DETERMINISTIC WALKS IN RANDOM ENVIRONMENT

ROMAIN AIMINO AND CARLANGELO LIVERANI

ABSTRACT. Motivated by the random Lorentz gas, we study deterministic
walks in random environment and show that (in simple, yet relevant, cases)
they can be reduced to a class of random walks in random environment where
the jump probability depends (weakly) on the past. In addition, we prove few
basic results (hopefully the germ of a general theory) on the latter, purely
probabilistic, model.

1. INTRODUCTION

The motion of a point particle among periodically distributed elastically reflect-
ing convex bodies has been intensively studied for many years, both in the case of
diluted obstacles and in the opposite case of high density. Diluted obstacles (the
Boltzmann-Grad limit) can be treated by kinetic theory and lattice dynamics ideas
(see [20] and related work). The high density case has required more specific dynam-
ical systems tools, starting with the seminal work of Bunimovich, Sinai, Chernov
[2] until the recent and much more precise results obtained in [7]. In particular,
the latter result uses the new standard pairs and martingale problem techniques
introduced in the field by Dolgopyat (see [6] for an elementary introduction to such
ideas and references to the original works).

All the above deal with the periodic case, yet any material is expected to have de-
fects. Hence, the study of obstacles distributed according to a random, translation
invariant process is of paramount importance.

Unfortunately very few results are available in the non periodic case with the
notable exception of the low density regime (Boltzmann-Grad limit), see [19]. For
high obstacle density the only results are [10, 11], where recurrence is proven for
special examples, and [8], where the Central Limit Theorem is proven when the
periodicity is broken only in a finite region (hence translation invariance is violated).
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However some basic results hold in full generality: [3, 23] establish a criteria for
recurrence and [10] shows that recurrent systems are ergodic. For example, by the
criteria in [3, 23], the problems of recurrence and ergodicity are reduced, in the
two dimensional case, to establishing a CLT, see [11] for details. Also, establishing
recurrence in the case of a one dimensional array of obstacles (tubes) is substantially
simpler and has been obtained in [5, 4, 25, 13]. Nevertheless, even in the simpler
one dimensional situation, the study of rate of mixing and CLT is wide open.

Part of the difficulty in studying the above problems stems from the fact that,
on the one hand, one needs non trivial results for the dynamical system and, on
the other hand, one has to overcome the same obstacles that exist in analysing
the problems of random walks in random environment (see [27] for a review on the
subject). In particular, on the dynamical system side it seems necessary to establish
some type of memory loss. In other words, one must show that the deterministic
dynamics is akin to a random process.

In this article we aim at separating the above two difficulties, so that they can be
(hopefully) solved independently. To this end we investigate more general models:
a) deterministic random walks in random environment (see section 3); b) random
walks (with memory) in random environment (see section 4). The former include
the random Lorentz gases; the latter include persistent random walks but allows for
infinite memory.

These two classes of models are connected by the following conjecture: relevant
classes of deterministic walks in random environment are equivalent to the above
purely probabilistic models. Hence, e.g., establishing the CLT for the probabilistic
model implies the CLT for the deterministic walk.

1.1. Results and structure of the paper. The paper is organised as follows: in
the next section we discuss briefly the Lorentz gases establishing, in the process,
several notations needed in the following. In Section 3 we describe a general class
of deterministic walks in random environment which encompass both the Lorentz
gas and the example with a simpler dynamics that we will consider later.

In Section 4 we describe the class of random systems. We establish properties
under which one can prove the ergodicity of the random process as seen from the
particle. In particular, if one would succeed in reducing the Lorentz gas to such
probabilistic model, then one would automatically recover all the known results.
Of course, we believe that much more would follow form such a reduction. As a
first step, in Section 5, we prove the reversibility of the associated probabilistic
model. In the same section we show that if one restricts the dynamics to a Markov
one dimensional expanding map, then the dynamical part of the problem can be
completely obliterated and one is lead to known purely probabilistic models.

Next, in Section 6, we explore more realistic (but still one dimensional) models.
We explain under which conditions the deterministic dynamics can be obliterated
yielding a probabilistic model as in Section 4. In Section 7 we verify such conditions
for a class of one dimensional non-Markov expanding maps. In the following sections
we prove the statements of Section 6.

Notation. In the following we will use Cy to designate a generic constant that
depends only on the parameters or the assumptions of the considered model. The
actual value of Cy is immaterial. In particular, the value of Cy can change from
one occurrence to the next.
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2. THE RANDOM LORENTZ GAS

The random Lorentz gas consists of a distribution of convex, non overlapping,
obstacles in R?, d > 2 and independent point particles that move of free motion
and collides elastically with the obstacles. If one describes the particle density by a
distribution, then the problem is reduced to studying the motion of one particle with
an initial distribution given by a measure. If the obstacle distribution is described
by some probability measure, then the goal is to study the dynamics of the particle
for almost all obstacle distributions.

Of course, the problem depends heavily on the obstacle distribution. Two rea-
sonable assumptions are that the distribution enjoys some type of stationarity and
ergodicity with respect to some subgroup of the space translations. Also a key is-
sue is the existence or not of trajectories that can spend an unboundedly long time
without experiencing any collision. Given the many possibilities, let us restrict to
small perturbations of a periodic array of discs on Z2. Note however that similar
examples can be considered for d = 1 (Lorentz tubes [5, 4, 25]) and d > 2 .

Following [11] we start with an exactly periodic distribution of discs of radius
R centred on the square lattice R?/Z2, such a periodic array divides naturally R?
in cells. In each cell we assume that there is another disc of radius r with center
in a d-neighborhood of the center of the cell. We assume that 0 < R < 1/2 and
2/\/§ —R—0>r >1—2R+ 6 which insures that the obstacles do not overlap and
that the trajectories cannot enter and leave a cell without experiencing a collision.
The locations of the central obstacle in different cells is an i.i.d. random variable.
See Figure 1.a for an illustration.

QL0
QQQ
JOO

Fig 1.a Random obstacle configuration Fig 1.b Poincaré section (in bold)

The above is a reasonable model for a material with a periodic structure and
random impurities. Let |jw.|| < d be the displacement of the center obstacle from
the center of the cell z € Z2. The obstacles are distributed according to a product
measure P on Q = {w € R? : |ju| < 5}22. On ) are defined the translations
7.:Q = Qby z€Z?% for all © € Q and w € Z?

T2(@)w = (@)wt2-

Next, consider a particle with position ¢ € R? and velocity p, ||p|| = 1, moving
among the obstacles with elastic collisions.

The dynamics is deterministic but we consider stochastic initial conditions: As-
sume w.l.o.g. that the particle starts from the zero cell with positions and velocity
described by a smooth distribution hg.
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Let (g(t),p(t)) be the position and velocity at time t. Natural questions are:
does it exists an asymptotic velocity (Law of large numbers)

(2.1) v = lim ¢~ [g(t) — (0)]

If so, does the Central Limit Theorem holds? That is, does
1

(2.2) —=la(t) — q(0) = V1]

Vit

converges in law to a Gaussian Random Variable P a.s. (quenched CLT).

2.1. Poincaré section. Consider a single cell (see Figure 1.b) and let C' = U}_, C;.
C; being one of the bold arcs centered at the corners of the box, and let G o) =
C x[—7/2,7/2]; [-m/2,7/2] being the angle that the post-collisional velocity forms
with the external normal. Next, let {B;}}_; be the segments constituting the
boundary of the box not contained in the obstacles (see Figure 1.b) and set G(1 9y =
By x [-7/2,7/2], G(_10) = B2 x [-7/2,7/2], G,y = Bz x [-7/2,7/2] and
G(o,—1) = By x [=7/2,7/2]. Next, let W = {(0,0), (£1,0),(0,£1)}, B = UpewGuw
and consider the phase space B = B x Z?2. This is a Poincaré section.

For each @, given a particle at (z,z) € B follow its motion till it hits B again,
this defines a map f5_(x). The Poincaré map F; : B — B associated to the billiard
flows is then defined by

]F‘D (1.7 Z) = (fa"z+e.(@z,m) (x)7 Z + e(w'z’ 'CL.))
(2.3) e(w,,x) = Z 1g, (2)w,
wew
where 1 5 is the characteristic function of the set B.

2.2. The random process. For each initial density hy and @ € 2 we have thus
defined the random variables'

(x(0,n), z(w,n)) = F5(x, 2).

Let M = {(2(n)) € (Z*)Y : 2(0) =0, z(n+ 1) — 2(n) € W} be the path space
and consider the random process on 2, = Q x M defined as follows. For each w € Q2
define the conditional probability

(2.4) P,({z(1),...,2(n)} | @) = g 1:[ ]le(k)(x(cD,k‘))ho(w)dx,
k=0

where w(k) = z(k+ 1) — z(k). While @ is distributed according to P.
Next, we introduce the transfer operators”

Lo,z wp(T) = > | det 3y fo,., (W)™ e, (y)(y)-
{y: fo, ., (W)=}
Changing variable repeatedly, yields

25)  Pu({z(1),...,2(n)} | @) = /B Loty oty -~ Lorn(@) o)

1Using the probabilistic usage we will often suppress the @ dependency, when this does not
create confusion.

2In the present case the set on which we take the sum consists of only one element and the
determinant of the Jacobian of the f,, is always one.
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Thus the measure P, is expressed as products of transfer operators. The process
P, is, in general, not Markov, however we conjecture:

Conjecture. Under some appropriate technical conditions on P and hy, there exist
v €(0,1) and Cx > 0 such that for all @ € Q

[P (2(0) | 27,@) = Pu(Z(n —m) | 2™, y@)| < Cpm ™,

where 28 = 2(1),...,2(k—1), 2 = 2,,(1),..., Zm(k — 1) with Z,,(k) = z(m + k) —
z(m).

If the above were true, then one could reduce the study of the dynamical system
to a purely probabilistic problem, albeit non an easy one. See however Section 4
for a beginning of a theory in some related cases.

Next, we introduce a large class of dynamical systems, generalising the Lorentz
models. Then, we will prove the above conjecture for simple, and not so simple,
dynamical systems, giving an idea of what some appropriate technical conditions
might mean (see Theorem 6.1).

3. DETERMINISTIC WALKS IN RANDOM ENVIRONMENT

As already mentioned there is an extreme scarcity of results pertaining the high
density random Lorentz Gas. It is then sensible to consider simpler models in
which one can start to solve some of the outstanding difficulties. To this end,
following Lenci [11], it is convenient to see the Lorentz gas as a special case of a
more general class of models: deterministic walks in random environment. Even for
such models very few results exist. Exceptions are [14] in which a zero-one law for
systems with local dynamics which are markovian, but deterministic, is established
and [26] which considers statistical properties for a related (simplified) model with
local dynamics consisting of expanding linear maps of the circle or hyperbolic toral
automorphisms.

The model can be stated in rather general terms, for simplicity let us restrict
to the case of the Z¢ lattice with bounded jumps W C Z¢, #W < oco0,® and local
dynamics which live all on the same phase space M.

Consider the set A = {(fo, M,Ga)} aca, where (A,S) is a measurable space®,
fo : M — M are maps such that (a,z) € A x M — f,(x) € M is measurable,
and G, = {Ga w}wew are partitions of M such that, for each w € W, the map
(a,x) = 1g, , (x) is measurable. The environment is described by the probability

space ) = Az equipped with a translation invariant probability P. Also we assume
that all the maps f, : M — M are nonsingular with respect to some reference
measure m on M. Then, for each realisation @ € Q we can define the dynamics
Fo(,): M x Z4 — M x Z%:
F@(Iv Z) = (f®z+e(5)z,$) (I)v z+ 6((:)27 I))
e(a,z) = Z 1q, , (z)w,
weWw

and (x(n), z(n)) = F2(xz(0), 2(0)). The randomness at fixed environment rests in the
initial condition: z(0) = zo while z(0) is distributed according to some probability

3 That is only jumps w € W are allowed.
4For most of our concrete applications, (A4,S) will simply be a finite set with the discrete
o-algebra.
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measure y absolutely continuous with respect to m. We will assume, w.l.0.g., zg = 0.
Then the path (z(n))nen belongs to M = {(z,,) € (ZY)N : 20 =0, 2,41 — 2, € W},
which we call the space of admissible paths, and P, is the law of the resulting process
on 2, = Q x M.

Each f, admits a transfer operator L, : L'(m) — L'(m) defined by

(3.1) /M(ﬁfa¢)¢dm = /M ¢-Yo fadm

for all ¢ € L*(m) and ¢ € L>(m).
Let ho be the density of the initial condition (du = hodm). Then, setting
w(n) = z(n + 1) — z(n), a repeated use of (3.1) in (2.4) yields

(32) P*(Z(1)7 ceey Z(TL) | (:)) = / E@,z(n—l),w(n—l) t Lw,z(O),w(O)hOdm
M

for each @ € Q and each admissible path (z(n)) € M, and with

(3.3) Lomal®) = Ly, (Lau_,0).

3.1. The point of view of the particle. An important process associated to our
deterministic walk is the process of the environment as seen from the particle. This
is the dynamical system defined on Q x M by

./—"((Z), I) = (Te(&z07w)@a f@e(g,o,w) ('T))
This is known to be a fruitful point of view, in particular if one knows the invariant

measure. As noted by Lenci [10, 11], in an important subclass of deterministic
random walks the invariant measure can be trivially computed.

