8 € (0,1] and v > 1, and use it to correct the proofs in [14], and even
generalize the results appearing there.

First, we show that [|-[|,, 5, is indeed a norm.

Lemma A.1. For all a € (0,1), B € (0,1] and v > 1, we have that ||| is a norm.

a,Byy
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Proof. We have for f,g € V, g that
osc (Ro (f+9),B:(x
€0

e€(0, ep
o a9, B
— sup /osc (R f—i—? g E(x))d)\[(l')
e€(0,e0] €
< sup /osc (Raj:éBE(x))d)\I(x) + sup /osc (Ragﬁ, Ba(x))d)q(m)
e€(0,e0] € €€(0,e0] €
= |f’a,ﬁ + |g|a,5

and thus
1+ 3llag, = If+all, +1f+alag < I+ glly + 1 flas +19las = 1fllasr + 19las- -

It is obviously true that ||af|, 5., = a | f]l,, 5, for any positive a. Since [|-||., is already a norm and
|f] o = 01f f =0 almost surely, we know that 7l = 0 if and only if f = 0 almost surely. [

a,B,y

A.1. Completeness. Here we verify that V, g~ are, in fact, Banach spaces.

Lemma A.2. For a € (0,1),8 € (0,1] and v > 1, Vo g~ is complete.

Proof. Let (fn) be a Cauchy sequence with respect to ||-[|, 5. Then, in particular (f,) is also a
Cauchy sequence with respect to ||| 4 we set f as its limit. Also, there exists a subsequence, say
(fn,), that converges to f pointwise almost everywhere.

Since (fy) is a Cauchy sequence with respect to ||-[|, 5. for each § > 0 we can choose L > 0

such that || fx — fill, 5, < 6 for all k,£ > L. Let § > 0 and choose k, ¢ sufficiently large so that
ng,ng > L. Then,

Josc(Ro (fn, — fny), Be(2)) dAr ()

<9.
B

”fnk - fnzHa,B;y = ank fw” + sup
e€(0,e0]

Then, by Fatou’s Lemma, || fn, — f[l, < liminfe oo |[fn, — fnll, and
fOSC fnk - f)a ( )) dAr (:IZ) < fliminffﬁoo 0SC (Ra (fnk - f?’Le) 7Ba(37)) dAr (1;)

eB = G
<limint J 0s¢ (Ra (fu, — @? ,Be(z)) dAr (x)
Josc(Ra (fn, — fny), Be(x)) dXr (z) .

< liminf sup
=00 2e(0,e0]

As a result, for all k sufficiently large so that ng > L,

fOSC f”k — fne) 738(37)) dAs (.CC)

e = Fllagry < limind [ f, = fo |, +liminf sup

=0 £€(0,e0] b
n n 7B€ d
<timinf ( [|fuy — fooll, + sup J osc (Ra (fy, — fé) (@) @) _,
o0 €(0,20] €

Now, choose r sufficiently large so that n,, > L and k > L. Then,

||fk‘ - f||a7ﬂ7'y S ||fk‘ - fnr||a7ﬁ7fy + ||fn'r - f||a7ﬂ7'y < 25

Thus, f € Vo5~ and (f,) converges to f with respect to |[|-|| giving completeness. O

a,Byy

Now, we discuss properties of V,, g, that are relevant for the application of Theorem 3.3 to our
setting. First, we prove that constant functions belong to the spaces we consider.



LIMIT THEOREMS FOR UNBOUNDED OBSERVABLES 29

Lemma A.3. For a € (0,1), B € (0,1] and v > 1, the constant function, 1 € Vo g ..

Proof. Since ||1||, = 1, we only have to show that |1|,3 < oco. Observe that R,1 is bounded
by 272% symmetric about = 1/2 and strictly increasing on [0,1/2] with a strictly decreasing
derivative. Hence, for any 0 < e <¢gg < 1/4,

1-2¢ 1

[osclra. Banan(o) < |

2e

osc(Rq1, Bo(z)) dAj(z) + 272 (/OZEdAI(a:)Jr/l d)q(x))

—2¢

1/2
< 45/ max |(Ra1)|d\p(z) + 2272
2

e Be(2)

1/2
. / (Ral)/(x — &) d\g(z) + 2229
2

£

=4e (Ra1(1/2 — ) — Rol(e)) + 2% 2% < 23722,
This implies that |1]o 5 < 23’20‘5(1)_6. O
Next, we state two lemmas about the inclusion properties of V, g .
Lemma A.4. For f € (0,1] and v > 1,
Vogy = Vogi1 — L.

Proof. This follows from [12, Proposition 3.4] applied to the real and imaginary parts of functions
in Vg g1 and the fact that L7 — L' O

Remark A.5. Note that, if f € V, g, then R, f € Vgg,. So, esssup R, f < co. This fact will be
useful in proofs.

Lemma A.6. Suppose 0 < a1 <as<1,0< o<1 <1 and1 <y <. Then

V sV — L',

a1,61,m az,B2,72

Proof. Since Hf”’m < Hf”’h? it is enough to show that |f’a2,52 S ”f”tvl,ﬂl,’h' By applying [12,
Proposition 3.2 (iii)] to the real and imaginary parts of f, we have,

0s¢(Rq, f, B:(x)) = 0s¢(Ray—ay 1 - Ray f, Be(x))

< esssup |Ra, f| - 08¢(Ray—ay 1, Be()) + 0sc(Ra, f, Be(x)) - sup Ray—a,1,
B.(z)

and due to Theorem A.4,
esssup [Ra, f| S [Ray flog + [ Rar flln < [ flax,gn + ([ Raa LN Flle S 1 flar,61,m
with 7 = (1 — 47 !)™". Therefore,
£ 7205¢(Ray f, Be (1))
< e P105¢(Rag—ay 1, Be(2))|| fllog.prn + SUD Rag—ay 1 - PLosc(Ra, f, Bo(2)) .

B:(z)
Integrating and taking the supremum over ¢,

’f‘ag,ﬁz 5 ||f||a17617’71’

and the inclusion follows. O
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A.2. Continuous inclusion and relative compactness. To apply Hennion-Nassbaum theory,
see [29, 7], we have to show that our weak spaces, LP, are continuously embedded in strong spaces,
Va8, and that the closed bounded sets in strong spaces are compact with respect to weak norms.

Lemma A.7. Let a € (0,1),8 € (0,1] and v > 1. Then for all 4 such that v <5 < 1/a, L7 is
continuously embedded in Vo, g .

Proof. Due to Theorem 4.8 and the assumption 7 < 1/a;, if h € Vo, then h € L7. So, Vagny C
L7. To show that this inclusion is continuous we need to show that if f, — 0in V, g, then f, — 0
in LY. Let || fulla,8y = 0. Then, |Rq fn| € Vo1 and [[Rq fullo,s,1 — 0. However, Vg g1 — L. So,
|Rafnlloo — 0. Therefore, ||fa|li < [|[R—a51|/1]|Rafnll2 — 0 proving the claim. a

Lemma A.8. Let o, 3,y and 7 be as in the previous lemma. Then, the closed unit ball of Vg~
is compact in L7.

