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MARKOV TOWERS AND STOCHASTIC PROPERTIES OF BILLIARDS
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Dedicated to Anatole Katok on the occasion of his 60th baghd

ABSTRACT. Markov partitions work most efficiently for Anosov systemsfor Axiom A systems.
However, for hyperbolic dynamical systems which are eiiregular or whose hyperbolicity is nonuni-
form, the construction of a Markov partition, which in theseses is necessarily countable, is a rather
delicate issue even when such a construction exists. Ariawlai problem is the use of a countable
Markov partition for proving probabilistic statements. rleowide class of hyperbolic systems, L. S.
Young, in 1998, constructed so called Markov towers, which sould apply successfully to estab-
lish nice, for instance, exponential correlation decag, anoreover, as a consequence, a central limit
theorem. The aim of this survey is twofold. First we show hbe Markov tower construction is ap-
plicable for obtaining finer stochastic properties, likeedl limit theorem of probability theory. Here
the fundamental method is the study of the spectrum of theiéowansform of the Perron—Frobenius
operator. These ideas and results are applicable to airagsfYoung has been considering. Second,
we survey the problem of recurrence of the planar Lorentzgs®. As an application of the results
from the first part, we obtain a dynamical proof of recurrefarehe finite horizon case. Here basically
different proofs were given by K. Schmidt, in 1998, and JGénze, in 1999. As another application
we can also treat the infinite horizon case, where alreadgltizl limit theorem is absolutely novel.
Itis not a central one, the scalinggnlogn in contrast to the classicgln one. Beyond thus giving a
rigorous proof for earlier heuristic ideas of P. Bleher, ethused three delicate and hard hypotheses,
we can also a) verify the local version of this limit theoreon the free flight function and b) prove the
recurrence of the planar Lorentz process in the infiniteZooricase.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since — following some ideas of Hadamard — M. Morse introdlibe concept of symbolic dy-
namics, the method got more and more extensively used tg gipdlogical, and later also ergodic
and stochastic, properties of dynamical systems possgessine hyperbolic behaviour.

On the one hand, “the idea of coding and semiconjugaciestejthiogical Markov chains yields
remarkably precise results concerning topological entrtge growth of periodic orbits, the pres-
ence of orbits of various periods, and the structure of maffsaero topological entropyTIKHS5].
On the other hand, through the achievements of Bowen[(ct5|BRuelle (cf. [R'78] and of Sinai
(most notably his workl IS 12] relating symbolic dynamics &itbs states of statistical physics),
almost invertible semiconjugacies and conjugacies peaviasy Markov partitions made it possible
to demonstrate exponential correlation decay and furtfoer and useful stochastic properties for
Axiom A systems — and later for more general ones, too. Tharsafong time it, quite naturally,
seemed so that the construction of Markov partitions isrtie¢hod’ for obtaining effective statistical
statements for more complicated systems as well.
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However, in course of the work of the Moscow school on bilaand of Benedicks and Young on
the Hénon map it became clear that a Markov partition is al&gizate construction if one wants to
relax the assumptions of smoothness or of the uniform hygerty of the maps in question. In fact,
a warning might have come earlier from Bowen'’s result shgvtirat, even in the nicest systems, in
the multidimensionald > 2) case the boundaries of the elements of any Markov partitehave
wildly, in particular, they are not smooth [BI78]. In additidfor instance, in discontinuous systems
like billiards, the local invariant manifolds are, indeedbitrarily short, and as a consequence the
Markov partition is necessarily countable and its elemargsproducts of Cantor sets. Then to adapt
the boundaries of a possible Markov partition in a Markov igagn extremely delicate issue even
in the case when such a construction was successfully esttad|(cf. [BS 8D]).

Itis not our aim to go into more details here since there sxsjuite recent and excellent survey
[ChY_0d], which, on the one hand, gives a comprehensivetiistimverview, and, on the other hand,
explains the way out: the ‘weaker’ construction of a Markawér. This construction was designed
by L. S. Young [[Y_98] and it works for a wide class of systemshwsbme hyperbolicity, among
others for Anosov and Axiom A systems, two dimensional higpéic systems with singularities,
two dimensional Sinai billiards with a finite horizon, hypetic unimodal maps and hyperbolic
Hénon maps.

The construction of a Markov partition and the resulting bgiic dynamics opened the way in
a straightforward manner to put the probabilistic arsefiat-cappropriately mixing — stationary
stochastic processes into action. In the case of a Markogrttlis connection is not straightfor-
ward, and our actual aim is, indeed, to understand and tashksthe probabilistic approach in the
case of a Markov tower. We note that, as we will see in subse&i2, the tower also leads to a
(countable) Markov partition, but its properties, apaonfrits formal ones, are quite different from
those of a traditional Markov partition. In particlulardbes not seem to provide a flexible Markov
approximation. This is why in its applications new methodsraeeded and, in fact, their discussion
iS our main aim here.