Lemma 3.1. If all the maps f, have the same invariant measure A and the set
Go is deterministic (i.e., it does not depend on «), then the probability measure
Py =P x X is invariant for the map F.

Proof. Let Eg be the expectation with respect to Py. Since the set G, is determin-
istic, we can write e(a,x) = e(z) for all @ € A and z € M. For each bounded
measurable function ¢ we have

Bol 0 F) = [ 9(ru(a)@, fon (@) B (o)
— [ Pl .y ) P2\ )
— [ o(@ fan @) Plde)Nda)
— [ o(@,0)P(a)\(dz) = Eols),

where we have used first the invariance of P with respect to the translations and
then the invariance of A with respect to the maps f,. [l

Hence now we have a dynamical system with a finite measure.

Lemma 3.2. In the hypotheses of Lemma 5.1 the limit

V = lim lZ(n)

n—oo M

exists Py a.s.. Moreover, if (2 x M, F,Py) is ergodic, then V = \(e).
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Proof. Setting (@(n),z(n)) = F*(@,) yields *z(n) = %ZZ;& e(z(k)). Hence
the existence of the limit follows from Birkhoff ergodic theorem for the dynamical
system (Qx M, F,Py) applied to p(@, z) = e(wg, x) = e(x). By ergodicity, the limit
equals the average of ¢ with respected to Py which is equal to Eo(p) = A(e). O

As an application we have the following Lemma (which is implicit in [5]).
Lemma 3.3. For the Lorentz gas described in section 2 we have V = 0.

Proof. In [11, Theorem 5.4] is proven that (2 x M, F,Py) is ergodic. Then Lemma
3.2 implies that V = > )y, wA(Gy,) which average is zero due to the fact that A
is invariant for the change p — —p. ([l

4. GIBBS RANDOM WALKS IN RANDOM ENVIRONMENT

We do not expect the process described by P, to be Markov, yet we expect that
the jump rates have a weak dependence of the past, provided the maps are strongly
chaotic. To be more precise, we conjecture that the process is a random walk in
random environment with weak memory. In the probabilistic literature random
walks with a finite memory are called persistent, here we expect the memory to
be infinite although depending weakly on the far past, like a potential of a Gibbs
measure. Let us specify exactly what we mean by this.

Let (A, S) be a measurable space and W C Z¢, 2 < W < oco. Consider the mea-
surable space () = A" and a translation invariant, ergodic, probability distribution
P that describes the distribution of the environments @ € Q. For each n € N and
(wg, ..., wp—1) € W™, assume that are given compatible probabilities p(w,n,-) on
Wr, ie.

Z p(@,n,wp ... Wp—1) =1,

(wo ...y Wn—1)EW™

and
p(@,n,wp ... Wp—1) = Z p(@,n+ 1wy ... wp_1w)
weW
for all € @, n > 0 and (wo,...,ws—1) € W". Assume also that all the maps

@ p(@,n,wp . .. wy_1) are measurable. We have then for each @ € Q a probability
measure P on the space WY by Kolmogorov extension theorem. By the monotone
class theorem, the map G — P*(G) is measurable for any measurable set G C WY,
and we can thus define a probability measure P, on Q x WY by

P, (dw, dw) = P(dw)P* (dw).
Remark 4.1. The measure P, can be naturally identified with a measure on the
space 0y, = Q0 x M, where M = {(z,) € (ZY)N : 29 =0, 241 — 2, € W, ¥n} is the
space of admissible paths starting at 0, since there is a 1-to-1 correspondence between

elements of W™ and admissible paths of length n, via the relations wi = 241 — 2k.

4.1. The weak memory requirement. We find convenient, although not strictly
necessary, to require the following assumption that ensures that all admissible paths
have positive probability:

(Pos): for P-a.e. @ € Q, for all n > 0 and all w € WV,

p(@,n, wg . . .117)“,1) > 0.
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p(©0,n+1,%W0... Wn—1Wn)
p(w,n,wo...wn—1)
The weak memory requirement is made precise by the following:

(Exp): there exist C, > 0 and v € (0,1) such that for P-a.e. @ € Q, all
n>m >0 and all w € WN

(4.1) Py (W | @o ... Wp—1) — Pr, o(Wn | @ ... Wyo1)| < Cot™™™,

Let Py (w,, | wg ... w,—1) be the conditional probability

-1 _
where zp, = > Wk

Remark 4.2. This is the property we have conjectured to be true for the random
Lorentz gas at the end of Section 2.

Note that the above condition implies loss of memory:

Lemma 4.3. If P, satisfies (4.1), then (using the notation of Remark 4.1),

|P*(2n+1 | Bn—m4ly-- s Znya)) - P*(ZnJrl l Blyeeey zn;@)| < C#Vm-
Proof. Let P(zp—m+1) be the set of admissible paths (wo, . .., wy,—_y,) that arrive in
. n—m .
Zp—ml, 1€ Y i g Wi = Zn—m+1, and set w; = 241 — 2 fori=n—m+1,...,n.
Then we have, using (Exp):

p(@,n+ 1w ... wy,)

P*<Zn7m+17 <oy %n ‘ (I})

P*(Zn—i-l ‘ Zn—mA4ls .-y Zn7w> = Z

WEP (Zn—m+41)

p W, N, Wq ... WnH_1
- Z Py (wy | wo...wn_l)IED ((z T ;L |L)
WEP (2n—m+1) *\Zn—m+1y-:+3%n

= ]PTzn—mHLD(wn | Wp—mt1 - wn—1) + O™),

and
Py(znt1 | 215y 20, @) = Pg(wp | wo - .. wp—1)
= ]P)Tzn—mﬂii(wn | Wn—m+1 .- wn—1) + O@W™).

O

4.2. The point of view of the particle and three further assumptions. One
can define the process of the environment as seen from the particle. It is given by
the dynamical system on the space €, = Q x WY defined by

Fi(@, @) = (1,0, T0),

where 7, : WN — W~ is the unilateral shift. Note that, in general, P, is not
invariant for F,. Next, let us show that some easy properties of the Markov case
persist in the present context, under reasonable extra conditions.

Remark 4.4. Note that in the probabilistic literature, see for instance [27], it is
more usual to consider the random process W(n) = T )@ on Q =0V and its law
P when @(0) is distributed according to P (as we did in Section 3.1). When the set
of periodic environments has probability 0, these two points of view are equivalent,
since the map which associates to each (0,w) € Q, the corresponding sequence

(@(n)) € € is invertible almost everywhere and realizes a conjugacy between the
two dynamical systems (Qy, Fy,Py) and (2, 7,P), where T is the shift on Q. The
same comments hold also for the definition given in Section 3.1. See also Remark

4.2/ for further comments.
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We are interested in the asymptotic properties for z,. Note that if we define
¢(@, @) = g, then we have z, = "7 —; ¢ o FF.
The next assumption will imply the existence of a F,-invariant measure:
(Abs): There exists Cy > 0 such that for P-a.e. @ € Q, alln >0, all k > 1
and all w € WN,

o1 < Z P(T—(wy 4o dw)@> M+ kW WDy - Wy 1)

[ - — —
(o EWE p(&,n, @Wo ... Wp—1)

< Cy.

To legitimate this assumption, we prove two relevant facts.

Lemma 4.5. If there exists a probability measure Q, equivalent to Py, invariant
for F, and such that ¢~ < % < ¢ for some ¢ > 0, then (Abs) holds with Cy = c2.
In particular, (Abs) holds if P, is F-invariant.

Proof. For all measurable set B C Q and all cylinder [wy...w,—1] C WY, the
preimage F; *(B x [wy, ...,w,_1]) is equal to the disjoint union

U Tt 4wk (B) X [wh . w0, 1],
(wl,...,wk)eWk

Let B' = B X [wg . .. W,—1]. By definition of P,, we have
P.(B") = / p(@,n, Wy . . . Wy _1)P(dw)
B
and

P,(F *B') = Z / p@,n+ kyw' ... whidy . .. By )P(dD)

k) EWE YTl i) B

/ Z P(Twi g k@, 1wt . wPg . . D,y )P(dD)

Lwk)ewk

thanks to the translation invariance of P.
Since P, (B’) < cQ,(B’) = cQ.(F;*B’) < *P,(F;*¥B’'), we have

< / Z P(Twr 4. r@,n + kyw' . Wy . . . W1 )P(d@),
B .
and similarly,

/ Z DTty pwe@,n+k ' wFwg .. @, )P(dR)
B (wl,...,wk)eWk

< 02/ p(@,n, W . . . Wy, 1) P(d).
B
Since the set of cylinders is countable, this proves the lemma. ([l

We say that the process is reversible if W is symmetric (i.e. —w € W for all
w € W) and, for P-a.e. @ € Q, all n > 0 and all w € W":

p(@a n,wp... wn—l) = p(T(wU—i-m—i-wn,l)(Da n,—Wp—-1,..-, 711)0).
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Note that this definition of reversibility is more akin to the one used in Dynam-
ical Systems than the one used in Markov processes (the self-adjointness of the
generator). However it does have relevant implications.

Lemma 4.6. If the process is reversible, then P, is Fi-invariant. In particular,
(Abs) is verified, by Lemma /.5.

Proof. Tt suffices to consider a measurable set B’ of the form B’ = Bx [y, . .., Wp_1]-
We have:

IP*(J::IB,) =P, ( U wa(B) X [U/,U_)Q,. .. ,mn1]>

weW

= Z/ p(@,n + 1,w, W, ..., 0,_1)P(dw)
T—w(B)

wew
- Z /p(T_wa;,nJr1,w,w0,...,wn_1)P(d@)
weW B
= Z / p(T(w0+.‘_+w7171)w7 mn + 1, 71I}n_1, ey 7’@0, 7w)P(d(D)
weW B
= / p(T(w0+-<-+U7n—1)@’ n, 7’Lf}n_1, ey 7@0)}?(6&:})
B

= / p(@,n, Wy . .. W,_1)P(dw) = P (B).
B
(I

Remark 4.7. Lemma /.5 suggests that (Abs) may be too strong. Yet, there are
simple models (e.g. Sinai walk, see Example 1 in Section 5.2) for which there does
not exist an invariant probability measure absolutely continuous with respect to P,.
Hence some condition is necessary.

As common for random walks, we require an ellipticity assumption:

(ELl): There exist 9 > 0 and n, > 0 such that for Py-a.e. & € Q, all n > n,
and all w € WN,

P@('(I)n | ’(I)O .. .’Lf)n_l) Z ’)/0.

We finally formulate an assumption on the probability measure P:

(Pro): Let VW) ={2€2Z¢ : z=wy+ +w,_1,n € Nyw; € W}. We
assume that G = V(W) is an additive group and that P is ergodic with
respect to the action of G.

Remark 4.8. [t might not be necessary to assume that V(W) is a group, but we
will not pursue this direction, as the examples we have in mind satisfies the above
assumption: e.g., V(W) is an additive group whenever W is symmetric. We leave
to the interested reader possible weakening of property (Pro). We nevertheless
mention that a closer look at its proof reveals that Theorem 4.9 remains valid if P
is ergodic for each translation 7., z € Z%, z # 0 (for instance if P is mizing when
d=1, orif P is i.i.d. when d > 1), without any extra assumption on W.
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4.3. A few basic results.
The above assumptions are justified by the following Theorem. The rest of the
section is devoted to its proof.

Theorem 4.9. Suppose that the conditions (Pos), (Exp), (Abs), (El) and
(Pro) hold. Then there exists a unique Fy-invariant probability measure Q, equiv-
alent to P, and the dynamical system (Q, Fx,Qx) is ergodic. In particular, we
have

(4.2) lim — =V,
Pi-a.s., with V = [, ¢dQ, € R4.5
Remark 4.10. If P, is invariant, then

V:/Q*cdeE”*: > w-/ﬂp(w,l,w)]P’(dw).

weW
As a simple but important consequence, we deduce the recurrence in 1-d:

Corollary 4.11. Under the conditions of the above theorem, if d =1 and V = 0,
then the process (zp) is recurrent: z, = 0 infinitely often, Py-a.s..

Proof of Corollary 4.11. We refer to [24] for a nice survey on the recurrence of
cocycles. Since (£, Fy, Q,) is ergodic by Theorem 4.9 when d = 1, the walk is
recurrent if V' = 0, see [1] or [24, Theorem 3]. Note that this result for recurrence
of cocycles is stated for invertible dynamical systems, but it can be extended to
non-invertible systems using the natural extension, see for instance [12, Appendix
A2]. O

Remark 4.12. When d = 2 and V = 0, if (2,) satisfies an annealed central
limit theorem, i.e. if % converges in law to a Gaussian distribution under the

probability measure Q., then the process (z,) is recurrent by the results of Conze
[3] and Schmidt [23].

From now on and till the end of the section we will assume conditions (Pos),
(Exp), (Abs), (Ell) and (Pro) if not explicitly stated otherwise.

To prove Theorem 4.9, we will analyze the properties of the transfer operator £,
associated to F, with respect to P,. More precisely, we will show that the operator
L, enjoys some regularization properties on a space of Holder functions. We first
define the usual separation time on WY by

s(w,w") =inf{n >0 : w, # w0, },
and for 0 < v < 1, the metric d, (0, @) = v*(@®) on WN,

For a measurable function f: Q x WY — C, we set:

[flloc = esssup sup |f(w,w)],
weR wewN

], = esssup sup L& ®) = (@D
Y ©€Q  wtw! dy (0, w’) ’

and define
Hoo ={f: AxWN 5 C ¢ ||flloe < 00},

5 Recall that ¢(@, ) = @o.
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Hy = {f: Qx W = C ¢ ||flly = [ flloc + [ fls < o0}

The space H, is a Banach algebra. The following result about density of H, is
based on very classical ideas, but we include it here for completeness:

Lemma 4.13. For any function ¢ € L'(P,), there exists (p.). C H, such that
ve — @ in LY(P,). Moreover, if ¢ is bounded, (pc). can be chosen such that

Sup, [|@elloo < 00.