Proof. Let {f,} be such that || fy||a,3,y < 1. It is enough to show that there is f € V,, g such that
| flla,3,y < 1 and {f,} converges to f in L7 over a subsequence. To do this, we recall from [28,
Theorem 1.13] that closed subsets of Vg 5, are compact in L7. Since {Rq fr} C Vo g, is a bounded
sequence, it has an L7 convergent subsequence, and in turn, it has a pointwise almost everywhere
convergence subsequence. Let’s call this subsequence { R fp, } and its point-wise limit f.

We claim f,, — R_of in L7. Observe that f,, — R_,f point-wise almost everywhere, and
since Vo gy — L=, |fn,| < |[R-al||Rafny] < C|R-a1| € L7. So, fn, = R_of in L7 if oy < 1.
Moreover, we claim ||[R_of|la,3, < 1. To see this, observe that since L7 convergence implies LY
convergence, we apply [28, Lemma 1.12] to conclude that liminfy, | fy, |o,s = liminfy |Ra fn, o8 >
|flo,s = |R—afla,p- Since strong convergence implies weak convergence, we have liminfy, || f, [, >
HR_afH'y , and ﬁnally,

| R—afl a,By = |Rfaf|a,/3 + ||Rfava < limkinf |fnk‘a,ﬁ + limkinf ||fnkH’Y
< hmkinf(|fnk|aﬁ + ||fnkH'y) = limkinf ||fnk||a,ﬂﬂ <1

as claimed. 0
Remark A.9. In particular, the above implies that | - [|4,5~-bounded sequences have || - ||5-Cauchy
subsequences.

A.3. Multiplication in V,g ,.

A.3.1. Multiplication by e'*X. In this section, we prove some properties of multiplication by e**X in
Vq,5,, that are necessary for our proofs.

Observe that the spaces V, ., as opposed to spaces usually used in ergodic theory such as

L>, BV|[0,1] or C'[0,1], are not Banach algebras. Hence, s + his € L(Va,,,) may not be
continuous. The following lemma will allow us to establish its continuity as a function from R to
L(Vay 81,711 Vas,ps4.) for some good choices of indices.

Lemma A.10. Suppose g € Vo, 8,715 B € Vay goye and a3 = a1 + ag, B3 < min{f, f2} and
v3 < (7t + g )7L Then,

”gh||a3,53,’73 S HgHahﬂh%HhHOéQ,Bz,“/Q
with the proportionality constant independent of g and h but dependent on o, Bj,7v;, j = 1,2, 3.

Proof. First, suppose g and h are real valued. Then

(A1) osc(Rqu, Be(x)) = osc(Rqu—, Be(z)) + osc(Rau4, Be(x)) .
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By applying [12, Proposition 3.2 (iii)] to the positive and negative parts of g,
0s¢(Ray (gh), B:(x))

= 08¢(Ray(9+ — 9-)h, Be())

=08 (Roq (g+ - g—) : ROé2h7 Bg(l’))

< os (Roag-‘r : Ra2ha Ba(‘r)) + OSC(Ra1g— : Roczha Be(x))
<

>~ ((05c(Raygr. Be(w)) - ess5up | Ragh| + 050(Rayh, Be(w)) - esssup | o, gv| )
==+

sc(Ray 9, B (x)) ess sup | Rayh| + 2 - 05¢(Rayh, Be (x)) ess sup | Ray g

IN

If g is complex valued, using the definition of osc, we have
0s¢(Ras(gh), Be(x))
< 0sc(Ra, g, Be(z)) esssup |Ra, h| + 2 - 0s¢(Ray b, Be())(ess sup | Ry, Rg| + esssup |Ra, S9]) ,
< 08¢(Ra, g, B=(x)) ess sup | Ra,h| + 22 - 05¢(Rayh, B=(x)) esssup |Ra, g -

If h is not real valued, repeating the argument for the real and imaginary parts of h, we obtain

08¢(Rag (gh), B=())
< 2v2 - 05¢(Ra, g, B:()) esssup | Ra, h| + 2V/2 - 0s¢(Ra,h, Be () esssup |Ra, g| -

Now, we use the inclusion of L* in Vj g, 1 where r = 1,2 to conclude that
[ osclBay(gh). Bo(a) dri (@)

/ 05¢( Ry 9 Bo(2)) dA1 () - | Raghllo g + / 05¢(Ragh, B-(2)) dA1(2) - || Roygllo o

5 l‘g‘al,ﬁl(’h‘az,ﬁz + HRazhH ) + 552|h’a2752(‘g|a1,51 + Hngul)-
This gives us that for all € € (0, 1],

g P /osc(Ra3 (gh), B<(x)) dAr(x)
S ‘g‘m,/ﬁ’h‘az,ﬁz + ‘g‘al,ﬁthH’Yz + ’h’amﬁz‘g‘&l,ﬁl + ‘h|a2,52HgH"ﬂ .

Taking the supremum over € and combining with ||ghlly, < [|g]|+, ||2]|+. implies the result. O

Due to the linearity of the operator @Z, in order to show regularity of s — @Zis = (etX x -.), it is
enough to show the regularity of the one parameter group of multiplication operators s — "X x -.
Our next lemma provides general conditions that guarantees this.

Lemma A.11. Let 0 < ap, 8 < 1 and o > 1. For each s € R, consider the multiplication operator,
Hy(-) = €™ x -, on Vo, 8.~

(1) Suppose there is B > B such that, for all s € R, ‘eisx‘oﬁ < oo. Then, for all s € R,
Hs e ﬁ(vao,ﬁﬁo) .

(2) Suppose, in addition to the conditions in (1), there exists 0 < a* < [ such that
(A.2) lim |1 — €X|,x 5 = 0.

s—0

Put on = ag+ a* and y1 <. Then s+ Hy € L(Vag 801 Vai,8,1) 15 continuous.
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(3) Suppose, in addition to the conditions in (1) and (2), there exist 0 < o™ <  and v > 1
such that
iSX _ 1—34
(A.3) lim [& = 19X

= d .
lim 0 and [xly < o0

a**,/B
Put ay = ag + max{a*, 0™} and v2 < (y7' +~7 1)L Then, the function s — H, €
L(Vag,8.405 Vas,B,72) 18 differentiable with the derivative
H(-) = (ix)e™ x - .
(4) Suppose, the conditions in (1),(2) and (3) are true. Put az = ag + o and 3 < 2. Then
s+ Hy € L(Vagy,805 Vas,By3) 18 continuously differentiable.

S

Remark A.12. Tt would be possible to have some more flexibility on the parameter 5 and change
it for different spaces. However, we only use the version of the lemma as stated which also keeps a
simpler notation.

