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ERDOS-WINTNER THEOREM FOR LINEAR RECURRENT BASES

JOHANN VERWEE

ABSTRACT. Let (Gn)n>0 be a linear recurrence sequence defining a numeration system and
satisfying mild structural hypotheses. For G-additive functions—that is, functions additive in
the greedy G-digits—we establish an Erdés—Wintner-type theorem: convergence of two canonical
series, a first-moment series and a quadratic digit-energy series, is necessary and sufficient for
the existence of a limiting distribution along initial segments of the integers. In particular,
the limiting characteristic function admits an infinite-product factorization whose local factors
depend only on the underlying digit system. We also indicate conditional extensions of this
two-series criterion to Ostrowski numeration systems with bounded partial quotients and to Parry
B-expansions with Pisot—Vijayaraghavan base 3.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the classical setting, Erd6s—Wintner [11] established an if-and-only-if criterion for additive
arithmetical functions f (i.e. f(mn) = f(m) + f(n) for (m,n) = 1) which admit a distribution
function. A real-valued function f on N is said to have a distribution function F [21] if there exists
a non-decreasing, right-continuous function F': R — [0, 1] with F'(—oc0) = 0 and F'(4+o00) = 1 such
that, for every continuity point = of F|,

Nl_i)r_r&@%#{O<n<N:f(n) <x}=F(x).

Equivalently, the associated empirical measures converge weakly to a probability measure on R.

Classical Erdés—Wintner (1939). Let f : N — R be additive. Then f admits a (limiting)
distribution function if and only if the three series

Z 1 Z f(p) Z fp)?
1Fm>1 P i<t P o<t P

converge. When these conditions hold, the limiting characteristic function admits an Euler product
representation.

An effective version in the classical setting was proved by Tenenbaum and the present author [22].
Delange obtained an analogue in an integer base ¢ > 2 for g-additive functions [6], where f
is determined by its digit-level values f(j¢*) for 0 < j < q and k > 0, and is extended to N
by g—additivity. Distributional concentration phenomena for additive functions were studied by
Erdés—Katai [10].

For both the Delange setting and the Zeckendorf system (based on the Fibonacci sequence (F},)
defined by Fo =0,F; =1, F,,19 = F,,11 + F,,), a complete Erdés—Wintner theorem with effective
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bounds was proved by Drmota and the present author [9]. Every integer N > 0 has a unique
Zeckendorf expansion
N =Y ex(N)F
k>2
with e;(N) € {0,1} and no two consecutive 1’s. A prototypical Zeckendorf-additive function is

F(N) =" flex(N)Fy),
k22
so that f admits a distribution function if and only if two canonical series converge; in that case, the
limiting characteristic function factors as an explicit infinite product, and one obtains an effective
quantitative rate.

Our goal is to generalize these distributional results to a broad class of numeration systems
defined by linear recurrent bases. In this setting we prove an Erdés—Wintner type theorem for
G-additive functions: we obtain a genuine if-and-only-if criterion for the existence of a limiting
distribution, expressed in terms of the convergence of two explicit canonical series, and we derive
an explicit infinite-product representation for the limiting characteristic function. Effective rates
of convergence in the general linear recurrence setting are left open in the present article, and
corresponding refinements for specific subclasses of bases are deferred to future work.

Fix an integer d > 2 and coefficients aq,...,aq—1 € N with ag > 1, and consider the sequence
(Gn)n>o defined by

Gn+d = aOG71,+d—1 + -+ ad—2Gn+1 + ad—lGn (TL 2 0)7
with initial conditions
Go=1 and Gi=aoGr_1+ - +ar_1Go+1 (0<k<d).

We associate to this recurrence its companion matriz

ap ai aqg—2 QAd—1
1 0 0 0
A = 0 1 0 ,
0 0
0o --- 0 1 0
whose characteristic polynomial is X% — qo X% — -+ —ag_2X —aq_1. We set a := maxog j<d @;

and we say that (G )n>0 is a linear recurrence base (LRB) if, in addition, the following properties
hold:

(i) every nonnegative integer N admits a unique greedy G—expansion, that is, there exist digits
ex(N) € {0,...,a}, all but finitely many equal to 0, such that N =37, - ex(N)G%, and
the expansion is obtained by the usual greedy algorithm;

(ii) the companion matrix A is primitive, meaning that some power A™ has all entries strictly
positive (in particular, it has a simple Perron—Frobenius eigenvalue a > 1);

(iii) « is a Pisot—Vijayaraghavan (PV) number and G,,/a™ — & for some x > 0.

We call f G-additive if it is determined by its digit-level values f(jGy) for all admissible digits
J (in particular f(0) = 0), and extended by G-additivity:

73 e Gr) =3 F(er(N) Gr),
k>0 k>0

where ey (N) denotes the k—th digit in the G—expansion of N. The precise admissibility conditions
are detailed in Section 2. The Fibonacci sequence corresponds to the order-2 case with ag = a1 = 1.

Informal main theorem. Let (G,,) be an LRB. For any real G-additive f, the following are
equivalent:

e f admits a distribution function along {0,..., N — 1};
e two canonical series (first-moment and quadratic digit-energy) converge.

In that case, the limiting characteristic function factorizes as an explicit infinite product.
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To place our result in context, we compare in a table the various frameworks where an Erdds—
Wintner theorem with an explicit product (and possibly an effective rate) is currently available.

Outcome
Distribution function .
Framework . . Effective rate
& explicit product

Classical additive functions Erd8s-Wintner [11] Tenenbaum-V. [22]
g—additive, order 1 Delange [6] Drmota—V. [9]
Zeckendorf (order 2, ag = a1 = 1) Drmota—V. [9] Drmota—V. [9]

General LRB, order d > 2 This paper Open (in general LRB)

Roadmap. Section 2 introduces linear recurrence bases, the associated digit systems, and G-
additive functions. Section 3 states and proves the general Erdés—Wintner theorem for LRBs and
establishes the explicit infinite-product factorization of the limiting characteristic function. Section 4
gives two simple examples of the theorem and briefly discusses if an explicit description of the
limiting law is available. Section 5 specializes the method to order-2 bases (including the Zeckendorf
case) and records concrete criteria in this setting. Section 6 proves stability of the criterion under
addition and under small digitwise perturbations. Finally, Section 7 discusses conditional extensions
to Ostrowski numeration systems and Parry S-PV expansions, and formulates some directions for
further work.

We finish this introduction by fixing some notation and conventions used throughout the paper.

e We use n, m, k for positive integers.
e The shorthand >_,_, stands for >, _,,, and similarly >, stands for > o ...

e We use Vinogradov notation and write A < B (equivalently A = O(B)) to mean that there
exists a constant M > 0 such that |A| < M B for all admissible values of the variables (in
particular, B > 0). If the implied constant may depend on auxiliary parameters 0, we write
A <¢ B (for instance A <, or A <q,p,c). We write A> B if B < A, and A < B if both
A < B and B < A hold. Implied constants may change from one occurrence to the next;
unless explicitly stated otherwise, they may depend only on the fixed LRB data (such as
the Perron root « or the recurrence coefficients) and on the digit admissibility constraints.

2. LINEAR RECURRENT SEQUENCES AND DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION

For any increasing sequence (Gy,)n>0 of positive integers with Gy = 1, every integer n > 0 can
be written as a finite expansion

(2.1) n= Zek(n) Gy,

k>0

called the G—ary expansion of n, where the digits eg(n) satisfy

ex(n) € {0,17..., |Gri1 /G| — 1}.

In particular, we have ex(n) = 0 for all sufficiently large k. The expansion (2.1) is unique if, for
any K > 0,

(2.2) Z ex G < Gk,

k<K

and in that case the digits are computed by the greedy algorithm [12].
Fix integers ag, . ..,a4—1 = 1 and let (Gy,)n>0 be a linear recurrence sequence of order d > 2:

(23) Gn+d = aOGn+d—1 +--+ a'd—lGn (n P 0)7
with initial conditions

(2.4) Go=1 and G =a¢Gr_1+ - +ap_1Gy+1 (0 <k< d)
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We associate to this recurrence its companion matriz

ayg ap -+ Aad-2 G4-1
1 0 0 0
A:=10 1 ,
. 0 0
0 0 1 0
whose characteristic polynomial is
x4 a()Xd_l — s —ag_oX —aqg_1.

In this setting, the uniqueness condition (2.2) can be replaced by Parry’s admissibility in the
lexicographic order (see [17]): for all k € {1,...,d — 1},

(25) (ak,...,ad_l) < (ao,...,ad_l_k),

and admissible digit blocks satisfy (eg,...,ex—g+1) < (ag,...,ap—1) forall k > ¢ —1and 1 < £ < d,
where < denotes the lexicographic order (see, e.g., [12,13,17]). Under (2.5) the sequence (G,,) is
a linearly recurrent numeration system in the sense of Jelinek [15, Def. 1.1]. Condition (2.5) is

equivalent to the inequality, valid for all n > 0 and 1 < k < d (see [20]),
Z a; Gnyd—1-i < Gnyd—1—k,

k<i<d

which is used in [7,8].

We set a := maxpg;<qa;. The characteristic equation z% —agr? 1 — ... —ag_1 = 0 has a unique
dominant (Perron) real root a with ag < o < a + 1, whose modulus strictly exceeds the moduli of
the other roots.

We now record the structural assumptions on the base; all subsequent results rely only on these
features.

Definition 2.1 (Linear recurrent base (LRB)). A sequence (Gyn)n>0 generated by the recurrence
(2.3) with initial conditions (2.4) is called a linear recurrent base (LRB) if the following hold:

(i) every nonnegative integer N admits a unique greedy G—expansion, that is, there exist digits
ex(N) € {0,...,a}, all but finitely many equal to 0, such that N =3, -, ex(N)Gy, and
the expansion is obtained by the usual greedy algorithm;

(ii) the companion matriz A is primitive, meaning that some power A™ has all entries strictly
positive (in particular, it has a simple Perron—Frobenius eigenvalue o > 1);

(iii) o is a Pisot-Vijayaraghavan (PV) number and G,/a"™ — k for some x > 0.

If the coefficients are positive and non-increasing, i.e. ag = -+ > a4—1 = 1, then the three
properties in Definition 2.1 hold automatically — see, for instance, [4,12-15,17] for proofs and for
many standard examples of such linear recurrent bases.

The three items in Definition 2.1 are exactly the structural features that also appear in Jelinek’s
work on Gowers norms for linearly recurrent numeration systems [15]. Our terminology “LRB” is
only meant to stress the role of (G,,) as a numeration base.

We now briefly comment on why each of the conditions (i)—(iii) is natural and essential for our
arguments.

(i) Greedy uniqueness. The G-additive class is defined at the digit level, so a unique greedy
expansion is needed to make f(n) =", f(ex(n)G) well defined and independent of a normal form.
Parry’s lexicographic admissibility provides exactly this, together with a finite carry automaton,
which is what our block factorization uses.

