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Abstract

We study the Ruelle and Selberg zeta functions for C" Anosov
flows, r > 2, on a compact smooth manifold. We prove several re-
sults, the most remarkable being: (a) for C*° flows the zeta function
is meromorphic on the entire complex plane; (b) for contact flows
satisfying a bunching condition (e.g. geodesic flows on manifolds of
negative curvature %—pinched) the zeta function has a pole at the topo-
logical entropy and is analytic and non zero in a strip to its left; (c)
under the same hypothesis as in (b) we obtain sharp results on the
number of periodic orbits. Our arguments are based on the study of
the spectral properties of the transfer operator acting on a suitable
Banach spaces of anisotropic currents.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1 Introduction

In 1956, Selberg introduced a zeta function for a surface of constant curvature
r = —1 formally defined to be the complex function

CSelberg(Z) = H H (1 - e—(z—l—n))\('y)) WAS C (].].)

v n=0

where A(7) denotes the length of a closed geodesic . This converges to a
non-zero analytic function on the half-plane Re(z) > 1 and Selberg showed
that Cseberg has an analytic extension to the entire complex plane, by using
the trace formula which now bears his name [42]. Moreover, he also showed
that the zeroes of (gemerg correspond to the eigenvalues of the Laplacian. In
fact, the trace formula connects the eigenvalues of —A with the information
provided by the geodesics, their lengths and their distribution[] The def-
inition (LLI) was subsequently adapted to more general settings, including
surfaces of variable curvature, thus giving birth to a new class of zeta func-
tions which we refer to as dynamical zeta functions. However, due to the
lack of a suitable generalized trace formula, few results are known on their
meromorphic extension, the location of their zeroes or their relationships
with appropriate operators.

In 1976, Ruelle [41] proposed generalizing the definition by replacing the
closed geodesics in (geiperg by the closed orbits of an Anosov flow ¢, : M — M,
where M is a C*°, d-dimensional Riemannian compact manifold. We recall
that an Anosov flow is a flow such that there exists a D¢;-invariant continuous
splitting TM = E° & E* @ E°, where E° is the one-dimensional subspace
tangent to the flow, and constants Cy > 1 and A > 0, such that for all z € M

1Dy (v)|| < |v]|Coe™ ift >0,ve E*,

| Do_i(v)]| < [Jv]|Coe= if t >0,v € EY, (1.2)
Co vl < IDgu(v)|| < Collv|| ift € R,v € E-.

We will denote by d, = dim(E,) and dy = dim(FE;). The geodesic flow on
manifolds with negative sectional curvatures are very special examples of
mixing Anosov flows (see [28] and references therein).

! See [35], and references therein, for a precise, yet friendly, introduction to the Selberg
Trace formula and its relationship with the Selberg zeta function.
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In this context Ruelle defined a zeta function by

Craene(2) = [] (1 - N zecC (1.3)

T€T)

where 7, denotes the set of primeﬁ orbits and A(7) denotes the period of the
closed orbit 7. It is known, for weak mixing Anosov flows, that (ruene(2)
is analytic and non zero for R(z) > hip(¢1) apart for a single pole at z =
htop(¢1), where by hiop (1) we mean the topological entropy of the flow (see
[9], or [39, Page 143] for more details). It is easy to see that we can relate
the Ruelle and Selberg zeta functions by

CSOlborg(Z + 1)
CSolborg (Z)

when they are both defined. Note that it is possible to reconstruct Selberg’s
zeta function from Ruelle’s through the identity

CRuelle ( Z) -

CSelberg H CRuelle 2z + Z)

Here we study (ruene- Note that

CRuelle(2) = H (1—e )7 =exp Z Z o= mA(T)

€Tp retym=1 " (1.4)

1 —zA(T))
= exp Z —e ,
<7’6T 'u(T)

where u(7) is the multiplicity of the associated orbit 7 and 7 is the whole
set of periodic orbits on M.

In the very special case of an analytic Anosov flows with real analytic
stable and unstable foliations, Ruelle already showed that his zeta function
has a meromorphic extension to C; and this result was generalized by Fried

2 A periodic orbit 7, of period A\(7), is a closed curve parametrized by the flow, i.e.
7 :10,A(7)) — M such that 7(t) = ¢¢(7(0)). A periodic orbit 7 is prime if it is one-to-one
with its image. The range of 7 is indicated again by 7. If 7, is the prime orbit related to
7, then p(7) is the unique integer such that A(7) = p(7)A(7p).
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([17]) still assuming an analytic flow. Here we extend such results to the C'*
setting.

An additional knowledge on the location of the zeroes of (ryene allows one
to gain information on the distribution of the periodic orbits. For example
it is known that if a negatively curved Riemannian manifold has dimension
2 [14] or the sectional curvatures are §-pinched [44], then the number N(T')
of closed orbits of period less than T satisfies N (T') = li(eto»(¢0)7T) 1 O(ecT)
where ¢ < hyop(¢1), and li(z) = [ @ds. Note that either the assumption

that M is two dimensional or that the sectional curvatures are i—pinched
imply that the horocycle foliation is C*. One might then conjecture that
such a foliation regularity is necessary in order to obtain a sharp error term.
However, we show that this is not the case and, although we cannot prove it
in full generality, we conjecture that the above bound holds for all contact
Anosov flows.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In section 2] we present the
statements of the main results in this paper. We also explain the strategy of
the proofs assuming several Lemmata and constructions explained detail in
later sections. In section [3, we construct the spaces on which our operators
will act. Sections [l Bl and [6l contain estimates for transfer operators and their
“flat trace”. In sections[land Rlwe restrict ourself to the case of contact flows.
In section [7 we exclude the existence of zeroes in a vertical strip to the left
of htop(¢1). In sections [§ we obtain a bound on the growth of (ryene in this
strip.

In Appendix [Al we collect together, for the reader’s convenience, several
facts from differential geometry, while in Appendix [B] we discuss the ori-
entability of the stable distribution. In Appendix [Clwe relate the topological
entropy and the volume growth of manifolds. Finally, in Appendix [D we
recall some necessary facts concerning holonomies.
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2 Statement of Results

2.1 Some notation

EEEE] Bl EREER EE

gl g & & B B & A

We use By(z,r) to designate the open d-dimensional ball with center x and
radius 7.
We will use C'y to represent a generic constant (depending on the mani-
fold, the flow and the choice of the charts and the partition of unity made in
Section [3]) which could change from one occurrence to the next, even within
the same equation. We will write C,, _,, for generic constants depending
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on the parameters aq,...,ay, which could still change from time to time.
Finally, numbered constants Cy, C1, Cs, ... are constants with fixed value.

2.2 Theorems and Proofs

Our first result applies to all Anosov flows ¢, on a connected, compact and
orientable Riemannian manifold M.

Theorem 2.1. For any C" Anosov flow ¢y with r > 2, Cryene(2) is mero-
morphic in the region

R(2) > hiop(d1) — é V ; 1J

where X, is determined by the Anosov splitting, and |x| denotes the integer
part of x. Moreover, Cruene(2) is analytic for R(z) > hiop(é1) and non zero

for R(z) > max{hop(d1) — 5 | 52| s heop(¥1) — A}. If the flow is topologically
mizing then Crueue(z) has no poles on the line {hip(P1) + ib}per apart from
a single simple pole at z = hyop(¢1).

Corollary 2.2. For any C* Anosov flow the zeta function Cryene(2) is mero-
morphic in the entire complex plane.

Note that if the flow is not weak mixing then the flow can be reduced
to a constant ceiling suspension and hence there exists b > 0 such that
Cruetie(2 + 1) = Cruene(z) (for more details see [38]).

Corollary 2.3. Cryeue(2) and Csemerg(2) are meromorphic in the entire com-
plex plane for smooth geodesic flows ¢; on any connected compact orientable
Riemannian manifold with variable strictly negative sectional curvatures 3
Moreover, the zeta functions Crucue(2) and Cseperg(2) have no zeroes or poles
on the line {hipy(d1) + iblrer, except at z = hyyy(P1) where both Cryene(2) ™!
and Cseiperg(2) have a simple zero.

3 This provides an answer to an old question of Smale: “’Does (gemerg(2) have nice
properties for any general class of flows?” cf. pages 802-803, of [43]. Smale also specifi-
cally asked if for suspension flows over Anosov diffeomorphisms close to constant height
suspensions the zeta function Qgelberg(z) has a meromorphic extension to all of C. The
above theorem answers these questions in the affirmative for C*° Anosov flows, despite
Smale’s comment “I must admit that a positive answer would be a little shocking”.
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Next, we specialize to contact Anosov flows. Let A\, > 0 such that
|Dp_t|l oo < Coe*+t for all t > 0.

Theorem 2.4. For any C",r > 2, contact flow with % > é there exists
T, > 0 such that the Ruelle zeta function is analytic in {z € C : R(z) >
hiop(P1) — T} apart from a simple pole at z = hyop(P1).

Remark 2.5. Note that the bunching condition % > % implies that the
invariant foliations are at least %—H{')’lder continuous. Also remember that an

—\2

a-pinched geodesic flow is (2y/a+ ¢)-bunched, that is a < <ﬁ> +e¢, see [22]
for more details.

The above fact has several important implications. To begin with some
low-hanging fruits remember that the determinants for 0-forms and d-forms
have their first zeros at R(z) = 0 (since they are exactly the dynamical
determinants of the usual Ruelle transfer operator). Thus

Corollary 2.6. For a volume preserving three dimensional Anosov flow we
have that the zeta function Crueue(z) is meromorphic in C and, moreover,

o Crucue(z) is analytic for R(z) > hiop(d1) — Tw, except for a pole at
h’top(¢1),'

o Crueue(2) 1s non-zero for R(z) > 0.

Moreover, Theorem 2.4 allows us to extend results of Huber-Selberg (for
constant sectional curvatures), Pollicott-Sharp (for surfaces of negative cur-
vature) and Stoyanov (for 1-pinched geodesic flows).

Theorem 2.7 (Prime Geodesic Theorem with exponential error). Let M be
a manifold better than %-pmched, with strictly negative sectional curvature.
Let w(T') denote the number of closed geodesics on M with length at most T,
then there exists 0 > 0 such that

7(T) = li(eMor@ITy L O(elhor(@)=0TY g5 T 5 400

Remark 2.8. The above Theorems are most likely not optimal. The %-
pinching can conceivably be improved with some extra work (one would need
to improve, or circumvent the use of, Lemma[7.7) but we do not see how to
remove such conditions completely, even though we believe it to be possible.

7
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Let us start the discussion of the proofs. The basic objects we will study
are the dynamical determinants, following the approach introduced by Ruelle
[41], which arise naturally in the dynamical context and are formally of the
general form

Z —zA(T)
Di(z) = exp( Z ( (Drypd-xr)) € ) : (2.1)

(T ‘det (1 = Duypo-xir) )‘

where €(7) is 1 if the flow preserves the orientation of Fy along 7 and —1
otherwise. The symbol Dyy,¢_y(;) indicates the derivative, on the orbit, of
the return map to a local transverse section to the orbit 7. By A*A we mean
the matrix associated to the standard ¢-th exterior product of A. Note that
tr (/\Z(Dhypgb_A(T))), det (]l — Dhypgb_,\(T)) and det(D¢_y( E) depend only
on the orbits (see comments before equation [5.9 for more details). Also, note
that e(7) = sign (det(D¢_x(r)|z.)). The sum in Z.T)) is well defined provided
R(z) is large enough.

As a direct consequence of the linear algebra identity for a n x n matrix

A

n

det(1 — A) =Y (—1)"tr(A’A) (2.2)

=0
we obtain from ([4), (1) and (22)) a product formula a la Atiyah-Bott.
Thus, we deduce tha

d—1 ‘ Z—I—dstr /\Z(D ¢ )) —zA(7)
D,(2 (_1)l+d5+1 hyp AT
g ) Z Z 7) |det (1 — Diypd-xin)|

(=0 €T 'u

— exp (Z (—1)% det( — Dhyp-air ) _Z)\(T)> (2.3)

eT u }det 1-— Dhprb A )‘
e—zA(T))
= €Xp Z = CRuelle(Z)-
(TET 'LL(T)

Thus Theorem [2.1] follows by the analogous statement for the dynamical
determinants ©,(z). To study the region in which the ©,(z) are meromorphic
we will proceed in the following roundabout manner. First we define the
following objects.

4 See, for example, [47, Section 3.9] for more details.
5 Indeed, sign (det (1 — Dhypd—r(r))) = (—1)%sign (det(DqLA(T)’Es)) = (=1)%¢(7).

8



2.2 Theorems and Proofs 2 STATEMENT OF RESULTS

Definition 2.9. Given 0 </ <d—1, 7€ T let

tr (/\Z(Dhyqu—)\(T) ))

= . 2.4
() 7) }det (1 - Dhyp?b—/\(f))‘ 24
Moreover, for &,z € C, we let
~ . N - g_n XZ(T) n_—z\(T)
(&, 2) =exp ( 2 .y 2 (7] A(T)"e ) . (2.5)

Note that the series in (2.) trivially converges for |¢| sufficiently small and
R(z) sufficiently large.

Lemma 2.10. Let 0 < { < d—1,§,z € C, R(2) sufficiently large and | — z|
sufficiently small. Then we can write

~ Dy(2)
D6 —2,8) = . 2.6
Proof. The proof is by a direct calculation
55(5 — 275) = exp ( Z — Z Z XZ n —§>\(7)>
n=1 ' T€T ,LL
_ xe(7) (70 00 )| = D(2)
= exp —e = )
( TeT H T) ) @é(g)
]

Hence Theorem 2.1 is implied by the following.

Proposition 2.11. For any C" Anosov flow, with v > 2, there exists A >
0 such that, for each R(§) € [A,24], D,(§) is analytic and the function

Dy(& — z,£) is meromorphic for z in the region

o | >

€ — 2| < R(2) = hiop(P1) + |ds — (N + = V g 1J .
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We can then freely move ¢ along the line {a + ib},cg and we obtain that

D(€ — 2, €) is meromorphic for R(z) > heop(01) — |ds — €N — 5 | 5] .
Ruelle’s original proof of his result on zeta functions was based on Markov
partitions and Grothendieck’s theory of nuclear operators, and hence re-
quired analyticity. Here instead, to deal with the finite smoothness case, we
prove Proposition 2.11] using the method of extending determinants through
the choice of anisotropic Banach spaces, based on the approach of Liverani-
Gouezel [19], Butterley-Liverani [I0] and Liverani-Tsujii [32]. This approach
allows us to apply transfer operator methods directly to the manifold M by
resorting to currents, avoiding the complications, due to the lack of regularity

of the foliations, present in previous approaches.

Remark 2.12. Recently alternative approaches have been developed based
on different Banach spaces or on different strategies to compute dynamical
determinants for Anosov diffeomorphisms. It is possible that such methods
could be adapted to the present case and that such versions might allow one to
obtain sharper estimates when one has finite differentiability (as in Baladi-
Tsujii [6]) or when one can exploit an additional contact structure (see Tsujii
H49).

Proof of Proposition Z.T1l Let Q%(M) be the space of (-forms on M, i.e.
the C* sections of A“(T*M). Let Qf ,(M) C Q5(M) be the subspace of forms
null in the flow direction (see ([B.5])). In section Bl we construct a family of
Banach spaces BP* as the closure of Qf (M) with respect to a suitable
anisotropic norm so that the spaces BP%‘ are an extension of the spaces in
[19]@ Such spaces are canonically embedded in the space of currents (see

Lemma [3.4)).

In section d we define a family of operators for h € Qf (M), t € Ry, ad]
L£O(h) = ¢* ,h. (2.7)

Remark 2.13. In order to simplify a rather involved argument we chose to
giwe full details only for the case in which the invariant foliations are ori-
entable (i.e., (1) = 1 for all 7). Notably, this includes some of the most

6 The indexes p,q measure, respectively, the regularity in the unstable and stable
direction.

7 Note that by restricting the transfer operator Lgé) to h € Qf (M) we mimic the action
of the standard transfer operators on sections transverse to the flow, in fact we morally
project our forms on a Poincaré section. Moreover we adopt the standard notation where
f* denotes the pullback and f, indicates the push-forward.

10
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interesting examples, such as geodesic flows on manifolds with strictly nega-
tive sectional curvature (see Lemma[B.). To treat the non orientable case
it is often sufficient to slightly modify the definition of the operator (27
by introducing an appropriate weight, see equation (B.I), and then repeating
almost verbatim the following arguments. Unfortunately, as far as we can
see, to treat the fully general case one has to consider more general Banach
spaces than the ones used here. This changes very little in the arguments
but makes the notation much more cumbersome. The reader can find the
essential details in Appendiz[B

The operators (27) generalize the action of the transfer operator £; on
the spaces BP? of [19]. We prove in Lemma (3] that the operators EEZ)
satisfy a Lasota-Yorke type estimate for sufficiently large times. To take care
of short times we restrict ourself to a new space BP9’ which is the closure
of Qf (M) with respect to a slightly stronger norm ||-[| in this we follow
[5].

On B! the operators Ey) form a strongly continuous semigroup with
generators X ) (see LemmaL5)). We can then consider the resolvent R(*) () =
(21 — X®)~1 The cornerstone of our analysis is that, although the operator

9,0’

X® is an unbounded closed operator on gp,q,g’ we can access its spectrum
thanks to the fact that its resolvent R (z) is a quasi compact operator on
the same space. More precisely, in Lemma [£7 we show that for £ € C,
R(2) > hiop(d1) — |ds — |\, p+ q < r — 1 the operator R)(z) has essential
spectral radius

pesS(R(g)(Z)) S (éR(Z) - htop(¢1) + |d8 - €|X + XHun{p> q})_l

We can then write R (2) = PU(2) + U®(2) where P(z) is a finite rank
operator and U (2) has spectral radius arbitrarily close to pess(R“(2)). In
section B we define a “flat trace’8 denoted by tr’. In Lemma [5.1] we show
that for R(z) large enough and n € N, we have that tr” (R (2)") < co and

xe(7) e
tr” (R(Z)(z) =1 () A(T A, (2.8)
TET

8 Such terminology has also been adopted by the dynamical system community, fol-
lowing the work of Atiyah and Bott ([3],[4]), since, as the reader will see, it is morally a
regularization, or a flattening, of the trace.

11
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Furthermore, in Lemma [6.10, we prove that, for each A < X and n € N E

‘tr"(R(@(z)") —tr (P(g)(z)")‘ <C,.\ (éR(z) — hiop(¢1) + |ds — €| A
\ . (2.9)
+ 5 min{p, q}) )

where “tr” is the standard trace.