Proof of Lemma A.11.
Proof of (1):
We note that for all g € Vg 8405 [ Hs(9) |1y = [l9]l, and due to [12, Proposition 3.2 (iii)],
08¢(Rag ("X g), Be(2)) < 05¢(Rag (€"Xg+), Be(2)) + 08¢(Raq (€"Xg-), Be())
< 08¢(Ray g, B (1)) + osc(e™X, B.(z)) - esssup(| Rayg])
S OSC(Raog7 Be(x)) + OSC(eisxv B (x))”g”aoyﬁﬂo and
77 05¢(Rag (¢"Xg), Be(x)) S e 05¢(Ragg, Be(x)) + &7 0se(e”™X, B())|9llao,870-
The first < is due to adding up the positive and negative part of g the second is due to the inclusion
V0,840 < L. Integrating and taking the supremum over €, we have
|Hs(9)lao.s S 19lao.s + 160,519 ]l ap,5.70
which gives
(A.4) [ Hs(9)lag,870 < (1 + |eisx 0,8)19lla0,8.70-
Therefore, for all s, H; maps V, g, to itself, and is a bounded linear operator on Vq, g+,-
Proof of (2):

We note that, Hyg — Hyg = (Id — Hy_y)Hyg and if g € Vo, g+, then Hyg € Vq, 3., Hence, due to
Theorem A.10, it is enough to prove that

ll_r)r(l) ”'d - HsHVao,B,’YOHVal’B’FYl =0.

To this end, let g € Vq, g+, be such that ||g]lay,5,, < 1. Then,

lmg (10 — H)gl3; = lm, [ 1(1 = ¢)gl™ ds =0
by the dominated convergence theorem. Moreover, by [12, Proposition 3.2 (iii)]
0sc(Rq, (Id — Hy)g, B-(x))
= 05¢(Ryx (1 — ") Ry, g, B (1))
< 08¢(Rayg, B=()) - esssup |Rax (1 — €X)| + osc(Ra+ (1 — %), B.(x)) - esssup |Ray 9| ,

where < is due to the fact that we have to consider the positive and negative part of g separately.
Because Vg g1 < L°°, we have

e 0sc(Ra, (Id — Hy)g, Be(2)) S €7 03¢(Rags Be () (11 = €™as 5 + [|Rax (1 — ") [11)
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+e7h 0sc(Rq+ (1 — eisx), Be(2))l9llao,8,70-

Integrating, taking the sup over ¢, and finally, using ||g||ag,8,70 < 1, we get
|(1d = Hy)glays S 1= €*X|ar g + [ Rax (1 = ™)1
By the bounded convergence theorem limg_,q || Rax(1 — €%X)||; = 0. Therefore,
E_ﬁ% ‘(Id - Hs)g‘al,ﬂ = 0.

Hence, we have the continuity of s — H.

Proof of (3):
First, we show that for all g € Vo, 3, 4, such that ||ga, 5, <1,

= lim =0.

az,B8y2  h—0

Hyyp— Hy — H
g || (=2 )|

(% J(2e-t=2),

h

az,B,72

Due to Theorem A.10, it is enough to show that

i (=)

ethx — 1 —iyh

. = 0.

a**, By

= lim
a** By h—0

From the dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim =0.

ethx — 1 — ith
h—0 0%

h

The assumption (A.3) completes the proof of differentiability.

Finally, picking h # 0 sufficiently close to 0, applying the estimate in part (1), part (2) with
71 = 70, and Theorem A.10, we note that for all g € V,, 3, and for all s,

thx _ 1 —ihy . 1 . ,
Y9 s e = || X eiXg 4 (1 = e™X)eixg
h h az,B,72
e — 1 —ihy . 1 , ,
< fe’sxg + EII(1 — €™M)e"X gl 0y 8.7,
az,B,72
ethx — 1 —ihy 1 i
< |/ 1Hs(9)lao,870 + 111 = € Max 8~ Hs(9)lag,8.7
h o h
a** By
ehx — 1 —ihy , .
S ( . *la- e@hxma*,m) (1+16%l05) gl 3.
a** By

So, H} is, in fact, a bounded linear operator in £(Va,, 8,401 Vas,8,72)-

Proof of (4): Since Va, 8+, < Vag 8,74, We have that s — Hy € L(Vag 8,401 Vas,8,4;) is differentiable.

So, we need to check whether s — H_ is continuous. Note that for all g € V4, 3.+, and for all s > 0,
H(9) € Vay,p,~, and for all h > 0

I(H Y, = HD)Gllas 85 = 1€ = D/ H(9)]| oy 5,75
5 H(Hh - HO)]-Ha*ﬁ,’YOHH;(Q)HOQﬂ,Vz — 0,

as h — 0 due to part (2). Hence, we have the continuity of the derivative. O
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A.3.2. Sufficient conditions for Theorem A.11. We limit our scope by providing sufficient conditions
for the assumptions in Theorem A.11.

Lemma A.13. Let B> 0. Suppose X _is continuous and the right and left derivatives of x exist on
I. If there exists a constant b € [0,1/5) such that

(A.5) max{|x'(z+)|, |X'(z=)[} S 27°(1 —2)~°
then ‘

|e**X]g,5 < 00
holds for all s > 0.

Proof. We have

) 1/2 isx B 1 isX B,
|615X‘OB S sup / OSC(C 7_ 5(37)) d)\](.’ﬂ) + sup / OSC(@ a_ 3 (I’)) d)\[(l’)
7T ee(0,e0] o ef ee(0,e0] J1/2 e’B

We will only estimate the first summand as the estimation of the second follows analogously. Using
the definition osc(h, A) = osc(Rh, A) + osc(Sh, A) we note that for any measurable set A we have

(A.6) osc (€%, A) < min{4, 4s/m osc(x, A)}.
By (A.5) there exists C' > 0 such that for all € > 0 and all z € [¢,1/2] we have
; 8lsle 8C|sle _
ose(e™, Bo(a)) < O sup mas{l/ ()] I (o)1) < S (o)

T yeB:(z) T
We have that 8C|s|e/n(x —¢)~® < 4 if and only if

5 1/b
< ( CM&) +e=:K..

™

Hence, we split the integral on [0,1/2] into two, one on [0, K| and the other on [K.,1/2]. For the
first range, we use the first bound in (A.6) and for the second range, we use the second bound.
Then,

1/2 isx B 3 1/2 1-5
sup [ S 430 < s <4K€€_B+/ Wi(ﬂg_eﬁdh@)
1J0

e€(0,e0 ef €€(0,e0] < ™
_ 1/2 1-p
(A.7) < sup 4K.e P+ sup / m(m — &)\ ().
e€(0,e0] e€(0,e0] J K¢ Q0

For the first summand, we have
_ 20 1/b _ _
sup 4K.e7P <8 sup max (|S|> 51/1’_5,51_5 < 00,
e€(0,e0] €€(0,e0] ™
which follows from the fact that b < 1/8 and 8 < 1. For the second summand of (A.7), we have
/1/2 8C!|s|et =5

sup (z — &)~ Pd\ (z)
€€(0,e0] e Q0
8C 5 (12

< 5 sup 51_5/ b 270\ (z)

Tocetoe ()

] 5 g\

867;‘ | Supae((],éo] 7‘511_1)‘ max {é, (7261 |€) } b 7& 1

<

8C -8
0 supeo,001 ' log (i) b=1
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8Cs] 5(1)73 2C s 1/6-1 5(1)/1175 1-3 T
_ !
max{zl—bu—br o™ B\agse ) [ <

7T 7T

which again follows from the fact that 5 < 1 and b < 1/5. O

Remark A.14. The above lemma combined with Theorem 4.2 gives a sufficient condition on y for
the operator H,, and hence, 1;5 to be a bounded linear operator on V, g for all « > 0, 8 < S and
v 2L

Next, we state a lemma that gives sufficient condition on y for the operator valued function
s — Hg, and hence, s — ;s to be continuous.

