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DOMINATED SPLITTING AND ZERO VOLUME FOR
INCOMPRESSIBLE THREE-FLOWS
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ABSTRACT. We prove that there exists an open and dense subset of the
incompressible 3-flows of clag® such that, if a flow in this set has a
positive volume regular invariant subset with dominatditam for the
linear Poincaré flow, then it must be an Anosov flow. With tieisult we

are able to extend the dichotomies of Bochi-Mafié (see1369]) and

of Newhouse (seé [30, 110]) for flowsth singularities. That is we obtain

for a residual subset of tf@' incompressible flows on 3-manifolds that:

(i) either all Lyapunov exponents are zero or the flow is Anpaad (i)
either the flow is Anosov or else the elliptic periodic poiate dense in

the manifold.

Keywords: generic incompressible flows, Lyapunov exponents, doradhat
splitting, hyperbolicity.

2000 Mathematics Subject ClassificationPrimary: 37D25; Secondary:37D35,
37D50, 37CA40.

CONTENTS

1. Introduction

1.1. Definitions and statement of the results

1.2. Overview of the arguments and organization of the paper

Acknowledgments

2. Generic dichotomies for incompressible flows

3. Dominated splitting and regularity

3.1. Bounded angles, eigenvalues and Lorenz-like sinigjelar

3.2. Invariant manifolds of a positive volume set with doated
splitting for the Linear Poincaré Flow

4. Uniform hyperbolicity

4.1. Positive volume hyperbolic sets and conservative Anos
flows

References

Date October 30, 2018.

V.A. was partially supported by CNPq, FAPERJ and PRONEX-@yital Systems
(Brazil) and FCT (Portugal) through CMUP and POCI/MAT/6Y23)04. M.B. was par-
tially supported by FCT-FSE, SFRH/BPD/20890/2004.

1

w

\‘

QD@@DE
N

o

NS B Bl


http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.2148v2

2 VITOR ARAUJO AND MARIO BESSA

1. INTRODUCTION

Incompressible flows are a traditional subject from Fluidchignics, see
e.g. [20]. These flows are associated to divergence-fre@wields, they
preserve a volume form on the ambient manifold and thus cajugped
with a natural invariant measure. On compact manifolds phisides an
invariant probability giving positive measure (volumegatbnonempty open
subsets. Therefore for vector fieldsin this class we hav€)(X) = M by
the Poincaré Recurrence Theorem, whe(& ) denotes the non-wandering
set. In particular such flows can have neither sinks nor ssuyrand in
general do not admit Lyapunov stable sets, either for the itiegf or for
the time reversed flow.

Let X' (M) be the space &' vector fields, for any > 1, andX{,(M) the
subset of divergence-free vector fields defining incomjivesgor conser-
vative) flows. It is natural to study these flows under the meatheoretic
point of view, besides the geometrical one.

The device of Poincaré sections has been used extensivelgitice sev-
eral problems arising naturally in the setting of flows to éswimensional
guestions about the behavior of a transformation. Receatktihroughs on
the understanding of generic volume-preserving diffegrhimms on sur-
faces have non-trivial consequences for the dynamics oérgeimcom-
pressible flows on three-dimensional manifolds.

The Bochi-Mafé Theorem [13] asserts that, fa@aresidual subset of
area-preserving diffeomorphisms, either the transfaomnas Anosov (i.e.
globally hyperbolic), or the Lyapunov exponents are zerbdsgue almost
everywhere (i.e. there is no asymptotic growth of the lerafthiectors in
any direction for almost all points). This was announced afilin [24]
but only a sketch of a proof was available Iin[26]. The con®letoof
presented by Jairo Bochi in [13] admits extensions to higlerensions,
obtained by Bochi and Viana in [15], stating in particulaattteither the
Lyapunov exponents of@! generic volume-preserving diffeomorphism are
zero Lebesgue almost everywhere, or else the system admhiisisated
splitting for the tangent bundle dynamics. A survey of tlhiedry can be
found in [14].

Recently (see Theoreim 1.1 below) one of the coauthors wagalbise,
adapt and fully extend the ideas of the original proof by Baalthe setting
of generic conservative flows on three-dimensional compaahdaryless
manifoldswithout singularitiesin [9]. The presence of singularities im-
poses some differences between discrete and continudessyslhe ideas
from the Bochi-Mafié proof were partially extended tdemsesubset o1
incompressible flows (see Theorém|1.2 below) admittingwdargies but
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without a full dichotomypetween zero exponents and global hyperbolicity
in the same work [9].

There are related results from Arbieto-Matheus in [4], vehiers proved
thatC? robustly transitive volume-preserving 3-flows must be Angsvith
the help of a new perturbation lemma for divergence-fre¢ordelds, and
also from Horita-Tahzibi in[[22], where it is proved that tbly transitive
symplectomorphisms must be partially hyperbolic. One efabauthors to-
gether with Rocha proved in [11] that robustly transitivéuwoe-preserving
n-flows must have dominated splitting.

There are olde€! dichotomy results for low dimensional transforma-
tions. A result of fundamental importance in the theory afeyéc conserva-
tive diffeomorphisms on surfaces was obtained by Newhauf2i]. New-
house’s theorem states i@k generic area-preserving diffeomorphisms on
surfaces either are Anosov, or else the elliptical peripdints are dense.
A refined version of this results was presented by Arnaud]im[fe fam-
ily of 4-dimensional symplectomorphisms. Even more relgeSaghin-
Xia [38] generalized Arnauld result for the multidimensabsymplectic
case, and in [10] one of the coauthors together with Duartaioéd a simi-
lar dichotomy forC-generic incompressible flowsithout singularitieson
3-manifolds: either the flow is Anosov, or else the elliptaripdic orbits
are dense in the manifold.

Here we complete the results of [9] and [10] fully extendiheg ti-
chotomy from generimon-singularvector fields to generic vector fields
in the family ofC! all incompressible flows on 3-manifolds.