Proof. We first consider the case where ¢ = 1p is the indicator function of a
measurable set B C Q,. We endow 2, with the metric d,((0,w), (&', @) =
do(w0,&") + dy, (w, "), where dg is any metric defining the product topology on €.
The metric d, defines the product topology on .. For any open set O C €, we
define

k,0(w,w) = min{k d, (@, w), L \ O), 1}.

We clearly have 0 < ¢i.0 < gr+1,0 < 1o < 1, and limy, vy 0(@, w) = 1o (@, w) for
all (@, w) € Q. The function ¢y o is clearly lipschitzian with respect to the metric
d,, which also implies that ¢ o € H,. Since P, is a probability measure on the
compact metric space €, it is outer regular, see [22, Theorem 2.17]: for any Borel
set B C ), and any € > 0, there exists an open set O, C €, such that B C O, and
P,(O¢ \ B) < e. By the dominated convergence theorem

lim / |80k,OF - ]].O‘ dP* =0.
k—o0 Q. i i

We choose k. > 0 such that fQ* lok.0. — Lo, | dPx < € and set ¢, = @i, 0.. By the
above arguments, we have . € H,, ||¢c]loo < 1, and

loe = 1pllzie,) < llwe — Lo, lli@,) + Pu(Oc \ B) < 2,

which proves the convergence in L(P,). Next, assume ¢ € L. Without loss of
generality we can assume ¢ > 0 and ||¢llcc = 2. Let By = {£€ € Q. : (&) > 1}
and
k—1
Bp=0€€Q, : o) =27 +) 1527

Jj=0

By construction |j¢ — Z?;& 15,2770 < 27, hence we can use the above approx-
imations of the characteristic functions to approximate ¢ in L! with a sequence
with norm bounded by 2. The case ¢ € L' can be obtained by approximation by
bounded functions. O

Next, we state a useful technical lemma.

Lemma 4.14. Under assumptions (Pos), (Exp) and (Ell) there exists v, €
L>®(,P), v, > 0 such that, for all n > n, and w € W~, we have

p((:), n, wg ... lf)n_l)

< w -1
P(Tge,m — 1,0y ... Wp—1) — 7 (w)

’y*(w) <
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Proof. For all n > n,, we have

p(,n, W ... Wp—1) _ pl@,n,wg ... Wy—1) p(@,n — 1,1 ... Wy—_2)

p(TEOCD,Tl — 1,1I)1 .. .’LZ)n_l) p((:], n — 1,’@0 e "lf/n_g) p(TmO(D,n — 177I/1 e ’Lz)n_l)

p((:), n — 1, ’LZ)O RPN an_Q)

=P (Wp_1 | Wy ... WH_2 — = —
o (W | " )p(Tu—jOw,n—Lwl...wn,l)

p(o?;,n — 17@0 N 'U_}n,Q)

P, o(w Wy ... Wn—3) — Cyu”
[ n—1 | W1 . n—2) # ]p(Twow,n_lawl"'w"_l)

] p(w,n— 1, ... W,_2)
3

— — — Cypr" — — -
P(T@e@sm — 2,1 ... Wp—2) P(Tgow,n — 1,01 ... Wp_1)
P(Toow,m — 2,W1 ... Wp—2

1—

[p TweW,n — 1,071 ... Wp_1)

} p(w,n — 1,0q ... W0p_2)
P(Tgew,m — 1,01 ... Wp—1) | P(Tgo@, 1 — 2,01 ... Wnp—_2)

p(fD,n — ].,TI)O e wn_g)

>(1-C
( #10" )p(mow n—2,11 ... 0, 2)
- p(@,n, + 1,00 ... Wn,)
> 1-C 24
j:ln_lﬂ( #’Yo ) p(TwoW7 Ny, W1 - . - Wy, )

where we have used (Exp) at the third line and (E1l) at the last line. The lower
bound follows then by (Pos), provided that Cyvyy lyns < 1, which we can always

ensure by eventually redefining n,. The upper bound can be established similarly.®
O

Remark 4.15. Note that a slight strengthening of (Pos) would imply that v, can
be chosen to be constant.” Then Lemma 4.1/ would imply: for each k € N, there
exists Cj, > 0 such that for P-a.e. @ € Q, alln >0 and all w € WY,

< Ck.

071 < Z p(T*(w1+~-»+wk)w7n+k/’7w1--.wkﬂ}o...uf)nfl)

k — — —
()W p(@,m,Wo ... Wp—1)

Hence the all point of (Abs) rests in the uniformity with respect to k.
We now define what will turn out to be the potential associated to Ly:

Lemma 4.16. There exists a measurable function J : Q x WN — R* such that for
alln>0

(4.3) esssup sup p(f:u, 7, Wo . = wn_})
wEQ weWwN p(TwoWa n—1,w;... wnfl)

— J((D, ’LI)) < C#Vn.

Moreover, J belongs to H, and J(w,w) > 0 for P-a.e @ € Q and all w € WN.

6 Note however that (Ell) is not needed to prove the upper bound.
7 That is, one could ask, for all n > ny, inf,eq p(@,n,@Wo . .. Wn_1) > 0, which holds in all the
example we have in mind.
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Proof. Let p, (0, w) = p(@,n, B Dn—1) 5- Using (Exp), we have

P(Twg@,n—1,01...Wn 1

p((:), n,wg . .. ’lf}nfl)
D(Tiwe®, Ny W1 - . . Wy,

|pn ((Da U_}) - anrl(w’ u_))| =

D(Tge®, Ny W1 . . . Wy, p(w,n+ 1, ...w,)

p(Tﬁ,O(IJ,Tlfl,lI)l...’J)n_l) p(@,’n,wo...’lﬂn_l)

_ p((:),n,ﬁ}() - Wp— 1 ‘]P)
p(Twoa’, n, wl wn

T W wn | wy . wnfl) - P@(wn | wy . . ~wn71)}

o D(@,n, g ... Wp—1)
D(Tgw, N, Wy - .. Wy,)

< Cyv

From (Abs), substituting 75,0 to @, we have
(4.4) p(@,n, g ... Wn—1) < Cup(T,@,n —1,W1 ... 0p_1),
from which it follows, using (EL), for all n > n,,

p(@,n, Wo ... Wp—1) P(Tge,m — 1,01 ... Wp—1)

P(Twe@, M, W1 - . . Wy) < Cy P(T@e@, M, W - . . Wy) = 0#7071
We thus get for all n > n,
[Pn41(@0, @) — pp (@, w)] < Cyr™,
and so for any m > 0,
m—1
(4.5) [Pr-tm (@, @) = po(@,@)| < Cy Y V" < Oy
k=0

It follows that (p,(@,w)), is a Cauchy sequence for P-a.e. @ € Q and all w € WV,
and has thus a limit J(@,w). Taking the limit m — oo in (4.5), we obtain (4.3)
for all n > n,. From (4.4), it follows that ||J||s < 0o, which also allows to deduce
(4.3) for all n > 0. The fact that |J|, < oo is a direct consequence of (4.3).

The positivity of J follows then by Lemma 4.14. O

Accordingly, log J is Holder with respect to the usual metric on the shift. Hence
it can be seen as a potential of a Gibbs measure. Of course, such a Gibbs mea-
sure is random, depending on w, and non translation invariant, but it is a natural
generalisation of the usual random walk in random environment situation in which
one has a random Markov chain on WY,

The transfer operator £, has the following expression:

Lemma 4.17. For any f € L'(P,), we have

(4.6) Ly f(@,w) Z J(T— @, W) f (T— @, WD).
wew
Proof. We have to prove that, for all f € L!(P,) and g € L>=(P,),
(4.7) fooF.dp.= [ L.fgar.
Q.

Qe
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where L, f is given by (4.6). We first assume that both f and g are bounded, and
depend only on (@, Wy, ..., wi—_1) for some k > 1. For any n > k, we have

/ fgo]:*dP*Z/ f(@,@o,. .., 05-1) g(Tw,@, W1, ..., W) P (dw)P(dw)
Q

_/ Z p(@,n+1,@o ... 0y) f(@, @0, - - - W—1)g(Tipg@, W1, - - - , g )P(d@D)

— Z / P(T_@o@,n + 1,0 . .. W) f(T_ w0, @, Wo, - - -, W—1)g(@, W1, . . ., Wx)P(d)

W0 ..., Wn EW

/Q <Z P(T—ww,n+ 1, wig . .. Wy 1)f(7ww,w,wo,...)> g(@, )P, (dw, dw),

S p(w,n,Wo . .. Wy 1)

where we have used the translation invariance of P at the third line. Taking the
limit as n — oo and using Lemma 4.16, we obtain (4.7). The result for general f
and g is obtained by approximation. O

Define for each k£ > 1,

k—1

o P . p(w,m,wWo ... Wp—1)
J (o, w) = J(F(@w,w)) = lim — — — .
k( ) E) (7l ) 100 P(Twg+.. iy @y T — Ky W . . Wp—1)

It is immediate to verify that, for any f € LY(P,),

f(,w) Z T (T k@, WD) f(7_ k@, whD)
wkewk
where, for w¥ = (wg, ..., Wg_1), T_yr = T (wot-+wp_1)-
We introduce, for w* = (wy,...,wx_1) € W*, the map
Yook (@, ) = (T_ 1@, wFd),
so that
k
LEf= )" Jeotuef oty
wkeWwk

Lemma 4.18. J; belong to H,, for all k > 1.

Proof. Recall the notation p, (&, w) = p(i(agr:f‘i';f":;) ., and set
oW s e Wn —

p(@,n,wo...ﬂ)n 1

Pk, W) 1= — — P w0, w)).
n ( ) ) p(Two-i-...wk,lW,n—k,wk wn 1 H n— z ))

By Lemma 4.16, we have

|J(]‘Z((D7’LD)) _pnfi(]:i(a%w)” < C#Vn_i,

and, consequently, using the inequality

k—1 k-1 k-1
[ e 16 < X o bl [t
i=0 i=0 i=0

J#i
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valid for all non-negative sequences (a;), (b;), we obtain

k—1
| 1@, @) = po (@, @) < Cyr™ Y v T [ max{||]|oo, [Pn—illoo}
=0 i
= Cp"™.
where C}, depends only on k, since sup,, |[pn|lcc < 00 by (Abs) and ||J||cc < 00 by
Lemma 4.16. The lemma follows immediately. (|

Lemma 4.19. There exists Cy > 0 such that C?;l < LFi(w,w) < Cy for all
k>0, P-a.e. @€ Q and all w € WV.

Proof. This is a simple reformulation of (Abs), as

£1:]].((D,ID) = Z Jk(T_(w0+_..+wk71)@,wO...’wk,ﬂD)
(wo,...,wr—1) EWF
. p(@w,n, W ... Wp—1)
= lim Z

(wo wr 1)€Wk p(T@O+...wk71@,n—k,wk...wn_l)

O
Lemma 4.20. There exist Cx > 0 and & € (0,1) such that for alln > 0 and all

feH,,
L5 flloo < Cyll flloos

L2 fll < C€™ £l + Coll flloo-
Proof. For f € H,, we have
L3 fI < Z I 0 Yy | fl 0 hun < flloc L3L < C#”fHoo;
wnreWn
by Lemma 4.19. This proves that ||[£7?fllc < C|flleoc. We also have, setting
1= Yy (@, @) and 7' = Pyn (@, @)

L f(@,m) = L2 f@, @) < Y TnIfm) = £+ [Tu(n) = T £ ()]

wreWwn
< ( Z Jn(m)|flv + Z |Jn|u||f||00> dy (w"w, w"w')
wrEWn wnEWn

< (LPA(@, )|y + V) [ Tnlu [ flloo) v du (@, @").
By Lemma 4.19, this shows that, for alln > 0 and f € H,,
L5 Flly < Cuv™[fly + (L4 V)" V" [ Tnlu) [ flloo
< Cur™ [ fllv + Cull fllso-

In particular, £, : H, — H, is a continuous operator.

Take k > 0 such that the term 7 := Cxv* in front of || f||, is strictly less than
1 and set £ = U, Writing n = gk + r, with 0 < r < k, we have, by iterating the
previous inequality,

12 flly < DAL f Il + CCr(l = 7)) flloo
< Visup L5, » 2 111 4 Cell flloo
r<

S Cy"IFlly + Cll floo-
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d

Lemma 4.21. There exists a continuous projection 11 : L*(P,) — LY(P,) with
(LY(P,)) = ker(id — L,) such that

1 n—1
k
-~ Z LY —10
k=0
in the strong operator topology.