Lemma A.15. Suppose |x|a,p < 00 with 0 < a < B <1/(1+ «) and there exists b € [0,1/5) such
that (A.5) holds. Then, for all o* € (0,1)

lim |1 — €[4 5 = 0.

81—1}(1]‘ € |a B 0
Proof. We will do the calculation only for the real part ®(1 —€%X) = 1—cos(sx) and the calculations
for the imaginary part (1 — e"*X) = —sin(sy) follow analogously and we mention these estimates
briefly. Furthermore, we use the splitting of the positive and negative part as in (A.1). Also, since
R(1 —€e"X)_ =0, it does not contribute to the estimates.

For 6 € (0,¢) to be specified later depending on ¢ and s, we have
b [osc(Ra+R(1 — €X) 4, B.(x)) dAs(z)

R — X g g =
[R(L — €"X) 4 |ax 5 sup 5
[ ose(BarR(L = €)1 51, Be(2)) ds (2)
(A.8) < sup
. o e<eo E’B
(A.9) + sup Jose(RaR(1 — €%) 1510 1-5-c), Be(2)) dAs (@)
. e<eo 56
Jose(RaR(1 — €)1y 51, Be()) dr()
(A.10) + sup 5 ,

e<eo

where we assume that s and g¢ are so small that § +e <1 —4§ — .

We start by estimating the middle summand (A.9). [12, Proposition 3.2(ii)] yields
0sc(RasR(1 — €)1 510150y, Be(2))
(A.11) < 08c(RasR(1 — %), (6 + 6,1 =6 — ) N Be(2)) 1 (54e,1-5-c) ()
+2 esssup  RoR(1 — €"X) | 1p_((51e,1-5-))nB.((542,1—0—c)) (T) -
(64+e,1—6—e)NBe(x)

We first investigate the first summand of (A.11). For the following, we set
(A.12) D(0,e,z) :==(0+¢,1—0—¢)N B(x).
Forx e (6+¢e,1—0—¢),
0s¢(Rax (1 — cos(sx)), D(5,e,2)) <2 sup [Ra(1 — cos(sx)))
D(é,e,x)
(A.13) <2 [ sup [(Ra+1)'| (1 —cos(sx)) + sup (Ra+1)|(1 —cos(sx))|| -
D(é,e,x) D(é,e,x)

Both of the above calculations follow analogously for the imaginary part with |sin(sy)| instead of
1 — cos(sy).
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We set § = 0(e,s) = € - |s|* with k € (0,1) and ¢ > 0 to be specified later. Since |x|o 5 < 00
implies that R, X is essentially bounded, we can conclude that there exists K(x) € (0, 00) such that
Ix(x)] < K(x) - x~%(1 — 2)~* almost everywhere. Recall that there is C' > 0 such that max{|l —
cos(z)}, |sin(x)|} < Clz|. Combining this with (Ry+1)" = o*(z® ~H(1 — 2)® + 2% (1 — 2)* 1),
we have
5]

(A.14) sup |(Ra+1)'|max{1 — cos(sx), |sin(sx)|} < ST

D(d,e,x) (‘T -
when x < 1/2. The estimates for > 1/2 follows from replacing (z — ) by (1 —z + ¢), and the
final estimates remain unchanged. So, we restrict our attention to the former case.

It follows that

1 2
lim  sup L/“ 2 sup (|(Ror1)'|(1 — cos(s3)) ) 1515 (x) A (2)
520 c€(0,60) €7 Jo4¢ D(8,7)

1/2
< lim |s| sup alﬁ/ (x —e)* 1 *d\(x)
™ s=0 £€(0,e0] d+e

1/2—e¢ .
< lim |s| sup &'~ B/ I A (o)
0

" 50 e€(0,e0]

limg_,o Eé_ﬁ+ﬁ(a*_a) limg_o ’S’1+L(a*—&) o < a
< 5(1)_’3(] log(1/2 — eg)| + k| log(ep)|) lims—o |s| + (,8(1)_6 limg_,0 |s||log|s|| o* =«
ed 7P limy_o | 5| o >«

(A.15) =0
provided that under the condition a* < a we have

1-F+k(@—a)>0 <= k< (1-75)/(a—a"),
(A.16) L@ —a)+1>0 <= 1 <1/(a—a").

Analogously, under the same conditions,

1
I 2 Ro-1)' |(si 1(54e1-5-)(x) dA(2) = 0.
Tl i (!( ) \(sm(sx))i) (5-+e.1-0-2) (¥) dAr(2)

To estimate the second summand of (A.13), we use (1 — cos(sx))’ = sin(sx) - sx’, (sin(sx))’ =
cos(sx) - sx’, | cos(sx)| <1, |sin(sx)| < 1, and our assumption about x’. Then, we have

_ ~\a*=b
sup maxx { (Ra+1)|(1 = cos(sx)|, (Ra- 1) (sin(sx)*) |} ’3 P
D(ée,x) ot > b

for z < 1/2. Also, note that for < 1/2 and the estimate for z > 1/2 is the same with (z — ¢)
replaced by (1 —x +¢). Thus, if o* < b

1 1/2
lim sup / 2¢ sup ((Ra+1)|(1 —cos(sx))’|)1 o () AN (x
570 2€(0,20] ef 5+e  D(be) <( A (X)) ‘) (0+e,1-0 5)( ) dAr(z)

1/2—¢ ;
<lim sup &'~ 5\s|/ 2 ~Pd)\(z)
~ 50 66(0 50] )
R R PR bl
< Q50 " (11og(1/2 = 20)| + r|log(c0)) limgsos| + 125 limyso [s] |log [s]] b =1+ a*
5(1)_5 limg o |S| b<lta
(A.17) =0,
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where, in the case of b > 1 4+ o*, we have assumed that
ALS 1-B8+k(l+a"—=0)>0 <= k< (1-0)/(b—1—-a"),
(A-18) 14140 =b) >0 <= 1<1/(b—1—a").

The a* > b case is similar to the b < 1+ o case above. Analogously, under the same assumptions
on k and ¢, we obtain

1 . /
li 2 R1 1 _5— dA =0.
iy s 3 /22 g (B o] e st

Hence, combining (A.15) and (A.17), we can conclude

1
(A.19) lim sup
s—0 £€(0,20) 65

0sC (Ra*%(l - eisx)-‘rv D((sa g, x)) 1(5,1—6)( ) d/\]( ) 0.

Also, the analogous result for the imaginary part, 3(1 — e**X)4., follows.
Next, we will estimate the second summand in (A.11). We note that

B((6+e,1-06—-¢)NB((0+e,1-0—¢))=B(6+e)UB(1 -6 —¢)

and hence,
(A.20) 1B, ((54+e,1-6—)NBe((6+e,1-5—€)¢) = LB (54e)UB.(1-6—e)-
It follows that

Is|(z —e)®~% a* <«
A.21) sup Ru+(1 —cos(sx)) < . .
( D(5,e,7) ( () [s|(x +e)* = a*>a

Due to the symmetry around x = 1/2, we obtain

1
lim sup sﬂ/ sup Ro+R(1 — ")} - 1p_((54e1—5—2)Bo (642, 1—5—2)e) () N[ ()

s—0 €€(0,g0] D(d,e,7)

0+2¢
= lim sup (/ / > sup Rq+(1 — cos(sx))dAr(z)
5—0 e€(0,e0] 1—6—2¢ (6,,2)

6+2¢e
<lim sup |s|e™” / max{(d + €)% "%, (6 + 2e)* "} dA;(z)
] )

~ s—0

e€(0,e0
. 1-B—r(a—a*)| |1—i(a—a*
< lims_ EO B—r(a—a )|S|1 t(a—a*) a* < a
lim,_sg 50 \ | ot > o

(A.22) =0
where, in the case of a* < «, we assume that
1-B—-kla—a*) >0 < k< (1- o—at),
a2 8= nla—a (=) - a)
l—la—a") >0 <= 1 <1/(a—a).

