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COMPOUND POISSON STATISTICS FOR DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS VIA
SPECTRAL PERTURBATION

JASON ATNIP, GARY FROYLAND, CECILIA GONZALEZ-TOKMAN, AND SANDRO VAIENTI

ABSTRACT. We consider random transformations 1} := Ty n-1,,0---0T,, 0T, where each
map T,, acts on a complete metrizable space M. The randomness comes from an invertible
ergodic driving map o : Q@ —  acting on a probability space (2, F,m). For a family of
random target sets H, , C M that shrink as n — oo, we consider quenched compound
Poisson statistics of returns of random orbits to these random targets. We develop a
spectral approach to such statistics: associated with the random map cocycle is a transfer
operator cocycle L o := Lyn-14,00" 0 Lsu,00Lw,0, Where L, o is the transfer operator for
the map T,,. We construct a perturbed cocycle with generator L, , s(-) := £w,0(~e“1me)
and an associated random variable S, ,, x(z) = Z?;é 1dew,n(T£x), which counts the
number of visits to random targets in an orbit of length k. Under suitable assumptions,
we show that in the n — oo limit, the random variables S, ., ,, converge in distribution to
a compound Poisson distributed random variable. We provide several explicit examples
for piecewise monotone interval maps in both the deterministic and random settings.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In dynamical systems, return-time statistics describe the number of times that trajecto-
ries return to small neighbourhoods of the initial condition. In addition to their intrinsic
interest, these statistics are heavily used in the study of extreme events. Indeed, the oc-
currence of such events can often be characterised as visits of trajectories of a dynamical
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system to a specific (small) region of the phase space, sometimes called a target set, or a
hole.

This work investigates return-time statistics for various sufficiently chaotic dynamical
systems, using compound Poisson random variables. These random variables describe
the sum of a Poisson-distributed amount of independent identically-distributed random
variables. More precisely, a random variable Z : M — N is compound Poisson distributed
if there exists a Poisson random variable N and a sequence X7, X, ... of non-negative i.i.d.
random variables X : M — N such that

(1.1) Z=> X

Compound Poisson random variables are useful to model the cumulative effect of random
events which occur in a fixed amount of time, e.g. the total amount of rainfall in a year.

A random dynamical system is defined through random compositions of maps T, : M —
M, drawn from a collection {T},},cq. An ergodic invertible measure-preserving map o :
2 — Q on a probability space (2, F,m) creates a map cocycle, or random dynamical
system, driven by o, namely 77 := T, n-1,0---07T,, 0T,. This very general driving setup
enables the study of random dynamics far beyond (and including) deterministic maps
(where T,, = T for every w € Q) and i.i.d. compositions of maps T}, (where 2 is a set of
bi-infinite sequences of symbols labelling the different maps, o is the left shift and m is an
infinite product measure m = v®%).

To investigate return-time statistics in the general setting of random dynamical systems,
we consider a sequence of random target sets H,, C M, which are decreasing in n € N
for each w € Q. For w € Q, x € M, n > 1, and k < n, we are interested in studying the
following quantities

k—1
Sw,n,k(x) = Z 1H0,jw7n (Til’),
=0

which count the number of times an orbit of length k hits the random sequence of targets
on their associated w-fibers.

It is well known for deterministic dynamical systems, that the limit of .S, ,, » for n — oo,
is degenerate unless one chooses k as a function of the target set, which is known as a
Kac scaling. In the context of random dynamical systems, there are different Kac-type
scalings, see the discussion in Remark 3.6. We will use the scaling (1.4) introduced in our

former work [5], which means setting k& to be n = LMJ We therefore consider the

MW,O(Hw,n)
associated random variable S, , : M — N on M and the discrete distributions
(1.2) foo({x € M 0 Sypn(z) =3}),  §=>0

in the limit n — oo, where {0 }weq is a family of probability measures on M satisfying
the equivariance condition f,, 907, = low,0- These measures are a natural generalisation
of invariant measures for a single deterministic map 7" to the setting of random dynamical
systems. Roughly speaking, our main result (Theorem 3.14) is that for m-a.e. w, in the
n — oo limit, the random variable S, ,, ,, converges in distribution to a random variable Z
that follows a compound Poisson distribution.



3

1.1. Background and notation. In our previous paper [5] we developed a spectral ap-
proach for a quenched extreme value theory that considers random dynamics on the unit
interval with general ergodic invertible driving, and random observations. An extreme value
law was derived using the first-order approximation of the leading Lyapunov multiplier of
a suitably perturbed transfer operator defined by the introduction of small random holes
in a metric space M. We were inspired by a result of Keller and Liverani [45] which, in
the deterministic setting, developed abstract conditions on the transfer operator £ and its
perturbations L. (for each € > 0) to ensure good first-order behaviour with respect to the
perturbation size.

Our first task was to generalize the Keller-Liverani result when we have a sequential
compositions of linear operators L7, ; := Lyn-1,00 -+ 0 Lyu0 © Ly, Where o : 2 — €
is an invertible, ergodic map on a configuration set 2. We then consider a family of
perturbed cocycles L], . := Lon-14,.0" -0 Ly, 0Ly, for each € > 0, where the size of the
perturbation £, o — L, is quantified by the value A, c = Vpu0 ((Lwo — Luwe)(Puwo)) , where
buwpo and v, (the conformal measure), are respectively the random eigenvector of £, o and
of its dual with common eigenvalue A, . We obtained an abstract quenched formula for
the Lyapunov multipliers A, ¢ up to first order in the size of the perturbation A, .. This
map cocycle generates a transfer operator cocycle L7 ;, where L, ¢ is the transfer operator
for the map 7;,. For each w € € and each ¢ > 0, a random target, referred to as a hole in
[5], H,. C Mis introduced; this allows us to define the perturbed transfer operator L, .
for the open map T, and target f[w,g, namely L, .(f) = Ecu(lM\FIw,Ef)-

Suppose now h,, : M — R is a continuous function for each w and write Z, as its essential
supremum. For any z, v < Z, we can now define the set

Hesop e i= {0 € M = hy(x) — 205 > 0},

which could be identified as a targetin the space M. The suffix N for the point z, x
means that we will now consider N such targets in order to study the distribution of non-
exceedances:

fwo ({2 € M : hoiy(T3(2)) < Zgswn,j = 0,..., N —1})
(1.3) = o ({x € Juo : T(@) ¢ My, for j=0,....N — 1})

where 1, o is the equivariant measure for the unperturbed system. Moreover we will require
an asymptotic behavior for the targets of the type

(1'4) Mw,O(Hw,Zw,N) = (tw + gw,N)/Na

for a.e. w and each N > 1, where ¢, is a positive random variable and &,, y goes to zero when
N — o005 see Section 3 for more details. Following the spectral approach of [43|, we proved
in [5] that the distribution (1.3) behaves asymptotically as AJ-y/AY,, where A, ., is the
Lyapunov multiplier of £, ., Such a multiplier is obtained by the first order perturbation
of A\, 0 quoted above, and ultimately will produce the limit Gumbel’s law

]\}Hn Hew,0 (LC eEM: hajw(Toz(x)) < Zajw,N7j = 07 s 7N - 1) = exp (_ / twewyo dm(w)> )
—00 Q

)\w,O_)\w,EN

where the extremal index 0,0 is given by the limit 0,0 = limy_o =%

w,eN
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There is another equivalent interpretation of Gumbel’s law in terms of hitting times that
will be useful to introduce the main topic of this paper. Let us now consider a general family
of random targets {H, , }weq, satistying H,, v C H,,, n' > n, and lim,,_g ftwo0(Hyn) = 0.
The first (random) hitting time to a target, starting at initial condition z and random
configuration w, is defined by:

T, Ha (@) = inf{k > 1,Tf(x) € Hykyp}

Under the assumptions which allowed us to get Gumbel’s law, in particular (1.4) pu, 0(Hyn) =
tw+€w,n

~2 with &, going to zero when n — oo, we can also prove that

lim w0 (Tw,Hw,nMw,O(Hw,n) > tw) = exp (_/ twew,o dm(w)) .
n—00 Q

This result suggests that the exponential law given by the extreme value distribution de-
scribes the time between successive events in a Poisson process.

1.2. Main result and literature review. Given w € () and a sequence of random target
sets H,,, C M, we consider the random variables

n—1
(15) Sw,n,n(x) = ZlHajwn(Tczx)7

J=0

where the initial condition = € M is distributed according to 0. The main result of
this work is that for an appropriate choice of target sets, the distribution of the random
variables (1.5) converge to a compound Poisson distribution as n — oo. In order to establish
this result, the measure of the target sets should follow the scaling (1.4). Our proof relies
on computing the characteristic function of the random variable (1.5) and showing that, as
n — 00, this characteristic function converges pointwise to the characteristic function of a
random variable which is discrete and infinitely divisible, and therefore compound Poisson
distributed. Our main result could be summarised as follows. See Theorem 3.14 for a
detailed statement.

Theorem A. For the random perturbed system introduced above and satisfying assump-
tions (C1)—(C8) and (S) (see Section 3 for full details), we have that for each s € R and
m-a.e. w € )

n

. A .
(1.6) lim g0 (%) = lim =" = exp (—(1 —e") / t,0.(s) dm(w)) :
n—oo 0

n—o00 )\w 0

The quantity A, is the top Lyapunov multiplier of the operator L, o, while A, ,, s is the
top multiplier of a perturbed operator Lo, s(f) = Luo(f - €**#«n). The quantities A7,
and A}, , . are products of n such multipliers along the w-orbit of length n. Notice that as

soon as we have the limit characteristic function on the right hand side of (1.6), we could
use Lévy’s inversion formula to get the mass distribution of (1.5), namely

1 [t .
im piy,0(Swnn = k) = A ﬁ/ e~ "F exp (—(1 —€") /Q t,0.(8) dm(w)) ds.

=T
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To obtain the limit (1.6) we again use our generalized version of the Keller-Liverani theorem,
with the associated extremal index 6,(s) which is given by

lim )\w,O - )\w,n,s

= (1 —€*)0,(s).
n—=oo )\w,O,uw,O(Hw,n) ( ) ( )

It is not the first time that the Keller-Liverani perturbation theorem has been used to
get the Poisson distribution for the number of visits in small sets. We quote here the
result [59] which holds in the deterministic setting and which exhibits several differences
when compared to our approach. First of all [59] computed the Laplace transform of
the random variable counting the number of visits in a decreasing sequence of sets with
bounded cylindrical lengths around a non-periodic point. In the limit of vanishing measure
of the target set, the Laplace transform converges to the Laplace transform of the usual
Poisson distribution, which from now on will be referred to as standard Poisson. This result
does not cover the case when the target set is around a periodic point or when it has a
different geometrical shape. Furthermore, even if the limiting Laplace transform could in
principle be computed, it is not clear how to invert it in order to get the probability mass
distribution.

In Section 2 of this paper we will sketch how to apply our perturbation scheme to
deterministic systems and we will show that for the aforementioned case of the target set
around periodic points, we will get, as expected, the Polya-Aeppli distribution. We note
that if the target sets are balls around a point z, then we have a dichotomy regarding
the convergence of the distribution of the number of visits for systems with a strong form
of decay of correlations. Either z is periodic and in that case we have convergence to a
Polya-Aeppli distribution, or z is not periodic and in that case we have convergence to a
standard Poisson process, see [8| for a rigorous proof of this claim for systems which exhibit
correlation decay with respect to L' observables. Other compound Poisson distributions
will emerge in the random setting, where the notion of periodicity is lost, and we will give a
few examples of them in Section 5. We will see that it is easier to construct examples that
are not standard Poisson and this could be interesting for application to the real world,
where the noise is a constituent of the environment, see [14] for an application to climate
time series.