The main step is our arguments is to show thatiféncompressible flow
on a 3-manifold admits a positive volume invariant subset (recessarily
closed) formed by regular orbits with a very weak form of hyjudicity,
known asdominated decompositipthen there cannot be any singularity on
the closure of this set, under a mild non-resonant conditmmthe possible
eigenvalues at the singularities. This leads easily to timelasion that the
closure of this invariant subset is a positive volume hypkclsubset.

Adapting arguments from Bochi-Viana]14] to the flow settitig proved
that incompressibl€? flows with positive volume compact invariant hyper-
bolic sets must be globally hyperbolic. Finally using stamdarguments
from Bochi-Viana [14], [[9] and[[10] these results imply ti& generic
dichotomies mentioned above for incompressible flows vatremy extra
condition on the singularities.

1.1. Definitions and statement of the results.In what follows M will
always be a&C* compact connected boundaryless three-dimensional Rie-
mannian manifold. We denote lpya volume form orM and by dist the dis-
tance induced oM by the Riemannian scalar product, denotedy- >.
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We begin by recalling Oseledets’ Theorem for measure prageflows
and the notion oLinear Poincaé Flowfirst introduced by Doering in [18].

ConsiderX € %ﬁ(M) and the associated floX! : M — M. Oseledets’
Theorem[[311] guarantees that we have, fiea.e. pointx € M, a measur-

able splitting of the tangent bundlexatTyM = E} @...® Ef(x), called the
Oseledets splittingnd real numbers; (x) > ... > Ay (X) calledLyapunov

exponentsuch thaDX}(E}) = E}, (x and
.1 -
Jim_Zlog[[DX- V[l = Ai(x)

for anyV € El\ 0 andi = 1,... k(x). Oseledets’ Theorem allow us to con-
clude also that
tL'Toof log|detDX;)| = i;}\i(x).dlm(EX) (1.1)

which is related to the sub-exponential decrease of theedmgflveen any
subspaces of the Oseledets splitting alprege. orbits. SincBX!(X(x)) =
X(X'(x)) the direction of the vector field is one of the Oseledets satsp
and it is associated to a zero Lyapunov exponent. The{oikasure subset
of points where these exponents and directions are definedenieferred
to as the set oDseledets pointsf X.

In the volume-preserving setting we hawet DX!)| = 1. Hence on 3-
manifolds by[(1.1L) eithex1(x) = —A3(x) > 0 or both are zero. K1(x) >0,
then we obtain two directionsy' and E; respectively associated 1q (x)
andAz(x) which we denote by (x) andAg(x).

We say that € M is asingularity of X if X(g) = 0 and we denote by
S(X) the set of all singularities oK. The complemeni \ S(X) is the set
of regular points for the flow ofX. For a regular point of X denote by

N;={ve TM:<v,X(z) >= 0}

the orthogonal complement of the flow directiof]; = [X(2)] := R - X(2)
in T,M. Denote byO, : T,M — N, the orthogonal projection of,M onto
N;. For everyt € R define

Pi(2) : N = Nyt(zy by Py(2) = Oy o DX;.
It is easy to see tha® = {P.(2) : t € R,X(2) # 0} satisfies the cocycle
identity
P (2) =P§(X'(2))oPg(z) forevery t,scR.
The familyP is called theLinear Poincaé Flowof X.

If we have an Oseledets poirtg S(X) andA1(x) > 0, the Oseledets
splitting onTyM induces aP-invariant splitting onNy, sayOx(Eg) = N§
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for o = u,s. If A1(x) = 0, then theP} -invariant splitting is trivial. Using
(I.1) it is easy to see that the Lyapunov exponentBidk) associated to
the subspacdsy andNg are respectively,(x) > 0 andAs(x) < 0.

We now define dominated structures for the Linear Poinckn®.Fsiven
aregular invariant subset\ for X € X¥}(M), thatisANS(X) = 0, an in-
variant splittingN® @ N2 of the normal bundlé, for the Linear Poincaré
Flow P is said to ben-dominatedif there exists an integen such that for
every xe A we have the domination relation

[PROO INY| _ 1

IPRO) [N — 2
Dominated splittings are automatically continuous on tlmasSmanian of
plane subbundles of the tangent bundle, see e.g! [21, 1@hfexposition
of the theory. In particular the dimensions of the subbumndie constant
on each connected component/of

As is traditional we say that a vector fieldAsosowuf the flow preserves a
globally defined hyperbolic structure, that is, the tandgemidleT M splits
into three continuou®X'-invariant subbundleg @ [X] © G where[X] is
the flow direction, the sub-bundE # 0 is uniformly contracted and the
sub-bundleG # 0 is uniformly expanded b{pX; for t > 0. Note that for
an Anosov flowX the entire manifold isn-dominated for somen € IN.
The fact that the dimensions of the subbundles are constatiteoentire
manifold implies thaB(X) = 0 for an Anosov vector field.

Denote byX},(M)* the subset o&},(M) of C" incompressible flows but
without singularities

(1.2)

Theorem 1.1.[9}, Theorem 1]There exists a residual s& C Xi(M)* such
that, for X R, either X is Anosov or else for Lebesgue almost everywp
all the Lyapunov exponents of Xre zero.

Developing the ideas of the proof of this result one can alstaino the
following statement on denseness of dominated splittirmyy admitting
singularities.

Theorem 1.2.[9, Theorem 2]There exists a dense sétC BE&(M) such
that for X € D, there are invariant subsets D and Z whose union has full
measure, such that

e for p € Z the flow has only zero Lyapunov exponents;

¢ D is a countable increasing uniofm, of invariant sets admitting
an my-dominated splitting for the Linear Poincaflow, where i
Is a strictly increasing integer sequence.