(i) Primitivity / Perron—Frobenius. Primitivity of the companion matrix A supplies a simple
top eigenvalue and drives uniform block frequencies for admissible digit patterns. Analytically, this
aperiodicity rules out cyclic classes and ensures that the block ratios we linearize around the Perron
direction admit a stable expansion. If A were reducible or imprimitive (period ¢ > 1), one typically
sees oscillations along residue classes modulo ¢, and global distribution functions can fail unless one
restricts to subsequences; the infinite-product factorization also breaks across the cycles.
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(iii) PV property. The Pisot—Vijayaraghavan condition implies the exponential approximation
G, =ra"+0(p") (for some p < ),

so all non-Perron modes decay. This does two jobs in our proofs: it makes the first-order cancellation
by the characteristic equation exact up to an exponentially small remainder (which is summable
across levels), and it localizes carry interactions, which is crucial for the product factorization.
Without PV (e.g. Salem or non-PV Perron roots), conjugates on or near the unit circle create
long-range resonances and non-decaying remainders; uniqueness/greedy may remain, but the
linearization errors cease to be summable and quantitative estimates generally fail.

In the sequel, (G},) denotes an LRB (Definition 2.1). Our goal is to obtain necessary and sufficient
conditions for a G-additive function f to have a distribution function F, i.e. for the empirical
distribution functions to converge weakly to a function F:

1
i #O<n<N: f(n)<z} = F(x) for every continuity point z of F.
—o0

Sufficient criteria are known under Parry admissibility (the lexicographic condition (2.5)) together
with the digit-block constraints

(ks yer—t41) < (ag,...,a0-1) (1<e<d),
like in [12,13,17]. More general ergodic frameworks have been studied (cf. [2,3]), which also explain,
via a perturbative example, why one should not expect simple necessary conditions for non-constant
coefficients.

By contrast, in the LRB setting of this paper we obtain a full analogue of the Erdés—Wintner
theorem: a real-valued G—-additive function f admits a distribution function if and only if two
canonical series, built from the digit data of f, both converge. These series play the role of a
first-moment drift and a quadratic digit energy, and their convergence gives necessary and sufficient
conditions for the existence of a limiting distribution in this setting. The proof proceeds via an
explicit infinite-product factorization of the limiting characteristic function.

We now introduce the analogues, in the G—additive setting, of the classical notions of additive
and multiplicative functions from probabilistic number theory.

Definitions 2.2. A function f is G—additive if
f(n) =3 F(er(n) Gr).
k=0
A function g is G—multiplicative if

g(n) = ] 9(ex(n) Gx).

k>0

The following definitions are standard — see [21, Tome III]. For a real-valued G-additive function
f and each N > 1, define

Fyn(z) ::%#{n<N: f(n) <z} (z €R).

Definitions 2.3. i) A distribution function (abbreviated d.f.) is a nondecreasing, right-
continuous function F : R — [0,1] with F(—o0) =0 and F(+o00) = 1.
ii) A sequence (FN)N>1 of d.f.’s converges weakly to a function F if, for every real z which is a
continuity point of F,

lim Fy(z) = F(z).

N—o0

iii) We say that f has a d.f. F if (Fn)n converges weakly to a d.f. F.

iv) The characteristic function (c.f.) ® of a d.f. F is the Fourier transform of the Stieltjes
measure dF':

D(t) := /+OO e dF(2) (t € R).

— 00

1t is uniformly continuous on R and satisfies |®(t)| < 1 = ®(0) for all t € R.
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3. ERDOS-WINTNER THEOREM FOR LINEAR RECURRENT BASES

Throughout, (G,) is an LRB of order d > 2. For n € N, t € R and a G-additive function f, set
ge(n) = e "), Hy(t) :== Z ge(m).

m<Gp
Define the block ratios by
H;(t) .
ro(t) :=1, ri(t) = —1 j=1).
0( ) J( ) Hj—l(t) ( )

In particular, Ho(t) = g;(0) = ¢*/(© = 1; at t = 0 one has gy = 1, so H,(0) = G,, and
r;(0) = G;/Gj-1. We also introduce the two canonical series

S1) >.> $ > (f(k Gnia—j) + Y flas Gn+d—£))a

(3 1) n>=0j<d k<a; 1<j
(S2) D> kG
n>0k<a

With the block ratios 7;(t) and the canonical series (3.1) in place, we can now state the LRB
analogue of the Erdés—Wintner theorem. The canonical series (S1) and (S2) control both the
existence and the shape of the limiting distribution. In particular, we will show that the convergence
of both series is not only sufficient but also necessary for a G-additive function f to admit a
distribution function.

Theorem 3.1 (Erdés—Wintner theorem for LRB). Let (Gy), be an LRB and let f : N — R be
G-additive. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) f has a distribution function;
(2) both series (S1) and (Sz2) in (3.1) converge.

In this case, the limiting characteristic function ® admits the infinite product factorization
Ly @
(3.2) o) = — H <=
jz1
Moreover, the limiting law is purely atomic if and only if f(cG;) =0 for all c€ {1,...,a} and
all j > J for some J; this criterion is classical in the digital/additive setting (see [2, Prop. 11]).

Heuristically, the two canonical series (S1) and (Sq) arise by linearizing the block ratios ”T(t) for
small ¢: the first series governs the cumulative first-order drift in the logarithm of the product

E (t)
Ll o
jz1
while the second series controls the quadratic error coming from digit-level fluctuations.

As a first illustration, we record the specialization of Theorem 3.1 to multinacci bases, where all
coefficients are equal to 1.

Corollary 3.2 (Multinacci bases). Assume that (G,) is an LRB of order d > 2 with ag = -+ =
aqg—1 =1, so that

Gotd = Gnya—1+ -+ Gy, Go=1 Gr=Gr_1+---+Go+1(0<k<d).
Let a > 1 denote the dominant root of the characteristic polynomial
X4 x4t .. X -1,
and let f be a real-valued G-additive function. Then f has a distribution function if and only if
1
nZ):O szida Z;f(Gner_g) < 00, 7%;)f(gnf < 0.

Further special cases will be discussed below, including the order-2 situation in Section 5 and
concrete examples of G—additive functions in Section 4. We outline the proof of Theorem 3.1. The
argument is organized into four steps.

Outline of the proof.
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(1) Derive a d-step block recurrence for H,, and the induced product factorization for the ratios
Tj.

(2) Exploit an exact first-order cancellation along the Perron eigendirection, leaving a purely
quadratic remainder.

(3) Obtain a one-step bound for ¢;(t) := r;(t) — o using a suitable generating-function kernel.

(4) Establish a telescoping identity relating the partial sums of the drift terms w;(t) and the
deviations €;(t), which completes the proof of Theorem 3.1.

For ¢ > 0 and 0 < £ < d, define
Vg0 i= Zaj Gq—j-

j<t

Following [2, Eq. (2.5)], for each n > 0 every integer u < G,, 14 admits a unique representation
u = /19n+d71 e+ k Gnerfle + v,
with 0 </l <d, 0<k<asand 0 <v<Gpyig_1-¢ Forg>0and0</<d, also set
0g0(t) := Z gt(th_g).

h<ag
By G—additivity, the function g; factorizes over blocks, which yields the recurrence
(3.3) Hora®t) =Y 9:(9nta-1.6) Onva—1.0(t) Hopar-e(t)  (n>0).

{<d

For k > 0, define the companion matrix

oo 9t(Wr1) okt - Gt(Vk,d—1) Ok,d—1
1 0 0
Ak(t) = 0 1
. : - 0
0 1 0
Then (3.3) is equivalent, for k& >
Hk+1 Hi(t)
Hi.—1(t)
(3.4) .
Hij— d+2(t Hy—g11(¢)
Iterating this relation, we obtain, for £ > d —
Hg-1(t)
Het)=(1 0 - 0)Axq(t)Agat)|
Hy(t)
Ho(t)

Since 7, (t) = Hy (t)/Hpm—1(t) for m > 1, it follows inductively that
Hk(t):rl(t)«-~rk(t) (k>=1).

Thus, if f has a distribution function, then its characteristic function is

. Hk(t) Hk 7“]
. [} = = A S
(3 5) (t) leH;O Gk Iclaoo Gk/Oék H
Dividing (3.3) by Hy_1(¢t) (with k =n + d) and using
Hy—(
T s
Hy_1-4(t) H "

1<s<l
we obtain, for every k > d,

(3.6) => gt(k-10) onre(t) T re-s®,

{<d 1<s<l
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with the convention that an empty product equals 1. The right—hand side is well defined provided
that, in each summand (for a given ¢), one has r,_s(t) # 0 for s = 1,...,¢. If r;(¢) = 0 for only
finitely many indices j, one may start the recurrence at any k larger than the last such index.

3.1. Auxiliary lemmas. This subsection collects the technical lemmas used in the proof of
Theorem 3.1. We also indicate how these ingredients fit together to establish the theorem. The
proofs are given in the appendices and may be read separately.

Lemma 3.3. Assume that [ is G—additive and satisfies
(Hy) f(cGr) mO for every 1 <c< a.
Then, for every Ty > 0,
r(t) o« uniformly for |t| < Tp
See Appendix A for the proof of Lemma 3.3. In particular, for each fixed ¢y > 0 we have
T (t) —a uniformly for |¢] < ¢g
Hence there exists jo > 1 such that supy <, [7;(t) — a < a/2 for all j > jo. Then [r;(t)| > a/2 by

2
the reverse triangle inequality, and in particular r;(t) # 0. Using Hy(t) = [[,,, <, 7m(t) for k >
we can write, for |t| < to,

o) = tim 20—y Hiol 7 rj(t):%HjO,(t) 7 =,

k— o0 Gk k— o0 Gk

where we used o /G, — 1/k.
For k > jo + d we now apply the ratio recurrence (3.6), since all denominators r_s(t) in the
products are nonzero for |t| <t and 1 < s < 4. Set
ep(t) = ri(t) — a k>1,
and define, for k > 1

dzgt (Vp—1,0) Or—1,0(t) — ae

+1
l<d @
In informal terms, ¢y is the deviation of r; from the limit ratio «, and uy, is the corresponding error
term in the one-step recursion for ;. Moreover, for ¢ € {0,...,d — 1} write

Iy = (ek—at1(t) + a) s (Ek,gfl(t) + ),

and define

g =1 0 — ad=t1

In particular, ﬁhd& = 0. Then (3.6) is equivalent, for all k > jy + d, to

(3.7)  ex(t) = Mo (th (Tk—1,0) or—1,0(t )Hu> -«

£<d

= (Z 9t (O—1,6) Tr—1,0(t) M e — oy — Ofi)

k.0 \y<a

ax— 9t(Vr—1,) or—1,0(t) d ~ -
Hko( Z;{ s -« +g{gt(ﬁkfl,é)akfl,f(t)nk,l_aHk,O

.':I‘H

1 ~ ~
= T, (uzc(t) +) g (Wk-1.0) ok1.0(t) g — anm) _

£<d

{41

where we used the Perron identity ), ;a¢/a"" = 1. In particular, the convergence ry(t) — « is

equivalent to ex(t) — 0.
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Lemma 3.4. Let g : N — C be a G-multiplicative function with |g(n)| <1 for all n € N. If the
limit

exists, then

also exists and is equal to L.