For quenched random dynamical systems, there are already two contributions proving
convergence to a compound Poisson distribution. The first one, [28], is based on analogous
results in the deterministic setting due to A-C Freitas, J-M Freitas and M. Magalhes [27].
What is actually shown is the convergence of marked point processes for random dynamical
systems given by fibred Lasota Yorke maps. The technique is quite different from our
spectral approach, even though it uses the Laplace transform to establish the convergence
of random measures. In [28], our threshold assumption (1.4) is replaced by the Hiisler type
condition

N-1
(17) Z Hw,0 (haﬂw(Td(‘r)) > Zajw,N) — t,
=0

which has been used to deal with non-stationary extreme value theory, see [41, 30, 26|, and
is proved under strong mixing requirements of the driving system guaranteeing at least
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polynomial decay of correlations for the marginal measure i = [ 0 dm. In contrast, in
this present work we instead only need that the driving system be ergodic. Moreover the
unperturbed transfer operator is defined with the usual geometric potential, forcing all of
the fiberwise conformal measures to be equal to the Lebesgue measure. Finally, the only
example completely treated gives convergence to a standard Poisson distribution. Recently
another paper dealt with quenched Poisson processes for random subshifts of finite type,
[23]. It is proved that hitting times to dynamically defined cylinders converge to a Poisson
point process under the law of random equivariant measures with super-polynomial decay
of correlations. The second recent paper on quenched systems [2], which became available
after the completion of the present work,adapts the deterministic framework of [36] to the
random setting. The approach of [2] is based on a probabilistic block-approximation, which
does not require exponential decay of correlations of the equivariant measure 4, o. Instead,
[2] requires that the correlations decay with some polynomial rate together with the corre-
lations of the marginal measure ji, see above. The allowance of polynomial decayrequires
the stronger assumption that the driving of the base dynamical system o : 2 — € must be
mixing, while we only require ergodicity in the base. In addition,the threshold assumption
of 2] fixes the time of observation by averaging over the measures of the target sets, and
is therefore a type of annealed version of our scaling (1.4), see Remark 3.6. The conver-
gence to the limit distribution is obtained along subsequences that require a certain kind
of summability. Despite the difference of assumptions,all of the examples in [2] are similar
to ours.

In the deterministic framework, besides [27], two other recent papers developed com-
pound Poisson statistics for general classes of dynamical systems, [36] and [33]. Both
papers aimed to compare a given probability measure — namely the distribution of the
number of visits to a set — to a compound Poisson distribution. This will give an error for
the total variation distance between the two distributions. Any compound Poisson distri-
bution depends upon a set of parameters A;,[ > 1. It has been shown in [36], that those
parameters are related to another sequence oy, [ > 1, which are the limits of the distribution
of higher-order returns and therefore are in principle computable. Whenever those limits
exist and the a; verify a summability condition, the error term can be evaluated in two pos-
sible ways. In [36], inspired in part by [19], the error term is evaluated using a very general
approximation theorem that allows one to measure how close a return-time distribution is
to a compound binomial distribution, which in the limit converges to a compound Poisson
distribution. In [33] the error term is instead evaluated by an adaption of the classical
Stein-Chen method [20]. The two approaches target different classes of dynamical systems.
The approach of [36] is more geometric and is adapted to differentiable systems which
are not necessarily exponentially mixing, whereas the approach of [33] is more devoted to
symbolic and ¢-mixing systems.

The history of Poissonian distributions for the number of visits in small sets dates back
to the seminal papers by Pitskel (1991)[55] and Hirata (1993) [39]. There have been several
other contributions employing different techniques; we provide here a non-exhaustive list:
[1, 35, 40, 46, 47, 34, 18, 60, 61|. A complementary approach to the statistics of the number
of visits has been developed in the framework of extreme value theory, where it is more often
called point process, or particular kinds of it as the marked point process; besides the papers
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quoted above |28, 27|, see also |29, 8|. The distribution of the number of visits to vanishing
balls has been studied for systems modeled by a Young tower in [19, 53, 37, 38, 57|, and
for uniformly hyperbolic systems in [17] and [6]. Recurrence in billiards provided recently
several new contributions; for planar billiards in [52, 31, 16, 15| and in [54] spatio-temporal
Poisson processes were obtained by recording not only the successive times of visits to a
set, but also the positions.

2. THE DETERMINISTIC SETTING: A MOTIVATIONAL APPROACH

While our results in the random setting, presented in Section 3, imply the compound
Poisson statistics for the deterministic setting, in order to motivate our results for random
dynamical systems, we first give a sketch of our approach to obtain compound Poisson
statistics in the deterministic setting via Keller-Liverani perturbation theory. We will also
present a few general considerations that can be immediately translated to the random
setting.

Suppose that T : I — I is a piecewise smooth (C11%), piecewise expanding map with
finitely many branches. Let p be an absolutely continuous invariant measure for 7. Con-
sider a decreasing sequence of (non-random) targets H,, shrinking to a finite set.We aim to
compute the following distribution

k—1
lim (ZO 1y, (T'x) = ])
for 5 =0,1,..., where, as usual, we set k = n and assume the scaling

21) " Lu(;fn)J'

Rather than following the approach of Zhang [59], who computed the moment generating
function, we compute the characteristic function (CF) of the sum

(2.2) S(z) == Z 1y (T'z).

We show that it converges to the CF of a random variable (RV) Z, which has a compound
Poisson distribution. We let £ denote the Perron-Frobenius operator acting on the space
BV of complex-valued bounded variation functions, and for each s € R\{0} and n € N we
define the perturbed operator

L,s(f) = L(e"n f).
Note that if s = 0, then £,y = £ for all n € N. Iterates of this operator are given by

Ly o(f) = LE (e f)
for each n > 1. If h is the density of u (with respect to Lebesgue), then

/ 'Sk h dy = / LF(e5nkh) dy = / Lr (h) de.
As usual we suppose that the operators £ and L, ; are quasi-compact, and in particular,

En,s(') = An,syn,s(')(bn,s + Qn,s(')?
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where the above objects are deterministic versions of the corresponding random objects in
(C3). As the targets H,, shrink to a finite set, the operator L, s approaches L. The triple
norm difference between the two operators is given by

(2.3) (L = Lol < 1= e |u(H,) < 2u(H,).
In Keller-Liverani [45] they consider the following normalizing quantity
(2.4) Ays = /(E — Lo )h dr = (1—e®)u(H,).

In [43, Section 4|, using the Keller-Liverani perturbation theory of [44], Keller shows that
the assumptions of [45] hold (namely (A1)-(A6) in [45] or (1)-(6) in [43]) for a similar
setting.! Thus, applying Theorem 2.1 of [45], we have

. 1 - )\n,s - .
(2.5) n11_>rrolo N =1- ;:0 qr(s) =: 6(s),
where
1
2.6 qr(s) = lim . / L—L,; £fLS L—L,s)(h) dz,

and the limit in (2.6) is assumed to exist. Calculating gx yields

: 1 K
0(8) = Jim o (€= £,0C5, (6 = £,)(0) do
= lim i 41) () /(1 — ei‘ngn(Tk+l(x)))€i5[lHn(T(w))+"'+1Hn(Tk($))](1 — @) da
n—00 — s i n
1 , , k
— lim | / (1 — e)2¢isan T@) -+ 1, (T (3)
n=oo (1 =€) u(Hn) Jo,nr-e+ (a,)
(2.7)
n—oo  (H,) H,NT—k+1) (H,)
In view of (2.7), we see that the orbit T'(x) can return to H, for £ = 1,... k. Each return
adds a multiplicative factor €%, for a positive £. Therefore, for ¢ = 0,..., k, we define
40(0) = p(r;e € Hy, TH (x) € Hy, Y5 gy, (TV2) = 0)
" . (Hy) '

Now suppose that the limit
Br(0) = lim Bk ()
n—oo

exists. Then we have the following alternate formulation of the gy,

(28)  qu(s) = lim —

n—oo | — eis

k
(1= e®2e 1) = (1) ) e Bil0).
£=0 £=0

'In fact Keller shows the assumptions (A1)-(A6) of [45] (the deterministic versions of our assumptions

(C1)—(C7)) hold for further examples of shift maps and higher dimensional maps for which our theory also
applies.
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It follows from the assumption (A3) of [45] (the deterministic version of our assumption

(C4)) that the sum

(2.9) Y=

> Bi(0)

o~ k
=0 ¢=0

k

converges absolutely”. Thus, combining (2.5) and (2.8) we obtain the following alternate
expression for 0(s):

oo k

(2.10) O(s) =1—(1—e*)> D e “Bi(0).

k=0 ¢=0
In view of (2.6), and using (2.1) and (2.4), we have

ot

1—-Xs~0(s)A,s =0(s)(1 —e"”)—.

n

Following the approach of [43], exponentiating the previous formula and taking n — oo,

we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that the scaling (2.1) holds and that conditions (A1)-(A7) of [45]
hold for the operators L,, s for each s € R and all n € N sufficiently large. Then we have

(2.11) lim [ e*5rh dy = e/ = ().
n—oo
Taking (2.10) together with the absolute convergence of the series (2.9), we see that ¢(s)
is continuous in s = 0, and therefore is the characteristic function of some random variable

Z on some probability space (I, B',P") to which the sequence of random variables (using
(2.1) and (2.2))

|ty ]
(2.12) 7, = Z 1y, oT"
1=0

converges in distribution; this follows from Lévy Continuity Theorem (see [48, Theorem
3.6.1]). We let vz denote the distribution of Z, and we now denote the invariant measure
w1 by P. It follows from the Portmanteau Theorem that the variable Z is non-negative and
integer valued as the distributional limit of a sequence of integer-valued RV?®. Moreover it
is a standard result that

(2.13) P(Z = k) =vz({k}) = lim P(Z, = k).

n—oo

Note also that Z is clearly infinitely divisible, since e=?)(1=¢")t — (g=0(s)1=¢")t/NYN g
along with the fact that Z is non-negative and integer valued imply that Z has a compound

2For more details in the random setting, see the arguments presented in Section 3.
31f v, denotes the distribution of Z,, then the Portmanteau Theorem implies that 1 =
limsup,,_, . ¥n(No) = vz(Np), where Ny = NU {0}.
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Poisson distribution, see for instance [42, p. 389] or [25, Section 12.2]. To obtain the
probability mass function for Z we can apply the Lévy inversion formula to get

T
. —isk —0(s)(1—e®)t

. VA = .

(2.14) vz({k}) = lim —/ e e ds

Recall the fact that D¥¢(0) = i*E(Z*) whenever the kth moments exists, where D, denotes
differentiation with respect to s. Thus, assuming that ¢ is twice differentiable, elementary
calculations® give that

E(Z) =t and Var(Z) = t(1+ 2%).

If no confusion arises, we will denote the underlying probability with P, instead of I/, and
its moments with E, Var, etc., which are actually computed with the distribution v.

2.1. Further properties of the compound Poisson RV Z. We now point out a few
other properties enjoyed by compound Poisson random variables like our Z. First of all
such a variable may be written as

N
(2.15) Z:=> X,
j=1

where the X are iid random variables defined on same probability space, and N is Poisson
distributed with parameter . There is a simple relationship between the characteristic
function ¢(s) of the variables Z and X, namely we can write ¢(s) = ¢z(s) where ¢(s) is
given by

(2.16) y(s) = ?@xi ()1,

see [42]. Then we use the well-known fact that

(2.17) P(Z =k) = i]P’(N = OP(S, = k),

where Sy = Zle X;, and Sy is the random variable identically equal to 0. A standard result
give E(Z) = JE(X), and for Z in (2.15) it follows immediately by taking the derivative of
the characteristic function ¢ in (2.16) at 0, that E(Z) = t. Therefore ¥ = m. Moreover
if follows from the definition of the random variable Z,, (2.12) that (Gumbel’s law):

v2({0}) = lim pu(Z, = 0) = e,

where 6, is the extremal index.