The paper is organized as follows: in sectidn 2 we recall thenas of systems, which we are
going to deal with, and briefly describe the tower constaorctiln section 3 we analyze how one
can establish stochastic properties, in general, anddufitier stochastic properties, like local limit
theorems, in particular. The choice of local limit theoremasy seem eventual but it is not. This will
be clear from section 4, where we apply the local limit thewseo planar dispersing billiards. In
doing so, beside attaining local theorems for them, we ab¢aio

e a dynamical proof of recurrence for the planar Lorentz psscgith a finite horizon (in
fact, partly abstract ergodic-theoretic proofs were gibeiK. Schmidt [Sch 98] and Conze
[Caon99], which were, however, also using the central litngdrem);

e the first rigorous proof for a noncentral limit theorem foe ttisplacements of the planar
Lorentz process with an infinite horizon; this result wasjeotured by an earlier nonrig-
orous, heuristic argument of Blehér [B|92] based on thred hgpotheses (which, in fact,
still do not follow from our approach);

o the first proof of recurrence for the planar Lorentz proceifls an infinite horizon.

2. MARKOV TOWER
2.1. The Product Set. The technique developed in [Y198] allows to handle stochastperties of
systems

(1) whose every power is ergodic;
(2) which satisfy several technical assumptions well-knés@m hyperbolic theory;
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(3) whose phase spa&econtains a subsét with a hyperbolic product structure;
(4) where the return time inth has an exponentially decaying tail.

This class contains planar dispersing billiards with bathrided or unbounded free flight (i. e. with
a finite resp. an infinite horizon), logistic interval mapspanding maps with neutral fixed points,
piecewise hyperbolic maps, Hénon attractors, their gdisations, and certain partially hyperbolic
systems. The rest of this subsection is devoted to the grdeifinitions.

We start with describing precisely the models we are goirdgt with. LetT be aC'*¢ diffeo-
morphism with singularities of a compact Riemannian mddi® with boundary. More precisely,
there exists a finite or countably infinite number of pairvdigoint open region§X; } whose bound-
aries areC! submanifolds of codimension 1, and finite volume suchthét= X, T |U>Q is1l—1and

T]Xi can be extended toG!-diffeomorphism ofX; onto its image. The Riemannian measure will
be denoted by, and ifW C X is a submanifold, thepy will denote the induced measure. The
invariant Borel probability measure will be denotedwby

Definition 1. An embedded diskC X is called anunstable manifolar an unstable diskf ¥x,y €
y, d(T~"x, T~ "y) — 0 exponentially fast as r> o; it is called a stable manifolcbr a stable disk
if ¥x,y €y, d(T"x, T"y) — 0 exponentially fast as s> «. We say thaf'" = {y"} is a continuous
family of C! unstable disk# the following hold:

e KS%is an arbitrary compact set; Bis the unit disk of somg";
e ®UY: KSx DY — X is a map with the property that
— ®Y maps K x DY homeomorphically onto its image,
— x— @Y | ({x} x DY) is a continuous map from¥into the space of Eembeddings of
D" into X,
— VW, the image of eackix} x DY, is an unstable disk.
Continuous families of?! stable disksre defined similarly.

Definition 2. We say that\ C X has ahyperbolic product structuithere exist a continuous family
of unstable diskE" = {y*} and a continuous family of stable digk¥= {y*} such that
(@) dimy"+dimy® = dimX
(i) they!-disks are transversal to thé-disks with the angles between them bounded away from
0;
(iii) eachy!-disk meets eacy?-disk in exactly one point;

(iv) A= (L) N (YP).

Definition 3. Supposé\ has a hyperbolic product structure. LEY and TS be the defining families
for A. A subset\g C A is called an ssubseif A also has a hyperbolic product structure and its
defining families can be chosen to bgandl'§ with ' C I'S; u-subsetsare defined analogously.
For x € A, lety!(x) denote the element &t containing x.