Combining this with (A.11) and (A.19) yields that the summand (A.9) tends to zero for s — 0 and
the same is true for the imaginary part, (1 — e"*X)4, because the same assumptions on k and ¢
along with |sin(z)| < |z| and (A.21) yield

1 .
lim sup — [ osc((sin(sx))x, D(0,€,2)) L(ste1-6-¢)(x) dA1(z) =
50 e€(0,e0] €

1
lim sup sup  Ro+ (3In(8X))+ - 1B, (54e.1—5—c (64e1—5—c)e) dAr(x) = 0.
350 ce(0.00) €7 D(5.2.2) (Sin(30)) 2 - Lo (te1-0-2)nB(te1-0-2)7) A
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Finally, we investigate into the first summand (A.8). As the calculation for the summand (A.10)
is very similar, we will only give the details for (A.8). We split the integral into

il_r}r(l)ssgg) 7 0sc(RaR(1 — € X)1(0,54¢]s Be(z)) dAr ()
(A.24) = lim sup 5 / +/ 0sc(Rax (1 — cos(sx))Lo,54¢]> Be(x)) dA1 ().
5=0e<eg € [0,6) [6,642¢]

For the first summand of (A.24), we write

(A.25) D(d,e,z) := (0,8 + €] N B(x)

and we note that R(1 — e**X) € (0,2) and

(A.26)  osc(Ras (1 — cos(sX))Ljgs4e)s Be(@)) < 2 8Upp(s. ) Rarl < 2Rae1(z +€) < 2(a + )"

Now, we have

1 )
(A.27) lim sup / 0s¢(Rq+ (1 — cos(sx))l[o S4el B.(x))d\(z) =0
s—0 e<eq EB 0
under the condition
(A.28) t>0 and kK> 5
1+ a*

due to the following Sub-lemma.

Sub-lemma A.16. Define
)

©; := lim sup osc(Ra*é)‘E(l —e"X), D(d,¢e,x)) dNr ()

520 <¢q 5ﬁ

and

1 g A _
O9 := lim sup o / 0s¢(Ra+R(1 — €"X) 4, D(0,e,2)) dA;(x)
0

s—0 e<eo

with o* > 0, § = (e, s) = e%s* where 1,k > 0 and with D as in (A.25). Suppose |x|as < 00 with
0<a<p<l.

(1) If
(A.29) t>0 and k> b ,
a*+1
then ©1 =0.
(2) If
(A.30) t>1 and k> b ,
a*+1
then ©9 = 0.

Proof of Sub-Lemma A.16. Without loss of generality, we assume that s > 0. Note that due to
(A.26), we have

) *
2 adA
01 < lim sup fO (z+e) 1)

s—0 e<eo 85

(5 + 6)cy*—l-l _ e +1)
= lim sup = lim L(s, )

s—=0.<¢ (a* + 1)85 s—0
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where

L(s,0) := sup J(s, €)

(04* + 1) e<eo
and
(0 +e)* H! — g0l

3 = (efs' &)Y B a7 H1=8
€

J(s,e) =

First, we note that
(A31) (8I€8L + €)Q*+1€76 _ (gnfﬂ/(a*#»l)SL + 8176/(a*+1))a*+1 ’

and hence, for J(s,¢) to not blow up near e = 0, we should have (A.29). Due to the first inequality
in (A.29) and (A.31), we have for given s > 0 that sup.., J(s,€) = J(s,€0) and thus J(0,¢) :=
limg_0 J(s,e) = 0 for all e. Therefore, under the assumption (A.29), ©; = 0 as claimed because

lim J(s,g9) =0.

< lim L =
@1—31_% (s,€0) o 1 1 Jm

Now, using (A.26) and 'Hopital’s rule, we obtain
J ose(RaR(L = %), D(3,,2)1j0.(x) dAu (2)

©9 = lim sup

s—0 e<eo SEﬂ
12 ((5 )t~ sa*H) d
< lim — =—L .
< limy S S0P = 1yeR B

We note that the last equality follows by the above calculation, namely that sup..., J(s,€) =
J(s,e0) holds because of 1+ a* >  and the additional conditions ¢ > 0 and x > §/(a* + 1).

Next, taking the derivative of L wrt s, we obtain

d 2 d sl — . _ _
gL(s,so) = mg(agsb +e0)” “506 = 2u(eps" +€0)” € 5585 L
Note that for ©2 = 0 we should have %L(s, 50)‘820 = 0 and this is true, if ¢« > 1. Therefore, under
(A.30), we have that ©2 = 0 as claimed. O
Next, in order to estimate the second summand of (A.24), we first note that for = € [0, + 2¢],
. s ot >«
(A32)  swp Ra(l—cos(sxDlporg Slsl s yoo<
D(8,e,x) y€D(8,e,2)N[5,6+2¢] |8| -0 a < .
Hence,
1
limsup/ 0sC (Rox (1 — cos(sx))Liss4els Be(x)) dAr(x
tigsup 25 [ ose (Rar (1 eon(s30) s Be(0) dAr(2)
1
< lim sup — sup (Ra+(1 —cos(sx))liss dAr(z)
s=0c<ey €9 Ji5 542e] D(5.e,z) (Fo )
< 5(1]7’8 lims_,0 |$] o >«
~ Eé—ﬁ-‘m(a —a) lim o ’8’1+L(a—a*) ot <
(A.33) =0

provided that, in the case of o* < a,
l1-f4+k(@—a)>0 <= k< (1-0)/(a—a),

(A.34) l+ua* —a) >0 < 1< 1/(a—ab).
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Next, by [12, Prop. 3.2(ii)] we have for x € (9,6 + 2¢]

08¢ (Ra+(1 — cos(sx)) 1 5, Be(w))
< osc (Rax (1 — cos(sx)), Be(z) N[0,0]) 19 5)(z) +2 esssup Rax(1 — cos(sX))15—cv0,6+¢ (T)

B.(z)N[0,d]
<0+2esssup Ryx1 < 267",
[6—eVv0,0]
Hence,
1
limsup/ osc (Rqx (1 — cos(sx))1ip.s1, Be(x)) dAr(x
tigsup =5 [ ose (Rar (1 —cos(sx0) g5 Be(0) dAr(2)
< lim sup = 6% dAr(x) < lim sup el AHRaT g —
s—=0c<qy € [6,0+2¢] 5=0g<eq
under (A.28). This together with (A.33) imply
1
lim su / osc (Rq+(1 — cos(sy))1 ,B:(x)) dAr(x) = 0.
tigsup 5 [ s (R (1~ coson) g Bo(2) i (o)

Combining this with (A.24) and (A.27) implies that (A.8) tends to zero for s tending to zero. The
same is true for the imaginary part, (1 — e¥*X)1, as J(1 — e¥X)L < 1.