Put now k£ = 0 in (2.17); then the only term which survives will be for £ = 0 and in this
case we get

P(Z=0)=P(N=0)=¢"?=¢ 5D
and therefore
E(X;) =6,

This relationship was also obtained in [36], where a dynamical interpretation of the random
variable X; was given.

4See Section 3 for more details in the random setting.
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Furthermore, using the fact that ¥ = t6,, the fact that ¢(s) = ¢z(s), and (2.16), we get
that

0(s)(e” — 1)

1
0

(2.18) Ox, (s) =

5

Taking derivatives of ¢, and ¢x, we can additionally show

Oo(1+23) —1

Var(X;) = 7
0

Note that the probability generating function (PGF) for our compound Poisson RV Z is
given by

(2.19) Gz(s) = ePloxa (=)

where gx,(s) is the PGF for the RV X;. Set gx, = ¥gx,, and so we have Gz(s) =
exp(gx, (s) — J). Then Hoppe’s form of the generalized chain rule applied to Gz(s) gives

]~
= L

ol
M?r

DEG4(s) = Cals) ( (—1y (’j) (3, ()9 DX %)(s)) .

Then

since G(0) = e and gy, (0) = 0. Since P(Z = K) = DEG4(0)/K!, we have

—t90
(2.20) P(Z = K) Kl( DN (3, )

Remark 2.2. Note that P(Z = k) can be calculated using (2.13) or (2.14). To calculate
P(X; = k) we can apply the Lévy inversion formula to the CF ¢x, to get

(2.21) P(X, = k) = lim 1 /_z ek <M + 1) ds.

T—o00 2T 00

Note that the inversion formula can be used to numerically approximate the distribution
of X;. Alternatively, we can recursively solve for D¥*gy, (0) (and thus P(X; = k)) in terms
of P(Z = k) using (2.20).

5See Section 3 for details of the calculation in the random setting.
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2.2. Deterministic Examples. We now present several examples in the interval map
setting we have just described. We first show in Examples 2.3 and 2.4 that if the targets
H,, are centered around a single point xj, whose orbit has nonempty intersection with
the set of discontinuities for T', then the return time distribution one can get is either
standard Poisson (if zq is aperiodic) or Poélya-Aeppli (if z( is periodic). We then show
in Example 2.5 that if the targets H,, contain finitely many connected components which
are centered around finitely many points, each of which has an orbit that is distinct from
the others, then the return time distribution can be expressed as an independent sum
of standard Poisson and Polya-Aeppli random variables. Following this classification of
the return time distributions for interval maps with targets centered around finitely many
points with non-overlapping orbits, we give two examples, Examples 2.7 and 2.8, describing
the complicated behavior that occurs when the targets are centered around points on the
same orbit. These examples are related to clustering of extreme events created by multiple
correlated maxima, investigated in [9, 13].

We will say that xq € I is simple if it is a point of continuity for 7" and if its forward
orbit is disjoint from the discontinuity set of 7. The following examples deal with targets
centered at simple points. For instance, if T is smooth — not only piecewise smooth— then
every o € [ is simple. For an analysis of extreme value laws associated to targets centered
at non-simple points, we refer the reader to [7].

We begin with the simplest example of targets centered around an aperiodic point.

Example 2.3. Suppose that o € H, C I, n > 1.If x( is simple and aperiodic, then using
standard arguments with (2.7), it is easy to show that the [ (¢) are zero for all k > 0,
0 < ¢ < k, and thus, the gx(s) are zero for all £ > 0 and s € R.In this case we have that
6 = 1, and so, using (2.1), the CF (s) = e )1=¢")which is the CF for a standard
Poisson RV.

Example 2.4. Now suppose that xy € I is a simple periodic point of prime period r > 1,
and that the targets H,, are centered around the point xy. Further suppose that the density
h and DT" are both continuous at xy. Again using standard arguments with (2.7), we see
that all the g =0 for K Zr — 1 (mod r) and that for k = br — 1, b > 1, we have

o (1—e®) / OV p () dz = (1 — )t Visa?,
n—oo  (Hy) H,NT—"(Hp)

since
Hn N T—br Hn
lim M (Hy)) _ ab,
where oo = 1/|DT" ()| < 1. In this case 6 becomes
b=1 =1 a1 — eis 1 — qets

Thus, using (2.1), the CF ¢(s) is given by

p(s) = et = ot (H05) eft(lfa)(li*:::‘s)

Y
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which is the CF of a Pélya-Aeppli distributed random variable Z with parameters p = o €
(0,1) and ¥ = ¢(1 — «). The probability mass distribution of Z (see [42, Section 9.6|)is
given by

eV for k=0
]P)(Z - k) - _ j o - ’
{e DY %pk (1 —p) (];_1) for k > 1.

Jj=1 1

We now present several examples describing the return times distributions one can obtain
in the deterministic setting with targets with multiple connected components.

Example 2.5. Suppose z1,...,xy € I are simple and points of continuity for A, all of
whichbelong to different orbits, so that T"(x;) # x; for any 4, j,k € N with ¢ # j. Suppose

that HY is an interval centered around the points z; such that for all n sufficiently large

we have H N HY = 0 for all 1 <i#j< M. Set H, := Uj]\ilHy(Lj) and we assume the
following limit exists:

(4)
pj = li pHr )
n—00 M(Hn>
Since we can write
M
H,NT*H,) = J(HY nT*HY)),
j=1

we can decompose the integral

M

fy)dy = / f(y)dy.
/EfnﬁTk(Hn) ( ) Z; HT(Lj)mTfk(Hflj)) ( )

Thus, we denote

1 _ eis )
I i(s) = lim ——— kW) (y) dy.
ki (s) n1—>Hc}o w(Hy) /Hgbj)mTk(HT(p)e (v) dy

which implies that gx(s) = Zj\il I, ;(s). Suppose that z; is periodic with prime period r;
and that DT is continuous at x;for 1 < j < m (for m < M). For each 1 < j < m denote

a; = 1/|DT" (2;)|.

For m 41 < j < M suppose that z; is aperiodic. Applying the same arguments from both
examples above we obtain

Lo i(s) = (1 — e') (eis(b*l)pjoz?) if z; is periodic and k =br; — 1, b>1,
"0 otherwise.

We set

ki(s) == Z Iii(s),
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and thus, if z; is aperiodic (m +1 < j < M), we have k;(s) = 0, and if z; is periodic
(1 < j < m), then following the calculation from the previous examples gives that

pjoy(l —e”)
mls) = S
J

In order to calculate the characteristic function ¢(s) for the random variable Z coming
from (2.11), we first calculate 0(s). Collecting together the above calculations we can write

00 M oo M
s) :1_2%(5) =1—ZZ%’<S) :1_2 Zp](llj—loz_ei
k=0 j=1 k=0 J=1

_ [Tin, (1 — awe™) — Z;nﬂ(pjaj(l — ")) Hk;ﬁj(l — age”)
[Tis (1 — axe™)
Zj]\/il pi [, (1 — axe™) — Z;ﬂ L (pjaj(1—e™)) Hk;é (1 — axe®)
[T (1 = age®)
Z;n:1 ((p](l aje’) — pjog(1 — ™)) Hk#( akeis)) + Z]’Nimﬂ pi [T (1 — axe™))
[Tl (1 — age®)

m M
P —ay)
j=1 j=m—+1

Thus the CF ¢(s) is given by

¢<s>=exp<—t<1—e“> pl(_l—;“)>xp< H1—e® ij)

j=m+1
M 1 — e
= exp ( t(1— e’ Z p]> Hexp ( tp;(1 )1_—%615) .

Thus the random variable Z can be written as a sum of independent random variables
Z = Wy + 37, W; where W is Poisson with parameter ¢ = tzjj\im 41 p; and Wj is
Polya-Aeppli distributed with parameters p; = o; and ¥; = tp,;(1— ;) for each 1 < j < m.

We have thus proved the following theorem classifying the full extent of the return time
distributions when the targets are centered around finitely many simple points with distinct
orbits.

Theorem 2.6. For each 1 < j < M and n € N suppose z; € HY s simple with H, =
Uj]\ilf-[?(lj). Form < M and 1 < 7 < m suppose the following

(1) xz; is periodic with prime period r;,

(2) x; is a continuity point of h,

(3) DT" is continuous at x; anda; = /\DT"i (z))],

(4) HY is centered around z; for each n € N.
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Now for m +1 < k < M suppose that xy, is aperiodic. Further suppose that x; # T*(zy)
forany 1 < j#k <M and any ¢ € N, and that the following limit exists
©))
Hy
n—oo i( Hy)
Then the RV Z defined by the CF (s) given in (2.11) can be written as a sum of indepen-
dent random variables

Z=Wyr 3w,
j=1
where Wy is standard Poisson with parameter 9y = tzj]\imﬂ p; and W; is Polya-Aeppli
distributed with parameters p; = a;; and ¥; = tp;(1 — o) for each 1 < j < m.

We now give examples that show the complexity that arises when the targets H,, are
centered around multiple points with overlapping orbits.

Example 2.7. Suppose x; € [ is aperiodic. Let zy = T?(x;) for some b > 1. Suppose that
x1 (and thus also xs) is simple, and supposeH,, = HY U H? with HY n H? = 0 and

HY is centered around xj for 7 = 1,2 and each n € N. Further suppose the following limit
exists:

(4)
. p(HR)

p; = lim
’ n—oo (1(Hy)

for j = 1,2, and that h and DT? are continuous at z;.Then all of the ¢ are equal to zero
except for ¢,_; which is given by

1—e* . -
@-1(s) = lim —/ ei8(Lay, (T(Y)+++1m, (T (y))]h(y) dy
n—oo ((Hy) Hn,(T—b(H,)
1 — eis '
222 noe i(Hy) /H;“mTwH}P) Wy = (1 = eminp ok
where
1
a=——.
| DT (1))

Setting I' = min{p;, poa},’ then 0(s) =1 — q,_1(s) = 1 + (e’ — 1)T, and so the CF (s)
from (2.11) is given by

o(s) = exp (t(e” — 1)(1 + (¢ — 1)T)).
Note that ¢ is the CF for a RV Z whose distribution is compound Poisson, which is neither

standard Poisson nor Polya-Aeppli. In view of (2.16) and (2.18), we see that the CF of X;
is given by

b (s) = 14 7= : L 1)

where we have that 6y = I" follows from similar calculations as (2.22); see [5].

6Note that ' = p; when gy c T_I’(H,(Lz))7 and I' = psa otherwise.
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Example 2.8. Suppose z; € [ is a periodic point with prime period r > 1. Let 2o = T(z;)

for some 1 < b < r. Suppose that z; is simple, and consequently so is zs. Further

suppose that x; and zy are points of continuity for h, and supposeH,, = Hfll) U H,(lz) with
HY N g = ¢ and HY is centered around xj for j = 1,2 and each n € N. Further
suppose the following limit exists:

! gy
pj = lm ,E(Hn))
for j = 1,2 and that DT" is continuous at x;. Set
. 1 B 1
ST DT @] DT ()]
and set
D) Y T D))
As previously argued, we have
[ <H7SJ') N T_k(H,sj))> )
lim = p;ar

n—o00 M(Hn)
for j=1,2and k=0 (mod r). Now if £k = ar + b then we have
o (1 kD)) | min { (B, w(H) by
im = lim
et 1(H,) n—00 p(Hy)

1
= 1 a - —_— = F

and similarly for £k = ar — b we have

1‘ ,u (H,,(IQ) m T_k<H7(7,1))> l mln {,U/(Héz))) ,U/(Hél)) |_DTaT];b(I2)‘ }
1m = 111m
. a— 1
= min {pg,ploé 1. m} = F2,1<a>'

Note that there exist a;2,a21 > 1 such that I'; 5(a) = pea®y, for all @ > a1 5 and I'y 1 (a) =

pra® vy for all @ > ay ;. For each k, 7,1 € N we set

1 — e’
I :(s) := lim
k,J, ( ) n—oo M(Hn) \/}'I,g,])mT(k+1)(H,(j>)
and hence for each k& we have

qk(s) = Ik7171($) + Ik7272(8) + [k7172(8) + []@2,1(8).