Definition 4. We call(X,T,v) a Young systemif the following PropertiegP1)—(P8)are true:

(P1) There exists & C X with a hyperbolic product structure and willh{ yn A} > 0 for every
yery.
(P2) There is a countable number of disjogsubsetd\1,A\z, - -- C A such that
e on eachy-disk pyu{(A\ UA)) N} =0;
e for eachi, 3R, € Z* such thafTR A, is au-subset of\:
o for eachn there are at most finitely mang with R, = n;
e MinR; > someRy depending only off
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(P3) For every paix,y € A\, we have a notion adeparation timelenoted bys(x,y). If so(X,y) =
n, then the orbits ok andy are thought of as being “indistinguishable” or “togethér'dugh
their n'" iterates, whileT"1x and T"1y are thought of as having been “separated.” (This
could mean that the points have moved a certain distancé ap&mave landed on opposite
sides of a discontinuity manifold, or that their derivasyeave ceased to be comparable.)
We assume:
(i) sp > 0 and depends only on tgdisks containing the two points;
(i) the number of “distinguishable” n-orbits starting fmoA\ is finite for eacn;
(ii)) for x,y € A, So(xy) > R +s(TRx TRy)
(P4) Contraction along® disks. There exis€® > 0 anda < 1 such that foy € y(x), d(T"x, T"y) <
Ca" ¥n>0.
(P5) Backward contraction and distorsion aloplg Fory € y(x) and 0< k < n < s(Xx,y), we
have
(@) d(T"x, T"y) < CaSy)-n,
®) N detDTY(T'x)
etl X
lo _—
9] Gemrucry)

(P6) Convergence oD(T'|y") and absolute continuity dfS.
(@) fory € y(x),

S CGSO(Xay)fn_

© detTY(T'x)

IogiE!] detTu(Tly)

(b) fory,y e if @: ynA — Yy NAis defined byd(x) = y3(x) Ny, then® is absolutely
continuous and

d(0; 1) (%) = © detDT“(Tix)
dpy il:!) detDTY(T'OX)
(P7) 3Cy > 0 andBp < 1 such that for somee 'Y,
wi{xeynA:R(X) >n} <Cobg Vn>O0;
(P8) (T",v) is ergodicvn > 1, wherev is the SRB-measure corresponding to the syspénT ).

<Ca" vn>O0.

Remark 5. Some explanation: Properti€B1-7)do not involve the measuwe Using them, in fact,
Young constructs the SRB-measurso the system satisfyifB1-7)is a Young sysstem if for the so
constructed SRB-measuy#fe8) holds, too.

2.2. The Tower. Now we will define theMarkov extensiojthe actualMarkov tower LetR: A —
Z, be the function which i& onA;, and let

AL (X :xeN; 1=0,1,...,RX) -1}
and define
Fxl) = (x1+1) if 1+1<R(x)
T (TR%,0) if 1+1=R(x)
We will refer tod = {(x,j) | (x,]) €4, j =1} as thel level of the towerA. Young also has a
construction for, the SRB measure of the extension, for which the pushforigardandJ(F) = 1

except orF ~1(Ap). Thus, the Markov Tower is the dynamical systémF, V).
On the tower aMarkov partition? can be defined, with the following properties:

(@) D is arefinement of the partitioly.
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(b) By denoting byD the partitionD|A, Dy = {Ayj | j =1,..., )i} has only a finite number of
elements and each one is the union of a collectiofy; f

(c) D is arefinement oF Dy _y;

(d) if xandy belong to the same element®f, thenso(F ~'x,F~'y) > I;

(e) if R =R; for somei # j, then/A\j and/A; belong to different elements dir _1.

Letdf; =4 ;N F~1(Ao). We think ofA | \ 4} ; as “moving upward” undef, while A ; returns to
the base. ' '

Itis natural toredefine the separation tinte bes(x, y) % the largesh such that for all <n, F'x

andF'y lie in the same element ¢, j}. We claim tha(P5)is valid forx,y € YN 4, j with sin the
place ofsy. To verify this, first considex,y € A. We claim thas(x,y) < so(X,y). If x,y do not belong
to the samé\;, then this follows from rule (d) in the construction &f; if x,y € Aj, but TRx, TRy
are not contained in the samg, thens(x,y) = R + s(TRx, TRy), which is < so(x,y) by property
(P3),(iii) of s, and so on. In general, fary € A j, letxg = F~'x, yo=F'ybe the unique inverse
images ofx andy in Ag. Then by definitiors(x,y) = s(xo,Yo) — I, and what is said earlier on about
Xo andyy is equally valid forx andy.

From here on gis replaced by s an@P5) is modified accordingly.

3. STOCHASTICAL PROPERTIES

As explained above, the tower construction actually presid countable Markov partition. Be-
low we first remind the reader how Young exploits this pantitto obtain stochastic behaviour. The
first goal is to establish exponential decay of correlatiovizere, of course, Proper{P7) plays a
decisive role.