Barat and Grabner [2, Lemma 3] record this implication as folklore and omit a proof. For
completeness, we include a short self-contained argument in Appendix B. Related odometer-based
viewpoints and mean-value estimates for G—multiplicative sequences can be found in [14]. The
degenerate case £ = 0 is discussed in [5].

The next lemma is the technical core of the proof of Theorem 3.1. It provides £2—control on wuy(t)
and € (t) under the second canonical series, and it shows that, under the same hypothesis, the
convergence of ), u(t) is equivalent to that of ), e4(t). This is a discrete summation criterion
linking the two sequences.

Lemma 3.5. Assume that f is G-additive and satisfies
(Hy) fleGyp) ——0 foralll <c<a.
n—oo

Let u(t) and ex(t) be defined as above. Then:
(1) If the second canonical series (S2) converges, then for each fized t € R we have
D Juk(t)? < oo.
k>0
(2) For each fized t € R,
Z lup(t)]? <00 = Z lex (t)]? < oo.
k>0 k>0
(8) If (S2) converges, then for each fized t € R,

ka(t) converges <= Zuk(t) converges.
k>0 k>0

Hypothesis (Hy) is automatic under the convergence of the second series in (3.1). This assumption
is used to justify uniform small-x expansions and limit arguments; discarding a finite initial segment
does not affect convergence. The proof of this lemma is long and technical, so we postpone it to
Appendix C.

We have now established the auxiliary lemmas needed to prove the sufficiency part, namely
that the convergence of the canonical series forces the existence of a limit law. To prove the
converse implication (necessity), we state two further lemmas. The proof of the first one is given in
Appendix D.

Fix Ty > 0. For |t| < Top and n > d — 1, we encode the d-step recurrence for (H,(t)) in
block—matrix form. Set

H, (1) := (Ho(t), Hy (), .., Hy_asa(t)) €CY
so that
Hn+1(t) = An (t) H, (t)>

Throughout the remainder of the proof we consider frequencies ¢t € [Ty, Tg]. To prove the
sufficiency in Theorem 3.1, we will combine a blockwise Taylor expansion of the coefficients in the
first row of the companion matrix A, (¢) defined in (3.4). We denote this first row by

(Cn,O (t), le(t), ey Cn,d—l(t))a
so that, explicitly,

C’fb,o(t) = U’mo(t)a Cn,@(t) = gt(ﬁn,f) O'n,é(t) (1 <e< d)
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Fix once and for all a norm || - || on C%. For n > d we also set the block energy
(3.8) Qn ==Y Y f(iGnr)
r<d 1<j<a
Lemma 3.6. Assume that f is G-additive and satisfies (Hy), that is
f(eGp) —0 (m — o0)

for each fized digit 1 < ¢ < a. Then, uniformly for |t| < Ty and n large, there exist Ay 4, e € C
and Ry e(t) € C, depending only on the block values f(jGn—r) with 0 <r < d and 1 < j < a, such
that

Cne(t) = ag+t Ao+ G+ Rue(t),  0<E<d.

Moreover, if we set
Api=(Ano, s Ana—1), G = (Cnos-- s Cna—1), Ralt) == (Ruo(t),..., Rna-1(t)),

then, as n — oo,

IAnll < D7 D 1G]l < Qu.

r<d j<a
Furthermore, there exists a sequence (wn)n>0 With w, — 0 such that, uniformly for |t| < Ty and n
large,
IRa(®)l < wnt®Qn.
The implied constants may depend on the digit system, on Ty, and on the chosen norm on C¢, but
not on n ort.

The next lemma turns this blockwise expansion into a quantitative dissipation estimate for the
dominant eigenvalue of A, (¢).

Lemma 3.7. Assume (Hy) and, for n > d, define Q,, as in (3.8), namely
Qn = Z Z f(CGn—r)2~
r<d 1<c<a

Let A be the companion matriz associated with the recurrence (2.3), and let a > 1 be its Perron—
Frobenius eigenvalue. Denote by v,w > 0 the associated right/left Perron—Frobenius eigenvectors,
normalized by w'v = 1.

Then there exist constants Ty € (0,Tp], co > 0, ng and 6 > 0 such that, for alln > ny and all
[t| < T1, the matriz A, (t) has a simple eigenvalue A, (t) with A\, (0) = « and

(3.9) Pal®)] < a exp(—cotQn),
and all its other eigenvalues have modulus at most o — 9.

This lemma is proved in Appendix E. Now, let us show how all the auxiliary lemmas fit into the
proof of Theorem 3.1.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 3.1.

Step 1: Sufficiency. Assume that both canonical series (S1) and (S2) in (3.1) converge. Fix Ty > 0
and t € [Ty, Ty, and abbreviate uy := ug(t) and €, := (). By Lemma 3.5 (1) and (2) we have

Z lug|> < oo and thus Z lex|? < 0.
k>0 k>0
Next we prove that Zk>0 uy converges. Set
1
My = — >, (f(kGura—g) + D" flaeGura—)) (0> 0),
j<d = 0<k<a, <
so that the first canonical series (S1) is >_, 5 M. Set
So(m) == > f(cGn)®  (m=0),

1<c<a
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so that the convergence of the second canonical series (S2) is exactly
Z Sa(m) < oo.
m2>=0

For n > d, recall the associated d-block energy defined in (3.8)

d—1
Qn = > Y f(cGuy)’ =Y Saln—r).

r<d 1<c<a

Since d is fixed, >_, 4 S2(m) < oo is equivalent to -, @, < oo (finite shifts and finite sums
preserve convergence). Moreover, by Cauchy—Schwarz and the finiteness of the digit set, we have
the pointwise bound

‘Mn|2 < Qn+d (n > 0)7

hence Y-, - |[Mpn|* < 0o whenever (S2) holds.
We claim that, uniformly for ¢ € [-Tp, Tp] and all n > 0,

(3.10) Unyap1 = it M, + O(t*Qnia),

where the implied constant depends only on the digit system and on Ty. Indeed, by definition,

1

Untdir = Y o (gt(ﬁmd,j) Ontd,;(t) — aj)~
j<d

Using the elementary bounds e® = 1+ iy + O(y?) and e — 1 = O(y), valid for all real y, and using

G-additivity, we obtain for each fixed j < d

9t(ngdj) Ontd,j(t) = a; +it Z (f(anﬂlfj) + Z f(aZGn+d—£)) +O(* W),
0<k<ay 1<j
where
2
Waji= > (f(kGWH) +> f(aeamd,g)) ,
0<k<aj 1<j
Since d and the digits are fixed, (z1 + -+ + xm)2 < m(gc% S a??n) gives

Wi < > f(kGnia—j)* + Y faGnia0)® < > Y F(Grri—r)’ = Quia.

0<k<ay <j r<d 1<c<a
Summing over j < d with weights a7 therefore yields (3.10).

Since ), 5o M, converges by (S1) and 3, -, @y converges by (52), the estimate (3.10) implies
that >, - uk(t) converges (for each fixed t € [~Tp, Tp]). Consequently, Lemma 3.5 (3) yields the
convergence of Y-, o ex(t). Since &, — 0 and log(1 + x) = # + O(2?) as x — 0, the convergence of
> ek and >, 7 implies that, for some ko,

S 1og(1 + S—k)
«
k>ko+1
converges. Hence the infinite product Hk>1 ri(t)/a converges to a nonzero limit. Using Hy(t) =
I 7;(t) and o* /Gy, — 1/k, we obtain

j=1
Hy(t) Hk ri(t)y o 1
Gy (jl ]04 ) . G k- K

Since Hi(t) = >, .q, e (") the left-hand side equals ®g, (t). Therefore ®¢, (t) — ®(t), and
Lemma 3.4 implies that ®x(¢) := (1/N) Y, -y e (™) converges to ®(t) as N — occ.

Finally, by the equicontinuity argument in [2, Theorem 4, Step 2] (which uses only (S2)), the limit
® is continuous at the origin. Lévy’s continuity theorem then shows that f admits a distribution
function.

t

i® _ g1,

r
. a
jz1
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Step 2 : Necessity. Assume that f admits a distribution function with characteristic function
®. Since ¥ is continuous at the origin and ®(0) = 1, we may pick two small, nonzero, rationally
independent frequencies t1,t> (i.e. t2/t; ¢ Q) such that [®(¢;)| > 3. For each fixed ¢; we have

Hy(t:) ri(t:) Hy(t:)/Hi-1(t:)
— (¢, 0 = = — 1,
Gy () # Gr/Gr-1 Gr/Gr—1
and since Gy /Gr—1 — a (by Perron-Frobenius theory for the companion matrix), we conclude that
ri(ti) = a.

We now identify some block coefficients and deduce the vanishing of the digit blocks. Recall the
d-step ratio recurrence (3.6) for (ry(t)) and the block recurrence

Hypq(t) = Zcmdqz(t) Hyya—1-6(t), Cme(t) = gt(Umye) ome(t).
t<d

From ry(t;) — « we obtain, for each fixed ¢,

d—2-¢
W - ]1;[0 Pnta1-3(ti) = a0 (14 o(1)),
and similarly
d-1
W N };I()T”er—j(ti) = a’(1+o0(1)).
Dividing the block recurrence by H,(t;) and letting n — oo yields the limit linear form
(3.11) Jim Spaamr = MY enpamrelt) @t = ot
l<d

On the other hand, [gq, (-)] = 1 and |0y, ¢(t;)| < ag, hence |cm,¢(t;)| < ag. For any m > 1 write

Cm,e(ti) d—1
Zml = T, Wy ‘= ay &
7

—£>0,

so that |z, ¢| <1 and (3.11) becomes

lim E W Zmp = E we = a.
m—0o0

£<d £<d

’Z wézm,é’ <D wilzmel <Y wy,
¢ ¢ ¢
and since the left-hand side tends to a? = ", wy, we obtain

ng(l — |Zm’g|) — 0.

e<d
As the index set {0,...,d — 1} is finite and each w, > 0, it follows that

By the triangle inequality,

|Zm.e] — 1 for each £.

S 1= E WeZm, 0 E we = o,

£<d £<d

Now set

An exact computation gives

2
o —|8,2 = (Z ’LUg) -

l<d

2

= wowp (1 = |2m,e| [2m,er| €08 (0,0 — 9m,€')>7
0.0

§ WeZm L

£<d

where we write 2, ¢ = |2 | €7, Since
Sy = E WeZm,e — ad,
e<d
we have |S,,| — a¢, hence a?? — |S,,,|> — 0. Together with |2, ¢| — 1, this forces

Omie— Ome — 0 (mod 27) for all £,¢' < d.
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In other words, all the z,, ¢ share a common limiting phase: there exists a real sequence (¢, )m>1
such that
Zmt = |Zmua] €V +0(1) = eV 4 0(1) uniformly in £.