Remark 2.14. Given the two previous formulae one can have a useful heuris-
tic explanation of the machinery we are using. Indeed, ([Z9) shows that
tr’(RY(2)) is essentially a real trace, then substituting formula [Z8) in 1)
and performing obvious formal manipulations we have that D,(z)~" can be
interpreted as the “determinant” of R (z). Moreover, to connect our objects
to the more traditional ones, note that the action on ds forms corresponds
to the usual transfer operator with a weight given by the unstable determi-
nant. Hence, the mazimal eigenvalue of X %) is hy,,(¢1) and the associated
eigenvector is given by the measure of mazrimal entropy. On the contrary,
XO© and X@ are associated to the usual transfer operator and its adjoint.
Thus, their maximal eigenvalue is zero and the associated eigenvector yields
the SRB measure. Also, as usual, the other eigenvalues are connected to the
poles of the Laplace transform of the correlations.

Note that if v € o(PO(2)) \ {0}, then z — v~ € ¢(X®)[d Thus, v =
(z—p) "t where pp € 0(X®). Let € € C such that a = R(€) is sufficiently large
so that D(€) is well defined. Let pp, g0 < a—hiop(¢1)+|ds — €| A+ 3 min{p, ¢}.

9 The loss of a factor 2 in the formula (2.9)) is due to an artifact of the method of proof.
We live with it since it does not change substantially the result and to obtain a sharper
result might entail considerably more work.

10 As usual, we denote by ¢ the spectrum.

12
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Let \; ¢ be the eigenvalues of X©. For each z € By(£, ppqs),

Di(€ - 2,6) —exp( P (ROE) )) =

1
Yo o T O (Cenrpi)
n=1 n Xi€B2(&,pp,q,0) (5 B )\i,Z) o
=exp | — Z 10g<1_§:;-)+z(5712) O(CSAPPM)
Xi€B2(8,pp,q,0) ‘ =

_ §— A\
= I =&
Ai€B2(€yl)p,q,€)
(2.10)

where (€, z) is analytic and non zero for z € By(, pp 4.¢). The results follows
by optimizing the choice of p, q. O

Once Theorem 2.1]is established we can use the above machinery to obtain
more information on the location of the zeros.

Proof of Theorem [2.4l. In Lemma [Z.I0l we prove that there exists v, C; >
0 such that, for ¢ < ﬁ, R(2) > hiop(P1) and n > Cy In|S(2)],

[| R (2) < Cp(R(2) — 04,)"S(2)]".

g, <

By the resolvent identity
R (z — a) Z a™ R\ (

which implies the result. O

Proof of Theorem [2.7. The proof is then based on the following estimate,
established in Lemma [8:2] There exists v, € (0,1), B > 0 such that, for each
2 € C, hyop(d1) > R(2) > hiop(P1) — 5, |S(2)| > B, we have that

d
‘%lng}{ueue(z) < Cylz™. (2.11)

13
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Starting from (2.11]) we follow a classical approach in number theory. Let

Y(T) = > Piop(1)A(T)

7L}Ltop(¢1)A(7')<T

/ e ST i@ (T — erheanlo0)

"htop(¢1 YA(T) <T

mo(T) = Z 1 and m(T) = Z 1.

ehiop(@1A(T) < htop(@DAT) <

First recall the following simple complex integral. For d > 1 we have that

1 d+ioco z+1 0 if 0 < <1
—/ LA - PEsY= (2.12)
270 Jg_io 2(2+ 1) y—1 ify>1

If we denote (o(2) = Cruette(Ptop(¢1)z) then we can write

n)= /: (‘58) z(zzrndz (2.13)

for any d > 1 sufficiently large. This comes by a term by term application of

212) to
Z Z Z htop ¢1 —znhiop(P1) )\(7’)
Z

n=1 71

Moving the line of integration from Re(z) =d > 1 to Re(z) = ¢ < 1 gives

o=+ [ (G0) e e

for ¢ = hyop(é1) — 6 < 1 sufficiently close to 1 so that we can apply the

Dolgopyat type estimate (2.11]). Note that the term T; comes from the line
of integration crossing the pole for ((z) (now at z = 1). Moreover, the
integral yields a factor T i.e. ¢y (T) = 3T% + O(T™). Next we have the
following asymptotic estimates.

Lemma 2.15. We can estimate, provided 1 > d > ¢ > 0, that

W(T) =T+ 0T V)

14
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‘ T(c+1)/2

m(T) = 1(T) + O(T' V%),

Since the proof of the above Lemma is completely analogous to the case
of prime numbers, we omit it and refer the reader to [15, Chapter 4, Section
4]. Finally, we can write

(T) = m ( htop($1) ) = li(e top(¢1)T )+ O(e [htop ¢>1)(d+1)/2]T)

and the theorem follows with Ay, (¢1)(d + 1)/2 = hip(P1) — 6. O

3 Cones and Banach spaces

We want to introduce appropriate Banach spaces of currentd"] over a d-
dimensional smooth! compact Riemannian manifold M ] The basic idea,
going back to [33], is to consider regular “objects” that are “smooth” in
the unstable direction while being “distributions” in the stable direction.
This is obtained by defining norms in which such objects are integrated,
against smooth functions, along manifolds close to the stable direction. Un-
fortunately, the realization of this program is fairly technical, since we have
to define first the class of manifolds on which to integrate, then determine
which are the relevant objects and, finally, explain what we mean by regular.

3.1 Charts and Notation

We start with some assumptions and notation. More precisely, for some
r € N, there exists §y > 0, such that, for each § € (0, dy) and p € (0,4), there

1 See Federer [16], Sections 4.1.1 - 4.1.7] for a detailed presentation of currents.

12 One could easily generalize to C" manifolds at the price of keeping track of the
regularity of the manifold throughout the computations. We avoid doing so for readability.

13 Tt is very convenient to outline a general construction of such spaces based only on
an abstract cone structure, since later on we will apply this construction twice: once on
M for certain operators, and once on M? for some other operators.
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exists an atlas {(Uy, ©4) taca, where A is a finite set, such thatd

O (Us,) = Ba(0 305«/1+p

Ua©, (Bd(O 26))

B0 005" (7,24 + ) = @a 005 (%,24) + (0,5)
|90 0O 1||CT < 2.

(3.1)

Note that the above implie the existence of a global vector field V' such
that ©, are flow box charts for the flow generated by V; i.e. for all a € A,
(©;1).() = V.

Let {14 }aca be a smooth partition of unity subordinate to our atlas such
that supp(va) € ©,'(Ba(0,29)) C Us and Yale:1(p,04)) = 1- In addition,

we assume dj + dy = dim(M) are given, and let
Co = {(s,u) € R x R™ : [lu]| < pl|s|}. (3.2)
Next, we assume that there exists 4 > p > p_ > 0 such that, for all o, § € A,
Co C (Qa)s 0 (©5").C,_ CC,, (3.3)

when it is well defined. Note that, by compactness, there must exists p; > 0
such that C,, C (©4)« 0 (@gl)*Cpf.

This concludes the hypotheses on the charts and the cones. For each
0 €{0,...,d}, let AY(T*M) be the algebra of the exterior /-forms on M. We
write Qf(M) for the space of C" sections of AY(T*M). Let h ="  thah =
> e ha so that hy € QL(U,).

Let {e1,...,eq} be the canonical basis of RY. For all @« € A and = €
U, consider the basis of T,U, given by {(@;1)*%,...,(@;1)*%}. Let

{€a1,-.-,€q4} be the orthonormal basis of T,U, obtained from the first
one by applying the Gram-Schmdit procedure setting as first element of the

*8:(:

of 1-forms such that w, ;(€,,;) = 0; ;. Thus we can define a scalar product on

algorithm é, 4 = (@;1)*%/ H(@_ ) Let Wy 1, - - ., Wa,q be the dual basis

14 The relations are meant to be valid where the composition is defined. The | - ||c-
norm is precisely defined in (8:6). Note that the explicit numbers used (e.g. 2,30,...) are
largely arbitrary provided they satisfy simple relations that are implicit in the following
constructions.

15 To see that the first, second and third relation can always be satisfied consider charts
determined by the exponential map.

16



3.2 Banach Spaces 3 CONES AND BANACH SPACES

T*U, by the expression (wa,;,was ;) = 0; ;. Note that the above construction
“respects” the special direction V.

Let {i = (i1,...,40) € {1,...,d} : 4y < iy < ... < iz} be the set
I, of f-multiindices ordered by the standard lexicographic order. Let e; =
ey Ao- Ae, in AYRY) and da; = dx;, A - Adz;, € (A)(R?) so that
dr;(e5) = 6;5. Let {e,;} € AY(T,U,) and {w,;} C AYT;U,) be defined in
the same way.

Given h € Q%(U,) and (©,1)*h € Q%(B4(0,125)) we will write

h = E P iWa -
EEZZ

We define the scalar product

wwmiﬂwww@ (3.4)

where w is the Riemannian volume form and (h, g), is the usual scalar prod-
uct for formd' (see ([A.T)) for a precise definition).
In the sequel we restrict ourselves to

Qf, (M) ={heQ (M) : h(V,...)=0}. (3.5)
For f: B4(0,0) — RY, d € N, we use the following C"-norm']

sup, || f ()] ifr =0

1fller = § 1 leo + $up, ey 0. 220N if0<r<i (36

S 2 D fl o + [|DE ||y i >0

3.2 Banach Spaces

Given the above setting, we are going to construct several Banach spaces.
The strategy is to first define appropriate norms and then close the space

16 In the following we will drop the subscript z in the scalar product whenever it does
not create any confusion.

17 By ||D¥f(z)|| we mean the sup of all the possible derivative of order k of f at z.
Remember that for such a C” norm, for » € Ry, we have ||fgllcr < ||fllerllgllcr and

Ifogller < Cy >oig I fllerlIDgllce—1 -+ - | Dgllcr—+.
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3.2 Banach Spaces 3 CONES AND BANACH SPACES

of ¢-forms in the associated topology. For sufficiently large L > 0, let us
defined!d

Frlp, L) = {F :B4(0,60) — R : F(0)=0;

(3.7)

IDE|cosy, 068) < P31 llers,, 066) < Lt

For each F' € F,(p, L), z € RY, £ € R, let G, r(€) : By (0,60) — R? be
defined by Gu,r(€) =z + (£, F(§))-

Let us also define X(p, L) = {G.r : v € By, (0,20), F € F.(p, L)} For

each a € A, and G € ¥ we define the leaf?d Wae ={0.10 G(&) }eena, (0,30)

and the enlarged leaf W;G ={6;'0 G(&) }eep,, (0.66)- Foreach a € A, G € 5
note that W, ¢ C U, = ©,1(B4(0,60+/1 + p?)) C U,. Next we consider sets
Y, C 2 (our sets of “stable” leaves) such that, if W, ¢ € X, and W, oNUps #
0, then there exists G’ € %5 such that W, cNUp C WB,G/ In the following
we will be interested in the set of manifolds ¥ = Uyea Uges, {Wa.c}-

Also, for each G € ¥, we denote by fé’s(a, () the C” sections of the fiber
bundle on W(j o, with fibers A(T*M), which vanish in a neighborhood of
OW,.. We define the norm

19llpes 0.y = 5P |90 © OF" © Gl (54, 0,200 (3.8)

Consistent with this choice, we equip QF(M) with the norms, for s <7,

Ihllog = sup [[ha;0 O7]
acAEL,

18 We will define the manifolds on which we will integrate by representing them as
graphs of functions, here we define the class of functions we are going to use.

19 We will often ignore the arguments p, L when it does not create confusion.

20 These W, ¢ are not to be confused with stable manifolds.

21 Gych sets exist. For example, start by setting S, = i(p_, L"), for some L’ > 0. Then,
for each o € A and W, g, », we consider F(&) = x(§)F(€), where x € C™, x(€) = 1 if
€] < 36 and x(€) = 0if ||| > 68. Note that F can be trivially extended to R%. Obviously
Wa,Gor = WO‘)GZ,ﬁ even though they have different enlarged versions. For each § such

that Wg = Wy a, » HUB £, F determines, provided L has been chosen large enough, an
clement Fjg € F,, thanks to condition B.3), and z = (£,0) such that Ws g, » D Wp.

We add such elements to ig. Note that the added elements automatically have the
required property, thanks to ([8:3)), since they correspond to manifolds with tangent spaces
in the cones in U,.

18



3.2 Banach Spaces 3 CONES AND BANACH SPACES

Let )78(04, G) be the set of C*(U, ) vector fields, where U, ¢ is any open set
such that U, D Uy ¢ D W;G.

Next, we choose sets I5* (v, G) that are dense in T'5* (v, G) in the C* norm
for each s < r. Also we choose sets V*(a, G) C V*(o, G) with the property
that each of them is a Lie subalgebra and it contains the push forward of any
constant vector field under the coordinate map O,

Remark 3.1. The norms and the Banach spaces we are going to define
should have an index specifying their dependencies on the choices of {T'5"(ar, G)}
and {V*(a, G)}. We choose to suppress them to ease notation, since this cre-
ates no confusion.

Let wyo be the volume form induced on W, ¢ by the Riemannian structure
of M. Write L, for the Lie derivative along a vector field v. Finally, for all
ac A GeX,, geliaq), v,...,v, € V¥(a,G) and h € QL(M) we
define

Ja,G,g,vl,...,vp(h) = / <g7 LU1 T vah'> Wyol € R. (310>
WQ,G

Next, forallpe N, ge Ry, p+qg<r—1,0€{0,...,d}, let

Up,q,f = {Ja,G7g,v17___,vp ‘ o € A, G e ng c Pgu’”*'q’ v; € Vp+q’
(3.11)

||g||I‘€’p+q(a,G) <1 ||,Uj||cq+p(Ua,G) < 1}‘

Lastly, forallp e N, g € Ry and h € Qf, (M) we define the following norms

Il (3.12)

n,q,¢°

pae = sup J(h)  and 1Pllp.qe = sup il
nxp

P,q,L

Forallpe N,qge Ry, £ €{0,...,d— 1} we define the spaces BP%* to be the

closures of (M) with respect to the norm [|-||, ..

Remark 3.2. For the norms just defined we trivially have

12llp.g.e < [[Pllpr1ge and  (hllpgire < [[2llpq.e
121, sup [ Loy -+ Ly hllg g

pal —
{v1,.,vp€VPTY - |luj || op+q <1}

< Cyllhlag-

(3.13)
7]

,q,¢
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3.2 Banach Spaces 3 CONES AND BANACH SPACES

Remark 3.3. The above spaces are the natural extensions of the spaces B4
in [19] to the case of {-forms. There the Banach spaces BP'?_were defined as
the closure of C°(M,R) with respect to the following normé?

|h]|pq = sup sup sup sup / L, - Ly (h) - pwyol.
0<k<p C\te.{l V1 ,...,UkGV(Wa,G) @ECS(WQ,G,R) Wa,G
GES lviler <1 el chtq<1

In particular, we can construct an isomorphism between the Banach space
BP9 in [19] and the present Banach space BP4%1. In fact, letiy : Q1 (M) —
Qf (M) be the interior product defined by iy (h)(vy, ... ,v) = h(V,v1,. .., vg).
Ifh € Qf (M), then (—1)%iy(hAdV') = h where dV is any one form such that
dV(V) =1. That is iy (QFH(M)) = QST(M). Next, since ZV(Qf;J;l(M)) =0,
we can define iy : QEFH(M) /QEEH (M) — Qf (M) and obtain by a standard
algebraic construction that iy is a natural isomorphism. Thus we can define

5= iyw, (3.14)

where w 1s the Riemannian volume. Now we define © : C"(M) — Qg;l(M)
where i(f) = f-@, which is an isomorphism since Qf . = {0}. Clearly i can
be extended to an isomorphism between BP9 and BP9

We now prove some properties of the spaces B»%*. To this end we will
use some estimates on how fast an element of the space can be approximated
by smooth forms. Such estimates will be proven in Subsection

Given a form h € Qf, we can define a functional by

(R)](g) = (h,g)qe  where g€ Qi(M). (3.15)

The space of such functionals, equipped with the *-weak topology of Q%(M)’
gives rise to the space £¢ of currents of regularity s.
The following extends [19, Proposition 4.1] and [19, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 3.4. For each ¢ € {0,...,d—1}, there is a canonical injection from
the space BP%* to a subspace of €£+q.

22 In [19] the coordinate charts are chosen with slightly different properties. However
for our purposes they are equivalent.
23 As usual, given a Banach space B, by B’ we mean the dual space.
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3.2 Banach Spaces 3 CONES AND BANACH SPACES

Proof. Since we can foliate M by manifolds in ¥, given the definition (B.15])
and equation [3.4] we have

b())(g) < Cy lIhll, g lgllaz, ,an)- (3.16)

Thus  can be extended to a continuous immersion of BP¢ in &°

p+q-
To show injectivity consider a sequence {h,} C piq that converges to

h in BP4* such that 7(h) = 0. By Lemma B.7 and (3.2I)) we have that

/VI/Q7G <g, hn)“vol - /I;VmG £1_>I%<97Mahn>wvol = ll_%[](hn)](ga%
where

2:%2c@ﬁ)A;%MWW@M@A@—@MM@WﬂMGW-

,G
Moreover, by equation (3.16) and Lemma [3.7 it follows that
|(hn)](92) = () 1(92)] < Cyllglirtaia,llhn = Pmllo.g.e-

Thus, we can exchange the limits with respect to n and € to obtain

/ <g> h’>wvol — hm <ga hn)“vol
Wa,c Wa,c

= lim Tim [5(h,))(g) = Im{s(h)](g:) = 0.

e—=0n—

which implies ||]|p 4, = 0. By similar computations, using equations (3.20])
and ([323)) to deal with the derivatives, we obtain ||hl/,,¢ = 0. Thus y is
injective and we obtain the statement of the theorem. O

We conclude this section by proving a compactness result which is essen-
tial in the implementation of the usual Lasota-Yorke strategy.