Proof. For h € H,, Lemma 4.20 implies that { [ é[,kh} . is bounded in

L>(P,). By the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, since L>(P,) is the dual of L'(P,), the
set { . éﬁkh} . is weakly relatively compact in L!(PP,). This holds for all

h € H,, which is dense in L!(P,) by Lemma 4.13, and so by the Kakutani-Yosida

theorem [9, VIII.5.2, 5.3], the operators = Z éﬁ’“ converge in the strong operator
topology to the projection IT with range the set of fixed points of £, in L(P,) and
kernel the closure of (id — £,)(L*(P,)). O
Define .
_ L kq
he =TI = lim Z £k

in L'(P,). By Lemma 4.21,we have L. h, = h*. We clearly have [, h,dP, = 1,
and the fact that C;l < hy, < Cy, Py-a.e., is an immediate consequence of Lemma
4.19. Consequently, the probability measure Q, defined by

(48) d@* == h*dP*
is Fy-invariant and equivalent to P.

Next, we show that II(L'(P,)) is the one-dimensional subspace generated by h,.
Firstly, we prove a useful inclusion in #,.

Lemma 4.22. If f € L>®(P,) and L. f = f, then f € H,.5
Proof. Let (pe)e C H, be such that |[f — ocl[z1p,) = O(€) and [¢c|le = O(1),

such a sequence exists by Lemma 4.13. We have
=L =L+ LI —0e)
= o0 + 4.
This decomposition satisfies

IV Mo,y = I1€5(F = llnr@,) < If = ¢ellpre.) = O(e),
and
1800, = €2l < Caéllgls + Callgalloe = OE gl + D)
using Lemma 4.20. If we choose n. such that £"<||¢.|, = O(1) and set p. = gpé”E)
and v, = ,Ye(ne), we then have f = @c +7e with [|v||z1p,) = O(e) and ||Pc |, = O(1).
For § > 0, we define
Bes = {‘f - L/»’Bel > 6} = {|76| > 5}7

which satisfies P, (Bes) < 67 ||7e £1(p,) by Markov’s inequality.

8 That is, there exists an element in the equivalence class of f that belongs to H, .
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For P-a.e. @ € Q and all w,w’ € WY such that both (©,w) and (@, w’) do not
belong to B, s, we have
|f(@, @) = f(@,0")] < [Pe(@, @) = Ge(@,0")| + |7e(@, @) — ve(@,0")|
< |@E|le,(ﬁ),u7/) + [e(w, w)| + |’7€(77w/ |
< Cd, (w,w") + 26.
We set Bs = nkzo szk Bs-; s, which satisfies P, (Bs) = 0, since

P, U BQ—j’(s =0 Z H"}/Q—jHLl(]p*) =0 ZQ_j = 0(1).

Jj>k Jj>k i>k
Thus, B = UpenBi/y is also of zero measure and, eventually changing f on the
zero measure set B, we have f € H,. a

We can now prove the main theorem:

Proof of Theorem /.9. The probability measure Q, defined by (4.8) is Fy-invariant
and equivalent to P,. If B C €, is a F,-invariant set, we have

E*(]]-Bh*) = E*((]]-B o ]:*)h*) = ]]-BE*(h*) = ]]-Bh*7
and so 1 ph, is a fixed point of £, in L= (P,). By Lemma 4.22, we have 1gh, € H,,
and so 1 = h;!(h,1g) € H,.” This implies that there exists N > 0 such that

]].B((IJ,TI)) = ]]-B(a)aw()v sy wNB—l)'
By the invariance of B it follows, for each m > Np,

(4 9) ]].B(a)7’u}0, ey ’wNBfl) =1pgo ]-"In(w,wo, . ,wNBfl)
. = ﬂB(Two-i-"--‘rwma@’wmv“',wNB-i-m—l)'
By (Pro) we can choose m and wpy,...,wm—1 such that wy + -+ wpy—1 = 0. Tt

follows that 1p(w,w) = Lp(w). Then (4.9) implies Tyyt . tw,, , B C B for all
(wo, ..., wm—1) € W™. Accordingly, B is invariant for the group generated by W
and, by (Pro) again, it is either of zero or full measure due to ergodicity of P,
which concludes the proof. ([l

Lemma 4.23. For all f € L'(P,), we have

If = (/Q*fdl}”*> he.

Proof. For each ¢ € L* we have
1n—1 177,1
Ifdll, = lim — LEfdP, = lim — FF. fdP
/Q*w f nggon];/g*w Lf /*n;ngon;wo £ fdP,

_ [ / * goh*dﬂn} { /| * fdzm]

where, in the second equality, we have used Lebesgue dominated convergence The-
orem and, in the second line, we have used the Birkhoff theorem and the ergodicity
of Q, (and hence of fP,) established in Theorem 4.9. O

9 Since hy belongs to H, by Lemma 4.22 and so does h:l since inf hy > 0.
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4.4. Application to deterministic walks in random environment. Deter-
ministic walks in random environment, as presented in Section 3, naturally de-
fine random processes as described in the previous subsections. Indeed, if A =
{(farM,Ga)}aca is a deterministic walk in random environment, where all maps
fa are non-singular with respect to some reference measure m on M, and the ini-
tial condition is given by an absolutely continuous probability measure du = hodm,
then the probabilities p(@, n,wp ... wy,—1) are given by

(4.10) p(@,n,wo ... wp—1) = / L 2 1 wn1 - Lo,z .wehodm,

M
as we have seen in Section 3. Recall that w, = e(®,,,zy), where (x,,z,) =
]Fg(fﬂo,Zo).

Remark 4.24. Note that we have a priori defined two different notions of envi-
ronment as seen from the particle, in subsections 3.1 and 4.2, but the map @ :
Ax M = Qx WN defined by ®(w,x) = (@, w) with w = (wp)n, is a semi-conjugacy
between (2 x M, F) and (Q x WN, F,), and if the maps f, are expansive, it is
invertible a.e.

If we are able to check the assumptions (Pos), (Exp), (Abs), (Ell) and (Pro),
then Theorem 4.9 applies, and we deduce the existence of a deterministic drift V.

An particular situation, which we have already encountered in Lemma 3.1, occurs
when all maps f,, preserve the same invariant measure dA = hodm, and the set G, is
deterministic, i.e. Gy = G, does not depend on o € A. In this case, the measure
P, on Q x WY is invariant under F,, since it is the push-forward of Py = P x A,
which is F-invariant and the condition (Abs) is automatically satisfied by Lemma
4.5.

Remark 4.25. Lemma 3.2 and Remark 4.10 agree, since

> w/ﬂp(@,l,w)]P’(d(D) => w/Q/M Ls.0.who dm P(d)

weW weW

= Z w// Ly, 1g, hodmP(dw)
aJm T

weW

—Zw/Gwhodm

weW

and

Bafeom) = [ /M e (@, ) o () m( d)P(do)
- /Q /M e(@0, 2)ho (x)m(dz)P(dw)
= Z w /G ) hodm.

weW

5. EXAMPLES

In this section we discuss several concrete example of the previous abstract mod-
els.



20 ROMAIN AIMINO AND CARLANGELO LIVERANI

5.1. Lorentz gas as a deterministic walk in random environment. It is easy
to verify that the Random Lorentz gas presented in Section 2 is a special example
of a deterministic walk in random environment. However the Random Lorentz gas
has several special features:

(1) the maps f, have all the same invariant measure A, the Lebesgue measure;

(2) the set G, is non random, i.e. it does not depend from «;

(3) the associated random process is reversible, in particular A(e) = 0.
The first two facts are obvious. Let us discuss the third. The dynamics is reversible
under the involution (¢,p) — (¢, —p), which, at the level of the Poincaré map,
writing € UpewGw as ¢ = (w, s,0),'% reads i(w,s,0,2) = (—w,s,0,z + w).'
Also, let m(w, s,0,z2) = (w,s,0) and i1(w, s,0) = (—w, s,0) so that i; om = 7o .
Thus, choosing as initial measure the common invariant measure of the Poincaré
maps hg (hence hg o1 = hg), we have

P,({=(1),...,( /BHng o, o1 o FE (2, 0)ho(z)da

k=0

/BH]IG ) omoFL oi(iy(x), e(x))ho(x)dx

k=0

/B H lo_,uom oF ¥ (z, —e(x))ho(z)dx

k=0

/BH]]'wa(k) wz(k) f 21(1)( )) (ZC)d(E,

k=0
where, in the third line, we have used the invariance of the measure with respect to
i1 and the relation e(i1 (z)) = —e(x); while, in the last line, we have used the formula

Fs(2,2) = (f5. (), 2 — e(f5! (z))). Next, using the invariance of the measure with
respect to the maps fg_,

n—1

Pi({z(1),...,2(n)} | @ /B H | Yel w(k) fwz(k+1) e Of@z(“,l)(x))ho(x)dif-

k=0

Then, setting w(k) = —w(n — 1 — k), 2(k) = Zf;é W(j) and W = T, w,

P ({z(1), ..., 2 /B H L, 0 (o, © < 0 Fonm, (2))ho(2)da

k=0
=P,({Z(n—1),...,2(0)} | Tz(n)@).

Note that zZ(k) = z(n — k) — z(n). Which is the reversibility of the random process.
In particular Lemma 4.6 applies.

The Lorentz gas has a dynamics that is hard to study. To make further progresses
let us consider simpler local dynamics.

(5.1)

10 The curvilinear coordinate s is chosen such that the segments s — (w, s) and s — (—w, s),
w # 0 go in the same direction.

11 Recall that we are considering the case of deterministic gates, although the following con-
sideration easily extend to the general case. In particular, e is a function of x only, and we have
e(w,s,0) = w.
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5.2. Markovian models. To try to get a better feeling for the difficulties involved
in studying the above questions, let us try to invent a model stripped of all the tech-
nical difficulties present in the Lorentz gas dynamics. For simplicity let us discuss
the case d = 1, although similar considerations hold in any higher dimensional lat-
tice. To simplify the dynamics f in (2.3) let us suppose that it is a map from [0, 1]
to itself. Hence the map Fy acts on [0, 1] X Z. Also, we assume that the environment

is a random variable distributed according to a Bernoulli product measure over the
space 0 = A% = {-1,1}2.

Example 1. The dynamics is defined by the map f,(z) = 42 mod 1 for o € A,
with G—l,—l = [O, 1/4], G_17+1 = [1/47 1] and G+17_1 = [073/4], G+17+1 = [3/4, 1]

Remark 5.1. Here we are considering a more general situation than the one de-
scribed for the Lorentz gas insofar also the gates are random. This is indeed the
general case also for the Lorentz gas. We considered the case of deterministic gates
only to simplify the exposition.

Also, we consider the initial distribution hg = 1. Then an elementary computa-
tion shows that
_ 1 wz(n)
P.(z(n+1) — z(n) = £1| @, 2(n),...,2(0)) = ’G@z(n)iﬂ =3 1

This is an example of Sinai’s walk, hence we do not have the classical CLT.

Exzample 2. Assume that G, 1 = G_1 =1[0,1/2] and G4, 41 = G471 = (1/2,1] for
any « and the maps are defined by

2% € [0,1/4]
Jor(@) = {4x mod 1 z>1/4

(z) = 4r mod 1 z € [0,3/4]
fa 2 — 1 x> 3/4.

Again let us consider the initial distribution hy = 1. Denote by L, ., the oper-
ator Lao,w(¢) = Ly, (1g,¢). The two dimensional vector space V = {a_11¢_, +
apilg,, @ a—i,a41 € R} is left invariant by the operators {Lq,w}a,w. Since
ho € V, this allows to compute the transition probabilities by using formula (3.2).

If¢=a_11g_,+ay1lg,,, adirect computation shows that Lo, (¢) = @wLla,w(l),
and thus Lo/ w Law(P) = awla w Lawl. For any @ and z(1),..., z(n),z(n + 1),
denote by o = @ (k)4w(k) and wy = w( )=z(k+1)— z(k). We have

P.(z(1),..., /Lan vwn_1 - Lagwoll-

Set ¢ = Lo, _swn_z -+ Lagwedl =a_1lg_; +ay1lg,, € V. We have

PuleWse 20 [ @) = [ Loyson 6= auy [ Lopron i1
and

Pi(2(1),...,2(n),z(n+1) | ®) = @, _, /Ean,wnﬁanq,wnqﬂ-
It follows that

f E()én,wn Ean,l,wn,lﬂ-
f £anflswn—1]l

Pi(z(n+1) ] 2(1),...,2(n),w) =
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which is a function of z(n—1), z(n) and z(n+1) only. We have obtained a persistent
random walk, that is a walk where the transition probability depends not only on
the current position of the particle but also on its previous position.

Initial conditions. A natural question that arises at this point is what happens
if one starts by a different initial measure. A moment thought shows that this is a
non trivial issue. For instance, in the first example, there exists a Cantor set C' (of
zero Lebesgue measure) that corresponds to the coordinates x(n) never belonging to
(1/4,3/4). For such points x € C, the set {x(n) € G4} does not depend on «, and
so the process (z(n)) is completely unaffected by the environment. If we identify
naturally the Cantor set C with {—1,+1}" (in such a way that = € C is identified
with the sequence (i) such that z(n) € I;, for all n > 0, where I_; = [0,1/4] and
I, =[3/4,1]), then the initial distribution of z can be identified with a probability
measure on {—1,+1} and this measure will be the distribution law of the random
process (w(n)). In particular, if we consider the Bernoulli measure with equal
probabilities on such a Cantor set as the initial distribution of x, then we obtain a
standard random walk which has a very different behaviour than the Sinai’s walk.

Without going to such extremes, one can (perhaps more naturally) start from a
measure absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue and wonder which kind of
process this will yield. We do not discuss this issue at present because is it part of
the more general discussion that we will start in the next section.