We recall anothe€!-type result for incompressible three-dimensional
flows without fixed points. Preliminary versions for the dete symplectic
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case were presented [n [30,5] 38] respectively for surfakeémensional
manifolds and B-dimensional manifolds.

Theorem 1.3.[10, Theorem 1.2ivene > 0, any open subset U of M and
a non Anosov vector field X Xj(M)*, there exists ¥e X[;(M)* such that

Y ise-Cl-close to X and Y has an elliptic closed orbit intersecting U.

We are able to extend Theorém]1.1 and Thedrem 1.3 to the foilfaf
incompressibl€! flows. Here are our main results.

Theorem A. There exists a generic subsetC 3EL11(M) such that for Xe R

e either X is Anosov,
e Or else for Lebesgue almost everg M all the Lyapunov exponents
of X! are zero.

Theorem B. Lete > 0, an open subsetU of M and a non Anosov vector field
X € Xi(M) be given. Then there existsYX;(M) such thatY is &e-close
to X and Y has an elliptic closed orbit intersecting U.

From Theoreni B we can followpsis verbisthe proof of Theorem 1.3
of [10] to deduce the next generic result.

Corollary 1.4. There exists a Eresidual set® C ¥j;(M) such that if Xe
R, then X is Anosov or else the elliptic closed orbits of X anesgen M.

It is well known that aC? dynamical system admitting a hyperbolic
set with positive measure must be globally hyperbolic: sge 8owen-
Ruelle [17] and Bochi-Viand [14]. Recently inl[2] this wastexded to
transitive sets having a weaker form of hyperbolicity cdibartial hyper-
bolicity with the extra assumption of non-uniform expansion alomgcén-
tral direction. Also in[[1] similar results where obtainext positive volume
singular-hyperbolicsets forC? (not necessarily incompressible) flows.

We extend these results for an even weaker type of hypeityolie. for
sets with a dominated splitting. Both Theordms A and B areided from
the following result.

Theorem C. There exists an open and dense su@set%ﬁ(M) such that
for every Xe G with a regular invariant set\ (not necessarily closed) sat-
isfying:
e the Linear Poincagé Flow overA has a dominated decomposition;
and
¢ A has positive volume: () > 0;

then X is Anosov and the closureffis the whole of M.
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1.2. Overview of the arguments and organization of the paper.The
proofs of Theorems A arid B follow standard arguments fromhf&], [9]
and [10] assuming Theorei C together with the densene€g ifcom-
pressible flows amon@! incompressible ones given by Zuppalin|[40]. We
present these arguments in the following Sedtion 2.

We give now an outline of the proof of Theorém C. Bixe %ﬁ(M)
and assume that there exists an invariant sulAstdr X (not necessarily
compact) without singularities (i.e. formed by regularitglof X) and with
positive volumeu(A) > 0. We show that

(1) the closured of A cannot contain singularities.
This is done in Sectidn 3 combining arguments from the cheraation of
robustly transitive attractors in [28], with propertiespafsitive volume in-
variant subsets from [2] and of hyperbolic smooth invarraetisures from
Pesin’s Theory33,/8], together with the arguments from [14, Appendix B].

(2) If Ais a compact invariant set without singularities and witimdo
inated decomposition of the Linear Poincaré Flow, thga a uni-
formly hyperbolic set.

This is a well-known result from_[9] and the work of MoraleadHico-
Pujals in [28].
(3) a uniformly hyperbolic sef with positive volume for &2 incom-
pressible flow must be the wholé.

For the last item above we adapt the arguments frorn [14, Agigeds] to
the flow setting.

Acknowledgments. V.A. wishes to thank IMPA for its hospitality, excel-
lent research atmosphere and access to its superb libraB. Wikhes to
thank CMUP and the Pure Mathematics Department of Uniyeo$iPorto
for access to its facilities and library during the preparabf this work.

2. GENERIC DICHOTOMIES FOR INCOMPRESSIBLE FLOWS

Here we prove Theorerid A ahdl B assuming Thedrém C.

We start with a sequence of simple lemmas. We say that thenfet X
is aperiodicif the volume of the set of all closed orbits for the corresgliog
flow is zero.

Lemma 2.1. There exists a Edense sefh C ¥i(M) such that if Xe D,
then
e X is aperiodic;
e X is of class Cfor some r> 2; and
e every invariant m-dominated sAthas zero or full measure, for any
me IN.
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Proof. Let S be theC" generic subset given by [36, Theorem 1(i)], for
somer > 2, so thatX € K.$ is C" and admits countably many closed orbits
only, all of which are hyperbolic or elliptic. According tbe results in [40],
X(M) is alsoC*-dense or¥ (M), forr > 2. Therefore, we can find a sét
such thalX € D is aperiodic, of class at leaBt and given anyn-dominated

invariant subset\ of M for X, by Theorend C we have that eith&rhas zero
volume, orX is Anosov, and sé\ = M. O

We define as in [15] of |9], the integrated upper Lyapunov exqob

1
L(X)= i “log||P}
(X)=tfim | 5 109lPX(x)llduXx),
which is an upper semicontinuous functibm%ﬁ(M) — R.

The proof of the next result follows|[9, Proposition 3.2]shyy step, only
replacing hyperbolic invariant subset witlkdominated invariant subset in
the relevant places of the argument.

Proposition 2.2. Let X € X(M) be a aperiodic vector field and assume
that every m-dominated invariant subset has zero volume.

For every givere,d > 0 there exists a incompressiblé @ector field Y
such that Y i€-C!-close to X and LY) < 8.

Proof of TheorerhJALet D be given by Lemm& 2L1. Denote by theC'-
stable subset of Anosov incompressible flows. By upper samtiiuity of
L, for everyk € IN, the setZx = {X € X}(M): L(X) < 1/k} is open. Then
Propositiofi 2.2 implies thaf, dense in the complement® of 2 in X(M).
We define &1 residual set by

= (AUA).
keIN
It is straightforward to check th& satisfies the statement of Theoremn A.