Lemma 3.5. For each ¢ > 0,p > 1, the unit ball of B»%* is compact in
Br=LatLE ith respect to the norm || - |lp—1.qx1.0-

Proof. Tt suffices to prove sequential compactness. Let {h,} C BP%% [|hy|lpae <
1. By LemmaBTwe can construct {h,} such that ||h. ,—hy||p-1,4+10 < Cpe
and || hep|lcr < Cye™%7%. By the Ascoli-Arzeld theorem there exists a subse-
quence {hmj} that is convergent in CP~!. Such a sequence is also convergent
in BP~19tLt - Compactness follows then by the usual diagonalization argu-
ment. 0
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3.3  Averaging operators 3 CONES AND BANACH SPACES

3.3 Averaging operators
The following operators are used extensively in this paper.

Definition 3.6. Let k € C*°(R% Ry) such that [ k(x)dx =1, supp k C {x €
RY : ||zl < 1} and let k. (x) = e k(e z). For each a € A, £ €{0,...,d},
let U e CF(R™ GL((Y),R)) with supp ¥ C By(0,25)%. We defindl the
operator M, - : Q8 — QF by

0 if v & Uy
Maw(h)(2) = § Yijer, [ Jea ¥(Oa(2), y)ijhe(Oa(@) — v)
X (wa,j, h>@gl(y)dy] Wa 3 if © € Uy,

Given the particular choice U(z,y);; = o (05 (2))d;; we define
M. =) Mi.=> M,g..

Lastly, given the duality induced by (3.4), we define the operators M, ., ML,
as those such that for all h,g € QF we have®

<M:x,ah'7 g)Qf = <h?Ma7Eg>Q£ and <M/ehag>ﬂf = <h'> MEQ)Qf

Lemma 3.7. There exists ¢g > 0 such that, for each ¢ € (0,e9), ¢ €

{1,...,d}, ¢ >0,p e N* andhEQf,+q, we can bound

||M€h’|p,q,€ + ||Méh“p,q,€ < Cp,q,HHth,q,Zv

IM:hllor@an + IMiBllcr@an < Cpgne™ g

1 = Mehllp-1g416 + |2 = MEAllp1g410 < CpguellPllpge-
Proof. We will give a proof only for the operator M., the proof for M being
similar. To prove the first inequality we begin by estimating the integral in

(BI0) for the case p = 0. First of all note that, for each o, 5 € A, W5 € &
and W, if

/ <gv Ma,\lf,eh>wvol ;é 07 (317)
WB,G

24 Obviously our definition depends on the choice of the function &, and in the future
some special choice of x will be made. However, we choose not to explicitly show the
dependence as a subscript to simplify the notation.

25 By the duality relation M’ is then also defined on currents. In addition, note that
Ma,é‘Qg,r U fo,agg,r C Qg,r'
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then Wy N U, # 0. By the definition of ¥, it follows that there exists
Wa,er € ¥ such that Ws e NU, C Wy . On the other hand, by Definition
3.6 the integrand is supported in U, thus

/ <97 Ma,\ll,eh>wvol = / <97 Ma,\ll,sh>wvol-
WB,G

Wy o

«,

Thus is suffices to compute

| M) = Y / e [y wiGas©). 0

Go R ajel'z s 0726) R4
X 000 05" 0 Gur(€)hajo 05 (y)ke(Gur(§) — y),

where h, ;(2) = (h,w, 7). and g,7(2) = (g, w,7)- for each z € U,.

Next, we keep & € By, (0,20) fixed and we consider the change of variables
¢ = G, r(§) —y. By Fubini-Tonelli theorem and the definition of G, p we
can exchange the integrals and obtain

[ o Mawition= 3 [ dcwl) [ € ¥(GLr(©). Gomcr(€))s
Wa,Gz’F ;,‘;EIZ Rd Bds (0725)
X ga,i © @;1 © G:(:,F(g) ha,j o @;1 o Gx—C,F(g)'
(3.18)

Now given our admissible test function g and a leaf W, g, ., we can define
admissible elements g¢ ¢ and Wa,chyF, as follows. Let ¢ = 2 — (, gcwj©

O,1(2) =35V (2+ ¢, 2)ij90:° O, (2 + ¢) and gew = D ; 9w iWa i, SO that

Z le(Gx,F(g)a G:(:—C,F(g))f,jgaj o @;1 o Gx,F(g) =0¢wj° @;1 o G:(:C,F(g)'

Then

Jo.

Note that, since the cones are constant in the charts, G, r € X for each ¢

small enough. Since, ||gC7\Ij||F€'q(Oé,GzC,F) < CqH\I]HCqHg”rf;'f’*q(a,c;zf) we have

0 Moge)ona = [ dciO) [ lggw s (19

7Gac,F 7GacC,F

Mo,w chllog < Colllloallllo.q-
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The first inequality of the Lemma, for p = 0, follows.

Next we treat the case p > 0. We need to compute L,M, ¢ .. To do so,
by using the product rule, recall that L,(w.;) = D5 p;j(v)w,,;. Moreover
by equation (A.G) there exists W/ such that we have L,(¥(0.(z),y)):; =
U3, (0a(2),y))ij. Next, we apply (A.5) to L,(waj, h)g-1(,). Lastly, we deal
with L,(k:(©.(x) — y)) using integration by parts with respect to y.

By using all the remarks above, we obtain that there exists vectors

w1(v), ..., w(v), and functions ¥, U, 1, ..., ¥, such that [|[¥,||cr+>, [[Wpiller <

Cyl|9||cr and for which we have
LMawch=May,ch+ Y Maw,,(Luh). (3.20)
1

By iterating the above equality, using the previous bound for p = 0 and
equation (3.13), we obtain the first inequality of the Lemma.
To prove the second inequality, given definition ([B.9]), we must evaluate

(Wais Ma,ah>®;1(z) =1 06,'(2) [/Rd Ke (2 — y)(Wai, h>@gl(y)dy
(3.21)
= / dyd5+l cee dyd/ <ga,z,y> h>wvol-
Reu+1 W,

Wher@ ga,z,y,io @;1(6) = J[@a o G(O,yds+1 ..... yd),O](g)_l'%a(z - (67 Yds+1y -+ - >yd))
and ge.y = Ge.yiWai- Lhen, differentiating with respect to z, yields the
desired result.

Finally note that by construction

lirré[Ma,q,vah](x) = U(O, (), Ou(2))h(x) = Ua(x)h(x).
e—
Thus, by ([B:20), we have
lim L,Mo,5,-h = L,[Th). (3.22)
Hence, by (B.19) and the explicit representation of (B.I8]), we can write

/ Wyol [<ga (I\lozh> - < a g E /dCI{'E /dt— / Wyol gt( v, h’>
Wa G, F a Gy

/dcﬁa / dt/ Wyol gt( \IlaL h) Z(gtC \I/ah ,ELvaa,Z>
a G,

(3.23)

26 As in ([A4), J[f] is the Jacobian of f.
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4 TRANSFER OPERATORS

where v, = —(0;1).¢. The last inequality, for p = 0, follows since [[v¢||cp+a <
Cye. To obtain the result for p > 0, on can use (3.20) and (3:22)) repeatedly.
U

The above Lemma has a useful corollary.

Corollary 3.8. Both M. and M. extend to bounded operators on BP%* and

B, .. respectively. In addition, if h € BP%*, then

li_rf(l] 17 = Mehllpqe + | — MA|pqe = 0. (3.24)

Proof. By definition, there exists a sequence {h,} C QF that converges to h
in BP9¢. Hence

Hh - Meh”p,q,f < ||h - hn“p,ql + th - Mehn”p,q,f
< ||h = hallpge + Cgellbnllprig-1e

implies the result. O

4 Transfer operators and Resolvents

Let ¢y : M — M be a C" Anosov flow on a smooth Riemannian d-dimensional
compact manifold with » > 2. The flow induces canonically an action ¢; on
(-forms. Such an action has nice spectral properties only with respect to
carefully constructed norms of the type described in section [B. Accordingly,
we must specify all the choices involved in the definition of the norms ||-||,, , ,.

First of all, the “special” direction is obviously given by the vector field
V' generating the flow. In addition, we note the following.

Remark 4.1. Without loss of generality, we can assume

DyO=(0,1,0) : u € RE} — E4(©-1(0))
Dy©O;(5,0,0) : s € R¥%} = £5(0,1(0)) (4.1)
0-1((s,1,)) = 3,:0-1((s, u,0)).

Let di = dy, and dy = d, + 1. Given the continuity of the stable and
unstable distribution we can choose § so that equations ([3.2) and (B.3]) are
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4.1 Properties of the transfer operator 4 TRANSFER OPERATORS

satisfied with p_ = 1, p = 2. Moreover, for all a € A and = € U, we have
(O4)«E%(x) C C1. Note that there exists to > 0 such that, for all ¢ > to 1

(©50¢-106.1).(C2) C Cy (4.2)

and for each v € (0;1).Cq, t € R, it holds [[(¢_;).(v)| > Cxejv|. We
define ¥ as in footnote BT for L large enough, V* = V* and ry= fé,o

This concludes the definition of the Banach spaces and next we must
define the action of the flow.

4.1 Properties of the transfer operator

Let h € Qf ,(M), then Vt € R

SV, 03, .. 00) = BV, ($)ava, - . (60)wv¢) = O. (4.3)

Thus ¢7(9%,) = Qp, for all t € R. We recall ([271), where we defined the
operators £\ : Qf (M) = Qf (M), t € Ry,

L£Oh = ¢* .

Following the remark (3.3)), in the special case of a d — 1 form, for h €
Qg;l U,) we have h = hw where h € C*(M,R) and @ is defined in (3.14)).
The

LYYDh =ho¢_ydet(Do_ ) = (Lih)&. (4.4)

Thus we recover the transfer operator acting on densities studied in [10].
We begin with a Lasota-Yorke type inequality for £§‘”.

Definition 4.2. Letp € N, g € R*, 0 </ <d—1 and 0 < X\ < X where X
s as in the Anosov splitting. Let us define

Oy = htop(¢l) - )\|ds - €|
0pq = min{p, ¢} .

2T Indeed, if z € U,, v € R and v = v* + v%, v* € (O,)«(E%(z) x E¢(x)), v° €
(O4)+(E*(x)), then ||((p—r 0 O71),(v*)]| < Co while [|[((p—t 0O~ 1), (v*)]| > Coe and the
result follows by the fourth part of (B).

28 Note that for w € Qg;l(M) we have det(D¢)w = ¢fw. Hence by ([@3) we have
(b;*&(vl, RPN ,’Udfl) = det(Dqﬁt)cTJ(vl, NN ,’Udfl). That is (b;*& = det(ngt)cNu
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4.1 Properties of the transfer operator 4 TRANSFER OPERATORS

Lemma 4.3. There exists tg > 0 such that, for eachp,q >0, p+q<r—1,

€ {0,...,d—1} andt > tq the linear operators Ey) are bounded in the |||, .,

norm. Accordingly, each such EEZ) can be uniquely extended to a bounded
0pemt0@ £§Z) : Brat — BPat - Moreover,

00l < quaet HhHO,q,Z'

|

In addition, if p,q >0,

,q+1,4

=i

0,q,¢ SCq,Ae(UZ_Aq)t HhHO,q,Z + Cq)\eolt HhHO

Hﬁg)h SCp,q,Ae(ol_op’q)t Hth,q,e + Cp,q,x\ewt||h||p—l,q+1,2

P,q,¢

+ Cpgae™ [|X O]

p_17q+17£ )

The proof of this lemma is the content of subsection 4.3 In particular,
note that from the first and last equations of the above lemma and equation

(BI3) we have for all p,q > 0,

e

it < Cp,qeaet ||h||p,q,e'

Remark 4.4. Up to now we have extended, yet followed closely, the argu-
ments in [10]. Unfortunately, in Section 7 of [10)], the authors did not take
into consideration that for t < ty, ¢:(Wa) is not necessarily controlled by
the cones defined by [B.2), and thus could be an inadmissible manifold. Such
an issue can be easily fixed by introducing a dynamical norm (similarly to
[3]) as done below.

To take care of the t < ty, we introduce the dynamical norm ||-|| For

each h € Q4(M), we set

g,

= sup ]
1ell 0 = sup | €001, -

> =y i 'YY
Thus we can define a space BP%¢ = Qf = """ C BPaL,

29 Which, by a harmless abuse of notation, we still designate by Ly).
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4.2  Properties of the Resolvent 4 TRANSFER OPERATORS

Lemma 4.5. Foreachp € Nyg e R, p,q >0, p+q<r—1,0€{0,...,d—1},
A < A, for each t € RY, we have that EEZ) € L(Bret, BP%Y). Moreover

<Coe” ||h
00 <Ci Al

é —
( )h it §0p7q7>\6(05 ap,q)t |||h|||p,q,€ + Cp,q,)\ealt |||h|||

p_lvq-"_lve

o 4
+ Cpq . H}X( )hmp—l,qﬂ,e'
Moreover, {L}icr+ forms a strongly continuous semigroup.

Proof. For h € Qé,r Lemma [4.3] implies, for t < t,

l o
O, < max {1l o Coc ™ Wllog e} < Collbllo e

and, for t > ty, the inequality holds trivially. A similar argument implies
the second 1nequahty The estimate for p > 0 is obtained by induction. The
boundedness of E follows.

To conclude, note that £\ is strongly continuous on Q4(M) in the C"
topology by equation (313). Let {h,} C € , such that lim, o |7, — A

0, then, by the boundedness of EEZ),

p,q,l

4
S Ol Tl g+ 1£8 R = B

yors

which can be made arbitrarily small by choosing first n large and then t
small. O

4.2 Properties of the Resolvent

By standard results, see for example [12] the semigroups E have generators

X©® which are closed operators on BP4¢ such that X (Z)E = dﬁ(z . If we
compute X RO (z)" and RO (2)"X©® we obtain the following 1dent1ty

1 [ee)
RO ()" = m/o t”_le_Ztﬁy)dt. (4.5)

The next Lemma, which proof can be found at the end of section [4.3] gives
an effective Lasota-Yorke inequality for the resolvent.
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4.2  Properties of the Resolvent 4 TRANSFER OPERATORS

Lemma 4.6. Letp e N,g e R, p+q <r—1, z € C such that a = R(z) > oy
we have

179 (z)

n

VMMl 00 < Cranla —o0)”

Oy i . (12l + 1)
ROl < {0 = 004 0 Wl g+ (e g

Moreover the operator R (z) has essential spectral radius bounded by (a —
o0+ 0pg) "

We are now in the position to obtain the wanted spectral properties.

Lemma 4.7. For p+q < r — 1 the spectrum of the generator X9 of the
semigroup EEZ) acting on BP4¢ lies on the left of the line {0, + ib}per and in
the strip o, > R(2) > 04 — 0,4 consists of isolated eigenvalues of finite mul-
tiplicity. Moreover, for { = ds, hiop(¢1) is an eigenvalue of X. If the flow is
topologically transitive hio,(¢1) is a simple eigenvalue. If the flow is topologi-
cally mizing, then hi,,(¢1) is the only eigenvalue on the line {hiop(¢1)+ib}per-

Proof. The first part of the Lemma is proven exactly as in [30, Proposition
2.10, Corollary 2.11]. Next, let us analyze the case ¢ = ds. In each E*(x)
let @s be the volume form on E*® normalized so that ||&g|| = 1. Also let
ms(z) : T,M — E*(z) be the projections on *(x) along E%(x) @& E(x). Re-
member that 7, is ww-Holder (see Appendix[D]). Next, define wy(vy, ..., v4,) =
WOs(msv1, ..., Tsvg, ), by construction w, € ngw. Note that ¢* ,ws = Jsd_yws,
where Js¢_, is the Jacobian restricted to the stable manifold. Finally, con-
sider

/ (s, Lats) = / Tiba > Cy / Twdi > Cuvol(é_Wag). (4.6)
Wa,G Wa,G W,

a,G

Taking the sup on the manifolds and integrating in time, Appendix [C] (see in
particular Remark [C4)) implies that the spectral radius of R% (a) on B0@:
is exactly (a — 0q,)7'. Next, the third equation in the statement of Lemma
implies that the spectral radius of R%(a) is (a — 04,)~" when acting on
ecach BYwd: ¢ > 0. < |[hlleo, it follows that
IM.h — hlly, 4. < Cye®. Thus ’

Co,q.d. 21 — Co,g.a, 767
(a—og,)"

B (@) MRl g, = (B (@) Mehl], = - (A7)

p,q,ds —
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4.3 Proof of the Lasota- Yorke 4 TRANSFER OPERATORS

Accordingly, the spectral radius of R% (a) is (a — 04,)~! when acting on each
BPeds . Lemma implies then that the operator is quasicompact and that
its peripheral spectrum does not contain Jordan blocksPd n turns, this
implies that

n—1 ]
1 I if (a = 04,) " € 050 (R (a))
1 1 B | deé & _ s BP,q,ds

m E (a—o04,) (a) 0  otherwise,

where IT is the eigenprojector on the associated eigenspace and the conver-
gence takes place in the strong operator topology of L(BP%4s BP¢d) Com-
puting, for £ small enough, fWa o (Mews, R%(a)*M.w,) as in ([@6)), [@7) it fol-
lows that 0 < [[TIM.w; g , 4. §’||HMEw8||p7q7dS. Hence IT # 0 and (a — 04,) 7!
belong to the spectrum. The other claimed properties follow by arguing as
in [20, Section 6.2]. O

4.3 Proof of the Lasota-Yorke inequality

Proof of Lemma 4.3l For each a € (0,1), we introduce the norms

P
1Al p.q.e0 = Z athHg,q,e-
©=0

As the above norms are equivalent to || - ||,.4.¢, it suffices to prove the required
inequality for some fixed a (to be chosen later).