But g )
= 5 Y Wiz = € +o(L),

l<d
and since the left-hand side converges to 1, we must have e®¥» — 1, hence ¥, — 0 (mod 27).
Therefore

Zmye — 1 for each ¢, ie. Cme(ti) — ayp.
In particular,
|Cm,e(t3)]
Omye(ti)| = —F——7 — Q-
| m (’L)| ‘gtL(ﬁm7[)|

We now convert this extremality into pointwise phase alignment inside each block. For any fixed
£, the identity

0 < % T JeitfUGnt) _oitif (Gn-0|2 = o2 _|g, (k)|
Jik<ae

shows that ‘amj(ti)| — ay forces
etifiGm—e) _ oitif(kGm-2) __ (0 <4,k < ayp).
Since f(0) = 0, taking k = 0 yields
eifiGm-0) _ 1] — 0 (0 < j < ap),
that is,
eMifUGm—0) 5 1 (0<j < ap),
or equivalently,
ti f((Gm—¢) — 0 (mod 2m).
Finally, since
et fUGm—0) 5 1 and e"fUGm-0 5 1
with to/t; ¢ Q, a standard Diophantine argument yields that f(jG,,—¢) — 0 as a real number.
Thus, for every fixed (¢, j),
f(ij—Z) — 0.

Fix ¢ with 0 < [t| < Ty and |®(t)| > . From Step 1 we know that (Hy) holds, hence Q,, — 0 as
n — oo. Fix once and for all a norm || - || on C¢. Applying Lemma 3.6 to the first row of A, (t), we
obtain, uniformly for |t| < Ty and n large,

(cno(t), .. cna—1(t)) = (ao,-..,ag-1) +t Ay + 3¢ + Rn(t),

where A, ¢, € C¢ and R, (t) € C? depend only on the finitely many block values f(jG,,_,) with
0<r<dand1<j<a, and

Anll < D0 S 1FGGa-)l el < Que IIRa®)] < wnt? Qu

r<d j<a

Since the index set {0,...,d — 1} x {1,...,a} is finite, Cauchy—Schwarz gives

SN IFGa-n)| < QY2

r<d j<a

so that || A, | < Q&>

Define matrices By, Cy, and a remainder &, (t) by letting B,, (resp. Cp,, E,(t)) have first row A,
(resp. (n, Ry(t)) and all other rows equal to 0. Then

(3.12) An(t) = A + tB, + t*C, +E&n(1),
with
1Bl < @/, [Call < Qn, 1€ < wnt® Qu,

as n — oo, uniformly for |¢| < Tp.
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Applying Lemma 3.7, we obtain constants 71 € (0,Tp], co > 0, ng and § > 0 such that, for
all n > ng and all [¢t| < T, the matrix A,(¢) has a simple eigenvalue A, (t) with A,(0) = « and
satisfying (3.9), and all its other eigenvalues have modulus at most « — 4.

The remaining task is to convert this one—step spectral dissipation into an upper bound for the
cocycle
Hy(t) = An_1(t) -+ Ap, (8) Hy, (2).
We use the following perturbative dominated—splitting estimate, proved in Appendix F.
Lemma 3.8. Assume that A, (t) satisfies the conclusions of Lemma 3.7 for all n > ng and all
[t| < T, with dominant eigenvalue A, (t) and spectral gap & > 0.

Then there exist an operator norm || - || on C¢, an integer n1 > ng, and constants §; € (0,5)
and C > 1 (depending only on the digit system) such that, for all N = ny and all |t| < T,

IHy ()]« < C||Hn1(t)||*< H Mn(t)] + (a_(;l)Nm)'

ni<n<N

Applying Lemma 3.8 together with (3.9) yields that, for some ¢¢ > 0 and all |¢| < 17,

N-1
(3.13) [Hy )], < o exp(—cot2 Z Qn> + ol exp(—n(N —n1)),
n=mni
where 7 := —log((a — 61)/) > 0 and the implied constant is uniform in N and ¢ (for [¢| < T}).
On the other hand, our ratio limit from Step 1 gives
H,(t
W a@) 0,

n

so |Hn(t)| < G, < o™ and therefore |[Hy ()|« < o as N — co. Since > 0, the second term
in (3.13) is o(a’v). Therefore, the lower bound ||[Hy(¢)|« < oV can hold only if

> Qn < x,
n>1

which is precisely the convergence of the second canonical series (S2) in (3.1).

4. EXAMPLES

Throughout this section we work in the setting of Definition 2.1, so in particular d > 2 and (G,,)
is a genuine linear recurrence base. We write

n:Zek(n) G, 0<eg(n) <a,
k>0

for the greedy G—expansion of n.
We illustrate Theorem 3.1 on two simple families of digit functions, with polynomial and geometric
damping in the height of the digit.

(1) Polynomially damped digit function. Fix § > 1 and a function
v:{0,...,a} = R
with ¢(0) = 0 and ¢ # 0, and define
, o(j) :
= —— <js<a, nz20.
By G—additivity this determines
— _ @(ek(”)
fn)=>" flex(m)Gi) = ICEDA
k>0 k>0

For the first canonical series (S1) in (3.1), the contribution of layer n can be written, for
each fixed t € R, as

Ap(t) = Z o, (t) f(GGn),
7=0
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where the coefficients o, ;(t) encode the local block structure at height n and are uniformly
bounded: |a,, ;(t)| < C(t). Consequently,

1
< ] —_—
and the series Zn>0 A, (t) converges absolutely whenever g > 1.
In the second canonical series (S2) of (3.1), the nth summand is

, (4) 1
ST GG = Y (n¢+]1)25 < G

1<jsa 1<ysa

since @ takes only finitely many values. Hence

>> T fiGn)? < .

n>01<j<a
Thus, for § > 1, both canonical series in (3.1) converge absolutely for all ¢ € R, and
Theorem 3.1 provides a nondegenerate limit distribution for f(n), supported in a compact
interval and with finite moments of all orders.
(2) Geometrically damped digit function. Fix p € (—1,1) and a function ¢ : {0,...,a} - R
with ¢(0) = 0 and ¢ # 0, and define

fGGR) = p"e(i),  0<j<a, n=0
By G-additivity,
Fn)=>"p" o(er(n)).
k>0
For each fixed t € R, the nth term of the first canonical series (S1) has the form

An(®) = D s (0 (1),

with uniformly bounded coefficients v, ;(t), so that
|f4n(t)‘ < |p|n

and >, 5 A4 (t)] < oo
In the second canonical series (S2) of (3.1), the nth summand is

ST GG = 3D el < 1ol
1<j<a 1<j<a
so that
Z Z f(iGn)? < since |p| < 1.
n>01<j<a
Both canonical series in (3.1) thus converge absolutely, and Theorem 3.1 applies.
The corresponding limit law describes the asymptotic distribution of the weighted sums

> " o(er(n),

k>0

for n uniform in {0,..., N —1} and N — oo. Its support is contained in a compact interval
of size O((1 — |p[)™*) and all moments are finite.

Let us discuss the explicit limit law. For a fixed base (G,,), the greedy expansions form a subshift
of finite type, and the canonical block weights appearing in (3.6) are given by the Parry measure
of the associated finite automaton. Even under additional restrictions such as a = 1 (so that the
greedy digits take values in {0, 1}), the marginal distribution of the digit at height n is described in
terms of left and right eigenvectors of the adjacency matrix of this automaton and has no simple
closed form in general. Consequently, the factors 7, (t) inherit this dependence on the underlying
automaton, and explicit expressions for r,(t) and ®(t) are typically available only in very special
families of bases (G,,) (for instance in the Fibonacci case treated separately in the next subsection).
In the general LRB framework one should therefore not expect explicit formulas, but rather the
qualitative description of the limit law provided by Theorem 3.1.
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5. LRB OF ORDER 2

In this section we consider linear recurrence bases of order 2: we specialize Theorem 3.1, record
the block recurrences for H, and ry, and rewrite the canonical series in this setting.
We start from a second—order linear recurrence with integer parameters a,b > 1. Set

Go=1, Gi=a+1, Gn+2:aGn+1+bGn (’I’L}O),

and let G = (Gy)n>0 denote the resulting sequence.
The companion matrix is
a b
= (i)

with characteristic polynomial 22 — ax — b and real roots a and Ao satisfying o > Ay. Explicitly,

a+\/a2+4b>0 ) a—+va?+4b
— 5 2:4 .
2 2

A short computation shows that

2++Va?+4b
Gn=ra"+ (1 —K) A, fczzaJr tvaTt ,

2va? + 4b

so that G, /a™ — Kk as n — 0.
Since a,b > 1, the matrix A has strictly positive entries in A2, hence is primitive. Moreover, for
integer parameters a,b > 1 one has

Aol <1 <= b<a,

so that « is a Pisot—Vijayaraghavan number precisely when b < a. In this range the coefficients of
the recurrence are positive and nonincreasing (a > b > 1), so the discussion following Definition 2.1
applies: greedy G—expansions are well defined and unique, and G,,/a™ — k > 0. Thus, for the
second—order recurrence above, the sequence G is an LRB in the sense of Definition 2.1 if and only
if b <a.

From now on in this section we assume b < a, so that GG is an LRB of order 2 with companion
matrix A, Perron root a > 1, and k = lim,,—, oo G, /a™.

For a G—additive function f, we keep the notation

Hy(t) =Y o™ () :Im (k>1).

m<Gn,
Writing
Tm,0 *= th (1Gm), Om,1 = th (1Gm-1), ge(n) i= "I,
j<a j<b
the d-step recursion (3.3) specializes to
(5.1) Hyio(t) = 01,0 Hpg1 (1) + g (aGn+1) Ont1,1 Ha (1)
In particular,

9t (aGr—1) or—11

(5.2) Tk(t) =0k-1,0+ Tk—1(t)

(k> 2).

With ag = a and a; = b, the first canonical series (3.1) reduces to

CHEDY (Z F(kGry) + éZ(f(k Gni1) + f(aGn+2))>-

n>0 \k<a k<b

After the index shift n — n — 1 (which does not affect convergence), we obtain the following
corollary.
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Corollary 5.1. Let f be a real-valued G—-additive function for an LRB of order 2 as above. Then
f has a distribution function if and only if the two following series converge:

> <Z FkGrin) + = S (F(kG) + f(aGn+1>)) ,

n>0 \k<a k<b
> D fkGw)
n201<k<a
In this case the limiting characteristic function exists for allt € R and satisfies
1 r;(t)
o) =~ || ==
(t) =~ H o
Jjz1
The weight 1/a reflects the one-step recursion (5.2) and the cancellation on the dominant

eigendirection. In the one-step majorization used in the proof of Lemma 3.5, the comparison
constant is L =1 — % € (0,1). Consequently the generating—function kernel reduces to

T(x)=1—Lz, T(z)"'=(1-La)"",
which makes the control of Y, |e|* particularly transparent when d = 2.