3.1. The Perron—-Frobenius Operator and the Doeblin—Fortet Progerty.

1. The starting point is téactorise the dynamidsy a factorisation along stable manifoldstfThe
advantage is that this dynamics will behave as an expandapg an appropriate object to study via
the Perron—Frobenius operator. Ifet= A/ ~ wherex ~ y iff y € y¥(x). SinceF takesy®-leaves to
v*-leaves, the quotient dynamical systémA — A is clearly well defined.

The construction ofn’is not trivial but is quite standard. Young obtains it foliog [B_/5]. A
simple property ofis: letm|4, be the measure induced from the natural identificatiofy afith a
subset ofAg, so that)(F) = 1 except orF ~1(Ag), whereJ(F) = J(TRo F~(R-1)). We note that for
the factorised map Young also proves a distorsion propettyaweaker constafg: 1> > \/a.

To investigate Birkhoff sums we have to associate a functiodh — R to each observablé:
M — R. We can pull backf to the tower, and find an other function cohomologous to this, o
which is constant along stable manifolds. This method isiilesd for example i [PP_90].

2. The analytic tool of investigation is thRerron—Frobenius operator
- oY)
P(o(x) = — .

ED= 3 ¥
3. The technique is based upon gpectral properties of the Perron—Frobenius operatbor this
purpose we have to introdusaitable Banach spacgshereP has a nice spectrum. Actually for the
method introduced by Doeblin and Fortet we need a pair oftfonspaces” and £ (usually with
some supremum-like and Lipschitz-like norms) such that C, || - ||¢ < || - || z» and the inclusion of
L into C be a compact operator.

If we have such a pair of Banach spaces, and we can provelth&t, andt < 1

IPY®]l.c < Tldll +KIDllc
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then by knowing thati T' is ergodic we have that the spectrumPbbn £ is contained in a disk
with radius strictly smaller than one, except that 1 is areeiglue with multiplicity one, and the
corresponding eigenfunction is the invariant density [lE.M 50]).

This kind of estimate captures the uniform expanding featdithe dynamics, or contraction of
the P operator. In order to derive this so callBdeblin—Fortet property of the transfer operatfn
the theory of dynamical systems often called tlzesota—Yorke propertycf. [LY_73]), Young uses
an exponential factor in the function normts.on the tower has Jacobian 1, when moving upwards,
and the tower is usually unboundedly high, so we have to pdet@panding at least in the norms:

TR ry —le
I81lc = supldly, [ e "

(61l = [1§llc + (ess sup Bs(xY)

00— o1
XYED j
The denominator in the second definition is a natural digdoc the points on the tower, so it
is really a Lipschitz-like norm. The aforementioned triskin thee'¢ term. This allows that a
function onA which is exponentially increasing with the height of the émwto be inC, if this
growth is moderate. This also means, tRais contracting the norm in the middle of the tower,
where the Jacobian is 1. The constarghould be chosen carefully in order to hold back enough
contraction when a Markov return occurs. Roughly speakihgs to be smaller than the smallest
positive Lyapunov exponent.

3.2. The Central Limit Theorem. The aforementioned spectral picture is essentially edgrivao
the exponential decay of correlations for function pairg£inAs a matter of fact, the boundedness
of the functions in question is also needed. After the arquimeesented i [Y 28] this leads to the
exponential correlation decay of bounded, piecewise éftfidnctions orM. For the same class of
functions Young immediately gets tii@entral Limit Theoren{CLT) by checking the conditions of
a theorem by Kellef [K'80]. Here we make a simple but importdatification. The traditional and
by far the most widely used method for establishing the CLibiapply Fourier transforms. Keller
[K80] (and thus alsol[Y98]) can elude this by referring to aenand useful theorem of Gordin
[G6Z]. (As a matter of fact, Fourier transform are, indihgcttill applied, since Gordin constructed
a martingale approximation and used the martingale CLT.iBptroving the CLT for martingales
again Fourier transform is the method! Moreover, the eemntin the martingale approximation is
so large that it obviously excludes the applicability okthpproach in proofs of finer statements, for
instance, in those of local limit theorems.)

Let we recall two basic results frofn [Y B8]: the first one on éx@onential decay of correlations
and the second one on the CLT. Notation:

Hy = {0 :M — R | 3JA> 0 suchthat for/ x,y € M [o(x) — d(y)| < Ad(x,y)" } .
Theorem 6. ([Y-98]) For anyn, there exists < 1 such that for allp, y € #;, there exists a C=

C(¢, W) such that
‘/(q)oT”)Lpdv—/(bdv/quv

Theorem 7. ([Y-98]) Assumep € #; and [ ¢dv = 0. Then

1 n-1 i
N iZoq)OT — A((0,0?)