Forany p, €N, a € A, GE X, v; € VErUWIG), g € T¥ (o, Q) such
that ||g||F€,@+q(a7G) < 1, we must estimate

/ <g> Lv1 U vaﬁgé)h> Wyol - (48)
Wa,G

First of all, we consider the atlas introduced at the beginning of section Bl

For 3 € A and for each t € R, let {Vi s}rex,, Kz C N, be the collection
of connected components of ©z(¢_(Wae) N Us). Let Ky = {k € Ky :

Vis N B(0,25) # 0}. For all Vi 5, let Vi 5 be the connected component of
©s(¢_1(W; ) N Us) which contains Vi 5. Next, for each k € Kjp choose

80°A Jordan block would imply that || R% (a)"”p 4.d, STOWs at least as Cyn(a —oq,)™™
contrary to the first inequality in Lemma
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4.3 Proof of the Lasota- Yorke 4 TRANSFER OPERATORS

kg € (Vig N B(0,20)). By standard uniform hyperbolicity estimates it
follows that, provided ¢ > t¢, there exists Fj, € F,.(2, L) (see definition (B3.7))
such that Gu, ;.5 (&) = 2rp + (€, Frp(§)), € € B(0,60), and the graph of

G

is contained in Vj, 5. Next we consider the manifolds

{Ws.6., ., Yreits C Us: (4.9)

From now on let us write Wg ¢, for Wsq, e s . Note that the above con-

Tk,5,Fk,8

struction provides an explicit analogue of Lemma 7.2 in [10].
In the following it will be convenient to use the Hodge operator “x”,
see Appendix [Al for details. Let us start with the case p = 0. By using

formula ([A.4)), changing variables and settm. Jw oy = ‘det <D¢t‘TW5 o )
we obtain®2

/W (9. Ly wwor = Y / 1)=0¢ Jw¢t<*¢t(*g) Mwyor.  (4.10)

BEA Ws,cy, J o
kEKB
Note that
*07(xg) = Y (g, %7 %Waj) 05 © b1 - Wa3

0,3
= (_1)(d—f){]¢t Z<¢*—twﬁia Wa,5> o @y - gj© Gy - Waiis
i,J

where we have used ([A.4]) again. Accordingly, we have
1[T¢7 " Twer - g - (x¢7(x9))] 0 O3 0 Gillca < Cyesup [lgj 0 ¢4 0 O5" 0 Gillcs

J
X ||[JW¢t : <¢*—twﬁ,§> Wa,3> © Cbt] o @El © Gk||0q~
(4.11)

Next, we estimate the factors of the above product. Note that there exist
maps Z; € C"(R?, RY) such that

@aoqﬁtOGEIOGk =GoZ,. (4.12)

31 In the following will use interchangeably the notations det(D¢;) and J¢;, since, for
all t € R, det(Dg¢y) > 0.

32 Since (g, h) can be seen as a function on M, we will often use the notation F*(g, h)
for (g,h) o F.

31



4.3 Proof of the Lasota- Yorke 4 TRANSFER OPERATORS

Moreover, by the contraction properties of the Anosov flow, [|DZ¢r-1 <
C'#e_’\t Thus, by the properties of r-norms (see footnote [I7),

g7 0 ¢1 005" 0 Gillca < Cyllgo O, o Gllca. (4.13)

Next, note that [(¢* ,ws7,w, ;)| is bounded by the growth of /-volumes while
Jw @y gives the contraction of dy volumes in the stable direction. Clearly, the
latter is simply the inverse of the maximal growth of |(¢*,ws7,w, ;)| which
takes place for dg forms. By the Anosov property it follows that

| Jw i 0 ©5" 0 Gy, - (¢ Wi, W j) © 10 OF' 0 Glleo < Cpe™ == (4.14)

To compute the C'? norm, for ¢ > 1, we begin by computing the Lie derivative
with respect to the vector fields Z; = 0, i € {1,...,ds}. Let us set T, =
¢ 005" 0 Gy. By (AL) and (AG) we have

LZi[<¢*—tU7 w) © Tt] = T:LTt*Zi<¢itU7 w>
= =Y [div(T Z:) (970, w)] + (1) O (k Ly, 75w, 6% 0)  (4.15)
+ Ti{w, L(@EIOGk)*ZiU>‘

Hence, recalling again (B.0]) and its properties, for ¢ € N,
[{¢Zyv, w) o Tilca < Cysup || Lz, [(¢Zv, w) o Tyl[|ca
+ 214 (9% v, w) © T co
< Cq{” div (Y4 Zi) (@20, w) [l a1 + ||<L(@[;10Gk)*zi% w)||ca—
+ {05, %Lz % w) oo + (@20, )| oo}

which can be used inductively to show that the C'Y norm is bounded by the
C° norm. The computation for the case ¢ € R being similar. Finally, by

(414), (£13), and ([EII]) we have that
[T or " Twd—y * ¢y * ngg»q < CyeNds=tlt, (4.16)

This provides an estimate for each term in ([AL.I0). We are left with the task
of estimating the number of manifolds. Note that such number at time ¢ is
bounded by a constant times the size of the manifold ¢_,(W, ). Moreover,

33 See the Appendix in [I0] for details.
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4.3 Proof of the Lasota- Yorke 4 TRANSFER OPERATORS

it turns out that such volumes grow proportionally to e?wr(®1)? (see Appendix
[(). Thus

Hc h‘ < e Nt ehon @)t ||| (4.17)

0,9,¢
To establish the second inequality note that, by analogy with [19, Lemma
6.6], for each € > 0 there exists g. € I'y"(Wag) such that, setting ¢/ =
max{0,q — 1},

lge — gl < O™ v ||96Hrf;»q < Cy; ||96Hrgq+1 < ng_l-

Z’_

Thus, writing g = (¢ — ¢:) + g we can apply all the above estimates to the
two pieces, where for g. we use ¢ + 1 instead of ¢. To do so we use the
estimate (4L.I3)) for the first piece, which after setting ¢, x = ¢ o @ o Gy,
for ¢ ¢ N, now reads]

(g — gc)j 0 Yepllca < Ce + sup a-la) <LZi1 ...Ly z, [(g — g:)7 0 k])
i15--si )

< Cq(gmin{l,q} + e—th>’

the case ¢ € N being easier. Doing so yields the inequality

|,

ot = el BT+ Co [llogine- (418)

We are left with the case g > 0. We can apply Lemma 7.4 in [10] to
decompose each v € V¥*(¢,(Wpc, r)) as v = v° + 0" + vV where v* is

tangent to ¢,(Wsa, , ), v"is “close” to the unstable direction and v" is the
component in the flow direction. Let o € {s,u, V}¥, then (48] reads

> / (g, Lyrr - Lyzo L8 h)wyay. (4.19)

oe{su,V}e

Since Ly Liyh = Ly Lyh+ Ly, ) h, we can reorder the derivatives as to have
first those with respect to the stable components, then those with respect
to the unstable, and then finally those in the flow direction. By permuting
the Lie derivative in such a way we introduce extra terms with less than
¢ derivatives, and these extra terms contribute only to weaker norms. For

1f @)= re)ll

¥ By H"(f) we mean the Holder constant of f, i.e. sup,_,<s (=TI
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4.3 Proof of the Lasota- Yorke 4 TRANSFER OPERATORS

each o € {s,u,V}¥ let ps(0) = #{i|o; = s}, pu(0) = #{i|o; = u} and
pv(o) = #{i|lo; = V}. For each p,,pu,pv € N, ps + pu +pv = g, let
Y5 ={0 : ps =ps(0), pu = pu(0),pv = pyv(o)}. Next, for each o € ¥; we
define the permutation 7, by 7, (i) < 7, (i 4 1) for i € {ps,ps +Pu}; Ore) = s
fori e {1,...,ps}; 0ruy = ufori € {ps+1,...,ps +pu,} and o =V for
ie{p—pv+1,...,9}. We can then bound the absolute value of (£.19) by

2. 2

L coiLs L L
/ 9, Ve (1) Vo (pe) " Vo (pa+1) Ve (ps+pu)
Wa.ca

Ps+Putpv=¢ 0'625 ’ (4 20)
¢ _ ¢
% Lyv Ly LOBw| + a7, ﬁi)hH .
7o (ps+pu+1) o (9) ’ p—1,q,0,a

To simplify the notation we defind

(U for @ <p;
0 = U;U(i) for ps+1<i<ps+pu
vy @ for i>ps+py 1.

We will analyze the terms of (4.20)) one by one. First of all, suppose py # 0,
then v; = vV for i > ps + p,. Using equation (A7),

/ <gu Lfn e LTJ@'CEZ) h’>wvol
WQ,G

(4.21)

/ (9, Lo, -+ Lo, , (7L XOh) Yoyl
Wa,G

£ x| +a 0,
p—1,q+1,¢

<Cpy £

p_17q7z7a

Next, suppose py = 0 but ps # 0. By (A5),

/ <ga Lf)l T Lﬁ@‘CEZ) h’>wvol
Wa,G

< + Coq || 78]

/ Lf)l <g> Lf)z e Lf)@ﬁy)hﬂuvol
w.

a,G

p_lvtLZ ‘

35 In the following we should write 9, ;. However, since the following arguments are
done for each fixed o, we drop the subscripts for ease the notation.
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4.3 Proof of the Lasota- Yorke 4 TRANSFER OPERATORS

Then@

d(fivu)vol) = Lv(fu)vol) = (_1)ds+1(va>wvol + fd(ivwvol)-

cg%H and

Thus, by Stokes theorem, the integral is bounded by C, 4 ,
KJ_l,qul,

<Cy . (4.22)

/ (9, Ls, - Ly, L) £h H
Wa,G

p_lqug

Finally, suppose p, = p. Recalling (A.6) yields

/I/V<g7 Lf)l e L%EEZ)}L>WVO1 = / <gv Egg)Lfi)—t*@l o 'L¢—t*f)ph>wvol'

a,G WQ,G

By construction we have [|¢_u. 4 crra < Cge ™. Hence, using @I8) and
([B.13) yields for p < p

< CotlLoroin -~ Lo v hllogrpre

/I/V<g’ L171 Tt Lﬁ@‘CEZ) h’>wvol

a,G

- - 4.23
+ qu(htop((bl)_)\us—é‘_q)\)t||L¢7t*f}1 .. ‘L¢*t*’l~)@h |&q+p7£ ( )
< qu(htop(¢1)—X|d5—f\—(Q+KJ)X)t||h||;’q’z + C@q#f”h”;,q-q-l,[
Note that the last term can be estimated by the || - ||,—1,4+1,¢,a DOrm, except

in the case p = p. In such a case we use instead (4.I7) which yields, for each
Iy

/ <g> L1~)1 e Lf)gg‘cgé)h>wvol
W,

a,G

Collecting together (4.18), (£21)), (£22), (E23) and ([£24) we have, for t > 1,

¢ o —Nds—f|—gx - _
LR g0 < Celior@DNA—L=aNt g1 = 4 [R5 e
P
+ Z a*Cy, 4
p=1
p—1

+ Z apc’p7qe(htop(¢l)_)“ds_ﬂ_)‘(qu‘p))t||h||g7q7£ + Cp,q,a,tHﬁy)hnp—l,q—kl,f,a
p=1

+ aPC, elior (@)= Nds=l=30)t | ) |~
’ p,q,

< qu(htop(Qﬁl)_mdS_Z‘_Px)t || h” - ‘o (424)
= 2,9,

+ 0 Hcg% LOXOp

p_17q7zva P—l,Q‘i‘LZ

36 Here we are doing differential calculus intrinsically in the manifold W, q-.
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4.3 Proof of the Lasota- Yorke 4 TRANSFER OPERATORS

Then

LRy gea < Cpgelhior@)=Ads—tlmminpalX)ty o

?
+ Cpgatllhllp-tgs1.6a + Cragai I Rl p-1g10a (4.25)
20X On + Cqa|£in

+Cp 0
p—l,q+1,f,a

p,q,¢,a

While, if we do not use ([AI8)) and ([A23]), we have, for a € (0, 1),

||£th||p,q,f,a < Cp,qe(hmp(m)_x'ds_mt||h||p,q,f7a

+ 0, Hﬁ?’X“)h

+ Cpga ||

p—l,q—i—l,f,a p_17q7£7u’

By induction, for which (@17 is the initial step, it follows that, for all ¢ € R,
Hﬁtth,q,&a < Cp,qe(htop(m)_xldrmtHth,q,Z,a- (4-26>
Next, we choose t, such that for A < X we have tha

Cp qe(htop(@)_x‘ds‘_a)t* < e(htOp(¢1)_)‘|d5_€|)t*

Cp qe(htop(@)_x‘ds —¢|—min{p,q}\)t« < e(htop(¢1)_)‘|ds —¢|—min{p,q} )L« .

Finally, choosing a = e~ ™™Pa}t from ([@25) and ([#.26) we have

lpata < e (top(¢1)—Alds —¢|—min{p,g} )t

L. h

h”pﬂ%a

LOx0O, (4.27)

+ vaqvavt* h’”p—l,q—f—l,ﬁ,a + vaqa ’

p—17q+17£,ﬂ ‘

Iterating (£26) by time steps of size t,, and recalling and (£.27)), the Lemma
follows. O

Proof of Lemma [4.6l. By the second inequality of Lemma 5] equation

B13), and since ‘HX(E)hmp—l,q—i-l,é < |[Rll, . We have

Chan < _ Chan
R(Z) np < P4, h /dt at+crgttn 1_ P4, h )
‘H (Z) ‘Hp,q,@ — (n o 1)' H‘ H‘p,q,f 0 € (CL . O-Z)n H‘ H|p,q,f

Thus, provided R(z) > o, , we have that RO (z)" € L(BP4!, Brat),

37 In this case C, 4 refers exactly to the constants in ([25) and ([@286)) respectively.
38 Note that for each a > 0, > 0, we have [ 2"~ %dz = e >} Z—,’an?‘—zﬂ
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4.3 Proof of the Lasota- Yorke 4 TRANSFER OPERATORS

Let us introduce a truncated resolvent

S 1 >~ n—1_—zt (5)
ng(Z) = m/t;) t e Et

Then
to C tn—le—(a_o'l)t
0 \n 4
‘HR( ) (2)" — Rn,f(z)mp,q,e < / . (n —1)!
o t ) ! (4.28)
< Cpq/\ 0 < Cpgrla—op+0,4)7",

provided n > tye(a—oy +ap7q) To prove the second inequality of the Lemma
it suffices to estimate R, ,(z). To this end we follow the same computation
used to estimate the norm ||-|| ), in Lemma {3 The only difference being
in the treatment of (A21]). Indeed, since XL, = %Et, integration by parts
yields

tn 1 —zt ’
1 7@97 L1~)1 o L{)pfl (‘Cg )X(Z)h»wvol
aG to n -
< Coqlzl 17l g1 g1e-
Hence

CpquHhH ¢ Azl +1)
R.(2)h @M Wlpge | Craa, h o (4.29
|| ( ) ||pqé —= (a — oy +O_p7q)n + (a — O'g) || ||p 1,q+1,¢4 ( )

The first part of the Lemma then follows as in Lemma, [£.5]

To prove the bound on the essential spectral radius of R (2)" we argue
by analogy with [30, Proposition 2.10, Corollary 2.11]. Nussbaum’s formula
[37] asserts that if r,, is the infimum of the r such that {R® (2)"h} <1 can
be covered by a finite number of balls of radius r, then the essential spectral
radius of R (2)" is given by lim inf,, . Y. Let

By = {he B | ||n]

<1} C {h e B"| ||hll,,, <1} = Bo.

p,q,¢ D,q,L

By Lemma B.5] B, is relatively compact in BP~14t1¢ Thus, for each € > 0
there are hy, ..., hy, € By such that By C U~ Uc(hy), where U.(h;) = {h €

39 Since n! > n"e ",
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5 FLAT TRACES

Bttt | = )
(E29) we have

Cp,q,a,)\
IR (2) (R = ha)ll,, 4.0 < (@—or+o,0)" 1P = hill g0 +

plgile < e}. For h € By NU.(h;), computing as in

Cpgare™|z]
(a — o)™
Choosing € appropriately and recalling (4.28) we conclude that for each n € N

the set R)(2)"(B;) can be covered by a finite number of lI-Ill,.,.0 — balls of
radius Cp 4 an(a — 0+ 0,4) ", which implies the statement. O

5 Flat Traces

In this section we define a flat trace and we prove some of its relevant prop-
erties. Formally, for A € L(BP¢* BP4*) we would like to define this by

| ¥ i 260 (5.)

where, for z € Uy, 8,7(f) = (Wais [)awa (@), for each f € QF. Unfortunately,
the 0,7 do not belong to the space BPat. We are thus forced to employ an
indirect strategy. For each x € M, 1 € Z,, « € A and € > 0 small enough,
le

je,a,z,x(y) - { g@a(x)wa(x)’fs (@a(x) - @a(y>> waﬁ@) gz ; gz (5.2>

At this stage we choose a particular k (see definition (B.6])). Let s be
k(21 ..., 0q) = Ka_1(21, ..., 2q_1)k1(24). Given an operator A € L(BP4* Brat)
we define the flat trace by

tr’(A) ilim/MZ(wa,i,A(je,a,i,x))m (5.3)

e—0

provided the limit exists. To get a feeling for what we are doing, consider
the operator A acting on h € QF defined by

MmiAmew] (5.4)

40 Note that the definition is, given the freedom in the choice of , quite arbitrary. We
are not interested in investigating the equivalence of the various possible definitions.
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5 FLAT TRACES

where a(x,y) € L(A'T; M, N“T;yM) depends continuously on x,y. A direct
computation shows that

tr"(A):/Mtr(a(x,:z)).

Also, one can verify directly that for a finite rank operator A we have tr’(A) =
tr(A), although we will not require this fact.

Lemma 5.1. There exists Cy > 0 such that, for each s € RY, R(z) > Cy and
neN, 0 <l <d—1 we have that trb(R(é)(z)"Eg)) is well defined. Moreover,

trb(R(Z)(Z)nEgZ)) _ 1 xe(7) A7) — S]n—l )\(T)e_Z(A(T)_S),
(=1 2= ()

provided s & {\(T)}rer for T(s) ={1 €T ; A7) > s}.
Proof. By definitions ([d3]), (5.2]) and (53) we have

tn—le—zt

trb(R(Z)nﬁs) = lim W(I)dt Z m<wa57 ¢it—5ja,a7§,x>x

e—0 MxR,

L tnle#t (5.5)
— hm%; / " w(x)dtmj@a(x)@ba(x)

X "ie(@a(x) - @a((b—t—s(x))x a,i) *—t—swaE)r’

The integrand is different from zero only for k.(O,(x) — On(P_i—s(x))) # 0,
that is for d(z, ¢_4_s(x)) < e.

Next we use the shadowing theorem for flows (Bowen [§]), in the formula-
tion explicitly given by Pilyugin in [40, Theorem 1.5.1], adapted to our case.
First of all we define the (g¢, T')-pseudo-orbits t(t) : R — M to be a map
such that for any ¢’ € R we have d(¢(t(t')), t(t +1')) < go if |t] < TE Then
we have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.2 ([40]). Let M be a smooth manifold and ¢; a C* Anosov flow.
There ezists g > 0,C5 > 1 such that given a (g,1)-pseudo orbit t(t) with
e < gq there exists a orbit T, a point p € T and a reparametrization o(t) such
that, for allt,s € R,

d(t(t), oy (p)) < Cse where |o(t) —o(s) —t + 5| < Cselt — s.