Corollary 5.2. Let f be a real-valued G-additive function for an LRB of order 2 as above.
(a) If a = b, then f has a distribution function if and only if

Z((a +1) Y F(kG.) + af(aGn)) <o,  S0Y f(kGL)? < oo
n=0 k<a n>01<k<a
(b) If b=1, then f has a distribution function if and only if

Z(aZf(an)+f(aGn)) <oo, 33 f(kGL)? < oo

n>0 k<a n>01<k<a
When a = b =1 (Zeckendorf’s expansion), Corollary 5.1 specializes to [9, Theorem 7].

We now record a simple permanence property of the Erdés—Wintner criterion in the LRB setting.
In particular, we show that the class of G-additive functions admitting a distribution function is
stable under addition.

6. STABILITY UNDER ADDITION AND SMALL PERTURBATIONS

We now record a simple permanence property of the Erdés—Wintner criterion in the LRB setting:
the class of G—additive functions admitting a distribution function is stable under addition and
under small digitwise perturbations.

Throughout this section G is a fixed LRB and f,g : N — R are G—additive functions.

Proposition 6.1 (Stability under addition). Assume that both f and g admit distribution functions.
Then f + g admits a distribution function as well.

The verification is a straightforward bookkeeping computation on the canonical series, but we
include it for completeness.

Proof. If f and g admit distribution functions, then Theorem 3.1 applies to each of them and shows
that the canonical series (S1) and (S2) converge for both f and g. Since the first canonical series is
linear in f and the second one is quadratic, the corresponding series for f + g can be written as

(SO +9l = SH[f] + (SDg],
(S2)[f + 9] = (S2)[f] + (S2)g] +2)_ Y f(cGn)g(cGn).

n>01<c<La
The last series converges absolutely by Cauchy—Schwarz, since

1/2 1/2
Z Z | f(cGrn) g(cGy)| < <Zf(CGn)2> (ZQ(CGn)2> < o9,

n201<c<La
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because the two series (S2) for f and g converge. Hence the canonical series for f 4 g converge, so
Theorem 3.1 applies and f + g has a distribution function. O

Remark 6.2. In general we do not attempt to identify the limiting law of f + g. Fven if f and g
admit distribution functions with limiting laws py and pg, the limiting law of f + g need not be the
convolution iy * fig, since f(n) and g(n) are evaluated on the same integer n and are typically not
(asymptotically) independent.

As an immediate consequence, adding a “small” G-additive function in the digitwise sense
preserves the existence of a distribution function.

Corollary 6.3 (Small digitwise perturbations). Let f be a G-additive function that admits a
distribution function, and let g be a G—-additive function such that

Y3 gleGn)? <o, YD g(eG)l < oo
n>201<c<La n>01<c<La
Then both canonical series (S1) and (S2) converge for g, and f + g admits a distribution function.

In particular, this applies to the digit functions in items (1) and (2) of Section 4.

Proof. By definition, the second canonical series (S2) for g is
S2)[g) =D > g(cGn)?,
n2>201<ceLa

which converges by the first hypothesis.
For the first canonical series, fix ¢ € R. The nth layer of (S1) can be written in the form

Apt) = Z Qne(t) g(cGr),

where the coefficients o, .(t) encode the local block structure at height n and are uniformly bounded
in n and ¢ (for each fixed t), say |an, c(t)] < C(t). Hence

[An(t)] < C(t) Z l9(cGr)l-

1<ce<a

Z Z |9(cGn)

n>01<c<La

By the second hypothesis, the series

converges, so » . |A,(t)| < oo and (S1) converges absolutely for every fixed ¢.

Thus both canonical series (S1) and (S2) converge for g, so g admits a distribution function
by Theorem 3.1. Applying Proposition 6.1 to f and g then shows that f + g has a distribution
function. O

7. OUTLOOK: OSTROWSKI EXPANSIONS AND —PV SYSTEMS

In this section we briefly indicate how the two—series criterion is expected to extend beyond
stationary linear recurrence bases, to numeration systems arising from primitive automata such
as Ostrowski expansions and Parry 5-PV systems. We only record the formal framework and a
conditional analogue of Theorem 3.1; no proofs are included.

Local place values and digit bounds. There exists a canonical sequence of place values (W), >0
and digit bounds (B, ),>0 such that every integer m has a greedy S—expansion

n=0
with local carry rules prescribed by the automaton. In the Ostrowski case one may take W,, = q,
(denominators of convergents) and B, = an+1. In the 8—PV Parry case, W, are the canonical
Parry weights arising from the S—shift automaton (so that W,, < 8™ and greedy admissibility holds);
here B, is the top admissible digit at level n given by the automaton. In both settings we have a
dominant growth constant A > 1 such that

W
F — Ks € (0,00)
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S—additive functions. A function f : N — R is called S—additive if, for the greedy expansion
m =), d,Wp, one has

fm) =Y f(daWa),

n=0

with the convention f(0) = 0. Equivalently, the collection { f(kW,) : 0 < k < B,, n > 0}
determines f (carries are fixed by greediness).
Natural cutoffs. For distributional statements we use the truncation at a place value: Fy,
denotes the distribution function of f(m) for m < Wy. When comparing to a general cutoff X, we
pick N by Wy < X < Wy41; all bounds are invariant under replacements with X < Wy
Two canonical series. There exists an integer dy > 1 (local carry memory) and coefficients
(74)j<ds> depending only on S and on the Perron normalization, such that we define

S1s) > Dowm >, fEWay),

n>doj<do 1<k<Bn_;

s25) > S fewa)”.

n>01<k<Bn

(S1s,S2s)

Remark 7.1 (Calibration). In the LRB case one has W,, = G,,, B, = ao, do = d, and v; = A7
after first-order normalization on the Perron direction; (Sls,S2s) then recovers the two canonical
series (S1) and (S2) (with the j—offset induced by local carries).

Dynamical hypotheses. We assume the following standard conditions for the automaton/subshift
and its incidence/transfer operator:

(H1) Primitivity & unique ergodicity: the automaton/incidence cocycle is primitive (i.e. some
power has all positive entries) and uniquely ergodic.

(H2) Spectral gap: the transfer /incidence operator on a suitable Banach space has a spectral gap.

(H3) Greedy admissibility: greedy expansions exist and are unique (Parry admissibility along the

subshift).
(H4) Simple top direction: the leading Lyapunov/Perron exponent is simple.

On the hypotheses. For Ostrowski systems with bounded partial quotients, the substitu-
tion/automaton is primitive and uniquely ergodic (see Queffélec [18]). For Parry [—systems
with PV j, the associated S—shift is sofic (simple Parry gives an SFT); the Ruelle-Perron—Frobenius
operator has a spectral gap on Holder observables (see Ruelle [19] and Baladi [1]). Greedy admissi-
bility is classical for Parry automata [17]. Simplicity of the top Lyapunov/Perron direction follows
from primitivity.

Define H,(t) == >, cw. e (™) and block ratios r;(t) := H;(t)/H;_1(t) (with the natural
notion of “level” along the cocycle). Under (H1)—(H4), the Erdés—Wintner mechanism is expected
to carry over as follows.

Theorem 7.2 (Conditional Erdés-Wintner for Ostrowski and f-PV systems). Assume (H1)-(H4).
For any real S—additive f, the following are equivalent:

(1) f admits a distribution function along the cutoffs Wi ;
(2) the two series (Sls) and (S2s) in (Sls,S2s) converge.

In this case, with kg := lim, . W, /A™ € (0,00), the limiting characteristic function admits the

infinite product
1 7 (t)
o(t) = — !
o =L,

j>1

locally uniformly in t, and ® is continuous at the origin.

Remark 7.3 (Limitation: nonstationary perturbations). Even in order d = 2, simple necessary
criteria fail in genuinely nonstationary settings. Fix an LRB Gy = a9Gr41 + a1G, with Perron
root a > 1, and define

1 G
Znta = (ao — E)Zn—i-l + (al + ng:>zn, Zy = Go, Z1 = Gh.
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A direct check gives
1
Znyo = (ao - E)Gn+1 + <a1 +

hence Z, = G,, and Z,, /Gy, = 1, while

;‘(ao — %) *ao’ = +o0, Z‘(al 4 Gg:) —al‘ =400 (since Gpy1/Gpn — ).

Gn
ngnl)Gn - aOGnJrl + alGn = Gn+27

nzl

This is the perturbative phenomenon emphasized in [3, Remark after Lemma 2]: convergence may
persist even when the coefficient drifts are not absolutely summable. It lies beyond the stationary
hypotheses (H1)—(H4); under those, the conditional result above applies.

APPENDIX. PROOFS OF AUXILIARY LEMMAS

A. Proof of Lemma 3.3. Let T > 0 be arbitrary and work throughout with |¢| < Tp. Recall that

) =0 )= 3 am) ()= s > ),
and set
er(t) == ri(t) — a.
Define

d Gt(Vp—1,0) ok—1,0(t) — ar
=a E .
pYES]
t<d

Using the definitions of Il ,(¢) and ﬁk’e(t) from the main text (see (3.7)), we may rewrite the
recursion for the ratios as

~

(A1) ex(t) = L (Uk(t) + D g(k10) ok1,0(t) Ty (1) — aﬁk,O(t)> :

k,0(t) Yoy

Assume that (Hj) holds, namely

fleGy) — 0 (k = o)
for every 1 < ¢ < a. Fix n > 0. By (Hy) there exists ko such that

lf(cGm)| <1 forallm> kg, 1<c<a.

For |t| < Tp and any real y we have

™ — 1] < Jt|lyl < To lyl.
Hence, for 1 < c < a,

19:(c Gn) = 1] = [ CEm) 1| STy [ f(e G-

Using G-additivity and Ux_10 =) ,_,a;Gr_1—j, we obtain

j<t
|9:(Ok—1.0) = 1 < To [F 01,0l < To > 1£(a;Gro1- )| < To Y > [f(Grorr)l-
i<t r<d 1<c<a

Moreover,

or—re(t) —ael < D |g(hGro1e) =1 < Ty Y |f(cGro1-o)|-

1<h<ay 1<c<La

Since |ok—1,(t)| < a¢ < a, we deduce
|9t (r—1,6) Oh—1,6(t) — ag| < |ge(Vr—1,0) — 1] |oh—1,6(t)] + [oh—1,0(t) — ae|
<

To(ao+1)> > [f(cGro1r)l.

r<d 1<c<a
The right-hand side tends to 0 as k — oo, independently of ¢ with |t| Th, so
(A.2) ug(t) = 0 uniformly for || <
—00
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From (A.1),

len(t)| < m () + > ar | ()] + [(@ — or—1,0(6) T o(1)]
, 1<e<d

For any 0; > 0, 0 < 6, < a%! — 1, there exists k; > ko such that for k > ki,
la—or10t) < (@—ao+61), o)) =’ =6 >1,

and, ford >3 and 1 <4< d— 2,

_ B _ 1 L
[Heo®] <™ Y len—y (O], [re()] < mad 2N e ()]
1<j<d t<j<d

Combining these estimates and letting 1, 62 — 0 yields, for d > 3,
1 200  Qg_1
enl <l + 555 (2- 0 =) 2 (o)

(e -
1<j<d

and, for d = 2,
Q,
e (®)] < fue(®)] + (1= 2 ) e (0):

ar
=1
P Dves

Using the Perron identity

l<d
we get, for d > 3,
2a a 2 a
0 d—1 0 d—1
2777 ad 72;0/‘*‘1 LY >0,
=1
since at least one among ay,...,a4—1 is positive (the recurrence has order > 2). Therefore
1 2@0 aq—1 1
0<L::7( _ ) S
2(d—1) a ad d—1
For d =2 one has L =1 — ag/a € (0, 1), which proves the one-step bound
(A.3) en@®)] < @+ L Y lery (@) (k= ki, |t <To).
1<j<d

Define

Ey = sup sup |en(t)] (k> 0).
m=k |t|<To

From (A.3) we infer that, for every m > k with k > k; +d — 1 and every |t| < To,
lem ()] < lum B +L Y lem—j(0)]-
1<j<d
Ifm>kand1l<j<d thenm—j>k—d+1, hence |e,—;(t)] < Ex—q+1 and
lem (O] < Jum ()] + L(d = 1) Ep—at1.
Taking the supremum over m > k and |t| < Tp gives

Ep,<ap+L(d—-1)Eg_gs1, ag = sup  |un(t)], (k=2k+d-1).
m2k, [t|<To

Set Ly := L(d — 1) € (0,1); the recurrence becomes
Ek<Gk+L1Ek,d+1, (k?kl—f'd—].)