<Cct" vn>1
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for someo > 0. Moreover,o = 0iff § = Yo T —  for somey € L?(v). (Here = denotes weak
convergence of probability distributions afid(m, 6) denotes the normal distribution with mean m
and varianceo?.)

For simplicity, we have formulated these results for onaatisional random variables, and their
extension to vector valued functions is straightforward.

3.3. Local limit theorem. For illustrating a local CLT as compared to the widely usddifgl) CLT,
take a simple symmetric random walk (SSRW)%h So letWh = X1 + ... X,, whereXy,..., Xy, ...
are independent, identically distributed random varigiéth the common distributiofP(X; =
tej) = 2—1d; 1< j<dforalliecZ; (here theejs are the standard unit vectors®t). Then, of
course, the CLT says th&Ws € \/nA) — ®(A) asn — o, where®(A) = [,@(s)dsand@(s) =
(2T[)*d/2exp(—§) is thed-dimensional Gaussian density. In other words it describesasymp-
totics of a sequence of sets increasing ke In contrast, for the SSRW the local CLT (LCLT) says
thatnd/2P(W, = [s,/n]) — @(s) asn — o, i. e. it describes the asymptotics of a sequence of sets of
fixed size, consequently it is, indeed, local!

For stating our main theorem we have to fix some notations fiat a fixedf : X — RY denote
the averagd fdv = a, and

n—-1
f _ f k
Sh(x) k;) (T%)

the Birkhoff sum. Consider the smallest translated closggygoupV +r C RY which supports the
values off (V is the group and is the translation). By ergodicity of all powers ©f the support of
S isV +nr.

Theorem 8. ([SzV 03] Suppose that

(1) (X,T,v) is a Young system (cf. subseciiod 2.1);

(2) f is minimal: i. e. it is not cohomologous to a function for ainithe support in the above
sense is strictly smaller.

(3) fis nondegenerate: i. e. spavi) = RY, and

(4) fis bounded and Blder continuous.

Letk, €V +nr be such thaf"%r?a — k. Denote the distribution of,S- k, byun. Then

n%2u, — (k)

where@ is a nondegenerate normal density function with zero espiect, and | is the uniform
measure on V: product of counting measures and Lebesguaimea3he convergence is meantin
the weak topology.

Remark 9. For nonminimal functions we can obtain an analogous resttie limit measure on the
right hand side in this case is not necessarily uniform.

We know from classical analysis or from probability theomgtt the local behaviour of distri-
butions (densities, measures,...) is connected to thdehihviour of the corresponding Fourier
transforms. Therefore, in the next subsection, we are gwirggudy the Fourier transform of the
Perron—Frobenius operator.
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3.4. The Fourier Transform of the Perron—Frobenius Operator. When one wants to obtain finer
results than the CLT, then Fourier transforms seem indeitathus, in our setup, we have to define
the Fourier transform of the Perron—Frobenius operator:

R () :=P(e'§)

wheref is the function for which the limit theorem is stated. Notatthy = P! Also, it is worth
noting thatP"1 = P“(exp@tsf';)) and, moreoverER"1 = ]EP“(exp(itSﬂ;)) = exp(itSr';), the usual
characteristic function o&, whereS} denotes the Birkhoff sum for the functidn

The heart of this method is to expand the leading eigenvdlire -6- analogously to the Taylor
expansions around 0 of characterisctic functions of pritibatheory. Before that, however, we
have to ensure its existence. We proved In [SzlV 03] thatR is continuous in theL-norm, and
by the stability of the spectrum, for small valuestdhere exists\;, the perturbed value of 1 as an
eigenvalue with multiplicity one. By proving the Doeblineiftet inequality forP; we get that the
rest of the spectrum will lie in a disk, with radius smalleathl, so it will not bothek; to be the
leading eigenvalue.

If the functionf is bounded and piecewise Holder continuoudtrthen we get the second order
Taylor expansion for the Fourier transform:

_ 2
R(®) = (@) +itP (1§) ~ 5P(726) +0() | 2],

From the assumptions it follows thﬁf 2(]7HL is finite. By an argument presented in various forms
in [Nag 57], [KSz 83] andIGH 88] this leads to the expansionof

The philosophy explained above can already be combinedthitlassical proof of the local
CLT sketched in the Appendix. Indeed, tettris the same, terrhcorresponds to the CLT. Terth
can be handled by using the ideas outlined above, while fantimg termlill we have used some
compactness arguments borrowed from [AD 01].

4. THE PLANAR LORENTZPROCESS

4.1. Semidispersing billiards and Lorentz process.In this subsection we summarize some basic
properties of semidispersing billiards. Our aim is to idinoe the most important concepts and fix
the notation which is essentially borrowed from [KSSZ 90gmdispersing billiards are more or
less hyperbolic dynamical systems with singularities.irPe¢heory was extended to these systems
in [KS 84d].