Remark 5.2. The above examples (among other obvious limitations) are unreason-
able in one key aspect: their Markov structure. It is inevitable to ask what happens
when the Markov structure is absent (as for billiards). The next section is devoted
to investigating such a situation.

6. NON-MARKOVIAN EXAMPLES: GENERAL DISCUSSION

‘We now consider a model of d-dimensional deterministic random walk in random
environment A = {(fa, M, Ga)}aca for a finite set A, where M = [0, 1], all maps
fa 1 [0,1] — [0,1] are piecewise C? and uniformly expanding (i.e. |fi] > A > 1),
and the partitions G, = {Ga,w}wew are made of subintervals of [0, 1], for a given
bounded subset W C Z2.

Let P be a translation invariant probability on the set 2 = A% For a given
environment @ € €, we have the dynamics Fg(-,-) : M x Z% — M x Z% given by
Fo(z,2) = (f@zﬂ(az,z) (7),z 4+ e(w.,)), where e(a, z) =, o\ L, ., (T)w.

We are interested in the quenched evolution, (z,,z,) = F2(xq,z2), of such a
system when the initial condition z¢ is distributed according to the measure

u(p) = / (i, 0)ho(z) do

for some hg € BV, with inf hg > 0.

Recall the definition of the probability measure P, and the dynamical system
(Q4, Fi) of the point of view of the particle, from Section 4.

Our goal is to reduce the study of this model to a probabilistic one. To this end
we need some technical conditions.
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6.1. Conditions (C1), (C2), (C3).
Let T = {fa}aca be a finite set of maps on [0,1], and H be the (finite) set of all
the possible intervals of the partitions, i.e. H = {Gq w }wew aca-

Notation. The set T X H is canonically isomorphic to & = Ax (AxW), with corre-

spondence p : ¥ — T xH given by p((c, B)) = (fa, Gp): (To, Ho) = (fri0p=1(0)) Graop=1(0))>
m(a, B) = a and ma(a, B) = B. Hence we will often write ¥ =T x H.

Let 7 : XN — YN be the unilateral shift. We denote 7" = T, o...0T,, and

—1 iy —
H:;L = m;'l:O (Tg) 1(H0j+1)'

Let £,, be the transfer operator of the map 7T,, with respect to the Lebesgue
measure, i.e.

_ fy)
La@ = 2.

To,y=2

We set Ly, f = Lo (flh,, ) and Lr =L, o...0L, . We can write L f(z) =
Yorpy=e 9 (W) (), where g5 = 9o, X ... X go, 0 Tg™, with go, = Lp, 77 Let
O~ = infrerinf, [T/ (x)|, then ||g7 ] < O™.

We will only consider systems that satisfy

(C1): There exists d, > 0 such that for all o1 € T x H, inf Zalll >0,

Observe that this condition is satisfied if, for any choice of T and H, T admits
at least one full branch inside H. By iteration, we also have inf £71 > 4," for any
o € XN and n > 1. Next, we define the functionals

En
Ay (f) = lim inf A"f.

n— o0 Eg]]_

This limit exists since the sequence is increasing and bounded. Indeed,

~ r ~n ng
gy Lo BED
inf == > in e
Ly L1
> inf 2] inf Lonii(£51) = inf {Zf
RS | s | e’

o

and —||f|loo < inf Lol < || flloo- In particular, for all n > 0, we have

< Tl =

L Lnf
6.1 Ao > inf =2~
(6.1) (f) Zn

The A, satisfy the following properties:

A,(1) =1;

1A (N < 1 lloos

f > g implies A, (f) > As(g) (monotonicity);
As(Af) = A, (f), for A > 0 (positive homogeneity);
Ao(f+9) = Ao (f) + Ao(g) (super-additivity);
Ao (f+b) =As(f)+bforallbeR.

All the above follows immediately from the definition. Note that it is not clear at
the moment if A, is linear or not.
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Next, we define
(6.2) po =Aro(Lo1); p= inf p,.
oexN

Let Z]' be the partition of smoothness intervals of T, and ZAZ} be the coarsest
partition which is finer than Z7 and enjoying the property that the elements of the
partition are either disjoint from H” or contained in H}.
Let us define the collections of intervals
2. ={2e2; |2 cH},
(6.3) Zoy =12 € 27, |As(17) =0}
Zr,={Z € 27, |A:(17) > 0}.

Definition 1. We will call contiguous two elements of Z7, thal are either con-
tiguous in the usual sense, or separated by a connected component of (HX)¢ =
Ujse (T3) 71 (Hs,.,,)-
We can now introduce the second condition needed to state our results.
(C2): there exist constants K > 0 and ¢ > 1 such that for any n and o € XN,
at most K{" elements of Z7) are contiguous. In addition, 6 := O <
min{p, 1}. In particular, p > 0.

Let us turn to the third and last condition.
s e N min i o g EN 1)@
(C3(N,N’")): &(N,N'): }gg\lfglensz Zrenzlgg ajen[%f)l] @ 0

Note that, by (6.1), condition C3(N, N') implies A,(1z) > e(N,N’) > 0 for all
Z € Zj,n<N,and o € YN, This is morally what we need in the following,
however in Lemma 9.3 the above more precise condition is used.

We remark also that m’ > m implies é(n,m’) > é(n,m) and n > n’ implies

é(n,m) < é(n’,m). Thus, setting

ex(n) = min{é(n,m) : m > n,é(n,m) > 0},
we have €,(N) > 0 if and only if (C3(N,N’)) holds for some N’ > N. Also if
€x(n) > 0, then e,(n’) > 0 for all n” < n, however €, is not necessarily a decreasing
function.

6.2. The results.
We are finally able to state our main result.

Theorem 6.1. There exists an integers ny > 1, depending only on the classes
T and H, explicitly computable (see Remark 6.2), such that if (C1), (C2) and
(C3(ng,n3)) hold for some ng > na, then the condition (Exp) holds. In particular,
the property of loss memory from Lemma 4.3 is verified.

Remark 6.2. The definition of no is a bit cumbersome but explicit:
given (T, H) define the constants (see Lemma 9.3 for their meaning)™
(3C +2)(2K¢+1)0
€x(n)
where C is such that \/ , g < Cl|lgglleo for all n,o and Z € Z],. Recall the

definitions of p and 0 from (C2) and define (as in Lemma 9.5) ng = [11;1;106?11 If

C,=3(C+1)+2K(3C+2); C,=

12 Note that Cp, = oo if ex(n) =0.
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ex(ng) = 0, then define ny = ng."> If e,(ng) > 0, then C,, < oo for all n < ng,
and we can set (as in Remark 9.9) a = max{1, 12 max;<n, %} and B = 1+ 2aC,
(used in Lemma 9.6). Finally we define (as introduced in Lemmata 9.7, 9.8)

_ [In4aB(1+2C,,p~ ")
"2 = In6-1p '

According to Remark 6.2, to check the hypothesis of Theorem 6.1 one has first
to check (C1), (C2); compute ng and find N’ for which (C3(ng, N')) holds; use it
to compute ny and look for an ng for which (C3(ng,ng)) holds. Given (7, H), this
can be rather laborious as we will see in Section 7.

As we already pointed out in Section 5, the choice of the initial condition might
play an important role. The following result states that if we restrict ourselves to
initial conditions absolutely continuous to Lebesgue, with density in BV bounded
uniformly away from 0, this difference is not so important in the sense that for large
times, the transition probabilities are exponentially close. For two different initial
densities hg, h{, € BV with inf hy > 0 and inf b, > 0, we denote by P, and P, the
probability measures corresponding to hg and hj, respectively.

Theorem 6.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 6.1, we have for all realisation
of the environment & € 2, n > 0 and all densities ho, h{, as above:

Pu(2(n) | 2(1),...,2(n = 1),@) = P,(2(n) | 2(1),...,2(n —1),0)| < Chynv",
where Cp, py > 0 depends only on the densities ho and h.

Next, we consider the situation where all maps f, preserve a common density
ho € BV such that inf hg > 0, and when the partitions G, are deterministic, i.e.
Gaw = Gy does not depend on a € A. In this situation, the dynamical system
(Q, Fy,P,) is measure-preserving, and so condition (Abs) holds by Lemma 4.5.

Theorem 6.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 6.1, if the maps f, preserve a
common density, the partitions G, are deterministic, and if furthermore condition
(Pro) of Section 4.2 holds, then the dynamical system (., Fy,Py) is ergodic. In
particular, Py-a.e.,
1
nh_}ngo nz(n) = w;vw/c hodm.

Remark 6.5. The assumption that the maps all preserve a common measure and
that the partitions are deterministic is only used to check the validity of condition
(Abs) thanks to Lemma 4.5, and to have an explicit formula for the drift. If for
a concrete example, one is able to check (Abs) by any other mean, then Theorem
4.9 applies and there exists V € R such that lim,,_, o %z(n) =V, P,-a.s. .

The proofs of Theorems 6.1, 6.3 and 6.4 will be provided in Section 8.

7. EXISTENCE OF NON-MARKOVIAN EXAMPLES: (3-MAPS

To ensure that the hypotheses of Theorem 6.1 are non empty it suffices to verify
them in some limiting regime, e.g. when the dynamics has a lot of expansion. This
is the aim of the present section. To further simplify things we will limit ourselves
to 8 maps, a popular class of dynamical systems.

13 I this case (C3(n2,n3)) fails for all n3 > ny and hence Theorem 6.1 does not apply.
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7.1. General g-maps. More precisely, we consider the situation where the class
of maps is T = {1Ip,,Tp,} for B2 > 1 > 1, with Ts(x) = Sz mod 1 and the
partitions G, are such that # = {[0, 1], (%,1]}. Note that W is not specified, and
Go can be random.'? For o € XN = (T x H)N, we denote by 3, the value of 3 such
that T,,, = Tp,,. For simplicity, we will fix o > 1 and assume that $; = § and
B2 = wph. We will show that assumptions (C1), (C2) and (C3) are verified for a
large set of 8. When needed, we will denote by Z”(f) the partition of smoothness
intervals of T, to emphazise the dependence on g, and similarly for the objects
defined in equation (6.3). We will do the same with the subsets of the partition
defined in Section 6.

Proposition 7.1. There exists a set B C (1,00) and C > 0, with Leb(BN (1,1)) <
Clogt, for t > 1, such that the model described above satisfies the assumptions of
Theorem 6.1 when 8 ¢ B.

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 7.1. It suffices to
check conditions (C1), (C2) and (C3) as explained in Remark 6.2.

7.1.1. Condition (Cl). This condition is satisfied if every map T € T admits at
least one full branch inside any interval H € H. This is the case whenever 5 > 3.

7.1.2. Condition (C2). We first give a general criterion to check this condition.
Let Z ; be the collection of elements Z in Z7, such that 77 = [0,1], and let
Z;l,u = Zg,* \ Zg,f'

We call a system &-full branched, £ > 0, if there exists K > 0 such that for all
o € ¥ and n, the number of contiguous elements in Z7 , is less than K¢". A system
&-full branched satisfies (C2) with the same K, €.

Lemma 7.2. Calling C7 the maximal number of contiguous elements in Z7 ,,, holds
n—1
cr <2 Z(C(l) + 2)1'0(1)7
i=0
where C(1) is the supremum over all o of C1.

Proof. The proof is by induction on n. Clearly it is true for n = 1. Let us suppose
it true for n. The elements of the partition Z2T! are formed by {T,,' ZN Z,} where

Z ez, and Zy € Z},. Now, if Z; € Z;yf, the elements maintain the same

nature, i.e. if Z € 27, (vesp. 27, ) then T;,'ZNZ; € Z;L’inl (resp. ZJE1). So
we have in Z; at most C7, contiguous elements of Z;‘,'Zl. The only problem arises
when a block of contiguous elements ends at the boundary of Z; since in such a
case it can still be contiguous to others elements of ZJF!. Yet, if the contiguous
elements of Z; are in Z;’f, then there can be at most a block of length 2C7 . One
must then analyze what can happen if Z; € Z;u. In this case, a set of contiguous
elements can either have only partial preimage in Z;, hence we get a shorter group
of contiguous elements, or all the group can have preimage. In this last case,
the worst case scenario is when the elements contiguous to the groups (that must
belong to Z”_.) are cut while taking preimages. This means that at most two new

To,f
contiguous elements can be generated, but in this case the group must end at the

MEor instance, W = {—1,+1} and whether [0, %] and (%, 1] correspond to —1,+1 or +1,—1
respectively is random.
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boundary of Z;. Since there are at most CJ contiguous elements in Z] , in this
way we can generate at most C}(CP + 2) contiguous elements that, again in the
worst case scenario, can be contiguous to two blocks belonging to the neighboring
elements in Z;, f- Accordingly,

Ol < Co(CF, +2) +2C7, = (Ch +2)CL, + 203 < 2> (€D +2)'cM),
=0

where we have used the induction hypothesis. O

Hence any system is &-full branched with € = C() +2 and K = c2g7>(1+)1

Next, we estimate p. Remark that p, > inf Eglll. Let N to be the minimal
number of full branches of T" inside H for any T' € T and H € H,

~ 1 N
‘CO'I]l(x): Z ﬂ. ()| ()|—7
Tr y=z
with M = supy|T’(z)]. Thus p > & and condition (C2) is satisfied provided
(CcW+2)0 < &
For § transformations CV) =2, @ = 87!, M = wf and N > ng — 1. Thus,
8)_
remembering (6.2), p > L2J6 1; £=4;0 =481 K = % and (C2) is satisfied if

w

dwf < ﬂ([g] — 1), which happens if 8 > 8w + 4.