21

By (A.2) we have a, — 0 as k — oco. Let S := limsup,_,., Fx > 0. Passing to the limsup in the

inequality Fy < ag + L1 Eg_q41 yields
S <limsupag + Ly limsup Fx_g41 =0+ LS.

k—oco k—oc0

Since Ly € (0,1), this forces (1 — L;)S < 0 and hence S = 0. Thus Ey, — 0 as k — o0, i.e.

ex(t) = ri(t) — = 0 uniformly for |¢| < Tp.
—00
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Since Ty was arbitrary, this proves that r(t) — « locally uniformly in ¢ and completes the proof of
Lemma 3.3.

B. Proof of Lemma 3.4. For M > 1 write S(M) := > _,,9(n). Let
N=> e(N)G
r<Q
be the greedy G—expansion (with @ = Q(N) and eqg(N) > 0). By greedy admissibility (Parry), for
every integer n < N there exist unique ¢ € {0,...,Q} and unique integers j, ¢ such that
n= Y eN)G+jG,+t, 0<j<eg(N), 0<t <G,
q<r<Q
Equivalently,
er(n) =e.(N) (r>¢q), eq(n)=j, and (eq—1(n),...,eo(n)) encodes t.
In particular,
#{(¢,5:t) 1< Q, 0<j <eg(N), 0<t<Ggl =) eN)Gy=N,
q<Q

so each n < N arises exactly once in this parametrization. Hence, by G-multiplicativity (and the
convention g(0) = 1),

gm) = ( TI 9(er(N)Gr)) 9(iGy) 9(t):

q<r<@

Summing first over ¢ gives S(Gg) = >, ¢, 9(t), and we obtain

S(N Z( > Il v ) 9(iGq )) S(Gy).

q<Q \ j<eq(N) g<r<Q

Dividing by N, we have

S(N) 5(Gy)

N = Z wq (N) .

q<Q

where the (generally complex) weights w,(NN) are given by

=< > 11 g(er(N)Gr)g(qu)>(j\;’~

j<eq(N) q<r<Q

Using |g| < 1, we have

hence 1
Z jwg(N)| < N Z eg(N)Gg = 1.
q<Q q<Q
We write SV) S(G.)
T— :qu(N)( Gq —Z),
a<Q 1

and therefore (V) s
R
Fix € > 0 and choose K such that
,w
Gq
Splitting the sum at K, we obtain

25 < S 0[5 e 3 s

=K

74@ for all ¢ > K
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For the first term, we bound by the maximum over ¢ < K and use the estimate

G G
(V)] < eg(N)2E < 0L,
Since K is fixed, we obtain

3 leg(0) |22
g<K

For the second term, > - ;¢ lwg(N)[ < 1, so

~< (G2 - ) F s

limsup’w 76’ <

N—o00

As e > 0 is arbitrary, we conclude that limpy_, . S(N)/N = ¢.

C. Proof of Lemma 3.5. Assume throughout that f is G-additive and satisfies (H;). We prove
the three assertions of Lemma 3.5 in order.

Assertion (1) is proved in Subsection C.1: assuming the second canonical series (S2) converges,
we obtain Y, |uy(t)|* < oo for each fixed ¢ (take any t > |¢| in the argument).

Assertion (2) is proved at the beginning of Subsection C.3 by the domination and generat-
ing—function argument.

The auxiliary identity (C.1) linking ug(¢) and the block errors e (t) is derived in Subsection C.2
and is used only in the proof of assertion (3).

Finally, under (S2), assertions (1)—(2) yield >, |ux(t)|* < oo and Y, |ex(t)]* < oo, and we
conclude (3) at the end of Subsection C.3 using the relation (C.1).

C.1. An upper bound and the L? criterion.
Fix £y > 0. In this subsection we show that the convergence of the second canonical series

PIED DI CEN
n>0 1<e<a
implies that, for every fixed ¢ with |¢| < to, we have
D lur(®) < oo
k>0
Recall that

ol 9t(Vp—1,0) o—1,0(t) — a¢
E: 1 :
a

t<d

For each ¢ we decompose

9t (O—1,0) oh—1,0(t) — ag = (g1 (V—1,0) — 1) or—1,0(t) + (or—1,0(t) — as).
We first bound the two contributions separately. Since |g:(-)] = 1 and f(0) = 0 (by G-additivity),

lokre(t) —ag) = | 3 (0G0 _1)| < 37 |GGk 1],

Jj<ae Jj<ag
Using |e™® — 1| < |z| for all real z and |t| < to, we obtain
loh—1,0(t) —ae] <1t Y ] 1f(GGr1-0) <ty Y [f(GGr-1-0)]-
Jj<ae 1<j<a
Next, by definition of ¥, , we have
V1,0 = Zar Gr_1-r.

r<t
By G-additivity it follows that

191@ 12 Zfaerlr

r<t
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and hence, using a, < q,
FOr-1.0)] Y 1far Groaz) <D0 Y [f(eGrory)|-
r<t r<d 1<c<a
Thus, for |t| < to,
|ge(Or—1,6) = 1| = [ r=r0) 1] < [t] | £ (Pr—1,0)| <o Z Z |f(cGro1-+)|
r<d 1<c<a
Since |ok—1,4(t)| < a¢ < a, we deduce
‘(Qt(ﬂk—u) -1) Uk—l,é(t)‘ Lt Z Z [f(cGr_1-+)|-
r<d 1<c<a
Combining the two bounds, we find that, for every [t| < to,
|9t (Ok—1,0) Oho1.6(t) —ae| <oy D D |f(cGroar)l-

r<d 1<c<a

£+1

Since the factor o Ja and the number of indices 0 < ¢ < d are fixed and depend only on the

digit system, we obtain

()] <o Y D 1feGrorp)l (It < to).

r<d 1<c<a

We now square and sum over k. By Cauchy—Schwarz on the finite index set {0,...,d — 1} x
{1,...,a}, we have
k() <i > Y FeGro1or)?,
r<d 1<c<a

with an implied constant depending only on d and a. Summing over k > 0 and performing the
change of variables n = k — 1 — r (which affects only finitely many indices) shows that

Dolu® <y D D fleGn)® (lt <o)
k>0 n>0 1<c<a
In particular, if the second canonical series converges, then for every fixed ¢t with [¢| <ty we have
> uk(t)]? < oo.
k>0
This proves assertion (1) of Lemma 3.5.
C.2. Derivation of the uy—relation.

We need to link ug and j<d Ek—j in order to prove the two last assertions of the lemma. For
k> ko and j,£ € {0,...,d — 1}, define

)= 9¢(k1.m) Oh-1.m(t).

m<j am
~(2 i
H}(C,; (t) = Z ad ¢ ! Z Ek;_jl (t) e €k_j7n (t)’
2<m<d—2 {1rdm }CL+1,...,d—1}
Recall that 9,0 = >, _,ar Gq—r. By (Hy), for each fixed r we have f(a, Gr—1-r) = 0 as k — oo

(note that a, < a), hence for each fixed m,

7-9](2 lm Zf aer 1— r oo Oa S0 gt(ﬁk—l,m) E{;—)l
r<m

Moreover, since
Ok 1m(t) = Y g(rGr1-m) = > exp(itf(rGr-1-m)),
r<am T<am
and (Hy) gives f(rGx—1—m) — 0 for each fixed 0 < 7 < a,,, we have o_1 1, (t) = ay,. Therefore,
for each fixed j and ¢,
Tk,j (t) —_— —.

k—oc0 o™
m<j
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Moreover, every monomial in ﬁ,(f;(t) involves at least two factors ex_;(t), so Ri(t) is a finite linear
combination of products of at least two such terms. In particular, whenever e (t) — 0, we also
have Ry(t) — 0. From (3.7) we get

up(t) =y o(t) ex(t) + aTlio(t) = > ge(Wk—1.m) Thmtm (1) i (1).

m<d

We define the error term

Ri(t) = (a +ex () TEN 1) + 072 | 37 ensj(®) | en(®) = Y ge(Wrmtim) ko1, (8) I (1),
1<j<d m<d

Using ﬁk,d—l(t> =0 and

T e(t) = (Ermari (t) + 0) - (ermemr () + @) — a1 = =02 3™ o) +T0) (1),
0<j<d

together with Iy o(t) = ﬁkyo(t) + %71, we obtain the useful relation
(C.1) ur(t) = a2 (o= 7 (1)) ex—j (1) + R(t).
j<d

C.3. Generating functions and the L? bound.

We use repeatedly the last identity (C.1) and the one-step bound (A.3) proved in Appendix A.
Fix t € R. We now prove assertion (2): assume that 3, -, lug(t)|> < oo, and we show that
im0 len(B) < o

Let L be the constant of (A.3). Define a nonnegative upper bounding sequence (€)k>k, by
imposing equality in (A.3) for k > k1 +d — 1 and taking &, := |ex(¢)] for ky < k < k1 +d—2. Then
lex(t)| < & for all k > ki. For convenience, set & := 0 for k < k;. Moreover, set!