A billiard is a dynamical system describing the motion of apparticle in a connected, compact
domainQ c T9. The boundary of the domain in assumed to be piece@isemooth. InsideQ the
motion is uniform while the reflection at the bound@@ is elastic. As the absolute value of the
velocity is a first integral of motion, the phase space of tii@td flow is fixed asM = Q x S%-1
— in other words, every phase poixis of the formx = (q,v) with g € Q andv € RY, |v| = 1.
The Liouville probability measurg on M is essentially the product of the Lebesgue measures, i. e.
du= constdqdv The resulting dynamical systef, S¥, ) is the (toric)billiard flow.

Let n(q) denote the unit normal vector of a smooth component of thetiary0Q at the point
g, directed inward€). Throughout the paper we restrict our attentiorsémidispersing billiards
we require for every) € 0Q the second fundamental fork(q) of the boundary component to be
nonnegative.

The boundaryQ defines a natural cross section for the billiard flow. Namelysider

oM = {(q,v) | g€ 0Q,(v,n(q)) > 0}.
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This set actually has a natural bundle structure [cf. [BAIj5ZThe Poincaré section map, also
called thebilliard mapis defined as the first return map dkl. The invariant measure for the map
is denoted by, and we havely = const|(v,n(q))|dgdv. Throughout the paper we work with this
discrete time dynamical systef@M, T, ). Recall the usual notation: f@g,v) € M one denotes
(0, V) = q the natural projection.

The Lorentz processs the naturalZ® cover of a toric billiard. More precisely: considEr :
RY — T the factorisation byZd. Its fundamental domaib is ad-dimensional cube (semiopen,
semiclosed) irRY, soRY = Usezd D+ z), whereD + zis the translated fundamental domain.

By denotingQ = N~1Q, M = Q x S, etc., the Lorentz dynamics {4, {S | t € R},fi) and
its Poincaré section map i8Ni, T, iy ). Thefree flight function] : oM — RY is defined as follows:
P(X) = G(TX) — G(X). Thediscrete free flight functios : oM — 74 is defined as followsk(X) =

1(TX) —1(X), wherel(X) = zif Xe Dz Observe finally, thafy andk are invariant under th&¢
action, so there argy andk functions defined odM, such that]) = M*Y andk = N*k. Actually
for our purposes it will be more convenient to choose the fumental domain in such a way that
QN aD = 0. In this wayk will be continuous.

4.2. LCLT and recurrence for the d = 2 finite horizon case. Consider the Lorentz process start-
ing from the fundamental cell, a fixed isomorphic versionhef tundamental domain. In the domain
the starting phase point is random, it is distributed adogrtb the invariant measure of the corre-
sponding torus-billiard. The relative position of the Lotz particle after tha™ collision isSY, the
discrete position iS. So the evenf, = (S{ = 0) means that after the" collision the particle is
again in the fundamental domain. Recurrence means thatjitemes almost surely.

Theorem 10. [Sch 98] [Con99] [SzZV 03] The planar Lorentz process with a finite horizon is
recurrent.

For the proof we will use a stronger version of the well-knoBorel-Cantelli lemma. This
version is due to Lamperti:

Lemma 11. ([Spi 64)) If for the sequence of evertd,}

[

D V(A) =

k=1

and some asymptotic independence holds:

n
_kZlV(AJAk)
liminf 222 <¢

T (few)

then A, happens infinite often almost surely:

v ((q,v) € oM

Ing — o (q,V ﬂAnk> =1

To check the first condition we have to deal with the asympftbabilities of the event = 0.
This is exactly the region of the local limit theorem. Redtourselves to thd = 2 finite horizon
case! This case is known to be a Young system i. e. it sati@fies-(P8) so the first condition of
our LCLT is satisfied. For the second condition we need to kkige minimality ofk:
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Theorem 12. ([SzV 03] k is minimal in the class af.

The proof is quite involved. Surprisingly it is related tgaments in[[BChS 91]/ [BSp 96] and
[BZOQ] for establishing the nondegeneracy of the covarianagix in the CLT. To prove minimality,
for each sublattic& c Z? of finite indexn = L : Z2, we needed a periodic pointper(x) such that
the Birkhoff sum%er(x> (x) € L. To find this point we used again Markov properties\of Details
can be found in[[SzV 03].

Sincek is minimal and the values span the plane it is nondegenetee it is piecewise constant
it is also Holder continuous, so the LCLT applies. This giveSt = 0) ~ &r?sﬁ and the sum clearly
diverges.