7.1.3. Condition (C3). We start with a parameter selection.

Lemma 7.3. For each m > 1, there exists a set B, C (1,00) and Cy, > 0 such
that Leb(B,, N (1,t)) < Cylogt for allt > 1 and if 1 < B ¢ B,y,, then

Vn<m, Vo € SN, VZ € 27 ,(B),
TP ZnHMY) =10,1] or TMZ C HS

On41°

(7.1)

This lemma, proven shortly, establishes a dichotomy between good and bad
elements of 2, () when 8 ¢ B,,: either T;)Z N H,, ,, is large enough to cover
[0, 1] after one more iteration if Z is good, or it is empty if Z is bad.

Corollary 7.4. If 8 ¢ U<, Bk then é(n,n+1) > W

Proof. By Lemma 7.3, for Z €
Tr, (T (Z N HE ) N HEE ) =

k < n, we have T?*1(Z N HMY) =

25 4(8),
[0,1] and then

- 1z(y)L g+ (y) 1 1
Ly My (z) = L > > ;
Tn;l;_l (T3 () sup [(T2)| — (wp)" !
and £71(z) < £7F1(z) < 271, since Lr, A(z) < 2. 0

Proof of Proposition 7.1. We choose B = (1, 5p) U Ui 1 By, for some [y > 2 -
252w + 1. Since K = 4, we have C, = 2. Note that if § > f, then [11“40 1<1
and, by Remark 6.2, no =inf{n >1 : e*( ) > 0}. But e,(1) > é(1,2) > (2wB) 2
hence ng = 1. Accordingly, C; < %w2ﬂ; < ‘112 w?B? and B < 1+ 700 w22
which yields, for all 5y large enough,
_ [In4aB(1+2C1p~ 1) < 5In 8+ Dy
"2 = Inf-1p ~ Inf— Dy
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for some constants D; > 0 depending only on w. We can thus choose [y large
enough so that ny < 6. [l

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Lemma 7.3. The basic idea is
to discard the 8 for which the n-th iterates of elements of 0Z"(8) come too close

o {O,%,l}.
Lemma 7.5. For all 0 € ¥V and n > 1, one has T;’(@é’\;‘(ﬂ)) C Qn(B) =
{0, 1} U{TL (1), TL(3) /i=1,...,n, 0 € N}

Proof. We proceed by induction, the result being clearly true for n = 1. Note that
0, (B) UTL(Qn(B)) C Qns1(B). Since every Z € ZM1(f) is of the form Z =
Z' 0 (T~ (2" for Z' € Z2(B) and 2" € 2L, (B), if a € DZPT1(B), then either
a € 0Z"(B) or T"a € HZL.(B). In the first case, T+ 'a € TL. (T7(Z™(B))) C
Q,41(B), and in the second case, T"+a € T, (92 (8)) C O1(8) C Qpns1(B).

[

We thus see that we need to control all the orbits of 1 and % To this end, for

r € (0,1] and o € XN'° we introduce the map ¢=7 : (1,00) — [0,1] defined by
%7 (B) = T™(x).'° For non negative integers i1, .. .,,, we define

.....

Note that I}>7 = [2, 8ty if B, = By, I]7 = [L- 2Ly if 3, = B, and that in

x’ wx’ wx

both cases, I[7 C [L, 1tl), The family {I777 ; ; . }i.;.>0 forms a partition
into finitely many (at most [cw™F | + 1) intervals of I;"° ; . From the relation

G171 (B) = Bo,, #5°(8) mod 1, we deduce easily by induction:

Lemma 7.6. The map ¢}y is C' and strictly increasing on each interval I,
and verifies (¢%7) (3) > " 1a.

Lemma 7.7. For each x € (0,1] and n > 1, there exists Cy,, > 0 and a set
Br.z C (1,00), with Leb(B,, o N (1,t)) < Cy.nlogt, such that, if 5 & By 4,

Vo € N, d(¢n7(8).{0,1/2,1}) > 367"

Proof. Fixn > 1 and ¢ € ¥, and consider 8 € I;? . We have 7' < wwi; ' and
thus d(¢%(5),{0,1/2,1}) > 38~ whenever

(7.2) d(¢r7(8),{0,1/2,1}) > 3wwiy "
Define B,7 to be the set of 3 in I} which do not satisfy (7.2). By Lemma 7.6,
the Lebesgue measure of B0 NI . is less than'’

n,i1 Sin

-1

S(mf <¢zi’”>’|> 3waiy ' < Oaniy -

07,
LS EERER in

As {I{E’U }7;2

S i, forms a partition of I;"” into at most Cow.2mil ! elements, the

xT,o -—1 . T,j xT,0
set B, 7 has a measure less than C iy . For j =1,2,set B} = Uy, | Boy=B;} B, -
15Note that we will only consider x = % and z = 1 in the following.
16Recall that T, = Tp, and By = f, B2 = wp.
"In the following, C'w z,n will denote a constant, the value of which may change from one line
to another, depending on w,  and n, but not on ;.
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For n fixed, the condition (7.2) depends on o only through its n first terms, and
thus Bi{l is of measure less than Cw,zmifl. The set B, = Uj=172 Ui121 befl
then satisfies the conclusion of the lemma.

We can now conclude the proof:

Proof of Lemma 7.3. We set B,,, = Ui<p<mBn,1/2 U By,1 and we proceed by
induction over n < m. Note that if Z € Z2,(8), then ZNHEF = Z for all k < n.

If Z € Z} (f), then either Z is a full interval of Z} (3) and so T2(Z N HZ) =
T,,([0,1] N H,,) = [0,1], or one of the endpoints of Z is 1 or 1. In the latter
case, the other endpoint of Z must be sent after one iteration to 0 or 1 and so if
T1Z N HY, is not empty, then |T2Z N HL, | > 337! by Lemma 7.7. The interval
TyZ N H}, therefore contains at least one full interval of Z!, (8), which implies
T2(Z N H2) =0,1].

Now, we suppose that (7.1) holds for n and we prove it holds for n + 1 < m.

Any Z € ZJ1TH(B) is of the form Z = Z' n (T7})~1(Z") with Z' € Z7 (B)
and Z" € Zl.,,(8). If both endpoints of Z belong to the interior of Z’, then
™7 =27"¢€ ZL., . (8) and we have

T 2(ZNHY?) =T, (TP ZNH,) =T, (Z" 0 H2.,) = [0,1],

or
7z =T, (10 2) =T}, 2" C H, |,

according to whether Z” is a good a or bad element of Z1.., ,(5) respectively.
If one endpoint of Z is also an endpoint of Z’, then T"Z = [Ta,b]'® with
a € 022, (8) and b € 9Z}.,,(B). By Lemma 7.5, T)'a = T.x, with o’ € %,

0<i<nand2x € {%,1}.19 We consider two subcases: either b ¢ {%,1} or

be {5.1}.
In the first subcase, we have y := T, b € {0,1}. Therefore, T/ T'Z =
[T, Thx,y]l. Sincei+1<n+1<m,S ¢ Buy1,y and one of the endpoints

of T Z belongs to {0,1}, it follows that T"**Z N H,, ,, if it is non empty, is
an interval of length strictly larger than 33~! by Lemma 7.7 and thus contains at
least one full interval of Z1,,,_ (B3). Consequently, T/ "2(Z N H?*%) = [0, 1].

In the second subcase, T?Z = [T}, x,b] has one endpoint belonging to {0, %, 1},
and so, as above, we obtain that T))Z N H,, if it is non empty, is of length strictly
larger than 33! by Lemma 7.7. We deduce that T"Z N H,, contains at least one
full interval of Z1., ,(8), which implies that T;*(Z N H2*?) = [0,1].

Finally, if both endpoints of Z are also endpoints of Z’, then Z = Z' € Z7 . (B).
Since Z € Z'11(B), we have T?'Z C H,, ., and so by our induction hypothesis, we
can only have T/ Z = TP (Z'nH2 ) = [0, 1]. This implies 77 T2(ZNHT?) =
[0,1] and concludes the induction. O

7.2. Markov maps with non-Markov gates. The reader might wonder if it is
possible to produce an example more similar to the Lorentz gas. In particular, one
in which the invariant measure of the maps is always the same and the gates are
deterministic, so that one knows explicitly the invariant measure of the process of
the environment as seen from the particle.

18We write [x,y] to denote the interval joining = and y, disregarding whether z < y or z > y.
Note that if T?a = 0, then we are reduced to the previous situation.
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This is indeed possible: let T = {Tj,,T3,}, with 82 > 31 both integers, and
partitions G, = G deterministic with W = {—=1,0,+1} and G_1 = [0,y], Gy =
(y,1—yland G4 = (1—y, 1], for 0 <y < % Proceeding similarly to the previous
section, but using y as a parameter, instead of 3, we have:

Proposition 7.8. Let w > 1. Then for each 1 < p1 < fo < wf; integers, there
exists a measurable set Bg, 3, C (0,3), with Leb(Bg, ,) = O(B;") as B — oo,
such that the model described above, with y & Bg, g,, satisfies the assumptions of
Theorems 6.1.

In particular, this class of models is non-empty when (1 is large enough. Since all
maps in T preserve the Lebesgue measure and all gates are deterministic, Theorem
6.4 also applies?’ and we therefore have %z(n) — 0 a.e., since the drift is equal to

V= Zw/ hodm = Z w|Gy| = 0.
G

weW w we{—1,0,+1}

By corollary 4.11, the walk (z,) is then recurrent.

8. EQUIVALENCE WITH A GIBBS RANDOM WALK

In this section, we prove Theorem 6.1. The proof will rely on a property of
exponential loss of memory for compositions of the operators ZJ. More precisely,
we will investigate the properties of compositions of the form EZ f, in order to
understand better the asymptotics of the probabilities p(iw,n,wp ... w,—1). For
convenience, we will consider bi-infinite sequences o € X% = (T x H)Z, with 7 :
»Z — 3% the bilateral shift. We can extend the definitions of £, p,, C2 and A,
to the case 0 € X7 in a straightforward way. What we mean by loss of memory is
made precise by the following result proven in Section 9.

Proposition 8.1. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 6.1 there exist v € (0,1), a

family of positive numbers {py}sexz and a family of positive functions {hy},exz
in BV such that A, (hy) =1 and for all o0 € ¥%, f € BV and n > 0:

Cof "
(8.1) ———— = A ([hrno|| < Cyv”| fllBv.
Po * Prn-ig oo
Remark 8.2. The above statement is similar to the one in [21]. Note however that
here the setting is very different insofar in [21] only small holes and nearby maps

are considered. The upgrade of the result to large holes and arbitrary maps (as we
inescapably need) turns out to be highly non trivial.

In the following we will need the following information on A, and h,, which are
proven at the end of Section 9.

Lemma 8.3. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 6.1 there exist o > 0 such that, for
alln >0 and o € X2, inf h, > 0 and ||ho||eo < 1+ a.?! In addition, sup, p, < 0o
and for all f € BV, Apng(L2f) = po - pra—16Mo(f); L2he = po - . pra—1ghong.

20Condition (Pro) is satisfied here, since W is symmetric.
21 The constant a is defined in Remark 6.2
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To prove Proposition 8.1, we will adapt the strategy of [17]. More precisely, we
will show that the family of cones

ng{heBV|h7é0,h20,\/h§a/\(,(h)}

is str1c1y invariant under compositions of large enough length of transfer operators
(i.e. Z”C“ C Ca/2 for all n > ny) for a suitable a > 0, see Lemma 9.5. From this,
we will deduce that £"C“ has uniform finite diameter in C%, . for the corresponding
Hilbert metric (Lemma 9.14), which will imply that ZZ is a strict contraction for
the Hilbert metric, and then enjoys exponential loss of memory.

To deduce Theorem 6.1 from Proposition 8.1, we will also need the following
technical lemma, which will be proven at the end of Section 9:

Lemma 8.4. There exists o > 0 such that for alln > 0 and o € LN, we have
inf L71 > o' Apng (L71) and || L0100 < BArng (L£21).%2

Recall from Section 4 that the transition probabilities are given by (4.10). For
(w, ) € Q, we define 0 = o(w,w) € ¥V such that L,, = Ls ., ,.w,_,, 0 that

p(@, n,wg. .. wn_l) = /Eghodm

We will still denote by o € £Z an arbitrary element of %% which coincides with o
for future components (for instance, given an arbitrary o, € %2, we identify o € XN
with the element & € X% defined by o; = 0; if i > 1 and 7; = (0,); if i <0).