E(x) := Z gpz®, U(zx) := Z g ()| z".

k>ky k>k1
For k1 <0 < k1 +d— 2, define

se = & —|u(t) - L Y &y,

1<j<d
and
S(z) == Z sext, T(x):=1-—1L Z ) =1—Lx+---4z¢h).
k1 <E<ki+d—2 1<j<d

By construction and a standard index shift, we obtain

Ux)+ S(z)
E(z) = 22T 2AL)

(z) @
Write

T(;zc)*1 = Z bpaz™, bp.q:=0 forn <0,
n>=0

5o that bya > 0 (indeed, T(x)™" = > S L™(z 4 --- + 2%71)™ as a formal series). Extend
v := |ug(t)| by 0 for k < k1, and extend (£)) by 0 for k < k;. Extracting coefficients and using the
Cauchy product yields, for all k£ > ki,

Ge=(bro)+wy,  (bro)yi=) bravir,
>0

where wy, := Zk1<£<k1+d72 br—s.q4 Se is the boundary contribution (note that (sg) is finitely sup-
ported).

IThe author thanks the contributors to Chris Jones’s question on MathOverflow (Stack Exchange network) for
expressions for b, 4, and Greg Martin and Alex Ravsky for helpful comments on MathOverflow (Stack Exchange
network).
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We claim that (be.q)e>0 € £1(N) whenever L(d — 1) < 1. Indeed, for |z| < 1 we have |z +--- +
291 < (d — 1)|z/, hence

Z L™z + - 4247 1™ < Z(L(d— 1))m < 00,
m=0 m2=0
so T(x)~! converges absolutely on |z| < 1 and in particular
1
bpa= Y |bpal=T(1)"= —F—— <.
Zn,d Z|n,d| () I—L(d—l) o0
n=0 n=0
Therefore, by Young’s inequality for convolutions (¢! x £2 — ¢2),
S ez < (X ba) X )P
k>ky n>0 k>ky
Moreover, since (sg) is supported on [k1, k1 + d — 2], another application of Young’s inequality gives
St (Th) Y e
k>ky n>0 k1 <E<ky+d—2
Since & = (b * v)k + wy, we have
DETTH SRTIES SR
k>ky k>ki kZ>k1
hence Y7, o4 lex(B)? < Ypsp, 7 < oo. Since the range 0 < k < ki is finite, this proves

> k>0 lex(t)]? < oo, i.e. assertion (2) of Lemma 3.5.

We now assume that (S2) converges. By assertion (1) we have Y, |ug(t)|?> < oo, hence by
assertion (2) also Y, |ex(t)|? < co. We prove assertion (3).
Using the decomposition obtained from (C.1), we have

> Yat= gy Y ow -y Y RO Ym0,

P<k<Q j<d P<k<Q P<k<Q @ i<d P<k<Q
Splitting

Tk’j(t) = (Tk,j(t) - Cj) +¢5, cj = Z 3%7
m<jg

and setting
Cj .
dj::1—gf (0<j<d), D:=> d,

j<d
we obtain the rearranged identity
(C.2)
1 1
Yo ddis =g D w - D Rt Z Y. (i) —e;)er—;(®).
P<k<Q j<d P<k<Q P<kLQ & <d P<h<Q

We have 7, - |ex(t)[* < 0o, and under (S2) we have, for each fixed 7,
2
Z‘Tk’j(t) — Cj’ < 00.
k>0

Fix such a j. Since a finite shift preserves 2, we also have

S len-s®)] < oo

k>0
Hence, by Cauchy—Schwarz,
1/2 1/2
Sl = ) ens 0] < (Xlrs@ - ') (Xlers®]?) " < oo,
k>0 k>0 k>0

80 > 5>0(7k,j(t) — ¢j)en—;(t) converges absolutely.
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Likewise, >, Ry(t) converges absolutely, since
2

R < | D ler—j(®)]
1<5<d

and Y, [ex(t)]> < co. We note that ¢; < cgm1 = >, g1 Gm/0™ = a — ag_1/a’t < a (since
ag—1 > 0), hence each d; = 1 — ¢;j/a is strictly positive and in particular D > 0.

We can now conclude (3). If Y, ex(t) converges, then ), uy(t) converges by summing (C.1)
thanks to the convergence of ), Ry (t) and of ), (7% (t) — ¢j)erp—;(t).

Conversely, assume that ), u(t) converges. Fix € > 0 and set 7 := De/2. From (C.2) and the
previous paragraph (Cauchy’s criterion applied to the convergent series >, ui(t), Y, Ri(t) and
Y k(T () — ¢j)en—;(t), and using that there are only finitely many j < d), there exists P, such

that for all Q@ > P > P.,
‘ Z ZdJ Ek_j(t)’ <n.
P<k<Q j<d

Writing Ap g := Zgzp er(t), we have Z/?:p ep—;(t) = Ap_jo—j, hence
‘Z d; APfj,ij‘ <n  (Q@=P=P).
j<d
Next, since e (t) — 0, there exists N, such that |, (¢)] < ¢/(4(d — 1)) for all n > N,. Let
P* := max(Py, N. + d). Then for all @ > P > P* and all 0 < j < d, the explicit bound gives

[Ap—so-i = Aral < Y (lp—r(®)l+ lQui-r(B)]) < 5.

1<r<d
Therefore, for all Q@ > P > P*,

D|Apg| = }Z dj AP,Q‘

j<d
< ‘Z d; APfj,ij‘ +D_di|Ap_jo-j — Arql
j<d j<d

<T]+D~§:Ds.

Since D > 0, this implies |[Ap | < € for all @ > P > P*. By Cauchy’s criterion, the series ), ex(t)
converges. This completes the proof of assertion (3) and hence of Lemma 3.5.

D. Proof of Lemma 3.6. By definition we have
cne(t) = gi(Une) onelt),

where
D0 1= Zaj Gn—j, one(t) = Z et GGn—2),
<l Jj<ag
Set
Op i= max lf(1Gn—r)|-

0<r<d, 1<j<a
By (Hy) and finiteness of the index set, we have §,, — 0 as n — co. For each real « and each
|t| < Ty we have the Taylor expansion

; 1
e — 1 =ity — §t2x2 + R(t,x), |R(t,z)| < C|t]* |23,

for some constant C' > 0 depending only on Ty. Applying this with z = f(jG,,—¢) and summing
over 0 < j < ay gives

. . 1 .
O—n,e(t) = Qy + 1t Z f(]Gn—Z) - §t2 Z f(JGn—Z)Q + En,é(t)7
j<ag Jj<ag
where

Ene®)] < CRP Y 1f(CGn-0)I®,

Jj<ag
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Next applying the same Taylor expansion with x = f(¢,, ) yields
9t(Ung) = 1+ itF, o — $°F; , + En (), Frop = f(On),
with
B ()] < C [t |Fy el

for some constant C’ depending only on Ty and the digit system. Set

Stme =Y f(Gn-t);  Same:= Y f(iGns)*.

Jj<ag Jj<ag
Multiplying the two expansions, we obtain
Cn,f(t) =0t ('lgn,f) Un,l(t)
_ (1 +itF,, — 32F2, + En,g(t)) (a(g FitSy e — L2800 + EM(t)).
Collecting the constant, linear and quadratic terms in ¢ gives
Cnye(t) = ag+t Ay g+ 2Coe + Rae(t),
with
. 1 o, 1
Any =i(arFn o+ Sing), Cnye i= —§aan,g - 552,n7z — F eS1n0s

and where R, ¢(t) collects all terms of order at least |t|>:
R (1) = O (111 | Fel? 4+ 1% 1 Fol S0+ It [ Fr 11001 1 B0 + | B (1))

Since ¥y, ¢ =>._,a;Gn_; and f is G-additive, we have

j<t
Foo= f(Uny) = Zf(ajGn—j)v
j<t

hence |F,, ¢| < 0,. Moreover, since ag < a, both S; ,, ¢ and S5 ,, ¢ are finite sums of values f(jG,—;)
and f(jG,_)? with0<r <dand 1<j<a,so

‘Sl,n,d < 5na S2,n,€ < Qn-
Also,
ST S GG < 80 Qu,

r<d j<a

and since Q,, > 62 whenever 6, > 0, we have |Fnyg‘3 < 82 < 6, Qn. Therefore, uniformly for
|t| < Tp and n large,

|Rn,2(t)‘ < |t|36nQn < (TO(Sn)t2Qn

Passing to any fixed norm || - || on C? and using finiteness of the index set {0,...,d — 1} yields
IAall < D0 D 1G]l < Qs
r<d j<a
and

IRa@®l < wat®Qn  (1t] < To),

with w, := C”§,, — 0. This proves the lemma.
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E. Proof of Lemma 3.7. Throughout this appendix we work with the w-weighted ¢'-norm
d—1
|2l = Y wila;l, @ =(xo,...,za-1)" €C,
7=0

and with the induced operator norm on C%*¢,

M
M|, = sup 1M
z#0 ||I||1u

Step 1: A uniform perturbative eigenvalue and a uniform gap. Let A be the companion matrix
from Definition 2.1. By Perron—Frobenius, A has a simple dominant eigenvalue o > 1 with strictly
positive right and left eigenvectors v,w > 0, normalized by w'v = 1, and all other eigenvalues
B # a satisfy |B] < a — o for some dg > 0.

Fix a positively oriented circle I' around « contained in the open annulus {z : |z — o] < §p/2},
so that T" encloses no other eigenvalue of A. For each fixed n, the entries of A, (t) are finite
linear combinations of exponentials e /() hence the map ¢ — A, (t) is holomorphic on C. By the
Riesz—Dunford calculus (see [16, Chapter VII, Theorems 1.7 and 1.8]), for each fixed n there exists
T(n) > 0 such that, for |t| < T'(n), the rank—one spectral projector

Po(t) = _% [(4u - =0 a:

is holomorphic, and it projects onto a simple eigenvalue A, (t) of A, (t), with A,,(0) = a. Moreover,
the remaining eigenvalues of A, (t) stay outside I" for |t| < T'(n).

Under (Hy), all block parameters f(jG,—,) with 0 <r <d and 1 < j < a tend to 0 as n — oo.
Hence, for every fixed T > 0,

sup ||[A4,(t) — All, —— 0.
|t‘§To n—oo

Consequently, shrinking the radius of T" if necessary, there exist T7 € (0, 7], no and ¢ € (0,0/2)
such that, for all n > ng and all |t| < T3, the spectrum of A, (¢) consists of one simple eigenvalue
An(t) inside T and d — 1 eigenvalues in the closed disk {z : |z| < a — d}.

Step 2: Modulus dissipation via the entrywise absolute value. For n > ng and [t| < T7, set
An(t) = An ()],

where | - | is taken entrywise. Since A, (t) is a companion matrix, all entries of A, (t) are nonnegative.
By the triangle inequality,

p(An(®) < p(An(®),
and since |\, (t)| < p(An(t)), we obtain

(E-1) (B < p(An(®)).

Write pp(t) := p(An(t)). As A,(0) = A, we have p,(0) = a, and « is a simple Perron-Frobenius
eigenvalue of A, (0). Moreover, for each fixed n and each ¢ < d, the function ¢ — Cne(t) s
holomorphic with ¢, ¢(0) = ag > 0. Hence t — |cpe(t)] = \/cne(t)cn o(—t) is real-analytic in
a neighborhood of 0, and so is ¢ +— gn(t) Standard perturbation of a simple eigenvalue for

real-analytic matrix families (see [16, Chapter II, §1]) therefore yields a real-analytic function
t +— pp(t) near 0, with p/,(0) = 0 and

pn(0) = w' A7(0)v.
Only the first row of A, (t) depends on ¢, so
(leno @) =0 -+ (len,a-1(B)])"li=0

~ 0 0
AZ(O) = . . )
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and therefore
(E.2) P (0) = wo Y ve (lene()"],_q-

e<d

We now bound (|cp ¢(t)])”|¢=0 from above. Fix ¢ < d and write x; := f(jG,—¢) for 0 < j < ay.