41 Note that we do not require t(t) to be continuous.
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5 FLAT TRACES

Note that, given € M and t € R such that d(z, ¢_¢—s(z)) < €, we can
construct a periodic e-pseudoorbit. Then, by Theorem [5.2]and by the Anosov
closing Lemma [27, Theorem 18.1.7 and Corollary 18.1.8], we have that, for
e small enough, there exists a closed orbit 7 such that d(¢_s(z), 7) < Cse for
all s € [0,t + s] and |A(7) —t — s| < CseA(7). Moreover, the above closed
orbit is unique providing € > 0 is sufficiently small. Given a closed orbit 7
we define

Q ={(x,t) e M xR, | |t = A(7)] < eC3A(7),

d(p_s(x),7) < CseVs € (0, (1 + Cse)A\(7))}.

Note that, provided ¢ < Cj3'eg, all the 2, are disjoint. In fact if (z,t) €
Q, N Q. then we can associate to it a (Cse,1)-pseudo orbit. Then, by
Theorem there is only one periodic orbit with period close to A(7) in a
CZe neighborhood of z, which implies 7 = 7/. For further use we set

tn—l
(n—1)!
To(s) = T((1 — Cse)s).

We can rewrite the integral in (5.5]) as

S [ reOuE) ~ Oul6 ) O et~ )

Fa,i,z(za t) = e_Zt,lvba(l’) <waﬁ> it—swa,i>x>

(5.6)

= > / £ (Qa(7) — On(d_1(2))) JO(2) Fai (2, T — 5).
a,i,T€T=(s) T

Note that, for a = R(z), we have

Cu) n—1 ,—aX(7)+Cy (A(T)+s)
sup [0 (0)Eyalot — )] < ST

(z,t)EQr (n - 1)'
Since the number of closed orbits with period between t and ¢ + 1 grows at
most exponentially in t (see [27], Section 18.5]) we have, for each L > 1,

> [ re(Oula) = Bulésw)IOu0) Pt = )
)

o,i,Te€T(L

00 n—1_,—(a—Cxu)t+Cys "
S C#/ dtt € S C;Q—C#Ln+§s

(5.7)

42 Tn fact, it is bounded by Cyelor(®1)t and there is even an asymptotic formula, see
[34], which we are improving in Theorem 2.7]
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5 FLAT TRACES

provided a > C5 for some appropriate constant Cs. From now on we will
consider only closed orbits in T.(s,L) = {7 € To(s) : Xr) < L}.

is then convenient to pass to charts, (€,¢) = Ou(z,t) = (Oa(2),1), ¢*, =
Oq 0 ¢_; 0 O Thus, the expression (5.6) can be rewritten as,

S / ko6 — 6% () Fazs 0 O (6t —5).  (5.8)

a,i,7€T:(s,L) a(@rN(UaxR))

Note that éa(QT N (U, x R)) consists of e-neighborhood of a finite
number of lines (the connected pieces of O,(T N U,)), let us call {Q, ,,} the
collection of such connected components.

Let & = (é, £4). By construction, for each «,m, there exists a unique
Pam € R such that (pam,0) € Ou(T N Ua) and (pa,m,0,A(7)) € Q-
Next, define the return time function 7, ,,(§) by [gbﬁmm @ (£,0)]4 = 0 such

that 7a.m(E)(Pam) = M(7). Note that 9% 5y Pam; 0) = (Pa,m, 0), moreover
we have ¢%,(, &) = 6% & (£,0) + (0, =t + ram(€) + &a).

Let us now consider the changes of variables =, ,, : ﬁa,m — R which,
for (€,t) € Qum, is given by

Eam(&t) = (02,61 — &1y, 021(E)a1 — a1, 8ar t)
- (Cl? . '>Cd—la§d> ) - (Cagdat)‘

Let us mtroduce the matrix A of components A;; = 8(;;;?)1- — 04, 1, €

{1,...,d —1}. Note that det(D=,,,) = det(A) # 0 since ¢*, is hyperbolic.
Moreover if 2, ,,(§,t) = Zqm (&, 1), then t =1/, &g = £ Thus, recalling the
definition of 2., we have ||£ — ¢'|| < Cse. Lastly, note that the restriction of
Eam to the first d — 1 coordinates is locally invertible; thus & = ¢’. Accord-
ingly, Zq.m 1s a local diffeomorphism. Hence, there exists £, > 0 such that,
for all € < e, Z,4, is invertible in each ,, 7 € T-(s, L).

Thus Z4 1 (Pa,m, 0,t) = (0,0, ). Hence we have the following expansmn’

1€ = Pam — A(pam) ¢l < Cype# D¢
‘Ta,m - >‘(T> - <vra,m(pa,m)7 A(pa,m)_lgﬂ < C#ec#)\(T) HC||2

By first performing the change of variables =, ,,, then using the properties
of the chosen k, and finally using the change of coordinates n = 71, v =

3 Indeed, ||¢¢]|c2 < Cpe#/ for all t € R.
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Lt — \(1)), we can write (5.8) as

Z Z [Q N .o é;1 o E;,lrn(<7 Eat — 8)e kg1 (e70)

a,i,m TET:(s,L)
X k1 (5 (t — A7) — <V7”a m(Pam), APam)” 1C> +O(e O () C2>>)
| det(A(pa,m)]

= Z /Rd+1 a,ZOG Lo ~;m(0 Eq, \(T )—S)Hd—l(n)|det(/\)|_1

a,i,m,7€T=(s,L)
eX(T)"eC#AM)
(n—1)! '

d¢de dt

X K1 ('U — <Vra,m(pa,m),A(pa7m)_1’l7>) d?’]dgddv + O (

In the above integral we first integrate first with respect to dv and then with
respect to dn obtaining

+6
Z / 2 © 0 (P £, A(7) — )| det(A)] .

a,i,T€T (s

Define Dyypdair) = A(Pam) + 1. If we compute this a matrix in a different
chart or at another point in the orbit we simply obtain a matrix conjugated
to Dhyp®r(r)- Thus |det(A)| = [det(1 — Dyyp¢acr))| depends only on 7. In
addition, we have*}

tl"(AZD(ﬁA(T)) = Z det(Do%\())r i = Z det(Dnyp®—x(r)) ik

ke, kETy(d—1) (5.9)
= tr(AZ(Dhyp(b—A(T)))a

which, again, depends only on the orbit 7. Accordingly,

Z<waﬁ? ¢*—)\(T)w06,z>pa,m = tr(/\g(DhprS—)\(T))-

i

Thus, by summing over the connected components of Q,,,, and taking into
account the multiplicity of orbits, and by resumming on « and recalling (2.4))

4 Given a vector space V¢ over R and a matrix representation of a linear operator
A:V? - V4 we can construct, by the standard external product, a matrix representation
of AY/A: A* (V) — AY(V?) with elements a; ; = det(A; ;) (see definition (AJ) or [7]). By
det(A)z ; we mean the determinant of the matrix (A, x, ). Note that det(D¢®, )z =0
unless ky = d. Also, let Zy(d — 1) be the set of ordered multiindex i; < --- < ip < d.
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6 TENSORIAL OPERATORS

we finally obtain

n—1
A(T)
- R(Z) ncé Xf T ]
/]M;<Wa,w (Z) jsaz:c Z n—l' )62()‘(7—) ) (51())

TET (s)
< C'#e(a — Cg)_n€%s + 0;6_0#[/”4—23,

for each L large enough and ¢ < ¢p. Taking the limit ¢ — 0 followed by
L — oo yields the Lemma. O

By a direct computation using Lemma [5.1] we have the natural formula]

/000 e i . tr’(R(2)Ls) = tr’(R(2)"1). (5.11)

6 Tensorial Transfer Operators

In this section we extend the methods of Liverani-Tsujii [32] to the case of
flows. The goal is to provide a setting in which a formula of the type (5.1])
makes sense and can be used to compute the trace (see Lemma for the
exact implementation). The first step is to note that, by equation (A.4]), the

adjoint (with respect to (-, -)q¢) of £ is given by, for g € Q6.

L9 = (=1)"0 « (g7 (+g)). (6.1)

Next we would like to take the tensor product of E( times Et , and define
a Banach space, connected to the product space Q% M? E on which it acts
naturally. Note that, contrary to the discrete case, in the continuous setting
this procedure naturally yields a R? action in the variables s,¢ > 0 (rather
than a flow). We start with the construction of the Banach space.

45 Indeed,

/OOO o (Tfn_ l) -y / Ty )))\(T)e—z)\(r)'

TET

46 By M? we mean the Riemannian manifold with the product metric.
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6.1 Spaces and Operators 6 TENSORIAL OPERATORS

6.1 Spaces and Operators

We use the construction developed in section B applied to the manifold M?.

First of all consider the atlas {U,, O, }ae 4 chosen at the begmnlng of
section B We define the map [(u,s,t,u, s t'") = (s,u,u, s, t,t'), u,u’ €
R% s s € R%, t ¢ € R, the atlas {Ua X Ug,[ 0 (B4 X Op)}asea and the
partition of unity {1a s}asea, Where ¥, 5(x,y) = Vo (x)1s(y). We are thus
in the situation of section B with d; = d, +ds =d — 1 and dy = d + 1. Note
that condition the conditions (3.I]) are automatically satisfied '§ We choose
the cones given by the choice p = 2,p_ = 1 and the set of “stable” leaves,
which we denote by X, as in footnote 211

Remark 6.1. From now on we will ignore the map I since it is just a trivial
permutation of the coordinates.

By appendix [A] we can consider the exterior forms Q2 (M?) and the re-
lated scalar product. We define the projections 7; : M? — M, i € {1,2}, such
that 7 (z,y) = x and my(z,y) = y. For each pair of (-forms f, g in Q%(M)
we have that 77 f A m5g € Q¥*(M?). In addition, given a,b, f,g € Q%(M), by
equation ([A.T]), we have

(mra A T30, 71 f AT59) ) = (@, [)a(b, g)y- (6.2)
Moreover, by (A.2)), it follows
* (M f Amsg) = (1) Im () A w5 (xg). (6.3)

Next we define the vector space QgT(M) = span{7ifATsg : f,9 € QgT(M)}
on which we intend to base our spaces. Note that locally the C* closure of
Q5 (M) contains all the forms h such that iqy,0h = i@ h = 0. Moreover h
can be written as

h= Zh,ﬁ—z%ﬁ SO,y wai(®) Aws(y),  (6.4)

@ 577'7]

where h, 5 = 1 gh, and h%ﬁ € C5(M?), for each 5 > s[4

47 Note that {Uq,©4} is naturally adapted to the flow ¢_; which has d; dimensional
unstable manifold and d, dimensional stable manifold.

48 Note that the third condition holds both for x4 and xog_1.

49 This follows since C* is dense in C*® in the C* topology and smooth functions can
be approximated by tensor functions, e.g. by Fourier series, in any C* norm. Note that if
s € N, then one can choose s = 3 (for a more refined description, not used here, see the
theory of little Holder spaces).
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6.2 Lasota-Yorke inequalities 6 TENSORIAL OPERATORS

Lastly, we must choose an appropriate set of test functions and vector
fields. For the set of test functions we choose 'y, (Wo 5,), defined by the

restriction of span{njf Amjg : f.g € QUM),n}{f A73glow, .o = 0} to
Wap.c- The set of vector fields have only the restriction tha‘d%a

v, w] = ([(m)sv, (m).w], [(m2).0, (72)w]). (6.5)

The reader can easily check that the above choices satisfy all the condi-
tions specified in Section Bl Thus we can apply the results in Section [3] and

call [|-][, , ¢ the resulting norms and Byt = QQT(M)”'HP’Q’Z’2

ing Banach spaces.
Finally, we define the required operators £§2 For each f,g € Q%(M)

the correspond-

LOsf Amsg) = (71 (L) A (132 9)) (6.6)

which extends by linearity to an operator Egs) Q5 (M) — Q5 (M).
To avoid the problem of small times, for which the cone contraction might
fail, we apply the same strategy used in the previous section: we define

|||h|||p,q,e,2 = tsslilgo ||£t78h||p,q,e,2 J

and we define the spaces BL4 = Qgrm.‘”p’q’l’z C BY**. Note that, by construc-
tion, we trivially have a set of inequalities as in (B.13]).
Following Remark B.3] equation ([A.4]), setting wy = 7w A msw, yields

ﬁif?(fbdz) = fo (Pt X ¢r)JP_yws.

That is, we recover the same type of operators studied in [32].

6.2 Lasota-Yorke inequalities

We can now obtain several results parallel to those in sections 4.1} 1.2 As
the proofs are almost identical to those in section we will not give full
details and highlight only the changes that need to be made.

50 Tn the right hand side the commutators are computed keeping fixed the y coordinate
in the first component of the vector, and keeping fixed x in the second component.
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6.2 Lasota-Yorke inequalities 6 TENSORIAL OPERATORS

Lemma 6.2. For ecachp+q<r—1,t s e RT, EEQ e L(BY®*, BEY). More
precisely £§2 is an R action over B4t Moreover, Li and Lo s are strongly
continuous semigroups with generators X, Xo, respectively. In addition, we

havd]
{4
[lcin]] ., <Coue Ul e
[lcin]] | <CpaereeDemmmam s il gy, Gy g

2
+ Z et () |||th|||p—1’q+1,f72 :

J=1

Proof. As in Section M, we first prove an analogue of Lemma [£3] and then
we prove a stronger version of it, as in Lemma [£.5]

The proof contained in Subsection can be followed almost verbatim.
By the same construction one obtains the equivalent of (4I0)), that is

l _ _
/ 0L = 3 Y / (—1) @y 5 T,
Wa,a’,G ﬁ’@ieA 2757275/ W”B’B/’Gk
k‘EKB’ﬁ/

X Jw (e X ¢_s)gi 5 0 (¢ X @) - (Waz, *Of * Waj)(Wa 7, O (Wajr)Wyol-

For the case p = 0, the argument is exactly the same as in Section [£.3]
apart from the estimate of the volume of ¢_; X ¢s(W, o ) to which Ap-
pendix [C] cannot be applied directly. To estimate such a volume, after set-
ting (21, 22) = (On X Our) 1 (G(0)), let us consider W (z) = Ws(21) x Wk(29)
and the holonomy from W, . ¢ to W(z) determined by the weak unstable
foliation in the first coordinate and the weak stable in the second. Clearly
the distance between the corresponding points in the images of W, o ¢ and
W (z) is uniformly bounded; hence the required volume is proportional to the
volume of ¢_, x ¢4(W(2)), which is bounced by eftor(61)(t+s),

For the case p > 0, by equations (6.5)), we can reorder the vector fields
as to have first the vector fields tangent to Wjs g ¢, , then the vector fields in
the unstable direction of ¢; X ¢_, and then the two neutral directions. We
can then proceed as in equation (L20). The rest of the argument is the same
as before apart from the fact that the weakest contraction is now given by

51 Here and in the sequel we suppress the A dependence in the constants to simplify the
notation.
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the case in which all the vector fields act on the component with the smallest
time, hence the min{t, s} factor. Then we can proceed exactly as in section

z1} O

Lemma 6.3. For each p+q < r —1, ¢ € {0,...,d — 1}, and for each
R(z) = a > oy, the operator

£) n __ 1 > > n—1_—z(t+s £)
R2 (Z) = m/o /0 (tS) e ( )‘Ct,s dtdS (67)
satisfies
£ n —2n
||| <Cata—an
p,q,¢,2
21,402 (J]+1)
R(Z) nh < C “ p,4q,%,
H‘ 2 (Z) pal2 p,q, (CL o+ %)2n + (CL O'Z)2n H‘ H‘p 1,q+1,¢,2

Hence RO (z) is a linear operator on By with spectral radius bounded by
(R(2) — 0r)™? and essential spectral radius bounded by (R(z) — op + 282)72.

Proof. Again the proof follows closely Subsection 4.2 and more precisely
Lemma The only difference rests in the need to decompose the domain
of integration of (6.17) into four pieces: A; = {(¢,s) € R2 : t <ty,s <o},
Ay ={(t,s) e RL : ¢t <tg,s>to}, A3 ={(t,s) €RZ : t >ty,s <ty} and
Ay =A{(t,s) e RE : t >tg,s > to}.

The estimate of the integration over A, follows verbatim the argument in
Lemma [4.6], except that one then obtains (instead of equation (4.29)))

Cpq(ts)"
/ / n_ 1 12¢la—o¢](t+s)+min{t,s}top,q |||h'|||p7q7g72 dtds

Cpqllzl +1)
(CL JZ) ||| |||p l,q+1,,2"

(6.8)

+
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Next we estimate the following integral.

—[a o¢](t+s)—min{t,s}op q ts) 1 00 la—og](t+s)—top,q ts)n1
// . (ts) =2/dt/ds€ '2(3)
to n - 1) to t (n - 1)

2 ¢S] tn+k—1€—(2a—2ae+ap,q)t
HEN P :
%! Jo (@ — og)"™

n—1
_ _ n+k—1 (a— o)
<2(2a— 200+ 0,4) "(a—00)"
( 14 pa) ¢) ;( n—1 )(2a 20 + 0pg)F

<(a—op+ @) "(a— o)™

2
Similarly, the integrals over A,, A3 are bounded by
/ dt / as T Coale” oo
(n—1)2 (a—og)mn! = (@ — oy + Z52)%n

(a—oe+789)%Hge

provided n > @ ey by analogy with (#28)). The estimate of the
integral over A; is treated similarly. O

6.3 Tensor representation of the trace

Following the scheme of [32], we define a suitable delta like functional acting

on B’gﬁ‘“ and we construct an approximation scheme for such a functional.
For each f,g € Q4(M), we define

5aﬂwam>i/;ugmwM@y (6.9)

Such a definition extends by linearity and density to all sections in the closure
of QgT(M ) with respect to the C" topology. Thus we obtain

ZZ/ ba,p(7, 7) ( ) (Wa,i(T), wg () war ()

a,8 1,7

—2/% S (, Jon ().
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Given k. as in Definition B.6, we set J.(z,y) = 0 if d(z,y) > J, otherwise we
set

Je(z,y) = Z Va(y) - JO(Y) - £e(Oa(T) — Ou(y))wai(T) Awaz(y). (6.11)

Lemma 6.4. For each h € Qy (M), we have that

lim (... h) 55(h). (6.12)

o) =

Proof. For f,g € QL(M), let h = m} f A m5g, then
m(Je, h) oo =/ (Jo T f AT59) (2w (2) A wisr(y)
e—0 2,5 M2

—tiny [ 3700 (0)8uls) - 5-(Oul) ~ €ulp))(f )02 (x) Ar )

e—0

The result follows, for h of the above form, by integrating with respect to y.
We can extend this result to a generic h by linearity of the scalar product
and by density (see footnote [49)). O

Next we need the equivalent of Lemma [3.4] the proof is omitted since it
is exactly the same as before, starting from the space Q4 (M) and choosing
k appropriately.