Following the previous arguments, for k = ar — 1 we have that

Lip—155(8) = (1 — e*)(e** Vp;a®)

eis[lHn (T(y)++1m, (T* ()] h(y) dy
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for j =1,2, and Ip,—112(s) = Io—121(s) =0, so
Tov—1(s) = Ior—111(8) + Lor—122(5)
— (1= €#)(e*@ VD (p1a® + paa®)) = (1 — ) (D),
Now for k = ar +b—1 we have Iyp-111(8) = Lorip-122(5) = Larip-121(5) = 0 and
Targp-1(8) = Targpo112(s) = (1 — €)™ " VT 5(a)

and similarly for k = ar — b — 1 we have I,,_p_111(s) = Ior—p-122(5) = Lor—p-112(5) =0
and

Tar—p-1(8) = Tap—p-121(5) = (1 — eis)eis(afl)rz,l(a)-

Then we can write
(223) ZQk Z ]ar b— 1 + Iar 1( ) + Iar—i—b—l(s)-
k=0

We now have three cases.

Case 1: If I'; 5(a) = paa®yp and Ty (a) = pra® 1y, for all a > 17, then using (2.23) we
have

Z%( (1—e Z B (@ + pyyea® + prya )

a=1
= (1 =) (pm + alprra+1) ) (e"a)
a=1

1 — eis
= 1) ———.
(P11 + a(peya + 1)) T octs

Case 2: Suppose that a;5 > 1 and I'y1(a) = pya® !4 for all a > 1. Then

Iy (a) = D1 for all a < aq
’ peayy  forall a > ag .

Then using (2.23) we have

) ai2—1
ZQk Z Iar—l—b 1 Z Iar—i—b 1 + Zlar b— 1 + Iar 1( )
k=0 a=a1,2
The first two sums are given by
ai2—1 0o ay2—1
Z [arerfl(S) + Z [arerfl(S) = Z (1 - 6 13 a=1) p + Z 1 - 6 ’LS “ 1)27204 Y2
a=1 a=a12 a=1 a=ai,2
zs(al 2—1) _ 1 ] eisa ai2—1
=pi (1 —¢ ) + (1 — €*)payecr

eis — 1 1 — aqe’s

"Note that this is the case if p; = po.
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) ) S a;2—1
_ p1(1 B 6zs(a1,2—1)) + (1 N ezs)p2,}/2a (6 a)

9

1 — e’
and the third of the three sums is given by
D arb1(5) + Tapa(s) = (1 =€) V(a® + pra'y)
a=1 a=1
~1- (o pon S
a=1
1 — eis
=(a+ pl’h)m~
Combining these sums gives
o 3 . 18 al’gfl 1 o eis
_ 1— is(a1,2—1) 1 — ¢ w - -
;Qk(s) p(l—e )+ (1= e”)payecr o T (v +p171)1 mpwrr

Case 3: Suppose that I'; 5(a) = paa®y, for all @ > 1 and as; > 1. Then

Tyi(a) = D2 for all a < ag,
’ pra®tyy forall a > ag;.

Arguing similarly as in Case 2, we have

az,1—1 1 _ eis

1 — aes’

(),

~—  ta(1
oo Tall+pe)

> au(s) = pa(l — @2 ) 4 (1 - *)p1yia
k=0

Note that we cannot have a fourth case where both a; 9 > 1 and ay; > 1. If this were to
occur, then we would have that

Pya(a) = D1 for all a < aq

and

Iy i) = D2 for all a < ag,
' pra®ty; forall a > as.

In particular, the definition of I'y  and I'y; for a = 1 < a2, az,; imply that
P1 < P2ovy2 and P2 < i
Taken together, and noting that a,~;, v, € (0,1), we arrive at the contradiction that
P2 < p171 < p2aiYe.

In each of the four cases we then have the characteristic function ¢(s) is given by

©(s) = exp <—t(1 — ') (1 — qu(s)>> ,

which is clearly not the CF for a standard Poisson or Polya-Aeppli distribution.
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3. THE RANDOM SETTING: MAIN RESULTS

In this section we now move to the setting of random dynamical systems where we will
present our main result. To begin, let (2,.%,m) be a probability space and o : Q@ — 2 an
ergodic, invertible map which preserves the measure m, i.e.

moo ' =m.

For each w € (), we take J, to be a closed subset of a complete metrizable space M such
that the map
Q3w +— T,

is a closed random set, i.e. J, € M is closed for each w € ) and the map w — J,, is
measurable (see [21]), and we consider the maps

Ty : To = Tow-
By T : J, — Jon. we mean the n-fold composition
I =Ton, 00T, Ty = Tonw-
Given a set A C Jn, we let
T,"(A)={re T, T} (x) € A}

w

denote the inverse image of A under the map 7" for each w € €2 and n > 1. Now let

J=J{w}x T caxm,

we
and define the induced skew-product map 7" : 7 — J by

T(w,z) = (ow,T,(x)).

Let % denote the Borel o-algebra of M and let .7 ® % be the product o-algebra on 2 x M.
Throughout the text we denote Lebesgue measure by Leb. We suppose the following:

(M1) The map T : J — J is measurable with respect to # @ A.

Definition 3.1. A measure p on €2 x M with respect to the product c-algebra % ® £ is
said to be random measure relative to m if it has marginal m, i.e. if

nomy Y=m.
The disintegrations {ju,}, . of p with respect to the partition ({w} x M), satisfy the
following properties:

(1) For every B € £, the map Q 5 w — p,(B) € [0, 00| is measurable,
(2) For m-a.e. w € Q, the map # > B — p,(B) € [0,00] is a Borel measure.

We say that the random measure j = {1, },c(, is a random probability measure if for m-a.e.
w € Q the fiber measure p,, is a probability measure. Given a set Z = Ugeq {w} X Z, C
Q0 x M, we say that the random measure p = {ji,}, . is supported in Z if supp(p) € Z
and consequently supp(u,) C Z, for m-a.e. w € Q. We let Po(Z) denote the set of all
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random probability measures supported in Z. We will frequently denote a random measure
1 by {1} eq-

The following proposition from Crauel [21]|, shows that a random probability measure
{Hw}yeq on J uniquely identifies a probability measure on J.

Proposition 3.2 ([21], Propositions 3.3). If {j}, cq € Pal(J) is a random probability
measure on J, then for every bounded measurable function f . J — R, the function

Qo3wr— flw, ) dpy(x)
T

1s measurable and
FRQB>Ar— // 1h(w,x) dpy,(x) dm(w)

defines a probability measure on J .

For f: J — R we let

n—1
D)= fortw o T
=0

denote the Birkhoff sum of f with respect to 7. We will consider a potential of the form

wo : J — R, and for each n > 1 we consider the weight g(()n) : J — R whose disintegrations
are given by

(3.1) QL,()) = exp(Sn(¥w,0) H gz(ﬂ)w,o oI

for each w € . We will often denote gw70 by g.0. We assume there exists a family of
Banach spaces {B., ||-||5, },cq of complex-valued functions on each J,, with g, ¢ € B, such
that the fiberwise (Perron-Frobenius) transfer operator L, : B, — By given by

(32) Loo(H@) =D fWguo(y), fEBu x€ Tu
yeT, ! ()

is well defined. Using induction we see that iterates L}, : B, — Byn, of the transfer
operator are given by

530 Z f gwoya feBwaxEJJ”w-
yeTS " (x)

We let B denote the space of functions f : J — R such that f,, € B, for each w € Q and
we define the global transfer operator £y : B — B by

('COf)w<x) = 5071%0]0071“}(33)

for f € B and x € J,. We assume the following measurability assumption:

(M2) For every measurable function f € B, the map (w,z) — (Lo f),(z) is measurable.
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We suppose the following condition on the existence of a closed conformal measure.

(CCM) There exists a random probability measure vy = {v,0},.o € Pa(J) and measur-
able functions A\ : 2 — R\ {0} and ¢y : J — (0, 00) with ¢y € B such that

Ew,0<¢w,0) = )\w,O(bcrw,O and Vaw,O(‘Cw,O(f)) = /\w,OVw,O(f>

for all f € B, where ¢, () := ¢o(w, -). Furthermore, we suppose that the fiber
measures v, o are non-atomic and that A, g := Vg 0(Leol) with log A, o € L'(m). We
then define the random probability measure py on J by

(33) Mw,O(f) = 7 f¢w,0 de,Oa f S L1<Vw,0>‘

From the definition, one can easily show that pg is T-invariant, that is,
(34) f o Tw dﬂw,() = f d/law,(), f € Ll(ﬂaw,O)-
jL/J \70'(.4)

Remark 3.3. Our Assumption (CCM) has been shown to hold in several random settings:
random interval maps [3, 4, 5|, random subshifts [11, 49], random distance expanding maps
[50], random polynomial systems [12], and random transcendental maps [51].

3.1. Random Perturbations. For each n € N we let H, C J be measurable with respect
to the product o-algebra .# ® % on J such that

(A) H] C H, for each n’ <n.

Then the sets H,, C J, are uniquely determined by the condition that
{w} x Hyp=H, N ({w} X To),
or equivalently that
Hyp = mo(Ho N ({w} x Jo)),

where 7y : J — J,, is the projection onto the second coordinate. The sets H,,, are then
v, o-measurable, and (A) implies that

(A’) H,, C H,, for each n’ <n and each w € Q.

For each w € 2, each s € R, and each n € N we define the perturbed operator L, , s :
B, — By

‘Cw,n,s(f) = ‘Cw70(f . eisle,n).
Note that if s = 0 then £, ,0 = Ly, for each n > 1. If we denote

k—1
Swmk(®) = 1y, (Tlx),
j=0

then we have that

(3.5) Ll s(f) = Lh(e™me f).

w,n,s
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Additionally we make the following assumption on our Banach spaces B,

(B) 1p,, € B, for each n and each w € (2, and there exists C' > 0 such that for m-a.e.
w € Q we have |[1g,, |5, < C.