O

Now we start the proof of Theorem B. But first we recall a basic r
sult which is a consequence of the persistence of dominatétirgys, see
e.g. [16].

Lemma 2.3. Given a subsef with m-dominated splitting for a vector field
X, there exists a neighborhood U &fandd > 0 such that the seky (U ) :=
NterY'(U) has a(m+ 1)-dominated splitting for any vector field Y which
is 8-Cl-close to X.

This means that perturbing the original flowto Y around an invariant
m-dominated set, we can ifi_(1.2) switch froni2lto 1/2 + € for a very
smalle and for every regular orbit of which remains nearb.
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The following perturbation lemmas frorn [10] are the mainlsoa our
arguments to prove Theordm B.

Lemma 2.4.(Small angle perturbatiofiL0, Proposition 3.8]Let X € BELll(M)
ande > 0 be given. There exis&= 0(¢g,X) > 0 such that if a hyperbolic
periodic orbit O for X has angle between its stable and unstable directions
smaller than®, then we can find as-C!-close volume-preserving vector
field Y such that is an elliptic periodic orbit for Y.

Another setting where one can create a nearby elliptic gderiorbit is
the following.

Lemma 2.5. (Large angle perturbatiof10, Proposition 3.13]Let X €
BELll(M) andg, 8 > 0 be given. There exists mm(e,0) € N and T(m) >0
such that ifO is a hyperbolic periodic orbit for X with

e angle between its stable and unstable directions bounaed be-
low by®8;

e period larger than Tm), and

e the Linear Poincagé Flow alongO is not m-dominated,

then we can find a-C!-close vector field Y such thatis an elliptic peri-
odic orbit for Y!.

Conversely the absence of elliptic periodic orbits for &arby perturba-
tions implies uniform bounds on hyperbolic orbits with bigpegh period.
This is an easy consequence of the two previous Lerhimhs 2[Z &m¢hich
we state for future reference.

Lemma 2.6. Let X € %ﬁ(M) ande > 0 be given and sl = 6(¢, X), m=
m(e,0) and T= T(m) given by Lemmds 2.4 ahd 2.5.

Assume that all divergence-free vector fields Y whichea@-close to
X do not admit elliptic closed orbits. Then for every such Kclalsed or-
bits with period larger than T are hyperbolic, m-dominatedavith angle
between its stable and unstable directions bounded froowbki/6.

Proof of Theorerh BLet P be the residual set given by Pugh’'s General
Density Theorem in[35], that i¥ is the family of all divergence-free vec-
tor fieldsX such that)(X) is the closure of the set of periodic orbits, all
of them hyperbolic or elliptic, an€}(X) = M by the Poincaré Recurrence
Theorem.

We take anyX € %ﬁ(M) which is not approximated by an Anosov flow.
Then by a smalC?! perturbation we can assume thétbelongs to? and
thatX is still notapproximated by an Anosov flow. We fix some openset
ande > 0.

If some elliptic closed orbit oK intersectdJ there is nothing to prove,
just setY = X. Otherwise we fix > 0 small and consider three cases:
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(A) All closed orbits ofX which intersect are hyperbolic, and some of
them has a small angle, less theas 8(¢g, X) provided by LemmBa 214,
between the stable and unstable directions.

(B) All closed orbits ofX which intersectU are hyperbolic, with an-
gle between stable and unstable directions bounded frotavbel
by 6, but some of them, with period larger than do not admit
anym-dominated splitting for the Linear Poincaré Flow, where-
m(e,0) andT = T(m) are given by Lemm&a 2.5, arftl= 6(g, X)
was given as before by LemrhaR.4.

(C) All closed orbits ofX which intersectU and have period larger than
T are hyperbolic, witm-dominated splitting, and with the angle
between the stable and unstable directions bounded frdowbey
6, wherem=m(g,0) andT = T(m) are given by Lemma 2.5, and
6 = 6(¢,X) was given as before by LemrhaR.4.

Case (A) implies the desired conclusion for some zero-gamece vector
field Y e-Cl-close toX by Lemma2.4. Analogously for case (B) by the
choice of the bounds), T and by Lemma_2]5.

Finally, we use Theorem]A to show thatXfis in case (C) and we as-
sume that everg!-nearby vector field does not admit elliptic periodic
orbits throughJ, then we get a contradiction. This proves the statement of
Theorenm B.

If X is in case (C), then from Lemnia 2.6 we know that every periodic
orbit intersectingJ, for every vector fieldr e-Cl-close toX, with period
larger thanT, is hyperbolic with uniform bounds am and®.

From Theorenm A, sinc¥ is not approximated by an Anosov flow, there
exists an incompressible vector fiafdwhich ise/3-Cl-close toX, admit-
ting a full ;-measure subsé&twhere all Lyapunov exponents fgrare zero.
Moreover we can assume thatis aperiodic, that is the set of all periodic
orbits has volume zero.

LetU c U be a measurable set with positive measure.R.etU be the
set given by Poincaré Recurrence Theorem (see le.gJ. [28))respect to
Y. Then evenyx € Rreturns toJ infinitelly many times under the flovw!
and is not a periodic point. Denote Hythe set of positive return times to
U underYt,

Givenx € ZNRand 0< & < log2/m, there exist$, € R such that

e < ||RY(x)| < €™ for everyt > t.

Let us choose € ‘T such that > max{t, T }.
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The Y!-orbit of x can be approximated for a very long time> 0 by a
periodic orbit of aCl-close flowZ: givenr,t > 0 we can find &/3-C1-
neighborhoodi of Y in BELll(M), a vector fieldZ € U, a periodic orbitp of
Z with period? and a mam : [0,t] — [0,¢] close to the identity such that

o dist(Y!(x),29 (p)) <rforallo<t <T;
e Z=Y overM\ Up<t</ (B(p.r) NB(Z'(p).1)).