Lemma 6.5. There exists an injective immersion 75 : Bo%* — (QgT(M))/
~ !/
Lemma 6.6. The current &5 extends uniquely to an element of <B§’q’z> .

Proof. Since gg’q’g is defined by the closure of the sections in Q5 ., it suffices
to prove that there exists ¢ > 0 such that d5(h) < ¢ IR, .00

Let Wp = {(x,y) € M? : x = y} and recall that §% corresponds to
integrating on such a manifold by (6.10). If x € U, we can foliate Wp, in
the local chart V,,, with the manifolds W, ¢, € 5 given by the graph of the
functions Gy(x*, y*) = (2%, 4%, s, 2%, y", s). Accordingly,

85(h) < Z/ds

/ (Vo (2)wai Awai, B)| < Cyllhllo,g.e2- O
Wa,Gs
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At this point, we would like to make sense of the limit of J. in B’quvf.
Unfortunately, this can be done only at a price.

Lemma 6.7. For R(z) sufficiently large, the sequence Rgz)(z)ﬁtmtojﬁ is a
Cauchy sequence in Bg’q’é. We call 65(z) the limit of such a sequence.

Proof. Let us start by showing that the sequence is bounded in l?quvf. Let
g € I'Y,, then by recalling the definition of the norms (see BI0), of the

operators RY)(z) and by using equation (A4)F] we have that

| @@t = [ dsare s [ o
Wapa RZ Wa.p.c (6.13)

a,

X J¢S+to (y)<(*¢:+to* X¢is—t0)g> JE)> © ¢—t—t0 (ZL’) X ¢s+t0 (y)

Note that, provided ty has been chosen large enough, the tangent spaces of
the manifold ¢_;_;, X ¢s14y(Wa ) are strictly contained in the cone C L.

Let € C*(R,R,), supp(p) C (—0,0), p(—t) = p(t), be such that
> nen Dt +nd) =1 for all t € R. Let

Fn,m(xa Y, ta S) = J¢—t—t0 (¢n6+to (x))J¢s+t0 (¢—m6—to (y))

x det (D (¢—n6—t0 X ¢m6+t0)|TWa,B,G> o ¢n6+t0 X ¢—m6—to (Z’,y)

By the change of variable (z/,y") = ¢_ns—ty X Pms+to (%, y), ([6I3]) becomes

Z/ ds dt p(—t + nd)p(s — md)e >+

n,meN

X / Fn,m ’ <(*¢;€k+t0 * X¢i5_t0)g, Je> © ¢—t+n6 X ¢s—m6-
¢

—nd—tg X¢m6+t0 (Wa,B,G)

Note that if (xay) € ¢—n6—to X ¢m6+to(Wa,B,G) and Yy € supp ,lvb'ya then the
integrand is different from zero only if x € U,. Thus, for each connected

component W of O—no—to X OPmotto(Wa,p.c) Nsupp ¢g X supp ¢, by the same
arguments used in the proof of Lemma [3.7] there exists a manifold W, € X,
W, C U, such that oW, N [supp ¥,]* C 9([supp,]?) and the property

that the integral of (f,J.) on W equals the integral on W, for each f.

52 To apply such a formula to the present case, we have to use it together with equations
©2), [63), and then extend it by density.
53 Since J, is different from zero only if both coordinates belong to U.,.
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Let {W, 1}k, ... be the collection of such manifolds. Recalling equation
(6.11)), we can then rewrite the previous formulaP? by setting ¢ = +t — nd,
s’ = s —md. Thus we obtain

~( I\ —z(t'+s"+(n+m)d)
SN X [dsapwse s

n,meN ’*/G.A,EGI kEK'y,n,m

X / me(llf, Y, t, + 7’1,5, S, + m5) : ,lvb'y o ¢8’(y)<]@'y o ¢8/(y)
w.

v,k

X K2(04(¢—r(2)) — ©4(ds(y)))

X <(*¢:’+to+n6 * ng*—s’—to—mé).Q? w%; A w'y,f> o ¢—t’ X ¢s’-
Recall that the manifolds ©.,(W, ) are graphs of the typ
Gr(2®,y*) = (2 + &°, H*(2%, y"), H*(2*, y"*), y" + 9", H{ (2°,y"), H)(z*, y"))
where, since T@;l(W%k) € C%, max{||0, H"|| + |0 H*||, 0, H"|| + |0, H*||} <

%. It is then natural to set Gy = @;1 o G and

ﬁfy,n,m,k,i(xs> yu’ S, t) = F’y,n,m(Gf;l o Gk(xsa yu)’ i+ né, s+ m5)
X [JO, -1,] o @;1(Gk(x5,y“) +(0,0,0,5)) x JG(z*, ")
X <(*¢;€k+to+n5 * XQS*—s—to—mé)ga Wy i A w’y,i> o @;l(Gk(xsa yu) + (O> Oa t> S))

We can then continue our computation and write

Z Z Z /detﬁ(t)ﬁ(s)e—z(t-i-s-i-(n—l—m)é)
R2

n,meN ’*/G.A,EGI kEK'y,n,m
s up (S U
X / dx dy F’y,n,m,k,i(x Y at> S) (614>
Rd-1

x e g1 (7@ — H (2%, y") + 25, H(2°, y") — y* — "))
X k(T (H (2%, ") — H? (2%, y") —t — 5)).

54 To be precise we should treat separately the terms with n = 0 or m = 0, we leave this
as an exercise for the reader since it is quite simple to handle, although a bit cumbersome.

55 We drop the subscript n, m, ~, k from &, ¢, H*, H*, H%!, H%2 in the following equation
since it is clear that such graphs depends from all these choices. Moreover we drop n,m,y
from Gy, since it will be always be clear which open set we are considering.
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6.3 Trace representation 6 TENSORIAL OPERATORS

Note that we have| F|jco < C|lg|lco as in equation (I4). In addition, the
map = defined by

é— — :L,s _ Hs(xs’yu) _i_:'f,/,S,
n=H"(z"y") —y" - 4",
t/ — HO,l(l,s’yu) _ H0,2(l,s’yu) —t— s,

=3

(6.15)

is locally invertible, hence it can be used as a change of variables. Thus,
setting a = R(z), we can bound (G.14) by

Z Z Z Cze—a(n-i-m)éHgHCo < C, Z e(htop(¢1)_a)(n+m)6HgHCo

n,meN vy€A K€Ky nm n,meN
< C.(a = hiop(é1))*[lgllco-
Which, taking the sup on the manifolds and test forms, yields

|79 8 < O = hiopl(91))

Oiqiz7272

Next, given € > ¢’ > 0, by using equation (6.14]), (6.15]) and the intermediate
value theorem we have, for $(z) large enough,

/ <g, Rg)(z)ﬁto,toje - Rg)(z)ﬁto,tojs’>
Wa,,B,G

<Cyr Y>> /R d¢ dndt' ds' e

n,meN ’*/G.A,EGI k€K~ n,m i
X [F%n,m,ki(é-v 7, t/a 8/> - ny,n,m,k,g(ou Ov 07 8/>:| . [HE((é-v 7, t/)) - ’%E’((ga n, t/>>]
< C.e™™Y g ca

where ., ., .7 are funcfions which satisfy HIF%an’k,chp < CypeC# (™) This
proves the Lemma for BY**. The extension to By'** is treated similarly after
integrating by parts p times. O

We can finally present a description of the trace that does not involve any
limit (although, unfortunately, not for the operators we are interested in).

Lemma 6.8. For each z € C, R(z) large enough, n € N and s,t € RT, we
have that , , - ,
o) (B (2 £088) = 0 (RO £, ). (6.16)
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6.3 Trace representation 6 TENSORIAL OPERATORS

Proof. Let Ry (2, s,t) = 65 (Rgé)(z)"ﬁgfs)géz)). From Lemma and equa-
tion (6.10) we obtain

o

Rz, 8, 1) —hmZ/ war () o (z ( (2 )"ﬁﬁ)to,sﬂojs)” (z,7)

/ -1 —z(t’—l—s )

iy Y / sy n—m | nre)in(a) 037051 6

a, 3,1,
X Ke(Op(P—t—t—ty (7)) — Op(Psr+s+1()))
X (_1>£(d_5) <¢it/_t_towﬁ,ja Wa,5>ﬂc<waﬁv *(b:’—l—s—l—to * wﬁ,j>x-

Next, we sum over 7, o and use (IED to obtain

/ -1 —z(t +s')

R(z,s,t) = 11_1;112/ 'dt (t's SN /M [15JO8] © horysity(T)

X Ks(96(¢s’+s+to( )) - @5(¢—t’—t—to(x)))

X J¢s’+s+to <¢* t—t—s'—s—2t0 W8, wﬁ75> © ¢s’+s+t0 (flf)
t/ l n—1 —z(t’-l—s) o
. / _ ; _
= ll_I)%E :/R2 s'dt’ EEIP /]V[<wﬁ7j’Et’+s’+t+s+2to~76ﬁ7j,$>’

where, in the last line, we have changed variables and used (5.2). Next, after
the change of variables v = t' + &', u = t/, we integrate in u (the integral
is given by the f-function) and recall (5.3]) to obtain the statement of the
Lemma. 0

At last we can start harvesting the benefits of the previous results. By
Lemma B3 we have R (2) = P{(2) + UL (2) where P{(2) is a finite rank
operator and the spectral radius of U (2) is bounded by (R(z) — o, + Tpa)=2,
Recall that by Lemma B8 we have R (z) = PY(z) + U®(z) where PY)(2)
is a finite rank operator and the spectral radius of U (z) is bounded by
(R(2) — 00+ 0p4) " In addition,

PO)UO(2) = U0 () PO(2) =0; BP0 (2) = U (2) P (2) = 0.

Lemma 6.9. There exists Cy > 0 such that, for each t,s € Ry, n € N and
z € C, a=R(z) > Cy, we have that

o) (PO L0088 (2)) = tr (PO L) (6.17)
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6.3 Trace representation 6 TENSORIAL OPERATORS

Proof. Recalling (6.6) and ([A.4]) we can write, for R(z) sufficiently large,

<Rgé)(z)n£t+to,s+t0‘]5a Wi(f) N W;(g»gé,s
(t/S/)n_l * * * Lk (618)
_ /Rgl‘i/]\f[lf/ R (e T (kDo ¥ ) AT (D7 5 —19))-

By taking the limit ¢ — 0, since the integrals are uniformly convergent
with respect to time (as in equation (5.6, by a rough bound on the growth
of the number of orbits), and recalling Lemma and equation (6.12)) we
obtain

@) _\n SO« * . (t’S’)"_l(*@fﬂm*f, ¢*—s’—s—tog>
R G L8 (1) Arila) = [ s o

(t/ /)n—le—z(t’—l—s’)

_ £(d—0) "
- ( 1) / ds dt (n _ 1)'2 / <f7 ¢—s—t—s’—t’—2tog>
Fenlpn=l(1 — -l (6.19)
= (—1)4d=0 d d n e
/]R;+ T/ 77 Aj<f’ ¢—7’— —5—2 og>

n _ 1)]2627—
- (_1)f(d—€) / dr T 1<f, (b*—r—t—s—2tog>
Ry x M (2n — 1)le*™

= (_1)Z(d_£) <f, R(Z)2n£t+s+2tog>ﬂlv

since the dn integral in the third line is given by the S-function. By the von
Neumann expansion, for $(z) and (&) large enough, we have

(E1—RY(2)) 7 L, 08(m (F)ATy () = (1) @I (f, (€1—(R(2) D)) Losssranng)os

Since both expression are meromorphic in the region {|¢| > (a—oy+%2) 2},
it follows that they must agree on such a region. Given a curve v surrounding
the region {|¢| < (@ — oy + %%)7?}, we can use standard functional analytic
caleulusd to obtain

[Uy’(z)} £oafblh) = 5 € (61— ROE) cBinde

o(d—0)
/f f]l R(Z( ) ) £t+s+2tog>9§df

=(/, U(Z (2 ) £t+s+2tog>9§

56 See [25], for example.
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6.3 Trace representation 6 TENSORIAL OPERATORS

Furthermore, we have
PO 20880 = (. PO Lir s 9o (6.20)

Since P)(z)?™ is a finite rank operator, it follows that P®)(2)*™ L\ o,
is also finite rank on B, .. Thus there exist uni € B, 4 Vmk € Bpgr,
ke {l,...,L}, such that

L
<.fa P(Z)( ) £t+s+2tog Z f Umk QLUm, k(g)

k=1

Next, we define the mollification of an element h € Qj , by

M2,€(h'> (LL’, y) = Z Z Qﬂa(l’, y)¢ﬁ (LL’, y)wa,g(x) A wﬁ75(y>
B i (6.21)
e [ r(@u(e) = OrelOsly) b (077(6). 05" ()

By duality, we can define the mollificator M _ on the currents. Following
the same reasoning as in Lemma [3.7 we have that M, _, restricted to Bf;”q”f,
is a bounded operator which converges, in the sense of Lemma [3.7] to the
identity when ¢ — 0.

A direct computation shows that My . (77 (f)A75(g)) = 77 (M. f)Ams(M.g),

hence (6.20) implies
My {|P22)] " £0sdh | (h) = (MLf, PO LoroionMeg)or

Note that the value on the product sections determine unlquely the current
(see footnote [@9)). In fact, since M, [P(Z (2)]™L; 05 and Zk+1 Ty (MLvp k) A
75 (MLu,, 1) agree on each element of the type i (f)Am;(g), they agree as cur-
rents. Thus, by Lemma[6.5] they are the same element of Bg’q”. Accordingly,
by Lemma [6.6] and equation (6.9)), we finally obtain that

52( ()L, saf) = lim 4, (Mge ()L, saf)

= lim Z 8o (77 (ML vy 1) A 75 (MLt 1))

e—0

L L
= lim <M;Um,k7 M;um,k> = Z um,k(vm,k>7

e—0
k=1
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6.3 Trace representation 6 TENSORIAL OPERATORS

O

Thus we reduced the computation of the “flat trace” to that of a trace of
a matrix.

Lemma 6.10. For each p+q < r—1, z = a+1ib € C with a > Cy,
p> (a—og+22)" we have, for each n € N, that

(RO (2)") — tr(PO(2)")] < Chgaget” (6.22)

Proof. Lemma yields, for all n,m,k € N, |m — k| < Cy, the following
ugly, but useful, formula

gm— ltk 1 —z(t—l—s) . _
/ dt / s T V(RO el a0

t to M 1 _ S)k—le—zt ,
— 0) 2n
L dt/to o Sy R

b (0) (N 2ntmtk 2o il
—t wmeky gy L
(RT(2) ) /0 (m+k—1)!

to gm— 1 k 16 b © on

On the other hand by the spectral decomposition of R,, as in Lemma [6.3],
and Lemma follows, for each p > py > (a — op + 22)71,

§m— ltk 1 —z(t—l—s) . _
/ dt / s T REAODIY
s 1tk lg=2(t+s) (0) )/ \n p(0) <(0) Cpqm#%n
/dt/ds o % 0 (P2 (2)"Le=t 51002 >+(9 (W)

P ltk 1 —z(t+s) C 2n
) N\2n pL P.gsp1 M1
/dt/ds( = tr (PO(2) £t+s>+0<(a—ag)m+k)

Finally, recall again that the number of periodic orbits of length t grows at
most exponentially. Hence, by Lemma [5.1] there exists A > o, such that

| 0" (R(2)2"Ly)| < Cyla — A)~2re while |tr (p(f)( )2 L4, )| < Cyla—

oy)2"e”*. We can use such estimates to evaluate the integrals in (6.23) and

(6.23)
e—zt trb(R(Z) (Z)2n£t)
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7 CONTACT FLOWS

obtain,
C Iu2n C ta™
b/ ) (\2n+m+ky ) ( .\ 2n+m+k Pq@,p1 H1 #40
‘tl" (RY(2) ) —tr (P (2) )‘ S(a — o)tk (@ — A)2rtRon]
N C’#(2t0)m+k

(a— A2 (m+ k)

To conclude we choose m = (n, |m — k| < 1. Note that the last two terms

are smaller than p***"+* provided n > Cﬁtgo -z, while the first term on
Cla—A) TPt e
-1
the left is bounded by Clup® ™ provided we choose ( = —2__ [

pt(a—o, ")

7 Contact flows

The results of the previous sections suffice to prove that the (ryene is mero-
morphic, yet provide very little information on the location of its zeroes and
poles. Such a knowledge is fundamental to extract information from the (
functions (e.g. counting results). In section [§ we provide an approach to
gain such informations, partially inspired by [31], based on a Dolgopyat type
estimate on the norm of the resolvent. We are not aware of a general ap-
proach to gain such estimates apart for the case of C'! or Lipschitz foliations
[14], 144, 45] and the case of contact flows (|29, [46]). In the following we will
restrict to the latter since it covers the geometrically relevant case of geodesic
flows in negative curvature. Our approach follows roughly [29] Section 6] but
employs several simplifying ideas, some from [5], some new.

In the case of contact flows d must be odd, d, = d, and we can, and
will, assume that the contact form « in coordinates reads (see [5l, section 3.2,
Appendix A] for details)

(@El)*a =dxg — (2°,dz") = ap

where (2%, 2%, 74) € R% x R% x R = R? is a point in the chart.
The extra information that we need, and that can be gained in the contact
flow case, are bounds on the size of the resolvent R, (z) for (z) large.

Remark 7.1. Since in the following we are mainly interested only in the
case L = dg we will often drop the scripts dg in the relevant objects.
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7.1 Dolgopyat’s estimate 7 CONTACT FLOWS

7.1 Dolgopyat’s estimate

Let a = R(z) > g4, be fixed once and for all. For a fixed C5 > 0, to be

chosen later small enough, define ¢, = C5(a — 04,)"'e™! and

~ o0 =1
. —zt
Ro(2)h = / dt e e 1)!£th.

aTl

then, bounding e~ ||| L[]y, 4. by one, integrating and using Stirling for-
mula, for each ¢ > 0 gives that

IRy = Raton

< Cyla—0a,)"C5 IAllg g, - (7T-1)

0,9,ds

<cofr

Moreover, for ¢,n > to, it is easy to check that ’H }A%n(z) H

0,g,ds 0,q.ds

Thus, it suffices to estimate the latter norm.

In the following arguments it turns out to be convenient to introduce
norms similar to the one used in [29]. We did not use them in the previous
sections since they do not allow to keep track of the higher regularity of the
flow.