With a view toward applying Theorem 2.1.2 in [5] we calculate the following quantities

Aoy (8) = Vw0 (Lo = Larnys) (00,0)) = Viwo (Lovo(duoo(1 — €*17wm)))
= A0 * Vwo(Puwo(l — e"ﬂHw,")) = Ao - furo(1 — eisle’n)
(3.6) = Moo(1 = €t 0(Hun),

and

nw,n(s) L= ||V0w,0 ('Cw,O - 'Cw,n,s) ||Bw = Sup Vew,o (ﬁw,0(¢(1 - eiSIHW’n)»

l¥lls, <1

(3.7) =AXoo- SUD Vo (1/1(1 — 6”1’{“7”)) )

%18, <1

Remark 3.4. If there exists some measurable, finite m-a.e. function K : Q@ — (0, 0o such
that ||-||L1 . ) < Kol - |5, then the final equality of (3.7) can be bounded by the following:

VwO

(38) nw,n(s) S KUJ)\UJ,O‘l - eiS‘VW,O(Hw7n>‘

Note that the right hand side of (3.8) approaches zero as n — oo if v, 0(H,,) — 0 as
n — oo. Furthermore, if B, is the space of bounded variation functions, we may take
K, =2

For each w € Q, n € N, s € R, and k£ € N, we define the quantities qwn( ) by the
following formula:

Vow,0 ((EW,O - £w7n75)(‘Ci—kw7n7s)(£a_(k+1)w,0 - £U_(k+1)w,n,s)(¢U_(k+1)w,0)>
Aw n(8)

isl oT isS _ T islyg
)\k+(k+l>w0 Ho—et1) 0 ((1 — e Hen iy ) " o kw,n k° a_(k+1)w> (1 —e (Hl)w,n))

Aw 0(1 - eis)/iw,O(Hw,n)

k+1 zsleoT isS__ oT _ islg oy
A g (41,0 " Ma=(+10,0 ((1 —e RCRN ) e o ek o ('““)‘“) (1 —e o en

(1 =€) o0 (Heoyn)
)\iJr(lkH)w 0(1 - eis>2ua*<k+1>w,0 ((1Hw n © Tk ]l-c+1>w) (eissaikw’n’kOTn_(kJrl)w) <1H07(k+1)w’n)>
(1= €)oo (Heon)

E+1 s 185, ke n, k0T~ (k+1),,
A=t ol = € o—t00 (<1T Sy (Hw,n)) <6 " L,
,Uw,()(Hw,n)
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For notational convenience we define the quantity cjﬁ,k%(s) by
(3.9)
s i8S __ ol _
~(k) (1 =€) ftg-tt1100 (<1T;(’E;ﬂ)w(f1w7n)) <e ok ko (k+l)w> (1HU—(’“+1)w,n>>
Guon(8) - =

He,0(Heo ) ’
and thus we have that
i) = (MHhng) d).
We assume the following conditions hold for each n € N sufficiently large and each s € R:
(C1) There exists C; > 1 such that for m-e.a. w € Q we have
Cit < L,0l <0

(C2) There exist v, , s € B}, (the dual of B,,) and measurable functions A, s : @ — C\{0}
with log [Ayns| € L'(m) and ¢, : J — C such that

Ew,n,s<¢w,n,s> = )\w,n,s(bcrw,n,s and Vow,n,s(‘cw,n,s(f» = Aw,n,s”w,n,s(f)

for all f € B,,. Furthermore we assume that for m-a.e. w € )

Vpo(Puns) =1 and  1,0(1) =1

(C3) There exist operators Qu o, Qun.s : Bo — Bow such that for m-a.e. w €  and each
f € B,, we have

/\o:,}]‘C%O(f) = Vw,O(f) ' gbaw,O + Qw,()(f)

and

A;,%"L,S‘Cwﬁ,3<f) = Vw,n,s(f) ' ¢o‘w,n,s + Qw,n,s(f)'

Furthermore, for m-a.e. w € €2 we have

Qw:0(¢w,0> =0 and Vow,O(Qw,O(f)) =0

and

Qw,n,s(¢w,n,s) =0 and Vaw,n,s(Qw,n,s(f)) =0.

(C4) There exists C' > 0 and a summable sequence a(N) > 0 (independent of w) with
a:=> n_; @(N) < oo such that for each f € B, for m-a.e. w € 2, and each N € N

HQUIXOwaOO7UN0J < CO‘(N)waHBw'

and

Su}g ||Q¢Juv,n,sfw||00,0Nw < CO‘<N)wa||Bw
n>

(C5) There exists Cy > 1 such that

”¢w,0”3w § CQ and Su]g H¢w,n,s”oo,w S 02
n>

for m-a.e. w € Q.
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(C6) For m-a.e. w € Q we have
lim n,, = 0.

n—o0

(C7) There exists C3 > 1 such that for all n > 0 sufficiently large we have
essinfinf ¢, o > 03_1 > 0.

(C8) For m-a.e. w € Q we have that the limit q(k)( ) :=lim,, o ).« exists for each k > 0,

where G0 . is as in (3.9).

(S) For any fixed random scaling function ¢ € L*(m) with ¢ > 0, we may find a sequence
of functions ¢, € L*°(m) and a constant W < oo satisfying

P o(Heon) = (ty + &on)/n, for ae. w and each n > 1,

where:
(1) limy,—y00 &u.n = 0 for a.e. w and
(i) |€pn| < W for a.e. w and all n > 1.

Remark 3.5. Assumption (C4) can easily be shown to imply the following decay of cor-
relations condition:

e For m-a.e., every N € N, every f € L'(u) and every h € B we have
(3.10)
‘:uw,O ((fO'N(UJ) © TJV) h ) Ko N (w), (fa )/vbw 0( )} < CHfonHLl(,u ||hw||3ua(N)

Remark 3.6. (On the scaling (S) for non-random t) If t is non—random, there may be
situations in which it is easier to check (S)(i) using natural annealed quantities. A scaling
that has been proposed in the quenched random setting reads (in our notation) for n > 1:

(3.11) n//Lw’()(Hw’n)dm(u)) =t

see [56] and [2].
We claim that the scaling (3.11) together with an additional annealed assumption: for
any t > 0, there exist x(f) > 0 and a bounded constant C(¢) such that

(3.12) /Inuwo wn) = tldm(w) < 1+(K))

imply condition (S)(i). It is sufficient to show, by Borel-Cantelli, that for any ¢ >
0,> >, m(|npwo(Hyn) —t] > ¢€) < co. By Tchebychev’s inequality we have

mnptao(Hon) ~ 1> €) < ZE(nptan(Huon) ).
Thus (3.11) and (3.12) imply part (i) of our condition (S):
Npiwo(Hyon) = t, a.s.
To ensure that part (ii) of (S) holds, it suffices to assume that there exists K > 0 such that
lim sup npi, o(Hyn) < K +t.

n—o0
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Indeed, this immediately implies that
-K S n,uw,O(Hw,n) —1 S K

for all n sufficiently large.
In the other direction, it is immediate to see that condition (S) (with non-random t)
implies a limit version of (3.11), namely n [ i, o(Hyn)dm(w) — t, as n — co.

Definition 3.7. We will call the collection (2, m, o, T, T, B, Ly, vy, ¢o, H,) a random per-
turbed system if the assumptions (M1), (M2), (CCM), (A), (B), (C1)—(C7) are satisfied.

Remark 3.8. See [5] for examples of systems which satisfy the assumptions of a Definition
3.7 for perturbations similar to what we consider here.

Note that
/\w,() - /\w,n,s = )\w,OVw,O(wa,n,s) - Vaw,O()‘w,n,sqsaw,n,s)
= VO'UJ,O(‘EW,O(¢M,’H,,S)) - Vaw,O(ﬁw,n,s(¢w,n,s))
(313) = Vow,0 ((ﬁw,() - »Cw,n,s)(gbw,n,s)) .
It then follows from (3.7), (3.8), and (3.13) that
(314) ’)\w,o - )\w,n,s‘ < 027701,71(5)'
Taking (3.14) together with the assumption (C6), we see that for each s € R
(315) )\w,n,s — )‘w,(]

as n — oo. Using (CCM), (3.5), (C3), and (C2), for ¢, € B, we can write
Vw0 (wweissw’n’k) = ()‘Z,O)_lyakw,o (‘Cw,o (¢w€i5$w’n’k)) = ()\570)_11/‘71@%0 (ﬁi,ms@%)

S (Vw,n,S(ww)Vakw,O((bokw,n,s) + VUkaO(QZ’n’sww))

— WS (Vw7n78(¢w) + Vo-kw,O(QfJ7n,s¢W)> :

In particular, if ¥, = 1 we have

) )\Llf) n,s
(3.16) Vw,0 (eszw,n,k) - )\1; 7 (Vwﬂ%s(l) + VJ’“w,0<Qf),n,sl)) ’
w,0
and if ¥, = ¢, 0 we have
. Ak
(317> Hw,0 (elssw’n’k) = ;\u’;n,s (Vw,n,s<¢w,0) + Vakw,O(QfJ,n,s¢w70>) :
w,0

In order to apply Theorem 2.1.2 in [5], we need to check assumptions (P1)-(P9), however
as it is clear that our assumptions (C1)—(C8) directly imply (P1)-(P6) as well as (P9), we
have only to check the assumptions (P7) and (P8) of [5]. This is done in the following
lemma.
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Lemma 3.9. Given a random perturbed system (2, m,o, J,T, B, Ly, Vo, ¢o, Hy), for m-a.e.
w € Q and each s € R we have that

(318) nh—>m ans(¢w 0) 17
and
(3.19) lim lim SUP(Aw,n(S))ilyocU,O ((EUJ,O - Ew,n,S)(Qi—kw,n,s¢0*kw,0>) = 0.

k—oo psoo

Thus, (P7) and (P8) of |5] follow from (3.18) and (3.19) respectively.

Proof. First, using (3.6), we note that if p,0(H, ) > 0 then A, ,,(s) # 0. To prove (3.18),
we note that for fixed £ € N we have

)\k
(3.20) lHm — 2%, 0 (€75mt) =1

n—o0 )\L]zn s

since A5 o /AF o — 1 (by (3.15)) and since (C5) and (C6) together imply that s, (€/5m) —

1 as n — oco. Using (3.17) we can write

)\k
w,0

)\k

w,n,s

(3.21) Vio,n,s(Pu0) =

Hew,0 (eiSSw,n,k) - l/akw,0<Qc’Z7n,s(¢W,0>>7

and thus using (3.20) and (C4), for each w € 2 and each k € N we can write

) i Ak :
lim |1 - VW,R,S(¢W70)| < lim |1 - %70/1&),0 (elssw’n’k) + HQw n s(qbw,O)Hoo,akw
n—00 n—00 )‘w,n,s

< Coo (k)| @]l

As this holds for each k € N and as the right-hand side of the previous equation goes to
zero as k — oo, we must in fact have that

lim |1 — Vw,n,s(¢w,0)| = O’

n—0o0

which yields the first claim.
Now, for the second claim, using (3.6), we note that (C7) implies

(B (8)) ™ Vo0 (L0 = Lasins) (@5 Pots0)) |
[0 (Lo (O = €45) Qb Gross0)) ) | [ (1= H00) @ (B000)

/\w,()(l - eis);uw,O(Hw,n) (1 - 6i8)ﬂw,0<Hw,n)

_ W 0( Hyn)
:qu(H )

Thus, letting n — oo first and then & — oo, the second claim follows from (C4). U

HQO' ’“wns(gzsU*kw,O)HOO,w < C3||Q§—kw,n,s<¢07kw,0>”OO,W'

Now, for all £ > 0, we define the following:

L :
Ho=k+1)g 0 ({JL’ € Hy-tt1)yp - T]H_(}Hl) (z) € Hupn, ijl 1Ho—f(k+1)+jw!n<T0]—7(k+l)w($)) = E})

Mw,O(Hw,n)



27

Thus, in light of (3.9), we have that

k
(3.22> (jg?l(s) — (1 _ eiS) Zeies C(‘}1?7)1(@
=0
Note that
iﬁ(k) 0 Ho—(k+1)0 0 <Hgf(k+1)w7n N T;}ﬁtgw(}[wm))
e too (Hom)

Using the decay of correlations condition (3.10), which follows from our assumption (C4),
together with the assumption (B) and the T-invariance of py, gives that

—(k+1
k Mw,O(Hw,n>ﬂg—(k+1)w,0 <T0—((ki13w(Hw,n)> + CMw,O(Hw,n)||1H —(k+1) ||B —(k+1) Q{(k‘ + 1)

: :ﬁgﬁ(ﬁ) S o w,n o w
’ MmO(me)

—(k+1
= Ho—(R+1)g 0 (Taf<k+12w(Hw,n)) + CHlHU_(kH)wmHBU_(kH)wO‘(k’ + 1)
= po,0(Hum) + Cll1n_ a(k+1)

~(k+1) g ”B[,—(Hl)w
(3.23)
< pwo(Hyn) + CPalk +1).