This is Pugh'sC! Closing Lemma adapted to the setting of conservative
flows, seel[3b]. Letting > 0 be small enough we obtain also that

O < |IPS(p)|| <€ with ¢>T. (2.1)

Now it is easy to see thatis e-Cl-close toX, so that the orbit op underz
satisfies the conclusion of Lemtal2.6. In particular we hhge t

IDPZ NG|

1
W <3 forall xe Oz(p),

for otherwise we would use LemrhaR.5 and produce an elligtimopglic or-
bit for a flowe-C-close toX. Since the subbundi®$*" are one-dimensional
we write pj := Z"™(p) fori =0,...,[¢/m] with [t] :=max{ke Z : k <t}
and

DRy [ N3] _ [[oP, ™™ |Ng]) [/ [ORE NG o ()"
|IDPS | NY|| |DP; pl-m{¢/m |NUH rL HDPm|N |~ 2 ’
(2.2)

whereC(p,Z) = SURy<i<m (/IDP% | N3l - [DP5 | Np||~*) depends continu-
ously onZ in theC! topology. There eX|sts then a uniform bound@mp, Z)
for all vector fieldsZ which areC!-close toX.

We note that we can take> T arbitrarily big by lettingr > 0 be small
enough in the above arguments. Thereforel (2.2) ensure§Rs(p)|| =
IDP% | Np|| and also

[£/m]
14
Moreover sinceZ is volume preserving we have that the sum of the Lya-
punov exponents alon@z(p) is zero, that is (we recall thdtis the period

of p)

IogHDPf HE IogC(p Z)+ Iog += IogHDPf N3 ||-

|Og||DP£ | Npl ———|09HDP/ | Npll-
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The constants if_(2.2) do not depend#so taking the period very big we
deduce that

1 1
7109(DPZ(p)| > log2>3.
This contradicts(2]1) and completes the proof of Thedrém B. O

3. DOMINATED SPLITTING AND REGULARITY

Here we prove that positive volume regular invariant subwséth domi-
nated splitting cannot admit singularities in its closunel $hus are essen-
tially uniformly hyperbolic sets. This result will be used prove Theo-
rem[C.

We denote byx'* (M) the set of allC! vector fieldsX whose derivative
DX is Holder continuous with respect to the given Riemanniamm and
we say thal € X+ (M) is of classC!*. We clearly have

(M) o (M) > X"(M),  for everyr > 2.

Proposition 3.1. Let X € BELlpL(M) be given. Assume that is a regular
X!-invariant subset of M with positive volume and admittingamihated
splitting. Then the closure A of the set of Lebesgue densitygpofA does
not contain singularities.

We recall that a compact invariant subgebdf X € BE&(M) is (uniformly)

hyperbolicif
TAWM=Ea® [X|aG

is a continuou® X -invariant splitting with the sub-bund # 0 uniformly
contracted and the sub-bundez 0 uniformly expanded bpX! for t > 0.

According to [9, Lemma 2.4] a compact invariant set withdagslari-
ties of aC! three-dimensional vector field admitting a dominated ptit
for the Linear Poincaré Flow is a uniformly hyperbolic sehen we obtain
the following.

Corollary 3.2. Let X e BELlpL(M) and A be a regular X-invariant subset
of M with positive volume and admitting a dominated splgtiThen the
closure A of the set of Lebesgue density points of a hyperbolic set.

This implies in particular that there are neither singtigperbolic sets
(e.g. Lorenz-like sets or singular-horseshoes) nor pigrtigperbolic sets
(see e.g. [[16] or[28] for the definitions) with positive vole for C1*
incompressible flows on three-dimensional manifolds. Alsinconclusion
for singular-hyperbolic sets was obtained by Arbieto-Math in [4] but
assuming that the invariant compact subset is robustlgitiae.

The proof of Proposition 3|1 is divided into several stepsiclv we state
and prove as a sequence of lemmas in the following subsection
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3.1. Bounded angles, eigenvalues and Lorenz-like singularitee Denote
by D(A) the subset of the Lebesgue density pointé.pthat is,x € D(A)
if xe A and
r—ot M(B(xr))
Is is well known (see e.g. [37] dr [29]) that almost every paha measur-
able set are Lebesgue density points, that(is \ D(A)) = 0. Moreover
since every nonempty open subsehMbhas positivgI-measure, we see that
D(A) is contained in the closure .

Assume that\ is aX!-invariant set without singularities such thgn ) >
0 and writeA for the closure oD(A) in what follows. Note thaA is con-
tained in the closure oh.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that the Linear Poin@Flow overA has a dom-
inated splitting for X. Then there exist a neighborhood VAgfa neigh-
borhoodU of X in ¥1(M) (not necessarily contained in the space of con-
servative flows) and > 0 such that for every ¥ U, every periodic orbit
contained in U is hyperbolic of saddle type and its eigenesly andA»
satisfyA; < —n andA2 > n. Moreover the angle between the unstable and
stable directions of these periodic orbits is greater timan

Proof. The Dominated Splitting for the Linear Poincaré Flow exiety
continuity to everyegularorbit O which remains close ta for aC! nearby
flow Y, this is Lemmd 2]3. The domination implies that the eigamsl
A1 < A of O satisfyA 1+ 2k < A, for somek > 0 which only depends on the
domination constant ol. Since the flowy is close to being conservative,
we havelA1 4+ Ap| < g, where we can take < kK /2 just by lettingY be in a
smallCl-neighborhood oK.

Thus we have-A; — € < A1 which implies—A> —€+ 2K <A1+ 2k < Az
and so 2, > 2k — € > 0 on the one hand. On the other hand< € — A,
impliesh\; <e—(k—¢/2) =3¢/2—-k < 0.