Definition 7.2. We define norms ||-||. as the norm |-y, 4. with the only
difference that the set % is replaced by the set X%, defined as the elements of
33 which are subsets of a strong stable manifold. Also, let V" be the set of
continuous vector fields tangent to the strong unstable direction, of norm one,
and C* when restricted to any unstable mam’fold. We then define ||h||" =
sup,eyu || Lohllggq4,- To conclude we define the norm ||-[|; = [|-[|7 + |||

Before starting the real work let us fix some notation and recall some
facts.

Remark 7.3. Let w be the Holder reqularity of the strong foliations and w,
the Holder regularity of the Jacobian of the associated holonomy. Then, in

the contact flow case, w > f—x and tw, > /\l For a manifold W € ¥*
+ +

let W = Upy<stW. For each two nearby manifolds W, W' € %, let Hy,y :

W — W’ be the unstable holonomy, then ||JHww||c=« + |[Hww|c= < Cy.
We set w = %, @’ = min{l, w}.

5TNote that such vector fields determine a unique flow on each unstable manifold, hence
a unique global flow, even if they are only continuous on the manifold. Thus the corre-
sponding Lie derivative is well defined.

58 See [30] for a quick explanation and references or [21) 22 23] for more details.
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7.1 Dolgopyat’s estimate 7 CONTACT FLOWS

Lemma 7.4. For each q > 0, « € A, W/W' € X,, g € ng’q(W) and
h e Qs let g=go HywJHww:. We have that

'/~,<g,h>—/w<g,h>‘ < Cud(W, W'Y ||h||" .

Proof. Let {WT}TE[OJ] be a smooth foliation interpolating between W and
W'. Also let H, be the holonomy between W and W.. Define g, € I' gs’O(WT)
by g-(x) = 3"5(g; - JH ') o Hy ' (2) wa,i(7), then

/~,<gl,h>—[w<go,h>I/OI%/NT<gT,h>Z/OI%/WVZ%@OHT.

By the implicit function theorem it follows that %hg o H, = (Lyh;) o H, for
some v € V*. From this the Lemma readily follows. O

Lemma 7.5. For eachn € (0,w,), t € (ty,00) and h € Q% we have

1Pl . = IR
||h||0,1+n,ds < C# ||h||;

Proof. The first inequality is obvious since the sup in the definition of the
norm is taken on a larger set. To prove the second note that Lemmal[7.4] allows
us to compare the integral on a manifold in ¥ with a close by manifold in 3*
implying

1l < Co IR + Cp IR

O
We are now ready to state and prove the main estimate of this section.

Proposition 7.6. Let ¢; be a contact flow such that @' > % Then for each

n € (0,w.), there exist C1,v,a0,bo > 0 such that, for each h € ngl(M),
v € (0,7%), 2 =a+ib with a > ag + 0q4,, |b] > by and n > CyIn|b|, we have

* C _ .
< SO IR, -

Hﬁn(z)h n ﬁ
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7.1 Dolgopyat’s estimate 7 CONTACT FLOWS

Proof. First note that, for each v € V¥, L,¢*,h = ¢*,L4_,),»h and, by the
Anosov property, |[(¢_;).v]|co < Cue™||v]|co.

I£:h]" < Cye™ Sup 1L (L) g 0.0, < Cpe™ @OV IR|". (7:2)

Thus R "
||| < Cula = oa, + D ) (7.3)

The other part of the norm is much harder to study. Let us start by noticing
that the proof of the second inequality in Lemma [£.3] can be used, as in
Lemma [4.6], to yield

. T
77_( O'—i—)\)

Hﬁn(z)h

W 171, - (7.4)

It is then sufficient to consider the case h € QO ', g€ Fg”". In the following

we will set hy = £k, Tt is convenient to proceed by small time steps of size
r > 0, to be fixed later. Let p(t) = p(dt) where p is as in the proof of Lemma
[6.7. For n € N large enough, we must estimate (see ([L10))

/ dt/ac re g,cb hs) Z/n Z(d §>]{£;_trl_)ll)

keN

X / <*¢;&k *dg, h’s> o ¢—t+erW¢er¢—t o (bkr-
¢ krWa,c

(7.5)

Next, it is convenient to localize in space as well. To this end we need to
define a sequence of smooth partitions of unity.

For each i € Z4, let us define 2 = rd=33. We then introduce the partition
of unity @, ;(x) = Hlep(d%r_lzil —1;) (limited to the set B4(0,306)). Note
that it enjoys the following properties

(i) (I)r,i(Z) =0 for all z & Bd(xi7 r);

(ii) the collection {Bqy(x% r)}ien, (0,105 covers By(0,308) with a uniformly
bounded number of overlaps;

(iii) for each 7,4 we have ||V®, ;|1 < Cyur™t.
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7.1 Dolgopyat’s estimate 7 CONTACT FLOWS

Note that the collection in (ii) has a number of elements bounded by Cyr—¢
For each k € N let W, ¢ gk be the family of manifolds defined in (4.3,
with ¢t = kr, and set Wa,G,B,kr,i = {W € Wa,G,ﬁ,kr : @g(W) ﬂBd(SL’i, 7”) #+ (Z)}
For simplicity, let us adopt the notation Wi g; = Wa.c g.kri- For W € Wy g4
let Ty : W= Ute[—2r201 W — R be defined by ¢_,,, 2)(z) € W. Also set

Pk pi(r) = Vp(2)rs (O5(2))p(r~ 7w () [V (2) |7 (7.6)
Letting

~ _ (]{77” - TW)n_1JW¢kr © ¢—TW J¢TW
kB = Ph,Byi (—1)d=De—=kr—w) Ty (m — 1)] * Phrery ¥ 95

(7.7)

we can rewrite (Z.0]) as

/ dt/actne:t Z Z / r,Byi» Pus) - (7.8)

k,Bi WeWy,

Recalling (ZI6]), we have

“JW¢kr o ¢—T‘VV J¢—k7‘+TW * ¢Z7‘—TW * ngl,er;(ﬂ/) S C# (79)

Moreover, the derivative of gy 5; in the flow direction is uniformly bounded
as well. Next, for each 3,7 we choose the reference manifold Wg’(@gl(xi)) =

W@i € ZS, and deﬁne Wgﬂ; = W@iﬁ@gl(Bd(l'i, 27’)) and vagﬂ; = Ute[_gﬁgr} Cbt(WB,i)-
Let us set Hy, = Hpg;w. We can then rewrite the right hand side of ([.8])

multiplied by Z(d 0 adiq

Z Z / JHgiw  (Gr,5.0> hs) © Hpiw

kB WeWy 5.4

- r2(kr)teloas=Ns | p||
Z Z / (Orpiw,hs) + O < (n — 1)lela—oa,)kr ’

kB WeWy 5.4

(7.10)

59 Tirst, for each k € N, perform the change change of variables Ly : R x W — W
defined by Ly(t,y) = ¢—t+kr(y) and then introduce the partition of unity in space. Note
that this implies ¢ = kr — 7 (). Also, note that the same manifold W appears several
times. Yet, given the support of the functions, the value of the integral is the correct one.

60 Form now on we can use the norms on the manifolds and the norms in the charts
interchangeably, since they are proportional.

61



7.1 Dolgopyat’s estimate 7 CONTACT FLOWS

where, in the last line, we have used Lemma [.4], equation (Z.2]) and set
r,paw = Z JHgiw - Grp:5 © Haaw - wp 3. (7.11)
j

It is then natural to define

Ok,B,i = Z Gk,B,5,W - (7.12)
WeWy Bii

Recalling equations (7.6]) (7.9), and Appendix [D] one can easily comput

kr)™ 1e—ak7’
l8k.p.illon < Cyr™ (&lfl) #Wi.5,i- (7.13)

To conclude we need an estimate of the sup norm of the test forms and this
will follow from an L? estimate

94 dstl _ds+1
| Mol = Collansalen ™ lawallcn”
B,
Hence
2y ds+1
2 ds+1 2 ds
lonsallco < Collgnsall T lonsall 2 (7.14)

To compute theﬂlj)2 norm it is convenient to proceed as follows. Given W &€
Wi g.ilet {zw} = WnO5" ({2*+(0,7) }nes,, 0.r) beits “central” point. Also,
for each p > 0, consider the disks ﬁ;‘(W) = {Os(rw) + (0,4,0) }ueB,, 0,)-
Then, for a fixed g € (0, r) to be chosen later, let Ay g;(W) ={W' € Wy 5, :
Os(W') N ﬁZ(W) # 0} and By gi:(W) = Wi \ Ak (W) and set

Srpia = Z Z (Gr,.6W > Ir,B,i, ")

WeWy p,s W €A g+(W)

Grp,iB = Z Z (Gr,.6.W s Jea W)

WeWr, g,s WEBy, g,i(W)

61By #A we mean the cardinality of the set A.
%2Note that if f : R” — R, is a n-Holder function and zq satisfies f(xg) = || f]co,
then f(z) > | fllco — [|fllcnlzo — 2|7, thus f(z) > 3| flle for all z € B, (xzg,p) where

p=[Ifllco2l fllen) 7.

62



7.1 Dolgopyat’s estimate 7 CONTACT FLOWS

note that (gx 5., 9k,5,i) = Ok 3,4+ Ok s We will estimate the two terms by
separate arguments, the first being similar to [30, Lemma 6.2]@ the second
being the equivalent of [30, Lemma 6.3].

To simplify the notation we set: Dy, 5,; = %#Wkﬁ,i, b= %.

Lemma 7.7. If o < 57"(1“)%, for some ¢ > 0, then there exists g9 > 0 s.t.
1®1,64.4ll00 SCoDJ 5,7, (7.15)

Proof. Note that the number of elements in Ay g;(W) must correspond to
the number of intersections between Uye|_3535Wa,c and ¢, (Dy(W)) and,
since each intersection has a d-neighborhood in ¢,.(Dy(W)) that cannot
contain any other intersection, #A (W) < Cyvol(dp,(Dy(W))). On the
other hand, by the mixing property/®4 a disk in Grr(Dy(W)) with inner di-
ameter larger than Cy must intersect Usci_ss35Wa,q, thus #Ag5:(W) >
Cyvol(¢p,(Dy(W))). Similar arguments imply that #Wj, 5, is proportional
to vol(¢p-(D*(W))). We are thus reduced to estimating the ratio of two
volumes.

The simplest possible estimate is as follows{® let n be the largest integer
such that e’r < r=, now suppose that e*"p < §, it follows that at time
n the image of the smaller disk is contained in a disk of radius ¢ while the
image of the largest one contains at least 7~% such disks. By the results
in Appendix [C] such a ratio will persist at later times. Note that the above
condition is implied by o < §r(1+9%. O

Lemma 7.8. Setting |b| = 07>+ and r = o'~F'*<, for ¢ > 0, there exists

Yo > 0 such that
/N S5
WS

B,

< Cub0r™ DR 45 (7.16)

The proof of the above Lemma is postponed to Subsection [7.2]

63 But note that in the present case we obtain much weaker results. The difficulty stems
from the fact that the ambient measure is the measure of maximal entropy rather then
the Liouville measure.

64Recall that a contact flow on a connected manifold is mixing, [26].

65 It may be possible to improve on this by using some distortion estimate but we do
not see how.

63



7.1 Dolgopyat’s estimate 7 CONTACT FLOWS

Remark 7.9. Note that the conditions of the two Lemmata can be simulta-
neously satisfied only if <o > 2.

Substituting in ((ZI4) the estimates iven by (13), (CI5) and (TI6) we
&

obtain that there exists v > 0 such tha
l9k,.illco < CyDipilb] ™7 (7.17)

By (ZI3)) and (ZI7) and arguing as in the proof of (LIS, provided s > ¢,n
with n > Cy1n |b], for Cy large enough/*] we can rewrite the last integral in

([C10) as
Z/ (G0 hs)| < Cp S Dpsa(b™ + e r")vol(¢ Wg,> 1|2
ki 7 Wa, kB,

Note that 32, # W g5 Wi < Cr D_WeW, gpp |P—sW|. Thus, by Lemma
and Remark [C.4] S

k n— 1 bl -n
<o, Z T) \ |77 4 e~ Ansp) Al
leark 04, (kr+s) (718)

Z / (.4,

k,B,i
SC#(a—htop(¢1)) "1ol” "’eh“"”(d” 12115, -

Thus, by (Z8), (Z10), ([Z13),

Sl Ce [IB o)
2 < # S Y S . .
HR"(Z h 147 — (@ —og,)" [ (a —oq, + A)™ O (7.19)
Next, by (Z4), (Z19)
. Cp|Ratern| . .
R, (2)°h L " Ru(2)*h
H (2) n " (a—oq, + )" (a—og)" (2) 147 (7.20)

Cy (@ —og,)" - } .
2 + 677 R
_%a—mm%[@—0@+kw o] a

The above, and (Z.3]), imply the Lemma by choosing n appropriately. O

66Since, for all a, 3 >0, p € (0,1), o' PBP < a + 8.
67 So that the size of ¢_;Wp ; exceeds 6.
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7.2 A key (but technical) inequality 7 CONTACT FLOWS

The goal of this section easily follows.

Lemma 7.10. If ¢; is a contact Anosov flow with @' > %, then for each
n € (0,w,), there exist constants C4,%o,ao,bo > 0 such that for each n €
(0,2,), h € B4~ € (0,7), 2 = a + ib with a > ag + oq4,, |b| > by, and

n > Cy 1l |b|, holds true
12(2)"hlly a0, < Cnla = a)"" 077 [All,,q, -

Proof. By Lemma we have

C
(k+1)n #
H}R(z) hmm,ds = (@ —o04,)f(a — 04, + A)"

Cylb] n
(a_#igd)n IR Al 14 a. -

1AMl

_|_

Recalling ([.I]) and subsequent comments, it suffices to prove, for some k € N,

|| < Cola—oa) 0 L,

0,14n,ds

By Lemmata 3.7, and Proposition [7.6] we have

e L W
< Tl Rucoraan]

< % + Cyla — oq,) " b7 IMLAI[;,

< % + Cyula—aq) o™ [Rlly, a0, -

which, after choosing € = |b|™*77, n = C;In|b| and k = 2y~ + 2, proves the
Lemma. U

7.2 A key (but technical) inequality
We are left with the task of proving ([Z.16]).
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7.2 A key (but technical) inequality 7 CONTACT FLOWS

Proof of Lemma [7.8. This is the heart of Dolgopyat’s estimate. Given
W € Wypi and W' € By 5,:(W), we must estimate

/~ (Ok.p.aw> Gr piwe) = /~ JHgiw - JHgiw - Gr,p,4i © Hpaw
W W5, (7.21)

X Grpai© Hpaw

5T

It turns out to be convenient to write the above as an integral over W. More
precisely, let Dy B4(0,6) — R? be a flow box coordinate change preserving
the contact form ag and such that, setting ¥y = @gl o Uy, has the property
that Jw ({(£,0) }eeBy, 11 0,04m) C W and, more, contains the support of the
integranrojected on W via the unstable Holonomy@ We can then rewrite

(7.21) as™

/N (Or,p.aw> Gk piw:) = /df e 2 wrotw Q=L G, i (€), (7.22)

W5, Ba,41(0,2r)

where & = (€, &), Hyr = Hy; 5, 0w, and

) (]{;71 + TW)n—le—akr JW¢I€7‘+T\/V
) e * . 9
Gr i, W, W7 {‘Pkﬁ 1) Torm (%0f,pr * 9)i p 0 VW
(1{37’ —+ TW/)n_le_akr JW’¢I€7‘+TW/ ¥ ~
- Hivr
" {W} WD iy, | hrnwe ¥ 9lip o Hw
X Jﬁ[g’i’wu
Let us define N
A*(&) = w0 Hg s w (&) — &a, (7.23)

and note that A*(+ () — A*(¢) is exactly the so called temporal function
We let w(€) = (°(€), w*(€), wd(£)) = I3} o Fuws (€) — (€, 0). Then by Lemma

8 Such a coordinate change always exists, see [5, Lemma A.4].

69 By Appendix [Dlit follows that the image of W’ on 1% by the unstable holonomy is
strictly contained in a ball of radius 2r, provided r is small enough.
In the language of [30] (in which the role of the stable and unstable manifolds are

reversed) A*(€ + ¢) — A*(€) = A(y, y), where & = dw (£), y = Hw (&) and y' = dw (€ +
(€, 0)) with ¢ = (C, Ca)-
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7.2 A key (but technical) inequality 7 CONTACT FLOWS

we haved]

[A%(€ +¢) = A(€) — dao(w(§), Q) SCyllw|PICI + Cyllwl ™ IIC]12

I (7.24)
+ Cyllwl = Il =

We are left with the task of performing the integral in the lefthand side of
(C22)). The basic idea is to integrate first in a specially chosen (optimal)
direction. As such a direction can change wildly from point to point (at least
in the case of very low regularity of the foliations) we impose the condition

r= o m" e (7.25)
for some ¢ > 0. By Lemma [D.T] we have that

lw(€) = w(€+ Ol < Co(lw@INEIT + @I ICI) < Cge. (7.26)

Next, we consider the directions y; = (—w(0),0)||w(0)[|7!. By the cone
condition, ||w*|| < Cyxl|lw"|]. Hence, for £ € By, 41(0,7), [[w(§)] > o,

do(w(§),y:) = Cyllw™(€)]l- (7.27)

For each € € By, +1(0,7), (§,y;) = 0, we define [;(§) = {s € R : £+ sy; €
By, +1(0,7)} and consider the integral

/ ds 6_2A*(5+syi)gkﬁ,i’W,Wr’g(f + Syi) : (7'28)
15 (&)

It is then natural to divide the interval I;(£) in subintervals {s;, $;11 }iez such
that,

(s101 — si)dao(w(€ + siys), ys) = 2m|b| .
Let us set §; = s;11 — s; and w; = w(€ + s1y;), then, recalling (7.27), we have

Cylb| ™t < —— < Cylb| . (7.29)

Ot|wi|
v

Next, we must assume

"1 Tt may be possible to improve this estimate by going forward or backward in time to
the situation in which the two lengths are equal, but some non-obvious distortion estimate
would have to play a role to insure that the following “preferred” direction does not changes
too wildly.
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7.2 A key (but technical) inequality 7 CONTACT FLOWS

b] 7" < ro, (7.30)

to insure that I;(£) contains at least an interval. Note that Lemma [D.1] im-
plies that || Hy (€ +yssii1) — Hw (E+yis)) || < Cp max{dy, ||wi||6F'}. Hencd

sup |Gy siww i€+ 5Yi) — G paww i(§ + swi)| < C#Di,k

|s—s1<0;

x (r~tmax{0;, ||lw|| 67} + 07

wi])
(k,,r.)n—le—akr
(n—1)!