The second condition of Lamperti’s Borel-Cantelli lemmantains intersection of recurrence
events, so we also had to prove a LCLT for joint distributions

5. INFINITE HORIZON

Chernov [Ch 99] observed that the planar infinite horizoraBllliard also satisfie§P1)—(P8)
so according to theorefd 8 the LCLT also holds exactly the savaener as stated for the finite
horizon case. Nota bene: for bounded functibnd — R satisfying the conditions in Theordrh 8
the asymptotics of the Birkhoff sun(Sﬁ =0)~ nd—c/z

But they or thek free flight functions are not covered by this theorem since k& not bounded,
W is even not Holder. This is not a surprise, since in this @sew phenomenon shows up. For-
mer heuristic arguments by Blehér [Bl92] already suggesiezkpect that the moving particle is

superd|.ffu15|.ve namelm \./vllll hgve a I-|m|t d|str|but|on..The reasc-)n. is the foIIovymg.
The infinite horizon condition is equivalent to the existermd collision free orbits in the phase
spaceM. These orbits form corridors iR?. Large free flights can occur by “crossing” one of these

corridors. The smaller the angle with the direction of thaidor is, the longer is the free flight.

N——— N N
i N N N

Computing the invariant measure for the small angle setssgive asymptotios(|K| = u) ~ u—°3
This means thaf |k|°dv = , but any power with smaller exponent is integrable. As a enaif
fact, the distribution ok is in the nonnormal domain of attraction of the normal lawd @s Fourier

transform is:

R d:ef/ei“(dv = 1+clt?loglt| +O(Jt[?)

(wherec is a constant matrix) which means that if we would add inddpethcopies of the same
distribution then\/mioﬁ would tend to a gaussian law. The log factor comes from thetfet the
truncateck® = K1 <x has a variance of order lag

Direct geometrical calculations show that, wheis large, then the order afo T is between/k
andk?. (There is a case when the trajectory hits the neighboudatierer on the same side of the
corridor before “crossing”.
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In this case we change the Poincaré section and considsuthef the small and the necessarily
large free flight vector as o T.) An important observation is that typically the next fragtit will

be in the regime of/k. More precisely, for any > % the probabilityy(ko T > W |k =u) — 0 as

u— oo, Even more the conditional expectatiBp(k o T | K) is of ordery/k. This means that though
k|2 is not integrable, neverthelesfk(k o T)dv < . The hope that the autocorrelation may have
a fast decay has lead to the conjecture Bfaasymptotically behaves the same way as the sum of
independent copies @f

5.1. Limit theorems: global and local, and recurrence for thed = 2 infinite horizon case. To
reach the aforementioned limit theorem, and moreover tbal limit theorem fork we used the
symbolic spacé\ as constructed ir . [Y_98], and investigated carefully how aere large values
of K appear on the tower. Cleankyis bounded on\. Since in one step it can grow at most to it is
square, or shrink to it is square root the time needed to rémmeh— u set fromA is aboutcloglogu,
and before returning td also the same amount of time is needed.(BY) it is immediate that both
the measure of phase points, which spé&rntdrates in the corridor before returning to the base of
the tower, and both the measure of phase points visitingdiédor k times before returning to the
base is exponentially small in

We had to replace the function norms in the definitioncoind £ to refer tok on the tower.
Instead of Young's ¢ factor we used

| _
rllmin (e’s, K % F’k) .
k=

Observe, that ik is bounded and is small enough this gives baek®. In that way we managed
to achieve that — B, be a countinuous mapping in both function norms. This washeotase with
the original norms, if the horizon is infinite. $% can be considered as a perturbatiofpénd this
also extends to the leading eigenvakye

To obtain that the asymptotic behaviour is the same as indle of the sum of independent
copies, we needed to show that

At = 1+ clt|?log]t| + O([t|?)

has the same kind of behaviour as the dynamically untough&®is is the key of the proof. While
sums of independent copies give the product Fourier tramskd, that of the Birkhoff sums give
JPM(1)dv. The operator can be approximatedy (herev is the leading projection operator) up
to an exponentially small error term coming from the resthef spectrum. Summarising: &f(t)
and); behave the same way s+ 0, then the sum of independent copies and the Birkhoff Sfim
behave the same way as— co.

There is a quite involved proof of thig expansion which is based on correlation estimates of
powers of the truncated and the eigenfunction related 3. Details will appear in a technical
paper.
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Theorem 13. Suppose that the direction vectors of infinite collisioreffiéghts span the plane. Let

AC R? Then _
V(S € \/nlognA) — / oK) dk
JA
where@is a nondegenerate gaussian density with zero expectation.