Hence there exists > 0, independent of in aC! neighborhood oK,
and independent of the periodic orlaltof Y in a neighborhood of\, such
thatA; < —n andA, > n, as stated.

For the angle bound we argue by contradiction as in [28]: rassthhere

1
exists a sequence of flows % X and of periodic orbit$, of Y, con-
— 00

tained in the neighborhood of A such that the angle, between the un-
stable subspace and the stable direction satlsﬁes—> 0.

Then as in the proof of [28, Theorem 3.6] (of [3 Theorem 3.8H can
find (through a flow version of Frank’s Lemma, seel[19] and [Bpén-
dix]) an arbitrarily smallC! perturbatioriz, of Y;, for all big enougm > 1,
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sending the stable direction close to the unstable directiong the peri-
odic orbit, such that the orbit af,, becomes a sink or a source . This
contradicts the first part of the statement of the lemma. O

We say that a singularity is Lorenz-likefor X if DX(o) has three real
eigenvalued, < A1 < Az satisfyinghs, < A3 <0< —Az < A1.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that X ¥j(M) is such that all singularities are hy-
perbolic with no ressonances (real eigenvalues are allinitsf. Then the
singularities $X) N A are all Lorenz-like for X or for-X.

Remark 3.5. The assumptions of the lemma above hold true for an open
and dense subset of &l vector fields, both volume preserving or not.

Proof. Fix o in S(X) NAif this set is nonempty (otherwise there is nothing
to prove). By assumption od we known thato is hyperbolic. As in[[28]
we show first thato has only real eigenvalues. For otherwise we would
get a conjugate pair of complex eigenvalug& and a real on@ and,

by reversing time if needed, we can assume ¥hat 0 < Re(w). Since
H(A) > 0 there are infinitely many distinct orbits fpassing through every
given neighborhood af, for each regular orbit of a flow is a regular curve,
and so does not fill volume in a three-dimensional manifold.

Using the Connecting Lemma of Hayashi adapted to conseeviiiws
(see e.g.[[39]) we can find@!-close flowY preserving the same measure
K with a saddle-focus connection associated to the coniowat, of the
singularityo. By a small perturbation of the vector field we can assume that
Y is of classC® and stillC!-close toX (see e.g/[40]).

We can now unfold the saddle-focus connection as in [12] tainka
periodic orbit with all Lyapunov exponents equal to zero €#iptic closed
orbit) for aC-close flow and neaA. This contradicts Lemm@a3.3, since
such orbit will be contained in a neighborhood/®f This shows that com-
plex eigenvalues are not allowed for any singularityin

Let thenA, < A3 < A1 be the eigenvalues af. We haveA,; < 0 < A
becauseo is hyperbolic. The preservation of volume implies that=
—(A1+A3) < 0 so that-A3 < A1. We have now two cases:

A3 < 0: this impliesAs < A3 < 0 < —A3 < A1 by the non-resonance
assumption, and is Lorenz-like forX;

A3z > 0: sinceh; = —(A2+A3) > 0 the non-resonance assumption en-
sures thah, < —A3 <0< A3 < Aq, soo is Lorenz-like for—X.

The proof is complete. O

3.2. Invariant manifolds of a positive volume set with dominatedsplit-
ting for the Linear Poincar & Flow.
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3.2.1. Invariant manifolds and (non-uniform) hyperbolicibhn embedded
disky C M is a (local)strong-unstable manifolar astrong-unstable diskf
dist(Xt(x),X"t(y)) tends to zero exponentially fastass +, for every
X,y € y. In the same way is called a (local)strong-stable manifoldor
a strong-stable diskif dist(X!(x),X!(y)) — 0 exponentially fast as —
+oo, for everyx,y € y. It is well-known that every point in a uniformly
hyperbolic set possesses a local strong-stable mamigidx) and a local
strong-unstable manifolyJd(x) which are disks tangent &, andG, atx
respectively with topological dimensionds = dim(E) anddg = dim(G)
respectively. Considering the action of the flow we get tHel{gl) strong-

stable manifold
WSS(x UX ( SS(XI )))
t>0

and the (globalytrong-unstable manifold

WUU U xt( ( )))
t>0

for every pointx of a uniformly hyperbolic set. Similar notions are de-
fined in a straightforward way for diffeomorphisms. These ianmersed
submanidfolds with the same differentiability of the flowtbe diffeomor-
phism. In the case of a flow we also consider steble manifold V¥(x) =
Uter X! (W5(x)) andunstable manifold W(x) = Urer X' (W"(x)) for xin
a uniformly hyperbolic set, which are flow invariant.

We note that these notions are well defined for a hyperbotiogee orbit,
since this compact set is itself a hyperbolic set.

Now we observe that sindhas positive volume, the dominated splitting
of the Linear Poincaré Flow implies that the Lebesgue nteggunormal-
ized and restricted tA is a (non-uniformlyhyperbolic invariant probabil-
ity measuresee e.g.L[7]: every Lyapunov exponenpgfis non-zero, except
along the direction of the flow. Indeed, (recall the arguraémthe proof of
Lemmal3.8) the Lyapunov exponenits < 0 < A, along every Oseledet’s
regular orbit satisfyA\1 + A2 = 0 since the flow is incompressible, and for
every Oseledet’s regular orbit i (a non-empty set becaugehas positive
volume) the exponents also satidfy+ 2k < A, for somek > 0 depending
only on the domination strength — in particuladoes not depend on the
orbit chosen inside\. Thus there existg > 0 such thatA\, = —A; > n
along every Oseledet’s regular orbit inside

Assuming from now on that X X (M) we have, according to the non-
uniform hyperbolic theory (seé [32, 133, 7]), that there arosth strong-
stable and strong-unstable disks tangent to the directiomesponding to
negative and positive Lyapunov exponents, respectively, almost every
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point. The sizes of these disks depend measurably on thegsoivell as the
rates of exponential contraction and expansion. We canalafimefore the
strong-stable, strong-unstable, stable and unstablefoldsiat s almost
all points.