In view of (3.22), we now claim that for each 0 < ¢ < k the quantities Bo(ﬁ)l(f) converge as
n — oo.

Lemma 3.10. If (C8) holds, then the limit
BUa(0) == Tim B%)(0)
exists for each 0 < ¢ < k.
Proof. Note that (3.22) applied to s = 1,2,...,k + 1, yields, for each n, k,w,

q%%u) ﬁ%}m)
A(UTL 2 w.n 1
(3.24) @ | _ g [P0
Qn(k+1) B (k)
where
1—é 0 . 0 1 e ... M
0 1—e* ... 0 1 e L. e2hi
Dy, = : and M= | .
0 0 .. 1w e (Db

Clearly, Dy is invertible. The next paragraph shows that M} is invertible. Thus, pre-
multiplying (3.24) by M, 'D, ' yields an expression for the 3,’s as linear combinations of
Gn’s. Taking limits as n — oo, and recalling that (C8) ensures the limits exist for §,’s, the
lemma follows.
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To finish the proof, we show that M} is invertible. This is a consequence of (Baker’s
version of ) Lindemann—Weierstrass theorem [10, Theorem 1.4], stating that if ay, ..., ay are
algebraic numbers, and aq, ..., ay are distinct algebraic numbers, then the equation

a1t + ase™® + - - -+ ane™ =0
has only the trivial solution a; = 0 for all 1 < ¢ < N. Indeed, det M, = Z;.VZO a;e,

where N = Y25 0({ + 1), a; is an integer for each 0 < j < N, and ay = 1. Thus,
the Lindemann-Weierstrass theorem (with «; = ij) implies det M}, # 0 and thus M, is
invertible. O

It follows from Lemma 3.10 that (assuming (C8) holds) we have

k
G5o(s) = lim ¢ (s) = (1 —e™) Y ™A (0)

n—o0

and furthermore, it follows from (3.23) that

k
(3.25) > Bua(t) = lim ZBL’“L ) < CPalk +1).
/=0
Denote
00 k
(3.26) Yo=Yy B0
k=0 ¢=0

Hence, by the assumption of the summability of the a(k) coming from (C4), we have ¥,
is well defined and

(3.27) 0<y, < ZCQa(k +1) = C*a < 0.
k=0
Thus we have that

[e.9]

(3.28) ,(s) :=1— Z wk()]( ) = (1— ¢ ZZ its

k=0 k=0 =0
and furthermore we have shown that |6,,(s)| is bounded uniformly in w and s.

Remark 3.11. Note that the 6&3(0) are the (jo(f()) from [5], and thus the standard extremal

index 6, ¢ from [5] is given by

(3.29) Ouo=1— > B0
k=0

Remark 3.12. From the calculation of (3.23) and (3.27), we note that the assumption (B)
can be weakened from the uniform requirement that ||1p, |z, < C. All that is required
is that

o0
Z ||1Ha*<k+1>w,nHBaf(kH)wO‘(k +1) < o0
k=0

for each n € N and m-a.e. w € Q.
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Under our assumptions (C1)—(C8) we are able to apply Theorem 2.1.2 in [5] to get the
following result.

Theorem 3.13. Suppose that (2, m,o,T,T,B, Lo, vy, o, Hy) is a random perturbed sys-
tem. If (C8) holds, then for m-a.e. w € Q

lim )\w,O - )\w,n,s

= (1 —¢")0,(s).
n—o0 >\w,0uw,0<Hw,n> ( ) ( )

Now following the proof of |5, Theorem 2.4.5] and making the obvious, minor changes to

suit the perturbations of our current setting, assuming (C1)—(C8) and (S), we obtain the
following.

Theorem 3.14. Given the random perturbed system (2, m,o,J,T, B, Lo, vy, o, H,) that
also satisfies assumptions (C8) and (S), we have that for each s € R and m-a.e. w € )

(3.30)

n

. , A ,
szw,n,n) — lim L0 (eszW,n,n) = lim wim,s exp (_(1 _ 67,5) / twew(S) dm(w)) )
Q

n
n—00 n—00
>\w,0

lim v, g (e
n—oo

Denote the right hand side of (3.30) by

1 if s =0,
(331) SO(S) = {exp (_(1 N eis) fQ twgw(s) dm(w)) if s # 0.

Note that since |6,,(s)| is bounded above and below uniformly in w and s, and since t €
L>°(m), we have that | [, t,0.,(s) dm(w)| < oo, which further implies that ¢(s) is continuous
at s = 0.

From Theorem 3.14, we get that ¢(s) (which does not depend on w) is the limit of the
characteristic functions of the (w-dependent) random variables

n—1
Zw,n = Sw,n,n(x) = Z 1Hajw7n (Tuj)x)
j=0

Since ¢(s) is continuous at s = 0, it follows from the Lévy Continuity Theorem (see [48,
Theorem 3.6.1]) that ¢ is the characteristic function of an w-independent random variable
Z on some probability space (I, B',P') to which the sequence of random variables (Z,, )5,
(for m-a.e. w € Q) converge in distribution.

We will denote the distribution of Z by v;. The random variable Z is non-negative
and integer valued as it is the distributional limit of a sequence of integer-valued random
variable. Furthermore, for m-a.e. w € ) we have that

]P)/(Z =k)=vz({k}) = nlggo Mw,O(Zw,n = k).

If no confusion arises, we will denote the underlying probability with P, instead of I/, and
its moments with [E, Var, etc., which are actually computed with the distribution v .
Since Z is clearly infinitely divisibility, i.e. for each N € N we have

o) =exp (1= ) [ () amw)) = (exp (- o) dm<w>>)N,

Q
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by [25, Section 12.2| (see also [58, Theorem 3.1]) we have that Z is a compound Poisson
random variable.

Remark 3.15. Using the Lévy inversion formula we can calculate the probability mass
function associated to the random variable Z, that is for each k € {0,1,2,...} we have

T
P(Z = k) = lim i/ e~ exp (—(1 — ') / t,0.(s) dm(w)) ds.
T—oo 2T _T Q

Remark 3.16. In view of (3.31) we see that the map s — ¢(s) is N-times differentiable
at s = 0 if the map s — 0,(s) is N-times differentiable at s = 0. It is well known that
if N is even, then the RV Z has finite moments up to order N, and if N is odd, then
Z has finite moments up to order N — 1 (see, for example, [48, Theorem 2.3.3|). Since
the differentiability of 6,(s) implies the differentiability of ¢, in this case we have that
DFp(0) = i*E(Z*) for k < N, where D, denotes the derivative operator with respect to s.
In light of (3.28) and the fact that DNe¥s = (if)Ves, it is clear that the map s +— 0,(s) is
N-times differentiable at s = 0 if

ook
(3.32) SN B0 < o

k=0 =0
Using (3.27), we see that (3.32) will hold if

(3] k
Za(k‘—l— 1)Z€N < 00.
k=0 =0

Note that (3.32) certainly holds if the decay rate a(k) in assumption (C4) is exponential,
i.e. if a(k) = s* for some s € (0,1). In fact, if we have exponential decay in (C4), then
the map s — 0,(s) is infinitely differentiable at s = 0, and thus, each of the moments of
the RV Z is exists and is finite.

The next proposition follows from Remark 3.16 and elementary calculations.

Proposition 3.17. If the map s — 0,,(s) is twice differentiable (with respect to s) at s = 0,
then, if Z is the compound Poisson RV corresponding to the CF ¢ coming from Theorem
3.1/, we have

E(Z) = /Qtw dm(w) and Var(Z) = /Qtw (14 2%,) dm(w).

Proof. Note that if s — 6,,(
We must have that Dyp(0)

s — 1) [t,0.(s), then go(s) = ¢"®) by (3.31). Then we have D,p(s) = Du(s) - ¢(s) and
D2gp( ) = ((Ds u( )) 2u(s)) ( ). Calculating Dgu(s) gives

/Qt“’e‘” +(ei5—1)/ﬂth59w(s) dm(w),

s) is twice differentiable, then so is the map s — ¢(s). Thus
= ( ) and D%p(0) = *E(Z?) = —E(Z?). Let u(s) =

where (by (3.28))

oo k

oo k
Dse 16152261&6 zs_l)ZZZ ZKSB

k=0 j=0 k=0 ¢=0
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In view of ¥, defined in (3.26), we note that

o) k
0)=i>_ Y B0 =i%,.

k=0 j—O
Since p(0) =1, 0,,(0) = 1, and |D,0,,(0)| < oo (by (3.27)) we have that
Dp(0) = Dou(0) =1 [ todm(ew
and so E(Z) = [, t, dm(w). ’
Now calculating D?u(s) we have
D2u(s) = —e /Q 10.(5) dm(e) +2i€" [ 1,00, dm(w) + (¢ =1 /Q £, D20,(5) dm(w).

Noting that |D?@,,(0)| is finite and 6,,(0) = 1, plugging in s = 0 gives that
D3¢(0) = (Dsu(0))* + Diu(0)

2 ( /Q L dm(w))2+z’2 /Q ty dm(w) + 2i /Q £ D.00(0) dm (w)
__ ( /Q ” dm(w))z— /Q by dmi(w) — 2 /Q LS dm(w).

Since D%p(0) = —E(Z?), we have

2
(3.33) E(Z?) = </ tw dm(w)) + / t, dm(w) + 2/ twX, dm(w).

Q Q 0
Calculating the variance Var(Z) = E(Z?) — (E(Z))? finishes the proof. O

Since Z a compound Poisson random variable there exists N, a Poisson RZ with param-
eter 9, and iid RVs X such that
N
Z:=Y X
j=1

Furthermore, the CF ¢(s) = ¢z(s) of the RV Z is related to the CF ¢y, (s) of the RV X
by the following

(3.34) () = ?6x -1,

Arguing as in Section 2, for each ¢ > 1, we set S, = Zle X; and Sy the RV equal to 0.
Since Z is compound Poisson we can write

(3.35) P(Z =k) = iIP(N = OP(S, = k),
/=0

and so, using Wald’s equation and Proposition 3.17, we have that E(Z) = JE(X;) =
Jo tw dm(w). Therefore, we must have that

Jo e dm(w)‘

(3.36) 9= B
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Now we note that it follows from the definition of the RV Z that P(Z = 0) is given by
Gumbel’s law (see [5, Section 2.4]), and thus

(3.37) P(Z = 0) = e Jatubuodmlw)

where 6, is the usual extremal index defined by (3.29). Setting k£ = 0 in (3.35), the only
term which survives is £ = 0 (since P(Sy = 0) = 1 as Sy = 0), which gives

9 _fQ tew dm(w)
(3.38) P(Z=0)=P(N=0)=¢"=e XD
and therefore using (3.36), (3.37), and (3.38) to solve for E(X;) we get

Jo tw dm(w)
th Qwodm( )

Note that this relationship generalizes the relationship found in Section 2 and in [36]. Tt
follows from (3.36) and (3.39) that

(3.40) ﬁ:/twﬁw,odm(w).

To find the variance of the RV X; we differentiate the CF ¢(s) and ¢x,(s) as in Propo-
sition 3.17. In particular, we have

DS¢Z(S> - 19D5¢X1 (S) : QSZ(S)

(3.39) E(X)) =

and
D3z(s) = (0D¢x, (s) + (VDs¢x, (5))?) - dz(s).
Plugging in s = 0 together with (3.36), fact that Ds¢x, (0) = iE(X;), and (3.39) gives that

~B(Z) = D262(0) = Diox, O) [ tubadmie) + (i [ dm<w>)2

= D20x,0) [ tufndme) - ( [ v dm<w>)2.