Finally, we discuss here possible values of a* and the implicit requirements on b that ensure the
existence of ¢ > 0 and x > 0 used in the proof. There are four cases.

Note that, in the case of a* < aand b > 1+a*, under (A.16), (A.18), (A.23), (A.28) and (A.34),

we have
8 1-8 _1-8
a*+1 a—a*’b—1—a* [’

0 <t < mi 1 !
¢ < min .
a—a* ' b—1—a*
First, we see that the conditions on ¢ are always fulfilled, because

1
d 0<——mF.
a— o an b—1—-ao*

</<c<min{

0<

Similarly, considering the inequalities that guarantee the existence of k, we have

a>a" >max{af+p—1,pb—1}
is necessary and sufficient. Note that due to 8 < min{1/b,1/(a+ 1)} we have af+ 3 —1 < 0, and
also, fb—1 < 0. So, 0 < & < min{a, b — 1} which is equivalent to a* < aand b > 1 + o*.

In the case of a* < a and b < 1+ a*, (A.18) poses no restrictions. So, under (A.16), (A.23),
(A.28) and (A.34) we have b —1 < o < a and b < 1 + a which is equivalent to our assumptions
a*<aand b<1+ a*.

In the case of a* > a, (A.16), (A.23), and (A.34) pose no restrictions. So, when b < 1+ o, we

have a* > max{a,b— 1} and when b > 1 + a*, we have @ < a* <b—1and b > 1 + «a and we do
not obtain any additional restrictions either. O

The next lemma of this section gives a sufficient condition on y for the operator valued function
s — Hyg, and hence, s — ;5 to be differentiable.

Lemma A.17. Suppose |x|a,p < 00 with 0 < a < B < 1/(1+ «) and there exists b € [0,1//3) such
that (A.5) holds. Then, for all a* > min{2a, max{a,a + b — 2}} we have

18X __ 1—3

e isx _0.
o*,B

lim
s—0

S
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Proof. The proof follows very similar to the proof of the previous lemma and we will stick to the
same notation. Again, we will do the calculations only for the non-negative real part, only noting
some differences for the imaginary part. We have

osc (Raare (M) ,Bg(x)> _ %osc (Ro (1 — cos(sx)), B-(x))

and

osc (RQ*S <6X_1_”X> ,Bg(x)> _ %osc (Ro (sin(sy) — 5x), Ba(x)).

S

As in (A.8) to (A.10), we have for § € (0,ep) (to be specified later and depending on s and ¢) that
J osc(Rq+ (1 — cos(sx)), Be(x)) dAr(x)

SX 1 _ s _
‘%(6 1 ZSX) .y Esgg 565
fOSC 1 B COS(SX))I[O 5+e)> ( )) d)\]( )
(A.35) < Esgf -
€0
Josc(Rax (1 — cos(5X))1(54e,1—6—e), Be(x)) dAr()

A-36 _|_ S )
( ) g;lf; seB
(A.37) 4 sup S 08¢ (1 = 08(5X) 115y, Be(z)) dhs z)

' e<eo seP ’

and similarly, for the imaginary part.

Now, we start by estimating the middle term (A.36), and as in (A.11), we use [12, Proposition
3.2(ii)] to obtain

OSC(R(X*(l - COS(SX))1(5+€ 1-6—¢) ( ))
(A.38) < 0sc(Ra+ (1 — cos(sx)), D(6 €,2)) 1 (54e,1-5—c)(T)
+2 D?;lp )Ra*(l —c08(8X)) | 1B, ((54e,1-6-£)NBe((6+e,1—5—e)) (T) -
JEVT

Forz e (04+¢,1—4§—¢),

0sc(Ra+ (1 — cos(sx)), D(6,e,7)) <2 sup |[Ra+(1 — cos(sx))]|
D(d,e,z)

(A.39) <2 | sup [(Ra-1)'| (1 —cos(sx)) + sup (Ra<1)|(1— cos(sx))|
D(d,e,x) D(d,e,x)
Both of the above calculations follow analogously for the imaginary part.

For the following, as in the previous proof, we set 6 = d(e, s) = " -|s|* with x € (0,1), ¢ > 0 and
recall that there is C' > 0 such that max{|1 — cos(z)|, |sin(z) — z|} < C|z|?>. The latter fact and
(Ror1) = o (2 ~H(1 — 2)* + 2% (1 — 2)® ~1), imply that
El§

(A.40) sup |(Ras1)'| - max {1 — cos(sx) , [sin(sx) — (sx)|} < @ o)itaa

D(d,e,x)
when 2 < 1/2. The estimates for x > 1/2 follows from replacing (z — €) by (1 — z + ¢), and the
final estimates remain unchanged. So, we restrict our attention to the former case.

This implies that the contribution of the first term in (A.39) is

1 1/2
iy sup [ 00 s [(Rar (1= cos(s0) e a4 () D)
520 cc(0,e0] IS | |€ d+e  D(be,x)
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1/2—¢ .
< lim |s| sup 515/ 12 AN (2)
é

s=0 e€(0,e0]

1— *—2 . *_
o B+r(a*—2a) lims_o ’8’1+L(O¢ 20) _ 0, oF < 2

S 5(1)76(| log(1/2 — eg)| + k| log(g0)|) lims—0 || + Ls(l)fﬁ limgq || |log|s|| o =2«
5075 limg_q |s] ot > 2«
=0
provided that, in the o* < 2« case,
1-F+4+k(@ —2a)>0 < k< (1-75)/2a—a")
(A-41) I1+ua*—2a) >0 < 1 <1/2a—a"),

and similarly,

lim sup
s—0

[ 22 sup [(Bar2)/| (sin(sx) — )4 L 54e1s-e) () dAs(2) = 0.
e€(0,e0] S€ D(é,e,x)

Next, we estimate the second summand of (A.39). Using (1—cos(sy)) = sin(sx)-sx’, |sin(sx)| <
|sx|, and our assumption about x and x’ we have

sup (Ra-1)|(1 = cos(sx))'| <

|s]2(x — e)* @+t o* < a4 b
D(b,e,x)

)% -1 a*>a+b.

Also, note that the estimate for x < 1/2 and for x > 1/2 are the same with (z — ¢) replaced by
(1 -2z +¢). Thus, when a* <a+b

1/2
5

lim sup sup (Ra+1) (1 — cos(sX)) |L(s1e1—5—e) () dAr(T)
520 ce(0,¢0) 865 d+e D(6e,x) (ore! ?

1/2—¢
<lim sup &'~ ﬁs\/ 2 =@ AN ()

5—0 e€(0,g0]

T b Lo
< {9 [ 108(1/2 — 20)| + 1l lor(c0) ) Timas0 5| + 128~ lima so ] [log|sl| @ +b=1+a"

EO_ﬁlims—m|5’ a+b<l+a*
=0.

where, in the case of & + b > 1 + o*, we have assumed that
A2 l1-f+r(l+a"—a—-b)>0 <= k< (1-0)/(a+b—-1—-a"),
(A-42) I+(l+a*"—a—-0)>0 < 1<1/(a+b—1—-0a").