Recall 0 (1) := 32, ,, e and |c, o(t)| = |on.e(t)]. A direct Taylor expansion of |o, (t)| at t =0
gives

a

jone(®] = ar = 5 Var(e) 2 + O(|tP|[1),

where Var(r) denotes the variance of (xg,...,24,_1) under the uniform measure and ||z||3 :=
> j<as 3. Since xo = f(0) = 0, we have

Var(z :—Zx—(a—zz%> /1?21'

j<ag j<ag 1<j<ae
and therefore
(E.3) (len D],y < — Z F(iGnr)
1<j<ag

Combining (E.2) and (E.3), and using that v, w > 0, we obtain a constant x > 0 depending only
on the digit system such that

(E4) plri(o) < 75Qna
where @, is defined in (3.8).

Finally, Lemma 3.6 gives a uniform control of the third-order remainder in the Taylor expansion
of A, (t) in terms of the block energy @,. Concretely, there exist C' > 1 and a sequence w,, — 0
such that, uniformly for |t| < Ty and n large,

2
pall) = at Zpi(0) + O (wn Q).

Shrinking 7T} if necessary and enlarging ny, we may assume that the error term is bounded in
modulus by 4t2Qn whenever n > ng and |t| < T1. Using (E.4), we then obtain, for such n,t,

() < a— ZtQQn < «a exp(—ZtQQn)
Together with (E.1), this yields (3.9) (with ¢ := k/4). This completes the proof.

F. Proof of Lemma 3.8.

Fix |t| < T} and suppress the parameter ¢ from the notation. For n > ng, set A,, := A, (¢) and
let A, := A, (t) be the dominant simple eigenvalue given by Lemma 3.7. The remaining eigenvalues
of A,, have modulus at most o — .

We keep the contour I' fixed as in Appendix E, Step 1. In particular, for all n > ng and all
[t| < T, the contour T' surrounds A, and contains no other eigenvalue of A4,,. We define the
associated Riesz projector

1
P, = —— [ (A, —2I)"tdz, R, = I—P,.
21 Jp

Then rank(P,) = 1 and
AP, = Py A, = M\ Py, AR, = R, A,.

Let v,w > 0 be the right/left Perron—Frobenius eigenvectors of the limit matrix A, normalized
by w'v =1, and let
1
P = —— [ (A—zI)""dz, Q:=I1-P
211 T

Since A, (t) — A as n — oo uniformly for |¢| < T1, the resolvents converge uniformly on T', hence

P, — P (n — 00),

uniformly for |t| < 7). In particular, P has rank one and satisfies Pz = (w

x)v.
Let 69 > 0 be such that every eigenvalue § # « of A satisfies |5] < a — §p (as in Appendix E,

Step 1). Choose 01 € (0, min (8, dg) /10) and set v := o« — 3d1. Since @ is a spectral projector of A,
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we have AQ = QA, and the eigenvalues of AQ are precisely the eigenvalues of A different from «a.
Hence the spectral radius of AQ satisfies p(AQ) < o — dp < 7.
We take || - ||o := || - |l and denote by || - ||o also its induced operator norm. By Gelfand’s formula

T ml/m
p(B) = Tim [|B™[|s"™,

there exists m > 1 such that ||(AQ)™||o < ¥™. Define

m—1
Izl = > v 1(AQ) xllo-

k=0
Then || - ||+ is a norm equivalent to || - || (hence to || - ||.), and it satisfies
(F.1) lAQ|l, < v = a—36;.

Since P, — P and A,, — A uniformly for |t| < Ty, we also have R, — @ and A, R, — AQ
uniformly for [t| < Ti. Fix € > 0 (to be chosen later). After increasing n; > ng (and shrinking 73 if

necessary), we may assume that, for all n > ny and all [¢t| < T,
0

(F.2) Al > a3,

(FS) ||Pn+1 - Pn”* < g,

(F.4) |An Ryl < o — 267.

Indeed, (F.2) follows from A, (t) — « as n — oo uniformly for |¢t| < T3; (F.3) follows from P, — P;
and (F.4) is obtained by combining (F.1) with

[AnBnll« < [|AQI + [|AnRn — AQ||
and the fact that sup, <, [[AnRn — AQ|[x — 0.
Since rank(P,) = 1, we may choose v,, € C% and 1, € (C%)* such that
Pz = p(x) vy, n(vy) = 1.
A convenient choice is

w! P,z
vy, = Py, Un(x) = TP o

for which P,x = ¢, (x) v, and 9, (v,) = 1. Since P,, — P uniformly for |¢| < T}, we have v, — v

(z € CY,

and w' P,v — w' Pv =w'v = 1 uniformly; in particular, w' P,v # 0 for n large, and moreover
T
w' Py
’(/}nJrl(Un) — wlv =1

uniformly for |¢| < T7.
After possibly increasing n;, we may therefore renormalize the pairs (v, ¥,) (for n = n1) by
scalar factors so as to enforce the intertwining normalization

(F.5) Goa(vn) = 1 (n>m).

Indeed, multiplying v, by 6,, # 0 and ¢, by 6, leaves P,, unchanged; choosing 6,, 11 := 0y, ¥y, 41 (vs)
enforces (F.5).

Set F, := ker(¢,), so that C? = Cv,, @ F,, and R, is the projection onto F,. For x, := H,,(t)
write

Tp = UpUp + Sn, Up = Yp(xy) €C, s, := Rpx, € F,.

Since v, — v # 0 and 1, — w ' uniformly for |¢| < T}, the coordinate maps (u, s) — uv, + s and
their inverses have operator norms bounded uniformly for n > n;. In particular,

(F.6) [enll = Junl + llsnlle (0 =m),

with implicit constants independent of n and t.

Using x,,41 = Az, and Apv, = Ay, and applying ¥,41, we get

Un+1 = wn—i-l(An(unvn + Sn)) - Anun ’¢n+1 (Un) + wn-‘rl(Ansn) - Anun + wn—&-l(Ansn);
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where we used (F.5) in the last step. Since P,A,s, = A,P,s, = 0, we have P,11A,s, =
(Priy1 — Pn)Ansy, hence by (F.3) and the uniform boundedness of || 4,||« for n = nq,
||Pn+1An3n||* < ||Pn+1 - Pn”* ||AnH* ||3n||* e HSnH*

As Poi1Ansny = Yni1(Ansn) vna1 and ||vpi1]|x < 1 uniformly, we deduce |t 11(Ansn)| < € ||Sn||x-
Therefore, for some Cy > 1,

(F.7) [unt1| < |)‘n|(‘un‘ + C’15||5n||*) (n = nq).
Similarly,
Sn+1 = Rn+1xn+1 == Rn+1An(unvn + Sn) = Anun Rn—i—lvn + Rn+1An5n-

Since Ry11v, = (I — Pyy1)vy = —(Pay1 — Pn)vn, we have ||Ry110, |« < €||vn]l« < €. Moreover,
writing R, 4148, = (Rp+1 — Rn)Ans, + Ry Ans, and using R, A, s, = ApRus, = Apsy, we
obtain

[Bns1Ansnlls < [1Bnta = Balls [[Anllx [[snlls + [[AnBnlls lsnlle < ellsalls + (a = 201)[lsnlls,

where we used (F.4) and the fact that ||R,+1 — Ru||x = [|[Pae1 — Pullx. Choosing ¢ > 0 sufficiently
small (depending only on the digit system and on ), we may assume that the right-hand side is
bounded by (o — 1)]|sn||«. Thus there exists C2 > 1 such that

(F.8) [sntalls < (@ =d1)llsullx + Coelun|  (n=mn1).

Set
Ai = inf A,

nzny, [t|<Ty
By (F.2) we have A\, > o — /2. Define
o 5 m—1
P— — 1 Pp—
re= Omn = kli[ [Ae]  (m = n),

with the convention ©,,, := 1. Note that 0 < r < 1, since

a—(51

< ——— < 1.
01—51/2

r

From (F.8) we get, by a standard induction (repeated substitution of the recurrence), that for
every n 2= ni,

n—1
(F.9) Isnlle < (@ = 80)" ™ syl +Cae Y (a—8)" " uml.
m=ni
Set 0]
Un
= —— P = :
Un @n,nl (n n1)7 QTL nlngl;anxgn Um

Dividing (F.7) by Ont1,n, = Onon, |An| gives, for n > nq,

(F.10) Uni1 < Up+ Cie g‘”ﬂ.
n,ni

We now estimate ||sy,||«/On,n, using (F.9). First,

(Oé — 51)n—n1 < (a — 51)n—n1

— TTL—?’Ll
On.n, S
Next, for m < n — 1 we factor O, ,, = Oy, 1O n,, hence
|tm| |tm| 1 1 —(n—m)
= . =Up - —— < Up A
®n,n1 @m,nl C_')n,m " en,m = "o ’

because O,, ,, = Z;}n [Ak| = A~ Therefore, dividing (F.9) by ©,, ,, yields
n—1

S
|| nH* < rnfnlnsnl”* + CQE Z T,nflfm Um

X
671,77,1

(F.11)

m=ni
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Plugging (F.11) into (F.10) gives, for n > ny,

n—1
Upt1 < Un—I—C'lsrn_m”snl”*—1—010252 Z UL

m=ni

Since U,, < Q, for n; < m < n, we have
n

—

Q,
1—7

rlmmy,, < QHZN =

m=ni j=0

Hence, for all n > nq,

Q,
(F.12) Uns1 < Up +Crer™ ™ sy, ||« + C1Cae? Tt
—r
Taking the maximum of (F.12) over n1 <n < N —1 and using again ) - rJ =1/(1—r) yields,
for every N > nyq,

Cie On
QN g Un1 + ﬁ ||5n1||* + 010262 1_ ’I“'
Choose ¢ > 0 so small that C1C2e%/(1 —r) < 3. Then Qn < Uy, + ||Sn, ||+ uniformly in N, hence
for all n > nq,

(F.13) |un| = O Un < Opp 2y < @n,n1(|un1‘+”5n1”*)~

Insert (F.13) into (F.9). Using O, », < @”,nl)\;(nfm) (since Oy = A~™) and summing the
resulting geometric series, we obtain

Isnlls < (a=81)" " [lsn,lle + €O, ([timy| + lIsmalls) (> m1).
Together with (F.13) and (F.6), and with ||z, ||« =< |tn, | + ||Sn, ||«, this gives for all N > nq,

lonlle < ol (On + (@ = a)¥ ™),

which is exactly the claimed estimate.
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