In addition, sinceu is a smooth invariant measure, we can use [8, The-
orem 11.3] and conclude that there are at most countably raegodic
components ofta. Therefore we assume from now on thatigl ergodic
without loss of generality.

In addittion, hyperbolic smooth ergodic invariant probigpimeasures
for aC* dynamics are in the setting of Katok’s Closing Lemma, 5e@ [23
or [8, Section 15]. In particular we have that the suppogi0fs contained
in the closure of the closed orbits inside

supfpa) C Per(X)NA, (3.1)
where the periodic points in our setting are all hyperbojic bmmd 3.8.

3.2.2. Almost all invariant manifolds are contained in Alow we adapt
the arguments ir [14] to our setting to deduce the followibet L, and s
denote the measure induced on (strong-)unstable and @s}steble mani-
folds by the Lebesgue volume form

Lemma 3.6. For pa almost every x the corresponding invariant manifolds
satisfy

Hs(WSS(x)\A) =0 and W (W"(x)\A) =0
that is, the invariant manifolds arg,d mod Ocontained in A.

In addition, sincéA is closed and every open subset of eithé&f(x) or
WU(x) has positivess or |, measure, respectively, then we see that in fact

WS(x) A and W"(x) C A for p—almost every. (3.2)

To prove Lemma 316 we need a bounded distortion propertygaiosmari-
ant manifolds which is provided by|[8, Theorems 11.1 & 117T2) state this
properly we need the notion of hyperbolic block for a hypdibimvariant
probability measure.

3.2.3. Hyperbolic blocks and bounded distortion along invariamtnifolds.
The measurable dependence of the invariant manifolds obdke point
means that for eack € IN we can find a compadtyperbolic block# (k)
and positive numberS, satisfying
o dist(X'(y),X'(x)) < Cxe ' - dist(y,x) for allt > 0 andy € W3(x),
and analogously foy € Wii(x) exchanging the sign af
e C, < K andty > k1 for everyx € #(k);

o H(k) C H(k+1)forallk>1andpa(#(k)) — 1 ask — +;
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e theC! strong-stable and strong-unstable digk% (x) andwWu¥(x)
vary continuously withx € # (k) (in particular the sizes of these

disks and the angle between them are uniformly bounded feom z
for xin H(k)).

Now we have the bounded distortion property.

Theorem 3.7.[8, Theorems 11.1 & 11.Hix k € IN such that 4(H (K)) >
0. Then the function
|detDf | ES(f!(x))]

he(xy) := L} deDt [E3(fi(y))]

is Holder-continuous for every & #(k) and ye WSS(x), where f:= X!
is the time1 map of the flow Xand B is the direction corresponding to
negative Lyapunov exponents.

An analogous statement is true for a functiohdn the unstable disks
in H (k) exchanging E with the direction E corresponding to positive
Lyapunov exponents and reversing the sign of i in the prolfuagbove.

Note that since# (k) is compact, there exists @ hy < « such that
max{h",h%} < hx on # (k).

3.2.4. Recurrent and Lebesgue density poirfge are now ready to start
the proof of Lemm&a3]6.
Let us take a strong-unstable dMK"(x) satisfying simultaneously

o xc H(K),
o tu(WU(x)NA) >0and
e Xis apy density point ofV“Y(x) N A.

For this it is enough to take big enough since by the absolute continuity
of the foliation of strong-unstable disks a positive volusabset, as{ (k),
must intersect almost all strong-stable disks on a subgetpdsitive mea-
sure, see e.g. [34].

Using the Recurrence Theorem we can also assume withoutflgeser-
ality thatx is recurrent inside/ (k), that is, there exists a strictly increasing
sequence of integerg < np < ... such that

Xc:= f%(x) € #H(k) forall keN and Xk %
—00

Therefore we can consider the digk = f " (Wii(x,)). Observe that
W € Wii(x) is a neighborhood ok and since the sizes of the strong-

unstable disks ot (k) are uniformly bounded we see that dié) — 0
exponentially fast ak — —+co.
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Now Wil (x) is one-dimensional in our setting and thus the shrinking of

W to x together with thef -invariance ofA are enough to ensure
a7 (W04 \ A) ) (WA
w((f o)) e
Finally the bounded distortion given by Theorem! 3.7 implies
pu(f—”k (V\/l‘g‘é(xk)\A)) B Fnpuixoal dEtD T EY(Z)| diw(2)
w(f—nk(\/\/lgg(xk))>  Jwpug [detD T EY(Z)diu(2)

1 WM \A)
Th (Wed(x)

0.

which means that
M (Wige (%) \ A) M (W \ A)
- <hg- XV
Hu(Wge (%)) Hu (W)
for all k > 1. Hence we gef,(WH4(x) \ A) = 0 by the choice ok and

loc
the continuous dependence of the strong-unstable diskseqmoints of the
hyperbolic block# (k). The argument for the stable direction is the same.
Since the points of a fulla measure subset have all the properties we used,

this concludes the proof of LemrhaB.6 and of the propérty) (3.2

3.2.5. Dense invariant manifolds of a periodic orbiNow we use the den-

sity of periodic points iPA (property [3.1)). Consider again a hyperbolic
block # (k) with a big enoughk € IN such thatua(# (k)) > 0. For any
givenx € # (k) andd > 0 there exists a hyperbolic periodic orlait p) in-
tersectingB(x,0). Because the sizes and angles of the stable and unstable
disks of points in# (k) are uniformly bounded away from zero, we can
ensure that we have the following transversal intersesfion

WY(p) MW3(x) # 0 #WS(p) hWY(x).
This together with the Inclination Lemma implies that
WU(p) =WU(x) CA and Ws(p) =WS(x) C A. (3.3)

Moreover since we can pick amye 4 (k) we can assume without loss that
x has a dense orbit iA (since we tookua to be ergodic) and then we can
strengthen(3]3) to: there exists a periodic oth(p) insideA such that

WU(p)=A and Ws(p) =A. (3.4)

IRecall the difference betwe&d"!(p) andW!(p) etc in the flow setting.
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3.2.6. Absence of singularities in ANe recall that thalpha-limit setof a
point p € M with respect to the flouX is the seti(p) of all limit points of
Xt (p) ast — +oo. Likewise theomega-limit sets the setw(p) of limit
points ofX!(p) whent — +o0. Both these sets are flow-invariant.