Analogously, under the same assumptions on x and ¢, we obtain

5
lim sup / sup Ru+1(z) [((sin(sx) — sx)+)|1 (z)dAf(x) =
5%056(0 <o] 865 D(5.2.) | ’ (64e,1—6— e)\ L

because |(sin(sx) — sx)’| = |cos(sx) — 1| - |sx/| and |cos(sx) — 1| < |sx].
Next, we look at the second summand of (A.38). Using (A.20), our assumption about x and the
symmetry around x = 1/2, the corresponding integral over the second summand is dominated by

6+2¢
lim sup < / / > sup Ra+(1 —cos(sy))dAr(z
520 2¢(0,¢0] 586 1-6—2e/ D(d,e,x) ( ( )) ( )
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0+2¢
<lim sup |s|e™? / max{(d + €)% 2% (5 + 3e)* "2} dA\s(z)
6

™ 50 €€(0,e0]

< Js' 712070 1im ey~

s—0
=0.

Here, in the case of a* < 2a, we have to assume additionally that

A3 1-—kR2a—a")>0 < k< (1-75)/2a—-a"),

(A-43) 1—t2a—a") >0 <= 1 <1/2a—a").

Analogously, under the same assumptions on s and ¢, using our assumption about x , we have

0+2¢
lim sup (/ / ) sup Ra+(sin(sx) — sx)+ dAf(z) = 0.
1-0—2¢

570 c€(0,¢0) D(6,,z)

Finally, we investigate (A.35). The estimations for (A.37) then follow analogously. We split the
integral as in (A.24).

For the first integral, due to Theorem A.16, we have

1
A.44 lim su 08C( Ry (1 — cos(sy))1 ,Bo(z))d\(z) =0
( ) s—0 e<£) 55'8 [0,5) ( ( ( X)) [0,0+¢] ( )) I( )

provided that

K(l+a")—B>0 < k>p/(1+a"),

(A.45) t—1>0 < 1>1.

For the imaginary part, since we assumed a* > «/, we can use the following estimate.
SUP p(s,2,2) [ B (SIR(8X) — 8X) L0,612]| < [8ISUPp (5 0)| B X 110,54
< sl SUPD((s,E,x)RaLal[o,Me} Slsl (@ +e)* 7

Then repeating the argument leading to Equation (A.30) with o — « replacing o*, we have that

1 .
lim sup B osc(Rax(sin(sx) — SX)l[O d+e]» B(z))dA(z) =0
5—=0e<ey SEX JI0,6)
provided that
Kl+a"—a)—f>0 <= k>p/1+a" —a),

(A.46) 1—1>0 < ¢>1.

For the second integral, as in (A.32) but using (A.40) instead, we obtain for all x € (4,9 + 2¢]

2 *
._ s a* > 2«
sup Rae(1-cos(s))lsseg S8°  sup gl 09
D(s.e.z) yED(6.2,2)N(5,5+2¢] CaN) a <2a.
Therefore,
1

lim sup — 0sc(Rax (1 — cos(sX)) 15 54e]s Be()) dAr ()
§70e<ey SE7 J(5,6+2¢]

< 50_ lims_,0 || a* > 2a
~ (1)—,3+N(a —2a) lim,_q ’8’1+L(a72a*) o < 2

=0
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provided that, in the case of a* < 2a,
AdT l1-F+k(a"—2a) >0 <= k< (1-0)/2a—-a"),
(A-47) 1+ua® —2a) >0 <= 1 <1/2a—a").

Due to [12, Prop. 3.2(ii)] and our assumption that o* > « we have for « € (8,0 + 2¢],

0sC (Ra* (1-— cos(sx))l[oyg], Ba(x))
< osc (Rax (1 — cos(sx)), Be(z) M [0,6]) 1g,5(z) +2 esssup R« (1 — cos(sX))Lj5—evo,6+4¢)(2)

B (z)N]0,d]
< 0+ 2|s| esssup Ry x < 25|64~
[6—eV0,9]
So,
1
lim su / osc (Rq+ (1 — cos(sx))1ig.s1, Be(x)) dAr(x
tigsup 25 [ ose (Rar (1 = con(sx0) g5 Be(w) AAe(z)

< lim sup =
520e<eg €7 J (6,642

under (A.45). So we have

1
lim sup — osc (Rq+(1 — cos(sx))1 ,Be(z)) dA\f(z) = 0.
&%055552 EﬂLA;5+2ﬂ (Fae ( (X)) Ljo,6+2¢], B=(#)) dAi(w)

5 dAg(w) S lim ey s =
s—0

Finally, we discuss here values of a* and implicit restrictions on b that ensure the existence of
¢ >0 and k € (0,1) used in the proof. There are four key cases to consider.

(1) a<a*<2aand a+b>1+a*: Under (A.41), (A.42), (A.43), (A.45), (A.46) and (A.47), we
have
B 1-p 1-p }

o —a+1 200 —a* a+b—1—a*

1 1
1 <t < mi , .
‘ mm{Qa—a* a+b—1—a*}

Considering the conditions for ¢, we have a* > 2a—1 and a* > a+b—2. Since a > 2ae— 1, the
former is automatic. Next, considering each of the two inequalities that guarantee the existence
of k, we obtain that

o >max{f—1+4+pa+a, fb+a—1}=a+max{f -1+ Ba, fb—1}

is necessary. Note that 8 — 14 Sa < 0 and 8b — 1 < 0 because § < min{1/b,1/(1 + «)}. So
o > «a is a sufficient choice. Combining everything, we have that

</<c<min{

max{a +b—2,a} < o <min{a+b—1,2a}
is sufficient.

(2) a<a* <2aand a+b <14 a*: (A.42) poses no extra restriction. So, under (A.41), (A.43),
(A.45), (A.46) and (A.47), we have o > « as before. Hence,
max{a+b—1,a} < a* <2«a
is sufficient.
(3) a* > 2cand a+b > 1+a*: (A.41), (A.43) and (A.47) pose no extra restrictions. Under (A.42),
(A.45) and (A.46) we have o* < a+b—1and a* > fb+a — 1. Since fb+a —1 < a < 2¢,

the latter is true. So,
2a<a*<a+b-1

is sufficient.
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(4) a* >2a and a4+ b < 1+ a*: (A.42) is not relevant, and both (A.45) and (A.46) pose no extra
restrictions. Hence,
max{2a,a +b—1} < a”
is sufficient.

We obtain from (1) and (2) that max{a + b — 2, a} < o* is sufficient if o* < 2. From (3) and (4)
we obtain that o™ > 2« is sufficient if o* > 2a. So,

o > min{2«, max{o, o + b — 2}}
is sufficient. u

Lemma A.18. Assume x is continuous, the right and left derivatives of x exist on f, and there
exist a > 0,b > 0 such that

(A.48) (@) S27(1—2)™"  and  max{|x(z+)|, X' (z-)} Sz (1~ 2)"",
then || X, < o if
a>a,
(A.49) f<(l+a—a)/(b—a) or b<a+1 and
1<~v<1/a.