We are now ready to prove the announced results.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. We have
p(@,n+1,@...0,)  [L2 hodm

(8.2) P, (w, | Wy ... Wp—1) =

p(@,n, @0 ... Wp—1) [ Lrhgdm
and
Po. o | G 1) = p(TZmoD_,n -m +_1,zI}m = Wp,)
m p(T2, @, — My Wy . . Wy—1)
(8:3) f 227"77;*‘1h0dm
[ Lr " hodm
We can then write
[ L2 hodm f£"+1hodm Do+ Pan—ty
[Lrhodm " po---prmo [ Lnhodm

Using Proposition 8.1, we have

M _AJ(hO)/hT"O'dm

(8.4)
Po = Prn—1lg

< Cyuv"||hollBv,

which also implies
Po " Prn-lg < hO /h‘r o'dm>
Ik E"hodm

22 The constant B is defined in Remark 6.2.

(8.5) < oo Mholley

(ll’lf h0)2 ’
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since, by Lemmata 8.3 and 8.4,

L hod inf £71 'Arng (L0
S Lghodm o g gy EESL s (g gy A (£5T)
Po Prn-ls Po Prn-ls Po .- Prn-ig
and Ay (ho) [ hrngdm > oinf hy.
Note that we also have, using again Lemmata 8.4 and 8.3,

= o' (inf hg),

L hodm £
f [ § Hh’OHOO || o ||C>O
Po Prn-1g o Prn-lo

< Bllhollso-

Consequently, using (8.4) with n replaced by n+1, (8.5), Lemma 8.3 and the above
inequalities:

Lt hod S LrH hod
JEG hodm [ heniigdim) | [ LG Rodm / hois dm
f £§h0dm f h‘r"adm Po Prro
Po " Prra Po** Prn-ig 1
X ——— + Tna-Ao- h /h.,-n+ladm = —
[ Ezhodm " (o) [ Lzhodm Aa(ho)fhfngde

w (Iholley  llhollfy
< .
- O#V < inf ho + (mf h0)2

Hence, there exists C},, depending only on hq such that, for all n > 0,

L hod Bt pd
(8.6) L L6 hodm [ heniigdim |
oex fﬁghodm fh'r”crdm
Equation (8.6), by (8.2) and (8.3), implies (Exp). O

Proof of Theorem 6.3. By (8.6), we have

J Lot thodm [ L2+ ihydm

‘ < (Chy + Cpy V™,

su Z =
gEX fﬁg‘hodm fﬁgh{)dm
for all n > 0, and the theorem follows with C,, s = Ch, + Chy - O

Proof of Theorem 6.4. By Theorem 4.9, the discussion in Section 4.4, and since
(Exp) already holds by Theorem 6.1, it is enough to show that assumptions (Pos)
and (Ell) are satisfied for the probabilities defined by (4.10).

Verification of (Pos). By Proposition 8.1, Lemma 8.3 and equation (6.2)

[ Lrhodm

o Prr-lg

p(@,n, Wy ... Wp_1) = /Eghodm = po Prr-lg
> (Ac,(ho) [ e - C#V”||ho|Bv> > o (gint ho — Cpr" ol

Consequently, p(@,n, @ ... w,—1) > 0 for all n large enough, and since this quan-
tity is non-increasing, this proves the positivity for all n > 0.
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Verification of (E1l). By (8.6) and Lemma 8.3, we have for all n > 0,
[ L2 hodm o S hensigdm

Pg (w0, | Wh_1...w0 = > Prn Cp V"
(it | o ) [ Lohgdm — "7 [hengdm ‘
Y

_f
= pl Ya hoV

which proves (E1I). O

9. Loss OF MEMORY
To prove Proposition 8.1, we will adapt the strategy of [17] to our non-stationary

case, and employ the theory of Hilbert metrics, that we recall below.

Definition 2. Let V be a vector space. We will call convex cone a subset C C V
which enjoys the following properties:
(i) CN—=C=40.
(ii) YA >0, A\C =C.
(i) C is a convex set.
(iv) Vf,geC, Vo, ER ap, 5>, g—a,f €C=g—af € CU{0}.

We now define the Hilbert metric on C:
Definition 3. The distance d¢(f,g) between two points f,g in C is given by

a(f,g) =sup{A>0|g—Af€C}
B(f,g) =inf{u>0|pf—-gecC}

de(f,g) =log igfc i;,

where we take a« = 0 or B = oo when the corresponding sets are empty.

The next theorem shows that every positive linear operator is a contraction,
provided that the diameter of the image is finite.

Theorem 9.1 ([15, Theorem 1.1]). Let V; and Vs be two vector spaces, C1 C V4
and Co C Vs two convexr cones and L : Vi — Vs a positive linear operator (which
implies L(C1) C Cz). If we denote

A= sup dCQ(fag)a
f’geL(Cl)

then A
de,(L1.Lg) < anh (T ) e, (£.9) ¥Fog € o

The following lemma links the Hilbert metric to suitable norms on V:
Lemma 9.2 ([18, Lemma 2.2]). Let || - || be a norm on V such that
VigeVg—fg+feC=|fl=<lgl
and let £ : C — RT be a homogeneous and order preserving function, i.e.
VfeC,VAeRT £(\f) = N(f),
Vf,g,€C g—feC=Lf) <y,
then

Vf.geCUf)=tg)>0=|f—gll < (e%9 —1)min(]| £ |g]])-
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From now on, we will always assume that conditions (C1) and (C2) hold. Our
main tool will be the following Lasota-Yorke type inequality:

Lemma 9.3. If condition (C3(N, N')) holds, then for any n < N, for any o € ¥
and h € BV, we have
\/ L2k < Cu(€0)" \/ h+ CnAq(|h),

where C, = 3(C + 1) +2K(3C +2), Cn = %, and C' is such that
V92 < Cllgtllso for alln,o and Z € 23, .7

Proof. Remark that the case n = 0 is immediate, since Cy > 1 and Cy > 0. We
thus only consider n > 1.
First notice that Ly (hlz) =0if Z € Z7 \ Z,. We can then write

Loh= D Lyzh)= 3 (Mzgph)o(T7,) ",
zezr, zezp,
where (T 7)1 is the inverse branch of T restricted to Z. Accordingly,

\ Zih< ST \/Lrpz(gih) o (T8 ,)

AS 2
We estimate each term of the sum separately.

\ Lrpz(gih) o (T2 7)™ < \/ hglt + 25up |hg?|
Z

< n M n
<3\/hg + 2inf [hgy |
Z
< 3|lg2lloe \/ b+ 3sup|h|\/ g + 2inf |hg}|
z Z z Z
<3|lgilloe \/ B+ 3Cslép [Plllgzlloo + 2195l nf [A]
Z
<3(C+1)lgrllo \/ b+ BC +2)llg2 | inf [A].
Z

By assumption (C3(N, N')), we have for each x € [0, 1],
wp Lolz()
zezz, LN'1(z)
Accordingly, for each x € [0,1], h € BV and Z € Z7/ holds
LY (Ih1z)(2) > inf [hLY 1z(x) > inf [hle. (V) L] 1(z).

> é(N,N') > €, (N) > 0.

To deal with elements in Z”,, we use condition (C2) which insures that elements
of Z7 , can be separated by at most K " elements of Zyy. Foreach Z € 22, let
I.(Z) be the union of the contiguous elements of Z”, on the left and on the right
of Z respectively. Clearly, for each Z' C IL(Z), holds

i <ji .
1;1/f|h| < IIZIf|h| + \/ h

1+(Z)

23The constant C exists by the usual bounded distortion estimates. In particular, note that if
all the maps in T are piecewise linear, then C' = 0.
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Accordingly,
Z 1rZ1f|h\ < 2K¢ Z 1rZ1f|h\+\/h
Zezy, Zezp,
For all x, we thus have
> inf b < (2K€" +1) > inf [h] + 2K¢ \/ h
ZEZ;”_’* ZeZg,g

1 LY (|h[1z)(x)
(V) 2 LY 1(z)

< (2KE™ +1) +2K¢"\/ h

Zezy,
LY (h)@)
e(N) ZN1(z)

< (2K€" +1) +2K¢"\/ h.

We can then conclude

\/ L2h <[3(C +1) + (3C + 2)2K€™ ||g2 [l \/ b
1LY (|h])(x)
(N) LN'1(z)

+ (30 +2)(2KE" +1)9%] -

Taking the inf over z and recalling that [|g7] < ©", inf, E%N(,liﬁl()r()ﬂ < As(|h]),
€ >1and €O < 1 by (C2), we obtain the result. ’

We will show that the family of cones
Cr={heBV|h#0,h>0,\/h<al,(h)}

is strictly invariant under the transfer operators defined above.
Recall that, under assumption (C2), § = £O < p.

-~

Lemma 9.4. For all o and all g € BV, g > 0, we have Ao (L5,9) > poAo(g). In
particular, Ay (LYg) > p"As(g) and Apng(L21) > p™.

Proof. If we prove the first part of the statement, the second part follows by itera-
tion, since p, > p for all o. For each g € BV, g > 0 and z € [0, 1],

R Epale) a o ]
B, Logle) Lo |[B4EA] @) B (Zat)@) g
TS R 8 T R X TS

and taking the inf on z and the limit n — oo, we get the result. (|

Lemma 9.5. Let ng > [llnnp‘lioc,fﬂ such that C3(ng, N') holds for some N' > ny,
15

then for all a > ag = 11 MaX;<n, % and o, we have
- *

L£ree ¢ 0% Yn >0 and L'C* C C2 Wn > no.

TN [ea
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Proof. Let ng € N which will be chosen later. Let h € CZ, then we can write each
n as n = kng + m, m < ng, and by Lemma 9.3, we have

\/ Lih < €00 \J LEDm0F™h 4 Crog A e 1yng i (L~ DT0F™ )

k—1
< CEOFON LT h 4+ Crg (CL™) A i 1ymg b (L7700 ™)
=0
(9.1) . | N
SCFO N\ B+ g (CLb™) A i tyngim o (LI Hm0 4R
1=0
+ C(CL0™) Ay (B).

Using Lemma 9.4, we obtain

~ C,, \ Cklgn ¢, o gmo\?
np < * "o *
\/ﬁahi <a+c*9m> + Z( )

" pre =\ pre
If £ = 0 we have

Arng(L7H).

o

\/ L2h < 200 Arng (L2R).

For k > 0 let us set 7 = 6p~', by (C2) 7 < 1, and let ng such that a = C2r™ < 1.
Since C, > 3 then C, 7m0 < % Hence
= 1 11 [1  CZrm = 1 5
LR <<= — |- z Ang(L0R) < —aling (LOR).
\/ o —{4a‘+a015|:4+0*a:|} (0’)—20’ (0’)
O

Lemma 9.6. Let B = 1+ 2a¢Cy. If (C3(no, N')) holds, then for each h € BV,
h>0,neN and o € XN,

Ao (L2 Ay () € Apng(L7R) < BArng (LP21) Ay (R).

Proof. For z € [0,1], we have

~ ~ ~n E;nh ~m ~ ~ ~
B, Ean)w) | B |[ZRE8 @) Bn, @) Ern
Lo A@)  — LB, LRl Lpl

UmUZ’;T. Taking the inf on x
and the limit m — oo, we get the first inequality. For the second, for x € [0, 1], we
have

where we have used twice the fact that E’;%UEAZ = L[n

7o (Lph)(x) _ Lfho(Lph)(x) Lo (L30)(x) _ Ly h(x)
L7, 1 (x) Ll (Lpl)(z) L l(x) — L5Mi(x)
which, by taking the inf on = and the limit m — oo, yields
Arng(L3h) < || £31]|ccAs (h).
By applying Lemma 9.5 to 1 € C%, we obtain \/ £"1 < 2a¢Cy A, (£21). Thus

1250 oo,

L0200 < Apno (L30) + \/ £31 < (1+ 2a0C4) Ao (L21) = BAsng (L21).
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Lemma 9.7. Let ny(d) = [ane‘s:llp]. Then, for each ¢ € (0,1) and n > nq(9), the
partition ZA(? has the property

sup As(1z) <6.

ZeZn
Proof. Remark that nq(9) is well defined due to condition (C2) and is such that for
all n >mnq(0), 0"p~" < 6. Then, for Z € Z7,

Liz(e)= Y. 9;W)z@) < llgglle < 6"
Try=x

Accordingly, for each x € [0, 1],

T"Oo a

£ Lod(z) ~ Ly, (Loh)
T o ( ) 1nf £:.n7l 1

£7n CTL]lZ( ) < en

Taking the inf on x and the limit m — oo, this yields

gn
Ac(lz) < ————<0"p " <9
(1z) Aoy (£01) P

where we have used Lemma 9.4. O

Lemma 9.8. Let ny(a) = ny ([4aB(1 4 2C,,p~ ™)), If (C3(no, N')) holds, then
for each a > ag, n > ng and h € C¢ there exists Z € Zg’g with

1
: S1 .
HZlfh > 4Ag(h)

Proof. For each n,m with n < m, we can write

Loh(z)= > Lr(hg)(z)= > L7 (hlz)(

ZeZy Zez3,

Suppose the lemma is not true. Then, we have

Lrh(z)= Y Lr(Mlz)(x)+ > Lr(hlz)
Zezy, Zezr,
< > Lrig(a) h \/h+||hHoo S Lrig(e
Zezr, Zezy, Zezr,
< Lr(e h Ao (£212) +\/£”ﬂl4\/h
ZEZY
+lhllee Y Lyz()
ZeZT,

If Z € 2, by Lemma 9.6, we have Armg(L0z) < BArmg(L01)Aq(1z) = 0,
which implies

Lig(z) < \/ L0z <2000 0™ < 20,(C ™0™ ) ™ Ao (L1,

by inequality (9.1) and Lemma 9.4.
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ItZeZzZ}

7,9’

\/ Loz < 207" 0™ 4 20,070 Ao (L1001 7)

the same argument gives

< [20*(ci/"°ap-1)m+2Cn0p-no3Ag(nZ) Ao (£1).