Remark 14. The problem of the limiting behaviour of displacements édhse of an infinite horizon
has raised the interest of several people using differetthats (very interesting works afB 97|
and [ZE9{]). It is worth mentioning that the computational methodl£&£ 94] forecasts a non-
Gaussian limit under the same scaling. .

Theorem 15. Suppose that the direction vectors of infinite collisioreffigghts span the plane. Let
kn € Z2 such that—~2— — k. Then

Vnlogn
nlogn v(S§ = kn) — @(k)
where@is a nondegenerate gaussian density with zero expectation.

¢ depends only on the corridor geometry. When computing thvar@nce one considers only
the directions and widths of corridors, and the boundingisodf the corridors. This is a finite set
of points on the scatterers, the geometry of this finite st the curvature of the scatterers at these
points are involved, but nothing else. The su% diverges so the recurrence follows using an
analogous argument as for the finite horizon case. In thevease all corridors are parallel one has
to apply a nonisotropic scaling.

Theorem 16. Suppose, that all collision-free flights in the plane aregikl to the unit vector w.

Consider the linear transformation,Bvhich has the matri>< vson % ) in the basis wwv'. Let

kn € Z? such that Bk, — k. Then
detBy V(S =kn) =ny/logn v(S; = kn) — @(k)

where@is a nondegenerate gaussian density with zero expectation.

The sum Ofﬁ/jé)ign is also divergent, so recurrence is also obtained in this.cas
Remark 17. It is worth noting that in a recent manuscript of Geel[[G 0Z] a related problem
was investigated fot — D piecewise expanding maps with a neutral fixed point. Thedehr of
billiard orbits in corridors is analogous to that of orbits thesel — D maps near the neutral fixed
point. Essential difficulties in our case arise from a) thegkr dimension of the space; b) the not
quite explicit form of the billiard dynamics; and c) empleafily from the fact that in our case the
function of interest is unbounded with a quite long tail wdees in[G_0Z] it is bounded. His setup is
more general since he is also considering stable limit lawgeneral, likeJAD 01]]. The restriction
of our interest to the nonnormal domain of attraction of thauSsian law came from the fact that
our main concern was the free flight function.

Acknowledgement.The authors thank the refereee for his valuable remarksuaggestions.
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APPENDIX. A CLASSICAL LoCAL CLT

Here we recall, in the simplest case, the classical proofrefdenkol[G 48] of a local CLT.
For simplicity, consider the cagse= 1. Following the notations of subsectionl3.3, our goal here
is to prove that, ag — oo,

VNP(Wh = kn) — (k)

if Yo vl k. Heuristically one expects that

17 . kn
R R V) e

wherey(s) = exp(—%) is the standard gaussian characteristic function. Heresed the gaussian
approximation suggested by the CLT and the Fourier invarisiomula.

For a proof, let us turn to characteristic function¥\f Denote by (t) the common characteristic
function of the variableX;. Then

VP, = k) = /AP )¥(s)ds

1 g
VAP, = k) = VA /H expl —itkn)E"(t)dlt
and by substituting = t\/n, this is equal to

1 . Kn.en, S

ZTT/sgﬁg exp(|s\/ﬁ)E (\/ﬁ)ds
We emphasize that it is fundamental to precisely know th@sumf the values of the variablé$
(i. e. the minimal lattice containing these values) sineeftirm of the inversion formula depends
on this. Moreover, the fact that thgs take their values on a lattice of span 2 was used in our first
heuristic formula, too. (This information is encapsulatethe minimality condition of Theorem 7.)
To prove our desired statement we write

2] ApWh — k)~ 2005

n, S

= /\s\SA A

For making the right hand side sufficiently small, we will fisglectA to be sufficiently large and
thene sufficiently small. Thusl can be made arbitrarily small, and, for fixadl will also be small
by the CLT (as a matter of fact, the smallnes$ wiuld also follow from our forthcoming argument
for handlinglll . In fact, 11l is a quite interesting term. By expandig@) in a power series in the
neighbourhood of 0, one can easily see that,i#f sufficiently small, then fofs| < € one has

“(%) ds+

)

\/ﬁds

) —y(s)|ds+ y(s)ds+

5>A /Asws\sm
=141+l +1

/sﬁsssﬁ’f

1€%(

> <15 <o)

NG 4
As a consequence one obtains

n 52 . Sz
I S/Ag‘s‘gmexp(—z)dsg /AS‘S‘ exp(—)ds
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and this term is also small & is large. Finally, the smallness dfl follows from the fact that, in
. - sl .
the intervak,/n < |s| < /n7, the term‘&(ﬁ)‘ is uniformly bounded away from 1 from above, and
consequently for the integrandliil we have an exponentially collapsing upper bound.
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