So using (3.33), the formula for E(Z?) from the proof of Proposition 3.17, we can solve for
E(X?) = —D}¢x, (0) to get
Jo te(1+25,) dm(w)
th Qw,o dm( )
and so we can calculate the variance of X; to be
(1+2%,)d t,d ?
Var(X;) = Jotull+ ) dm{w) - < Jo tu () )
fQ twbuo dm(w) Jo twbuso dm(w)

Using (3.31), (3.34), (3.40), and the fact that ¢(s) = ¢z(s), we can solve for the CF ¢x, (s)
of X; to get

E(X?) =

s Jo twb(s) dm(w)
(le(S)_(e )th 9w0dm( )

Thus, we have just proved the following proposition.
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Proposition 3.18. The CF of the compound Poisson RV Z can be written as

pls) = d(s) = e"Ox ),

where Z = Zgzl X, N is a Poisson RV with parameter ¥ = fQ twluodm(w), and X1, Xo, . ..
are RV whose CF is given by

Jo twbu(s) dm(w)
Jot 0w70 dm(w)

Moreover, if the map s — 0,(s) is twice differentiable (with respect to s) at s = 0, then,
the expectation and variance of the RV X; is given by

Jo tw dm(w) Jo tuw(1+25,) dm(w) ( Jo tw dm(w) )2
fQ b0 dm(w) fQ twbu0 dm(w) fﬂ twboodm(w) )
The distribution of X; can be obtained by applying the Lévy inversion formula

(3.41) P(X; = k) = lim i/ eisk ((eiS )sz tt 09 dcvl”T(( )) + 1) ds.
=T Q w,0

Following the procedure outlined in Section 2 to solve for P(X7) by differentiating the PGF
Gy(s) of Z, and noting that ¥ = [, t,0.,0 dm(w), we have

Ox,(s) = (" = 1) +1.

E(Xy) =

and  Var(X;) =

e~ fﬂtw w,0 dm(w)

(3.42) P(Z=K)= (Z k|DK >

Thus one could obtain the distribution for X; (as an alternative to using (3.41)) by using
(3.42) to solve for P(X; = k) = D&@@x,)(0) /! recursively in terms of P(Z = k).

4. CHECKING OUR GENERAL ASSUMPTIONS FOR A LARGE CLASS OF EXAMPLES

In this section we present an explicit class of random piecewise-monotonic interval maps
for which our general assumptions (C1)-(C7) hold. We follow the approach of Section 2.5
of [5] adapted to the setting of our current perturbations.

We now suppose that the spaces J, = [0, 1] for each w € Q and the maps T}, : [0,1] —
[0,1] are surjective, finitely-branched, piecewise monotone, nonsingular (with respect to
Lebesgue measure Leb), and that there exists C' > 1 such that
(F1) esssup [T,,| < C and esssupd(T,) < C,

where d(T,,) := sup,cjo #7T,, ' (). We let 2, denote the (finite) monotonicity partition
of T, and for each k > 2 we let fo% denote the partition of monotonicity of T.

(MC) The map o : Q — Q is a homeomorphism, the skew-product map 7" : 2 x [0,1] —
2 x [0, 1] is measurable, and w +— T, has countable range.

Remark 4.1. Under assumption (MC), the family of transfer operator cocycles {L, s}
satisfies the conditions of Theorem 17 [32] (m-continuity and ¢ a homeomorphism). Note
that condition (MC) implies that T satisfies (M1) and the cocycle generated by L, satisfies
condition (M2).
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Recall that the variation of f :[0,1] - Ry on Z C [0,1] be

vary(f) = sup Z|f Tit1) )|,

o< <T,Tj EZ

and var(f) := varp(f). Welet BV = BV([0, 1]) denote the set of complex-valued functions
on [0,1] that have bounded variation. We define the Banach space BV; C L*(Leb) to be

the set of (equivalence classes of) functions of bounded variation on [0, 1], with norm given
by

I fllgv, == _ inf  var(f)+ Leb(|f]).

=f Leb a.e.

We denote the supremum norm on L>°(Leb) by ||-|lc1. We set J, := |T}| and define the
random Perron-Frobenius operator, acting on functions in BV

Z f

yET

The operator P satisfies the well-known property that
(4.1) / P,(f)dLeb = f dLeb
[0,1] [0,1]
for m-a.e. w € Q and all f € BV. Recall from Section 3 that go = {gw,0},cq and that
Loo(H@) = > guo)f(y), [e€BV.
yeTs ()

We assume that the weight function g, ¢ lies in BV for each w € {2 and satisfies

(F2) es8SuP [|gisoloo1 < 00,

and

(F3) esswinf inf g, 0 > 0.

Note that (F1) and (F2) together imply

(4.2) esssup || Lo0l oo < esssup d(1,)][gwolloon < 00
and

(4.3) eSS SUP || g0 00,1 < 00.

We also assume a uniform covering condition® :

(F4) For every subinterval J C [0, 1] there is a k = k(J) such that for a.e. w one has
T5(7) = [0,1].

8We could replace the covering condition with the assumption of a strongly contracting potential. See
[4] for details.
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Concerning the holes system we assume that H,, C [0,1] are chosen so that assumption
(A) holds. We also assume for each w € € and each n > 1 that H,,, is composed of a finite
union of intervals such that

(F5) There is a uniform-in-n and uniform-in-w upper bound h > 1 on the number of
connected components of H, .

We now assume that
(F6) lim esssup Leb(H,,,) = 0.

n—oo w

Because we are considering small targets shrinking to zero measure, it is natural to assume
that

(F7) T,(H,) = [0,1]

for m-a.e. w € (2 and all n > 1 sufficiently large. Further we suppose that there exists
N’ > 1 such that °

(F8) (9 + 125 N') - esssup HgU%/) lloon < esswinf inf ﬁiv,/ol-

Remark 4.2. Note that if esssup,, ||gwollconr < essinf,inf £, 1, then the gap between
esssup,, || gwolleo1 and essinf, inf £, 01 grows exponentially, and thus such an N’ exists.

For each £ € N and w € Q we let ;zf 0 ) be the collection of all finite partitions of 0,1]
such that

k k
(4.4) vara, (900) < 2/|lg% oo

for each A = {A;} € L%(’]B) leen Ae If)), let ZY) be the coarsest partition amongst all
those finer than A and Z

Remark 4.3. Note that if Varz(gi 0) < 2ng O||OO 1 for each Z € Z then we can take the

partition A = ng Furthermore, the 2 above can be replaced by some & > 0 (depending
on g, o) following the techniques of [3] and [5].

We assume the following covering condition
(F9) There exists k,(N') € N such that for m-a.e. w € Q, and all Z € ZO(J],\:) we have
TfO(N/)(Z) = [0, 1], where N’ is the number coming from (F8).
Remark 4.4. Note that the uniform covering time assumption (F9) clearly holds if (F4)

holds and if there are only finitely many maps T,,. Remark 2.C.2 of [5] presents an alter-
native assumption to (F9) which could be adapted to the setting of this paper.

Since T7| is one-to-one for each Z € Zf,ki and each 1 < j <k, the number of connected
components of ZNT,7(H,;,,) is bounded above by b by assumption (F5). Since the function
exp(isly ; o T7) has at most 2h jump discontinuities on each interval Z € Ziki for each
1<j5 <k, we have that ¢#*5n% has at most 2bk many jump discontinuities. Furthermore,

9Note that the coefficients appearing in (F8) are not optimal. See [3] and [5] for how this assumption
may be improved.
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e*Semk is constant between consecutive discontinuities. Using this together with the fact

that the distance in C between points on the unit circle is bounded above by 2, we have
that

varz(e"Senk) < 4bk

for each Z € ijk)z Recalling that ggf%,s = exP(Sk(Puwo) + 15Swnk) = Guw0€XP(i8Swunk),
where g, 0 = exp(gu,0) is as in Section 3, we see that (4.4) implies that

k i i k
varz (g ) < 1lgU]|soavarz(e5ems) 4 [|eisSon || varz (gl))

k k k
(4.5) < 40k g oot + 2195 lo01 < 95 et (2 + 4bE)

for each 7 € ng)
The following lemma of [5] extends several results in [24] from the specific weight g, 0 =
1/|T| to general weights satisfying the conditions just outlined.

Lemma 4.5 (Lemma 2.5.9 of [5]). Assume that a family of random piecewise-monotonic
interval maps {T,} satisfies (F1), (F2), (F3), and (F}), as well as (F8) and (MC) for
the unperturbed operator cocycle. Then (CCM) and (C1) hold, and the parts of (C2),
(C3), (C4), (C5), and (CT) corresponding to the unperturbed operator cocycle hold as well.
Further, v, is fully supported and condition (C4) holds with Cy = K, for some K < oo,
and a(N) =N for some vy < 1.

From Lemma 4.5 we have that A\, ¢ := Vpu,0(Lwol) and thus for each £ > 1 we have

(k) > 0.

w,0

(4.6) esswinf Moo > esswinf inf ££ 1 > esswinf inf g

Furthermore, since v, is fully supported on [0, 1] and non-atomic for a.e. w, we have
that (F'6) implies that for m-a.e. w € Q lim, 00 v o(Hy,n) = 0, and since esssup,, A, is
bounded (by (4.2)) together with Remark 3.4, we have that (C6) holds.

We now use hyperbolicity of the unperturbed transfer operator cocycle to guarantee that
we have hyperbolic cocycles for large n, which will yield (C2), (C3), (C4), (C5), (C6), and
(C7) for large n.

The main result of this section is the following.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that a family of random piecewise-monotonic interval maps {1}
satisfies (F1)~(F9) together with (MC). Then (CCM), (A), and (B) hold as well as (C1).
Furthermore, for all n > 1 sufficiently large, conditions (C2)—(C7) hold. In particular (€2,
m,o,[0,1],T,BVy, Lo, vo, ¢o, Hy,) is a random perturbed system.

Proof. The proof of this lemma follows similarly to the proof 2.5.10 in [5]. The main
argument is to apply Theorem A [22]. Denoting L, ,, s := )\;{)ﬁ%ms for each w, n > 1, and
s € R\{0} we can write the hypotheses of Theorem A [22|, in our notation, as:

~

(1) L, is a hyperbolic transfer operator cocycle on BV; with norm || - ||gy, and a
one-dimensional leading Oseledets space (see Definition 3.1 [22]), and slow and fast
growth rates 0 < v < I', respectively. We will construct v and I' shortly.
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(2) The family of cocycles {L, n.s nsn, satisfy a uniform Lasota-Yorke inequality

ILE o fllev, < Aa|| fllsv, + B¥| £l

for a.e. w and n > ngy, where a < v <I' < B.
Lo — Lins||| =0, where |||-|| is the BV — L' (Leb) triple norm.
The proofs of items (1) and (3) are similar to the proofs given in the proof of Lemma 2.5.10

in [5]. To prove item (2), we require the following the following Lasota—Yorke inequality
inspired by Lemma 1.5.1 of [5].