Using property[(314) we consider, on the one hand, the iamadompact
subset ofA given by

L = ax(W*(p))

the closure of the accumulation points of backward orbitpahts in the
strong-stable manifold of the periodic orlai{ p). By (3.4) we havd. = A.
On the other hand, consideridg= wx (W"(p)) we likewise obtain that
N=A

Let us assume that is a singularity contained iA. By Lemmd3.40 is
either Lorenz-like fotX or Lorenz-like for—X.

In the former case, we would geéts5(c) C A because any compact part
of the strong-stable manifold afis accumulated by backward iterates of a
small neighborhoog insideWs%(x). Here we are using that the contraction
along the strong-stable manifold, which becomes an exparisr negative
time, is uniform. In the latter case we would §&t"(o) C A by a similar
argument reversing the time direction.

We now explain that each one of these possibilities leadsctméradic-
tion with the dominated splitting of the Linear Poincaréwlon the regular
orbits of A, following an argument in [28]. It is enough to deduce a cantr
diction for a Lorenz-like singularity foK, since the other case reduces to
this one through a time inversion.

If W3%(o) NA\ {c} D {y} for some pointy € A and for some singularity
o € A, then we have countably distinct regular orbits/ofaccumulating
ony € W5%o) (by the definition ofA) and on a poing € W!(o) (by the
dynamics of the flow neas).

Applying the Connecting Lemma, we obtain a saddle-conorasso-
ciated to the continuation of for a C!-close vector fieldy, known as
“orbit-flip” connection, that is, there exists a homocliradbit I' associ-
ated tooy such thatW®(oy) intersectdN3(ay) transversely alond, i.e.

I =W%(oy) hMW5(oy), and alsd NW5S(ay) # 0.

These connections can B2 approximated by “inclination-flip” connec-
tions for anothe€! nearby vector fiel@, not necessarily conservativeee
e.g. [27/3]. This means that the continuatmnof the singularity has an
associated homoclinic orbjtsuch thaiW®!(oz) intersectdVs(oz) alongy
but not transverselyandyNnW3(az) = 0.
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However the presence of “inclination-flip” connections isabstruction
to the dominated decomposition of the Linear Poincaré Ftowearby reg-
ular orbits. This contradicts Lemrha 2.3 and concludes tbefpf Propo-
sition[3.1.

4. UNIFORM HYPERBOLICITY

Here we conclude the proof of Theorém C, showing that prapeari-
ant hyperbolic subsets of@* incompressible flow cannot have positive
volume.

Proposition 4.1. Let A be a compact invariant hyperbolic subset foeX
X" (M). Then either j)A) = O or else X is an Anosov flow and-AM.

The proof of Propositioh 411 is given as a sequence of intdiaie re-
sults along the rest of this section. Assuming this resuleasly have the
following.

Proof of Theorerh ICFrom Corollary[ 3.2 we have that a regular invariant
subset with positive volume with dominated splitting foe thinear Poincaré
Flow admits a positive volume subset which is hyperbolicerEfore the
flow of X is Anosov from Proposition 4.1. O

4.1. Positive volume hyperbolic sets and conservative Anosov Ws.
We start the proof by recalling the notion of partial hypéidity.

Let A be a compact invariant subset fo€4 flow on a compact bound-
aryless manifoldvl with dimension at least 3. We say thatis partially
hyperbolicif there are a continuous invariant tangent bundle decoitipos
TAM = ES® E® and constanti,K > 0 such that for alk € A and for all
t>0

o E*dominates E: |[DX'(x) | E - [IDX ™| E Il < Ke M

e ESis uniformly contracting]|DX! | ES|| < Ke™.
We note that for a partially hyperbolic set of a flokae flow direction must
be contained in the central bundle.

Now we recall the following result.

Theorem 4.2.[1], Theorem 2.2et f: M — M be a C* diffeomorphism
and letA C M be a partially hyperbolic set with positive volume. Then
contains a strong-stable disk.

Now we can use an argument similar to the one presented ineSubs
tion[3.2.6.

Lemma 4.3. Let X € %fﬁ(M) and A be a compact invariant partially hy-
perbolic subset containing a strong-stable disRhen L= ax(y) = {a(2) :
z € y} contains all stable disks through its points.
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Proof. The partial hyperbolic assumption drensures that every one of its
points has a strong-stable manifold. Moreover

WSS(z) c A foreveryze a(y), 4.1)

since any compact part of the strong-stable manifoldisfaccumulated by
backward iterates of any small neighborhoodef y insideWs(x). Here
we are using that the contraction along the strong-stablafold, which
becomes an expansion for negative time, is uniform. O

Proof of Propositiofi4]1Let A be a hyperbolic subset fot € (M) with
H(A) > 0. From Lemmd_4]3 we have thht= a(y) satisfieswsS(L) =
{WS%(z) : ze L} C L. This impliesW3(L) = L by invariance.

Consider nowVY(L) = {W"(z) : ze L =W?3(L)}. This collection of
unstable leaves crossing the stable leavds foffms a neighborhood df.
ButU = WY(L) being a neighborhood df means that is a repeller: for
w € U we have dis{X*(w),L) —— 0.

t—+4o0
This contradicts the preservation of the volume fqrpunlessL is the
whole of M. ThusM =L C AandX is Anosov. O
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