Proof. The first inequality of (A.48) implies y € LY with 1 <~ < 1/a.
For simplicity we assume Yy is differentiable. Otherwise, at a point where x is not differentiable,
both one-sided derivatives will exist and the following estimates do hold for them.

Now, we proceed as in the proof of Theorem A.15, however, with = £* to find the minimal «
and maximal f such that |Rax|o s < 00. Set g :== RqX, then

g (x) = a(l — 22)Ra_1x(x) + RaX'(2).

Choose ¢ sufficiently small and split the domain into three parts, [0,&" +¢), (" +,1 —e¢ — ") and
(1 —e —¢€",1]. Due to the symmetry of the bounds, we only focus on [0,1/2].

On (" +¢,1 —e —¢€"), we use [12, Prop. 3.2(ii)] implying
0sC (g 1(5"‘—&—5,1—&"“—5)7 Be(x))

(A'50) < OSC(Q;D(€K75733))1(6"”"+5,175"‘75)(x) + 2<D(Sgp )g> (1B5(8“+5)UBE(175“75)(x))

with D as in (A.12).
For the following we set & = min{a — b+ 1, — a}. Then the contribution from the first term
to |RaX|o,s is (up to a constant) bounded by

1/2 1/2
sup 515/ sup ¢ dA\(z) < sup 515/ (x —e) o 4 (z — ) PT o d\ ()
0<e<ep eh+e D(e"e,x) 0<e<eo ehte

/2
< sup 51_5/ 2L dA(z)
E:K,

0<e<eo
Sup0<5§50 51_B+HC_Y a<l1
S { SUPgcecs, € P (log(1/2) — klog(e)) a=1
5(1)_5 a>1.

In the a < 1 case, we require that

(A.51) 1-B4+ka>0 < (k<(1-p)/b—a—-1) orb<a+1),



46 KASUN FERNANDO AND TANJA I. SCHINDLER

where we have made use of the fact a > a. On the other hand, (A.51) is automatically fulfilled if
@ > 1, so we do not have to distinguish the cases anymore.

Since o > @ the contribution from the second term in (A.50) is bounded by

1 e +2e e 42 1
sup 5 sup gdA;(z) < sup 6_5/ 1 dA\j(x) < EO_B.
e€(0,60] €7 Jer D(ere,x) €€(0,e0] er
Now, for x € [0,€") we use the following estimate
SupD(gﬂ757x)|g| S SupD(E’{’g,x)|Ra*a1[0,€'€+6]’ < ($ + e)a—a

with D as in (A.25). Following the argument in Theorem A.16 with a — a replacing o* and without
the s — 0 limit but fixing s = 1, we have, since @« — a + 1 > 8 automatically holds, that

2 ((f-:N +e)oatt 5“*‘”1)

sup — osc(g, Be(z)) dAr(z) < sup
€S50 6‘6 [0,5) ( E( )) ( ) 5S50 (a —a + 1)55
2 <(68 +gg)* 4t — eﬁ’““)
a (0 —a+ 1)6€

provided that

H(1+a_a)—5>0 <~ K>1—Hf—a‘

So, together with (A.51) we require that there exists k such that
1—
L<H<7B or b<a+1.
l+a—a b—a—1

This is true if and only if
(b—a)f<l4+a—a or b<a+1.

APPENDIX B. HOLDER CONTINUITY OF R4

Lemma B.1. Forall j =0,...,k—1, let Rj11 : [cj,cjt1] — R be given by
> . (Ral) o Vit
Ry = =g

Then Rj41 is bounded and a-Holder continuous for all j.

Proof. Our strategy is to prove the following two steps:

(1) There exists dp > 0 such that R] is bounded on the interval [0,c1 — &), R}, 41 is bounded on
the interval (cx + do, 1] and R;H, j=1,...,k—11s bounded on the interval (c; + do, cj4+1 — do)-

(2) Since Rj+1(cj) = Rj+1(cjy1) = 0 for j =1,...,k — 1, it is enough to show that there exists

C > 0 such that Rji1(cj +¢) < Ce® and Rj+1(cj+1 —¢) < Ce?, for all e > 0.
We have
(B.1) ¥ (@) —a- i1 (@) (1= 251 (2))z(1 — @) — Y (2)(1 - ¢j1+1($))(1 —2)
($j41(2) (1 = i1 (@)= (2 (1 —2)) ™
The numerator is bounded, and for j = 1,...,k —2, the denominator has zeros only at ¢; and ¢;1.
So, we immediately get that R;-H is bounded on (¢; + dg, ¢j4+1 — do) -

We only have to further consider the cases j = 0 and j = k — 1. We have to show that R} (z) is
bounded in a neighbourhood of 0. Since v); has a bounded second derivative, we can write 1 (z) =
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1(0) 4 (0)2+0(2?) = ¢ (0)z+O(?). This yields (¢ (z)(1=¢1(x))) " (z (1 — 2))F* = Q(a?) 2
On the other hand, by simply multiplying out we obtain
P (@)(1 =241 (2)z(1 — 2) — i (@) (1 = i (2))(1 - 22) = O(2?)

implying that lim,_,o R1(x) < co. The calculation for lim, 1 Ry(z) follows analogously.

In order to analyse the behaviour for + — ¢; and  — ¢j11 with z starting from [c;, ¢j11] we
note that R;-H can be written as
(B.2)

Vi (@) (1 = 24541 (7)) (Y1 (x) (L = jqa ()" (1 — 2)

D/

) = @0 @) e e (o (1 - 2))*
The minuend tends to oo for x — ¢; and to —oo for z — ¢;y1 since ¥;y1(z) and 1 — ;41 (x) tend
to zero, respectively, and the numerator remains bounded and is positive near ¢; and negative near
¢j+1. The subtrahend is bounded on an interval [dg, 1 — do]. Thus, Rgﬂ(a;) tends to oo for x — ¢;
and to —oo for x — ¢j41 except if ¢; =0 or ¢j41 = 1.

Hence, we can conclude that [Rj1(x)—Rj1(y)| < Rjr1(cj+|z—yl)—Rjt1(c;) = Rjy1(cj+z—yl)
for z,y € [¢j,¢j + do] and §o > 0 sufficiently small. Similarly, we have |R;i1(z) — Rj41(y)| <
Rjpi(cj1 — |z —y|) — Rjri(cj+1) = Rjta(cjpr — |z —y|) for z,y € [¢j41 — o, ¢jt1] and dp > 0
sufficiently small. On the other hand, we have

_ . . 1 — . . «
Rivi(c; —€) = <1/1J+1(CJ e)(1 —jtaley 5))) .
(cj—e)(1—cj+e)

There exists C} 5, > 0 such that
( Yivi(e —¢)
CEDETET
uniformly for all € € (0,0p) and thus

)) < G

Rji1(cj —¢€) < Cjs, (n16)”

Similarly, we have

= [ Viri(c—1+ €)1 — i1 + )\
Rjpa(ej1+e) = < : (cj—1+e)(1— Cj—il —€) >

and there exists C’j750 > 0 such that
1 — . . « _
(Aopntmrd Voo,
(cj1+e)(1—cj1+e) ’
uniformly for all € € (0,0p) and thus
Rjt1(cj —€) < Cjg (n1e)”.
Setting C' = max; max{Cs,_;, C_J'(;O’j} concludes the proof of the lemma. O
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