(3) lim,,_, esssup,

Lemma 4.7. For any f € BV we have
(8 + 120) [|g5 1001

var(LL , , < (9+ 120k) [| g8 l|c.avar(f) +
(L)) < O +1208) guolervarth) + Zm )

voo(lf1)-

Proof. By considering intervals Z in Zf,ki, we are able to write
(47) Chnsf = D (Azfol) 0T,
zez®)

where
T.% : Th(Lons) = Z
is the inverse branch that takes T%(x) to x for each x € Z. Now, since
1z0T,% = 1ri(z),

we can rewrite (4.7) as

zez®)

So,

(4.9) var(ﬁﬁnsf) < Z var (lTk (Z) ((fgwns) o1, Z))
zezk)

Now for each Z € Z¥), using (4.5), we have
var <1Tk ((fgwns) © Tw Z)) < Varz(fg( ) ) + QSup ’fgwns’

< 3varz (folf), ) + 21nf | fol), |
< 3||gwnsHOO 1varZ(f) + Ssup |f|varz(gwns) + 2||gwnsH00 1 lnf |f|
k
< 3||g£]’()]||oo’1varz(f) + (6 + 12hk) ||gw0||oo 1 SUP | f] + 2“9 ||oo 1 lnf | f]

< (94 120) |90 loe.1varz () + (8 4 120k) [lg.5 loc.1 inf ||

vaollf1])

(4.10) < (94 1208) |95 oo 1varz (f) + (8 + 120k) |95 [oe. Voo(Z)
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Using (4.10), we may further estimate (4.9) as

var(Ll,,f) < ) ((9 +120k) g% llsoavarz () + (8 + mbmngggno@lM)

zezF) Vuo(2)
o (8 + 12b) || gl oo,
(4.11) < (94 12bk) || gz 0llocavar (f) + — 7 Vwollf1),
min o) Vo o(Z)
and thus the proof of Lemma 4.7 is complete. O

To complete the proof of item (2) of Lemma 4.6 we begin by setting

(4.12) oV = (94 12pN')) esssup,, ng(ﬁ))Hoo,l <1
. ' essinf,, inf £} ;1 ’

which is possible by (F8). For item (2) using the the Lasota—Yorke inequality proven in
Lemma 4.7, together with (4.12) and dividing through by )\i% gives

k
(9 + 120N")) 1953 oo, (8+126N")) 193 oo,

var(LY f) < o var(f) Z)

w,n,s

; Vw0 f
Ao i 500 Voo Z) v

vo(lf1)-

(4.13) < oN'var(f) + o

minZeZﬁ/)(A) Vw,O(Z)

We note that (F3), (F9), (4.6), and the equivariance of the backward adjoint cocycle imply
that for Z € ZU(J]Z) we have

ko(NY\ 71 ko (NY) inf gfféNl)
(414) Vw70(Z) = I/O'ko(N,)oJ70 </\w,0 > ‘Cw,O 1Z Z W

w,0
As stated above, the remainder of the proof of Lemma 4.6 follows similarly to the proof of
Lemma 2.5.10 in [5]. O

5. EXAMPLES

In this section we present several examples of random dynamics resulting in varying types
of compound Poisson distributions. We provide examples of systems in the class described
in Section 4.

Example 5.1. Compound Poisson That is Not Pélya-Aeppli From Random Maps
and Random Targets: Let {€2;} be a partition of . We consider the following family
of maps {7}

Ly (), 0 <z <(1—-1/%)/2
(5.1) To(x) = § 2wt — (= 1)/2, (1=1/7%)/2 <z < (1+1/7%)/2;
Ry(x), (I+1/w)/2 <z <1,

where L], and R|q; are maps with finitely many full linear branches, 1 <y <, <T' < o0
and 7|q, is constant for each j > 1. We take g, 0 = 1/|T},| and since these maps have full
linear branches, Lebesgue measure is preserved by all maps T,,; i.e. 0 = Leb for a.e.
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w. The central branch has slope v, and passes through the fixed point zy = 1/2, which
lies at the center of the central branch; see Figure 1. A specific random driving could be

0871

067

T (%)

0471

0.27

FIGURE 1. Graph of a map T, with ~, = 2.

o: St — S! given by o(w) = w + a for some a ¢ Q and 7, =+~ -w for 1 <1 < 0
and 0 < 4! < oo, but only the ergodicity of ¢ will be important for us. We consider the
Banach spaces B,, to be the space BV of complex-valued functions of bounded variation.

To verify our general assumptions (M1), (M2), (CCM), (A), (B), (C1) - (C7) it suffices
to check the assumptions (F1)—(F9) ' This is done in a similar manner to the way in which
the assumptions (E1)—(E9) of [5, Section 2.5| are checked in [5, Example 2.7.1| for transfer
operators acting on the space of real-valued BV functions with different perturbations.
Therefore we have only to verify assumptions (C8) and (S).

For each w € (2 and each n € N consider a sequence of shrinking balls H,, containing
the fixed point xy such that zo € H, 41 C H,, for each n € N. Then assumption (B)
is clearly satisfied. Furthermore the targets H,, are chosen so that the assumption (S)
is satisfied. Such targets H,, are constructed in Section 2.7 of [5] as neighborhoods of
extremal points of observation functions h : M — R.

Assumption (S) states that p, o(Hyn) < M‘”TH/V In this example, all fibre measures i, ¢
are Lebesgue and so the targets H,, ,, are neighbourhoods of z( of diameter no greater than
(It|oo + W)/n. Because the maps T,, are locally expanding about zy, for fixed k& > 0 one
can find a large enough n so that it is impossible to leave a small neighbourhood of xy and
return after k iterations. Therefore we can always find n sufficiently large to guarantee
that ﬂ&k%(é) = 0 for all 0 < ¢ < k. If this were not the case, there must be a positive
Ho—(ks1), g-measure set of points that (i) lie in H,-@x+1,,,, (ii) land outside £ < & of the
targets H,-ky ..., Hy-1,, for the next k iterations, and then (iii) land in H,, on the
k + 1% iteration, which we have argued is impossible. On the other hand, the equality
¢ = k corresponds to the situation where points remain in the sequence of targets for all k

10We note that since the targets consist of a single interval, to to check (F8) with N’ = 1, it suffices to
ensure that essinf, -y, > 21 and that the slopes of the branches of the maps L, and R, are at least as
large as .
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iterations, which will occur for a positive measure set of points. This immediately implies

that ijkq)l(k:) # 0, and thus

10,0 <ﬂk+1 T J(k+1)w(H07(k+1)+jw,n))
,uw,n(Hw,n) '

Because the scaling t,, varies along the orbit o~*+Yw, ... w, to simplify the above expres-
sion we assume that 1 < esssup,, t,/t,-1, < essinf, |1} (z¢)|. This mild assumption on the
variation of the scaling ¢ removes the “Case 2” considerations in Example 1 [5], and taking
the limit as n — oo gives

Qi (s) = (1= e®)e™* B0 (k) = (1 — e*)e™

6(s) = (1= ) (1= )
qu S)= 11— GZS =(1-— €Zs ,
! }DTfféH)w(xo) ’ Hf:o Vo (k+1)+i
and thus we have

& eiks

Applying Theorem 3.14 gives that

) iks
s)=exp | —(1—¢" to 1—6 = dm(w
o(5) p< 1-e [ ( Z o (M)ww) ( >>
. ) o ezks
= exp <—(1 —e") /Qtw (1 —(1—¢") kz:; H§:O %_(k+1)+jw> dm(w)) .

Note that since 1 < v < ~,, < T, the series > /7, H—k converges absolutely to

§=0 Vo= (k+1)+j,,
say Y (s) (which depends on w). Since ¥, (s) is not necessarily a geometric series, then

©(s) is the characteristic function of a compound Poisson distribution which is not the
Polya-Aeppli distribution. It is unclear which specific compound Poisson distribution is
represented by ¢(s).

Note that the tail of the series 3, (s) is approximately given by e~ "7 | (e’ Jalog v dmk+1
where N, is the (w-dependent) time that it takes for the Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem to apply.

Example 5.2. Pélya-Aeppli From Non-Random Slope and Random Targets: Tak-
ing the family of maps {7} from the previous example, we now suppose that the slope of
the central branch is constant; i.e. DT, (z9) =7, =~ > 1 is constant. Then we have

o(s) = exp (—(1—61‘8)/9% (1— (1-&8)2%) dm(w))

k=0

ot () ()

Then (s) is the characteristic function of a Pélya-Aeppli (geometric Poisson) distributed
random variable Z with parameters given by p ="' € (0,1) and ¥ = (1 —~7 ') [, tudm.
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Example 5.3. Pélya-Aeppli From I.I.D. Maps and Targets: Now suppose that we
are in the setting of the previous example where now we have two maps 77 and 75 chosen
iid with probabilities p; and ps respectively. Again we let zy denote the common fixed
point of the maps 77 and 75 and let +; denote the slope of the map T; at xq for i = 1,2.
In this case m is Bernoulli. Further suppose there are two values of ¢, namely t; and t»,
which are chosen iid with probabilities o, and oy respectively’'.

Thus, using the fact that the + are chosen iid, we have that

1 2 172 + D271
(52) / | |%, (k147 AM(W) = (— + —) = <—) —. (R

Y2 Y172

Note that ¢ € (0,1). Now since %, is independent of the 7 terms in the product appearing
n (5.2) (since the product does not contain a +,), we can use (5.2) to write that

/t (1— 1—6 ielkSHVU (k+1) +Jw> m(w)
k=0
—fl1= (1 o ez’s) eiks 7;} K1)+, dm(w)>
( S f It
_t< (1—e' kzoe Hl)_t(l—e“g)’

where t = fQ twdm = t101 + t20o. Inserting this into the formula for (s) gives

o(s) = oxp (—%(1 — i) (11_‘6 ¢ <)> = exp (—%(1 -0 (11__ g)) 7

which is the characteristic function of a Polya-Aeppli (p = ¢ € (0,1) and ¢ = (1 — ¢)¥)
distributed random variable.

Example 5.4. Standard Poisson from Random Maps and Random Targets:

Unlike the previous examples, we now provide an example in which the characteristic
function produced from Theorem 3.14 is for a standard Poisson random variable rather
than compound Poisson. We recall the setting of Example 4 of [5]. Let Q = {0,1,2,3}%,
with o the bilateral shift map, and m an invariant ergodic measure.

To each letter j = 0,...,1l — 1 we associate a rational number v; € (0,1) N Q. We
consider targets H,, = B(v,,,e "), where wy denotes the 0-th coordinate of w €
and the thresholds z,(w) are chosen such that assumption (S) holds. For each w € Q we
associate a map 7,,,, where Ty, ..., T5 are maps of the circle which we will take as S-maps
of the form T;(z) = Bz +r (mod 1), with 8; € N, §; > 3, and 0 < r < 1 irrational
and independent of 4. Similar arguments to those given in [5, Example 4] show that our
assumptions (M1), (M2), (CCM), (A), (C1) - (C7) are satisfied for this system. This is
accomplished as in Example 5.1, by showing that our assumptions (F1)-(F9) follow from

Hphe argument here goes through exactly the same if ¢ takes on countably many values ¢; with proba-
bility o;.
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arguments similar to those of [5, Example 4] used to verify the assumptions (E1)—(E9).
Furthermore, assumption (B) is satisfied by taking the Banach spaces B, again to be BV.
Following the argument of |5, Example 4|, it follows that a necessary condition to get
é,k%(é) # 0 for some £ > 0 and 0 < ¢ < k, and thus qﬁ%(s) # 0, is that the center
V(o= (E+1)4)0) is sent to the center v,,. Let z be one of these rational centers. The iterate
T (z) has the form T"(2) = Bu,_, -+ * Buoz+knr (mod 1), where k,, is an integer. Therefore

such an iterate will never be a rational number, which shows that all cjffl))(s) = 0 for each
k > 0, w, and each s € R\{0}. Therefore we have 0,(s) = 1, and so applying Theorem
3.14, we have

o(5) = exp (—(1 e [ dm<w>> |

which is the characteristic function of a Poisson random variable with parameter ¥ =
Jo tw dm(w).
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