Setting r = C/™@p~L < 4=1/m0 and using Lemma 9.6 again, we have
A (h)
4
+ > Ao (£71)\/ b [B(1+2C0,p ™) As (1) + 2C, k™

zZezyp, z

koo D 20 Apmg (£71).
ZeZg’b

AT’"’U(ETUnh) < AT”G(E(T]]-)

Dividing this inequality by A-,—7no-(EZL]l) and taking the limit m — oo yields

A (1)
Aoh) < =7

+ B(1+2Ch,p ") \/ h S Ay(12)

1
< Z+aB(1+2CnOp_”O) sup As(Lz)| Ax(h) < A, (h)

ZeZgyg

N =

where we applied Lemma 9.7. This yields the announced contradiction. O
Remark 9.9. From now on we set a = max{ag, 1}.

Remark 9.10. Since T x H is finite, there exists M > 1 such that |L21]| < M.
Hence, by condition (C1), §," < inf L71 < ||£21]|oe < M™ for all n > 0 and
oexN.
Lemma 9.11. If (C3(ng,n3)) holds for some nz > na, then there exists o > 0 such
that

inf 227 > oAyug (Z21),
for alln > n3, all o € N and all f € C2.

Proof. We first remark that, by Lemma 9.8, for each f € Cg, there exists Z € Z72,
such that

1
. > 1 .
inf f > 2 Aq(f)
Consequently, for any ¢ > 0, we have
N 1 cla N
. 4 L . otz . 4
inf £ f > 4A,,(f) inf 71 inf £;1.

o

Since condition (C3(ng,ns3)) holds, one has
rt

inf EA;lZ > ex(ng)

o

forall o0 € ¥V, Z € Z7% and € > n3, and we thus get

(9.2) inf £Lf > #Aa(f) inf £21.
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We first prove Lemma 9.11 when n = ng and then extend it to all n > ngz. By
Lemma 9.6,

A "30(Zn f) > g1 "‘50( 3f)
Apnso (£221) sup L1221
By Remark 9.10 and (9.2) with £ = ng, we obtain

inf £79 f > oA rns o (L120 f),

As(f) = B!

with § = B~1&m2) (8 yns

/\

4
By Lemma 9.5, L7 Ca O for all o, We thus have
inf Eg:&"rknof > éATn3+"’"Og—(£gS+knof)7

forallk‘ZO,oGZNandeCg.
Let now n > n3. We write n = kng +n3 +r =n' +r with r < ng. We have

inf £0f =L, L2 f> 6\ .0 (L8 f)inf L7, 1
> 00," A o (L2 f)
> 00," A s o (L2 ).
But,
. . Ekn’+’r' £T1L’ gf
Tnfg(ﬁ f) lim inf —c- -

k—o0 r
‘CTW,/ +re™~rn! o ]]-

Zk £n'+7‘
> M™" lim 1nfL
k— o0 [_:k ,

Fnltr g
= MR (B2 )
> M~ A g (L2 f).

We have thus proved the result with o = @(%*)”0. O

Corollary 9.12. It holds true p < 1, where p is defined in (6.2).**

Proof By Lemma 9.4 and Lemma 9.11, with f = 1, we see that, for all n > ng,
1nf£”1>gp but 1nf£"1<f[,”1<1 so p < 1. O

Remark 9.13. Since by Remark 9.10, HEAZ]lHDO < M"™ and inf Eg]l > 6," for all
n>0 and o € XN, we have

inf £71 > o Arno (£01),
with ¢ =min{o, 1, 35, (§7) 7'}

Lemma 9.14. If (C3(na,n3)) holds for some n3 > na, then for all o € ¥V and
n > ngz, one has

£ree c oo,

with finite diameter less than A, uniformly in o.

24 Hence the min in condition (C2) was, a posteriori, superfluous.
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Proof. By (9.2), we have
inf £h > #Ag(h) inf £71,
for any o € XN, h € C% and n > n3 and, using Lemmata 9.5 and 9.6,
sup L2 < Ao (L2h) +\/ LR < (1 + )BA (h)Ayng (£71).
A simple adaptation of the proof of [16, Lemma 3.1] yields

max {(1 + v)A,(g),sup g}
deg (9,1) < log [ min {(1 —»)A,(g), inf g} }

for any g € C/* with 0 < v < 1. By Lemma 9.5 Ag(c ) C CT/i, so we can choose
v= % and, recalling Remark 9.10, we obtain:

max {3, BM"(1+ %)}

1 ex(n2)d,™
mm{27 2 }

for any o € XN, O

diamcindfg(cg) < 2log = A, <o0

Since we are interested in functions of the form ﬁf ngd» we will need to consider
functions f that belong to the intersections of all the cones C¢, o € ¥%. For this

purpose, we introduce the family of cones
Coy={f€BV: f#0, f>0,\/f <ainf f}.

We have C2; C C¢ for any o € ¥, and thus dca < dce by Theorem 9.1.

inf

Lemma 9.15. There exist v € (0,1) and a family of positive functions {hy },esz
in BV such that for all f € C%,, o0 € X% and n > 0:

inf’

Lr .,
7'70']0 — hy < C#V”’
AL D)
and
En n —
( T crf) _ hal S C#Z/n.
E:}_”O’f 00

Furthermore, h, € C5/%, |holloe <1+ a and inf h, > 0 > 0 for all 0 € X2, where

o is defined in Lemma 9.11.

Proof. Writing n > 2ng as n = kng +r, with £k > 2 and r < ng, for all f €
o € X% and m > 0, we have by Theorem 9.1 and Lemma 9.14:

deg (L-ng fs L0y o ) <7 2dee

with v = tanh (A”S) < 1.
Since both L”SJ“Tf and E"i(ﬁfﬂaf belong to C¢_(;_,,,, by Lemma 9.14 again,

as feCf; CCt ., NC_ (.., we have, using Lemma 9.14 one more time:
dca

1nf’

A277,3Jr7“f A2n3+r+mf)
b b

7(19'72)n3‘7( T "o r—(nd+m) s

inf T "o
’\2n3+7"f A2n3+r+mf) < An
) >~ 3

—(k— 2)"30_( T o 7= (ntm) s

Consequently, for all n > 2ng, m >0, 0 € ¥% and f €

1nf’

dog (L2 g f L0 ) < Cpr™,

r—(n+m) s
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with v = ’y%.
Using Lemma 9.2 with || - || = || - |leo and £(-) = A, (+), we get
An An+m n n4+m An
L'f/‘:"o’-f _ L:t:n(;;rnm)af S (edcg (/v‘.,.—n(,fvﬁ_rt(n+m,)af)_1) L‘I/‘:""Uf
ML) A Dl A D

Since LZ_,, f € C%, we have

93) Lo flloo € Ao( Lo f) +\ Lo f < (1 0)AG (L7, f),

and we deduce that

L, e,
A(LP o ) Ao(L2T0 0 Dl

£, . .
W”ff) is a Cauchy sequence in L*, and thus converges to
“ T No

a function h, € L*°. Since C’f;/Q is closed in L>® and L7

T "o

This implies that

fECg/2 for n > ng

by Lemma 9.5, we have h, € Cg/Z. Passing to the limit m — oo in the previous
relation, we obtain

‘C:}*”o'f
Ay (LD, f)
for all n > 2ng, and all ¢ € ¥%. Using the same reasoning, we have for any pair

ffecy

T—Ng?

< C#Vna

o

oo

E:'L*"af E:'L*”a' '
ML) AE. P
which proves that the limit h, does not depend on the choice of f € C;. By
Lemma 9.11, £, f > oAs(L7_,,_f) for all n > n3, whence we obtain inf h, > o.
Remark that (9.3) implies ||hy|looc < 1+ a. When n < 2ng, we have

Ef_n,af M?*"s gup f
AU(E:L”Hf) - B (5*2713 inff

where M > 1 and 0 < §, < 1 are defined in Remark 9.10. For n > n3 and f € C?

n

< Cypr™,

(9.4)

o0

277,3

M
+(14+a)<(1+a) <62"3+1> < Cur”,

o

inf>
since inf h, > ¢ and inf % > o by Lemma 9.11, we have
7A“££¢*””f) —ht <o 7£:}”f’f —he| < COyv™
n n
LT_nO'f A”(‘CT_"Uf) oo
We handle the case n < ng as previously, since ||hs|lco < 1+ a. O

Lemma 9.16. For allo € X7, there exists Ay, > p, such that Eghg = Ao Apn—ighsng
for alln > 1.

~

Proof. Applying Lemma 9.6 with h = L', 1, we have by definition of p, =
Aro(LL1):
Are(L£7F) 1)

T "o

= < Bp,.
A,,(E’TL 1)

Po <

—-ng
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Consequently, there exist a subsequence {n;} and A\, € [p,, Bpo| such that
Aro(L70) 1)

Ao = lim .
I AL, 1)
We can now compute
£, 1 SRS T W R |
Llh, =lim £} T = lim S pEa} (’*nT 2a)
J A (L7, 1) I A (LY 1) A (L7, 1)
T Jo T Jo T Jo
2ot 1 AL 1)
j— lim T J TO Tv Jo
I A (L)L 1) AL, 1)
= Ahro-
The general case n > 1 is obtained by a simple induction. (Il

Lemma 9.17. For all 0 € ¥V, the functional A, (restricted to BV) is linear,

positive, and enjoys the property Aong(LYf) = po -+ pro-1o0M6(f) for all f € BV

and n > 1. Moreover, Ay = py U(f)H < Cuv"||flly for all f €
o

BV.

Proof. For f € Cf.;, we can write
Laf _ Laf  Aeo(L£2f) Ao (L31)
Eg]l AT"’U(ng) AT"O’(Z"’\g]]') 22]1 .
So
Lof  Aeo(Lyh)|| _ Aceo(L3f) || L3S Aeo(Lp1)
‘Cg]l AT"O’(‘CQL]]') 00 AT”U(ETUL]]') AT"O(ETULf) ‘CZ;L]]'
Lyf Ao (£31) Ao (L50)
S Hf”OO - =~ . lto - = +HhUHOO Ai—ho.l .
Arng(L2f) - £l - £l -
Since ‘ A*”Lii(@u)H < 07! for n > n3 by Lemma 9.11, we get, using Lemma 9.15,
for all f € C8; and n > n3:
Lrf Ao (L2f) n
(9.5) = < Cpv"[| flloo-
E"]l Ao (L31) ],
But, A, (f) = f by definition, and, since 2”“'7% are constants, we
deduce that lim,,_, ﬁm = A,(f) and
Zn
lim ||[=2= — A, =0.
Jim | 2o =000

Now, if f € BV, we have f +c € C%; for ¢ = (1 + a 1)||f|lzv, so we get that

Ao (f) = limy_yeo ﬁ in L™ for all f € BV, since A,(f +¢) = Ag(f) + ¢. The

linearity of A follows from the linearity of the limit.
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Next, as £ f € BV, we know that

rnt1 rntl An+1]1
ATU(EIf) = lim Ef f = lim Mﬁgi =
e n—soo 52011 n—soo ,C:,H_l]l ﬁ_lr_ba]l

AU(f)ATO'(Z\lO']l) = po'AU(f)'

But then p, = A, is obtained by taking f = h,, since A,(h,) = 1. In particular,
we have Ayng (L7f) = po -+ prn-1, Ao (f) for all f € BV, so ﬁiﬁéﬂ = A (f).
But if we look back to (9.5), the above implies that for all f € C{; and n > ny:
crf
Lrl

As(F)|| < Cp"[[flloo-

(oo}

This can be easily extended to all n > 0, since Hg’ﬁ - Ag(f)H < 2 flloe- We

can again cover the general case f € BV using the fact that f +c € Cf; for
c=(1+a V)| fllsv, which finally implies

Lyf
e

Ao(f)|| < Cy"[If + clloo < Cyr™[| flIBv-

o

O

Remark 9.18. Following closely the ideas of [17], it is possible to prove that A, can
be interpreted as a non-atomic measure fiy, i.e. Ao(f) = [ fdus for all f € BV,
and that the measure v, defined by dv, = hydpu, satisfies (T}) Ve = V. Since we
will not make use of these facts, we leave their proofs to the interested reader.

The main properties of A, being proved, we can now improve Lemma 9.15 by
extending it to general functions in BV and deduce Proposition 8.1:

Proof of Proposition 8.1. By (9.4) with f' = h,, for any f € C%, we get using
Lemma 9.17
Lot

———— = Ay (f)hrno
Po * Prn—1lg ( )

< Cypv" Ao (f) < Cpr™ (| f oo

(oo}

Now, if f € BV, we have f + ch, € C2 for all 0 € X% with ¢ = 2(1 +a™ )| f|Bv-
Indeed, since \/ hy < §A5(hs) = § by Lemma 9.15, we have

VG +eha) <\ F4e\ e <\ £+,

Ao(f + chy) = Ag(f) + ¢ > inf f +c.
So f+chy, € C%if ¢ > 2(a™t\/ f —inf f), which is the case for our particular choice
of c. Consequently, we have

ﬁo‘(f + Cho') _ Ao’
Po Prr—1g

and

(f + cho)hrno|| < Cypv"|[f + cholloo < Cpv™ | fllBY,

oo

which leads to (8.1) after simplifications, since
LP(f + che) = LVf + cpo -+ prn-1gheng
and Ao’(f + Cho’) = Ao’(f) +c. 0
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Proof of Lemma 8.3. By Remark 9.10, we have p, < [[L11]ls < M, and so
sup, po < M < oo. The remaining statements are immediate consequences of
Lemmata 9.15, 9.16 and 9.17. O

Proof of Lemma 8./. This follows immediately from Lemma 9.6 and Remark
9.13. 0
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