We can then bound (7.28) by

2.

l

where D,, , =

Si+1
/ oANT ) A G, ey )
s

o e L
+CyuD; (\b| Yw ||~ + 18] ||y ||* _'_‘()7@* .

Next, equations (Z.24)), (Z.29) yield

[ ]|*=
0]

|w’—2 1

+Cy

|A(§ + syi) — A™(E + s1ys) — (s — sp)dao(wr, yi)| < Cy

|b‘1+w’ ’

Recalling (7.25]) and (7.26]), we can continue our estimate of (7.28)) as

2

l

Si41 g
/ dS e_z(s_sl)dao(wl’yl)gkﬁ,i,W,W’j(g + Slyl)

51

11—, 2—oo’ o' —2 —’
T r T
+C#Di7kr(|b|_1g_1r_l + ¢ )

+—t +
L e N U

We remark that the integrals in the first line are all bounded by Cy|b|~14;.
By the above equation, integrating in the remaining directions and 1ettin

Dk,n,ﬁ,i = Dk,n#Wkﬂ’qj and ‘b|—1 — 92—w +2¢

™2 We remark that ||J Hg i w (€) — JHgsw (€ + C)|| < Cyllwi||||IC]|®+, see Appendix D
73 The choice for p satisfies the constraints
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8 GROWTH OF (-FUNCTIONS

equation (7.22) yields

/V &S.5,i,B
Wi,

which gives the required inequality. O

2

/ 1 _ <
< C#Dli,nﬁ,i [Qw S 4+ H—w/] ,rds-i-l < C#Dli,n,ﬁ,i|b| [ ——— Tds—i—l.

8 Growth of (-functions

We start by showing that the estimates in section [Z.I] imply a bound on the
growth of the traces. To this end note that the previous results show that
tr’(R(2)"), which is well defined for R(z) large enough, equals a function
meromorphic in R(z) > o, — %2, for each p +¢ < r — 1. It is then natural
to use tr’(R(2)") to also denote such an extension.

Lemma 8.1. There ezists T, B > 0, A > hio,(¢1), such that, for eachn € N,
2€C,2A>a=R(z) > A, b=S(2) ¢ [-B, B],

| tr"(R(2)")| < Cylb(a — o, +7)7".
Proof. By Lemma 5.l and equation (5.10) follow, for each L > 1 and € < ¢,

|t (R(2)")| < / 3 (wais RO(2)" (enia))e| + Cpela — Co) " + CleCrtn
M =

< Cpe™# |R(2)"lly g, + Cpela — Co) ™" + Ce™ 1"

Next, given b € R, large enough, let z = a + b, a = ag + 04, and ¢ > 0.
Also, let n, = [CyIn|b|] and write, for any n € N, n = k,np + r, 7 < M.
Lemmata [.10 and [£6] imply, for B large enough,

Cn|b] =1k |b|e i (n Ca=rIn b bre—3n

()"l g0, < (

(8.1)

a—og4,)" (a—aq)" ~ (a—oq )"

Let us set C, = ©2194s  We can then chose & depending on n by requiring

a—0o4s ~
Cue=C#[b|7e™2™ = Cuee®e. This, provided A is large enough and e~#% =

(24 — 04, + 1)~ yields
|t (R(2)")] < Cyla—04,)"b["e™ 3" + Cyla — oq, +1)"

implying the result. O
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Lemma 8.2. In the region {z € C : R(2) € [hnp(P1) — T, 00)} Cructie
is mon zero and has only a simple pole at z = h,,,(¢1). Moreover, setting
D ={zcC : R(2) € [hiop(d1) — 7s, A] ;|S(2)| = B} we have

CRuctie(2)| < Cpe“#F™  for all z € D

d
‘E In Cryene(2)| < Cylz|™  forall z € D.

Proof. If 7, is chosen small enough, then all the determinants ©, ¢ # d,, are
analytic and bounded in the considered regions and hence, recalling equation
(2.3)), it suffices to study Dg4,(z). In view of Lemma 2.10 we start by studying
D4, (E—2,€). Fix 2 € D and consider £ = A+iS(z). Then, recalling Lemma
b1

n

D.(2) = D, (OB (€ — 2,6) = D (€) exp <— yolem ) tﬂR(&)”)) .

n=1

Note that ©,4,(€) is uniformly bounded in z5. By Lemma (81]) it follows that

which is convergent provided R(zp) > hyop (1) — Tu
Next, by the same argument as above, the logarithmic derivative

[e.e]

d
Iy (2) =) (- 2" 0’ (RE)").
n=1
is bounded as claimed in the required domain. O

Appendices

A External Forms: a toolbox

In this appendix we collect together for the reader’s convenience some useful
formulae. Most of them are a direct application of [24] Section 2]).
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A EXTERNAL FORMS: A TOOLBOX

Given a Riemannian d dimensional manifold M, for each x € M, ( €
{0,...,d} and vy, ..., v, w1, ..., wp € TXM we deﬁn

(Vi A= ANvgwy A -+ A wg) = det((v;, wy)). (A1)

Assuming bilinearity, the above formula defines uniquely a scalar product
among /-forms.

Let wys be the Riemannian volume form on M. We define a duality from
¢ to d — ¢ forms via (see [24, (2.1.6)])

(v, whwyr = (=149 A sw = (=1)4Dw A xv = xv A w. (A.2)

Since such a formula must hold for each ¢-forms, the (d — ¢)-form *w is

Wy”

uniquely defined. The operator “x” is the so called Hodge operator. In
particular, equation ([AZ2)) implies the following equalities

(w,xw) = (—=1)" (v, w) ; xxv= (=1 (xv,*%w) = (v,w). (A.3)

It is also natural to define a scalar product

(f. 9o, = /M (F, 9o wont (@),

Next, consider a smooth diffeomorphism F : M — N, for M, N Riemannian
manifolds. Let det(DF) be determined by F*wy = det(DF)wy; then

(F*f,9) = (=1) det(DF) - F*(f,(F~')" x g). (A.4)
To prove this, we just compute

(F*f,q)wy = F*f Axg=F*(f Axx (F~1)* xg)
= (=) OF((f, +(F )" % g)wn)
— (=)0 det(DF) - (f,#(F 1)  g) o F - wns.

In particular, letting (£*)" be defined by (F*v, w)qe = (v, (F*)'w)qe, we have

«(F*) = (F1)" x|

7 By duality the scalar product in T, M induces a canonical scalar product in 7M.
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B ORIENTABILITY

The above formulae yield a formula for the Lie derivative: let Z be a vector
field and F; the flow generated by Z. Then, by differentiating F;*(v,w) =
det(DF)~Y(F} % v, *Fw) with respect to t at t = 0, it follows that

Ly(v,w) = —(v,w)div Z + (Lz(xv), *w) + (v, Lyw)

= —(w,w)divZ + (=1)¥ (L, (%v), w) + (v, Lyw). (4.5)

We will also be using the relation (see [Il, Proposition 2.2.19] for the details)
LzF*w = F*LF*Z’LU. (A6)

In addition, note that if {dz;} is an orthogonal base of T* M, then {dz; =
dz;, A ---Adx;,} is an orthonormal base of A“T*M, where i = (iy,...,4) is
an ordered multi-index (i.e. i < igy1). Then

*d:l'f_ == 5( )dl’,c

where i€ is the ordered (d — ¢)-multiindex such that dx; A daje = £(i)wys and
e(i) is the sign of the permutation m(1,...,d) = (i1, ..., 4,1, ..., ,).
Let vV be a rescaling of the vector field V. Recall that, by definition,
Op = %gb*_th}tzo = —Lyh for h € Qé’s. Hence for all t € R, by the
properties of Lie derivatives (for iy as in equation (3.14))),

Lo (Lh) = YLy (LOR) + dy A (L)

=y Lo onm)| = LX)

s=0

(A7)

B Orientability

Here we prove some simple facts about orientability of the invariant distri-
butions for Anosov flows and discuss how to modify the arguments of this
paper in the non orientable case. We believe some of the following results to
be well known but we could not locate a simple reference, so we add them
for the reader convenience.

Lemma B.1. For each geodesic flow on an orientable compact Riemannian
manifold My of negative sectional curvature, the unstable and stable distri-
bution are orientable.
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B ORIENTABILITY

Proof. We present the proof for the unstable distribution, the proof for the
stable distribution being exactly the same by reversing time. Remember that
the geodesic flow takes place in M = T M, the unitary tangent bundle. If
we assume that M, is d dimensional, then M is 2d — 1 dimensional and the
unstable space is d — 1 dimensional.
Given a geodesic v, let (J,J") € T(T'M) be a Jacobi fields along it. We

have then [I3, Chapter 5.2]

D2

2L RO, )Y (1) = 0

where %, is the covariant derivative and R is the curvature tensor. We can
recall that £.J = J’ and that we can assume that both J(t) and J'(t) are
perpendicular to %fy(t). If we then define the quadratic form Q(J,J") =
(J,J'), we have [13, chapter 3.3]

%Q(J, J) = (S T) = (4, R(Y(1), J(0)Y (1)
= (J.J) = K/ (), J0) [l (t) A T(@)]* > 0.

This means that the cone {(J,J") € T(TM) : Q(J,J") > 0} is invariant
under the flow, thus the unstable vectors must belong to such a cone. Given
a point ¢ € My and (¢,p) € M, let us consider the tangent space T(q M.
Let (0q,6p) € E"(q,p) C T(p,yM. By the above discussion we have (d¢,p) =
(0p,p) = 0 and that (0,dp) € E“ implies dp = 0. Finally, let E“(q,p) =
span{E"(q,p), V}, where V' = (p,0) is the vector field generating the geodesic
flow. Accordingly, if we denote the canonical projection 7w : M — M, defined
by 7(q,p) = q, we have that «, : E“(q, p) — T,M is an isomorphism. Indeed,
if (6q,dp) € E*, then we can write 0g = fp + £ and dp = 7, where 5 € R,
and (§,n) € E*. Accordingly, if d¢ = 7.(dq,dp) = 0, then 5 =0 and £ = 0,
which in turns imply n = 0.

To conclude note that since Mj is orientable, then there exists a volume
form w on Mj. But then @ = iy (7*w) is a volume form on each E", therefore
the bundle is orientable. O

The above result is false for general Anosov Aows[T Yet, it is often
possible to keep track of the orientation of an orbit by a simple multiplicative
factor as follows.

7> We let K denote the sectional curvature.
76 For example consider the map f : T? — T? defined by f(x,y) = —A(x,y) mod 1

73



B ORIENTABILITY

Lemma B.2. If the torsion of the first homology group does not contain
factors of the type Zom , then there exists a smooth function A : M xR, — R
such that, for each closed orbit T and x € T,

eﬂiA(:E,)\(T)) — 6(7') )

Moreover, Ay(+) = A(t,-) is a cocycle.

Proof. Consider the line bundle 7 : F — M such that the fiber at x € M
consists of the volume forms on E%(z). Let Fo = F \ {(x,0)}senm, ie. we
have taken out the zero section. Hence, for each x € M, 7~ !(x) has two
connected component. Thus, for each x € M, there exists a neighborhood
U > 7'z and a continuous map F : U — 7(U) X Zy such that F' is constant
on each connected component and p o F/(z) = 7(&), where p(x,i) = x. This
construction defines a double covering M,, of M. Given a cycle v : [0,1] —
M we can then consider any lift ¥ to M,,.. Locally 4 will have the form
() = (y(t),i(t)), i € Zy. We define then the degree map d(7y) = i(0) + (1)
which is well known to be a homotopy invariant. Accordingly, d depends
only on the homology class of 7. In other words d € H'(M,Z,). We would
like to show that d € H'(M,R).

Since Hy(M,Z) is finitely generated it is isomorphic to Z" @ Tor. By the
universal coefficient Theorem H;(M,R) is isomorphic to R™ while H; (M, Zs)
is isomorphic to Z5 ™™ where m is the number of Z, that are present in the
torsion part. Thus by hypothesis m = 0. Next, it is known that the closed
orbits of an Anosov map generate all H;(M,Z), [2]. Consider a set of closed
periodic orbits I' = {~;};en that generate H;(M,Z), hence they generate
H,(M,Z5). We can thus consider a base I'y C I' of H,(M,Zs). By the above
discussion it is a base in H;(M,R) as well. We can then consider the dual
base in H!'(M,R). By De Rham cohomology such a base can be represented
in terms of 1-forms. In conclusion, there exist closed 1-forms {w,}er, such

that, for each v,v" € Iy, fOAW) orw, (V) is one if v = 4/ and zero otherwise.
Finally, let

Alwt) = 32 d03) [ i (V)ds

t
~v€Tlo 0

A:G ;)

One can then define a ceiling function 7 and the associated suspension, clearly the resulting
flows is Anosov but the invariant distribution are non orientable.

where

74



B ORIENTABILITY

Note that A is an additive cocycle with respect to the flow ¢;. Moreover, if

7 is a closed orbit and = € 7, A(z, \(7)) mod 2 = d(7). O

In the hypotheses of the above Lemma we can define, instead of (2.7]),
the operator
14 TiA: L%
L£O(h) = ™7 . (B.1)

The study of such an operator can be carried out in complete analogy with
what we have done in sections [l [l [6] (at the price of slightly heavier nota-
tion)

If the hypothesis of Lemma [B.2] does not apply, then one can still intro-
duce an appropriate weight, but this creates some difficulties that can be
solved only by introducing a more sophisticated Banach space. The basic
idea is to consider the action of ¢} also on an orientation bundle. This would
be simple enough, but in so doing the action of the flows on such a bundle
produces a multiplicative factor proportional to the stable Jacobian. To elim-
inate such an unwanted multiplicative factor it is then necessary to consider
a transfer operator with a weight given exactly by the inverse of the stable
Jacobian Yet, this solution produces another problem: in general such
a weight is only Holder, hence the resulting operator does not act properly
on spaces of smooth functions, a property essential to obtain large domains
of analyticity for the zeta function. To overcome this last obstacle in the
present setting one has to change the Banach space. This can be done as in
[20].

Let G be the Grassmannian of ds; dimensional subspaces of the tangent
bundle. Next, consider the fiber bundle £ := {(x, F, h,w) : (x,FE) € G, h €
N TiM, we \* E'}, 7: & = G given by n(x, E, h,w) = (2, E). The fibers
consist of the space of ¢-forms times a line that gives a volume form (hence
an orientation) on the subspace. We can then consider the vector space S
of the C"™! sections of the bundle £. This generalizes the space 2£. Given
(h,w) €S, g € QL and W, ¢ € ¥ we can then define the integral

| e = [ 6(Ga€). MGue). o) G

T The computations are essentially the same. In Section M} [l [ one obtains the same
bounds for the spectrum, while in Section [Bl keeping track of the cocycle yields the wanted
factor e(7).

™8 The interested reader can consult Fried [I7, Section 6] for a thorough explanation.
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where G, = O, 0 G and Eg, = DG,(R%). We can then use the above
to define the analogue of the functionals J, g g.,,..0, in section BI0) and
then construct the norms in the same way. The transfer operator is then the
canonical action of the flow on S with a weight given by the Jacobian of the
flow restricted to the element of the Grassmanian. Note that one obtains an
operator of the type considered in [20, equation (3.1)]. Accordingly, all the
present arguments can be repeated in complete analogy, although one must
compute in the more sophisticated way detailed in [20]@

As the present paper is already quite technical, we decided not to go into
such a more sophisticated construction as, on the one hand, it does not add
any new idea, and on the other it would make the presentation much harder
to follow. Nevertheless, all the results presented here can be generalized by
using such an approach.

C Topological Entropy and volume growth

It is well known that there is a relation between asymptotic volume growth of
manifolds and the topological entropy (see [48, 18, 36] and references therein).
Unfortunately, here we need a uniform upper and lower bound for all times.
We are not aware of such bounds for flows in the literature. For Axiom A
diffeomorphisms they can be obtained in great generality from the results in
[20] It is clear that applying the same strategy to the present setting of
flows similar results can be obtained. Yet, since we are interested only in
the topological entropy and not in an arbitrary potential, a more elementary
approach is available.

Let us proceed in a slightly higher generality than needed, since it can
be done at no extra cost. Let M be a Riemannian manifold and (M, f) a
partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism. Call E*, E*, E° the stable, unstable and
central distribution respectively. Let d, be the dimension of E*.

Assume that, for each n € N, ||Df"|ge|| + ||Df 7" ge|| < Cy.

™ To be precise, in [20] there are no /-forms, but the point of the present paper is
exactly that functions and /-forms can be handled by essentially the same computations
once the proper machinery has been set up.

80Indeed, in [20] it is shown in particular that, given a mixing Axiom A diffeomor-
phism (M, f), the spectral radius of a transfer operator with potential ¢ satisfies, for each

manifold W € %, Cyef@n < ‘fw eXiZo “Eofk‘ < CpeP@n where P(¢) is the pressure
associated to the potential, see |20, equations (3.3), (4.10), Lemma 4.7, Theorem 5.1.].
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A set S C M is called (e, n)-separated if for each x,y € S we have that
dsn(z,y) > € where d;,(z,y) = maxo<p<n, d(f*(z), f¥(y)). Let S(f,&,n) be

the set of all (¢, n)-separated sets. We then define N(f,e,n) = sup #S.
SeS(f,emn)

It is well known that, [27],
In N
B (f) = lim Tim YU2€1)

e—=0n—o0 n

Moreover since if ¢’ > ¢, then N(f,e,n) > N(f,&',n). Thus, for each § > 0,

InN(f,d
hioy(f) > Tim 201 (C.1)
n—00 n
Fix 6 > 0 and let 3 be the set of all C', ds-dimensional manifolds of
radius 0 and tangent space close to E*®. Let us define

p;t = sup VOl(an) ; pr_z = iIlfA VOl(an)
wes wex

Lemma C.1. For alln,m € N,

Prvm > Cpbr Prms P < Cp P

In addition, if f is topologically transitive,
pn < Cyp, .

Proof. To prove the first equation consider f"(WW) and chose a set W, =
{W;} € ¥ such that W; C f"(W), W; N W; = 0 and the cardinality of W, is
maximal. Then #W,, > Cyx vol(f*(W)). Thus

vol(f™™(W)) > >~ vol(f™(W")) = Cypy i,

W'eWn

and the result follows taking the inf on W. The second inequality is proven
similarly by taking a minimal cover of f™(W).

Let us prove the last inequality. By topological transitivity for each ¢ > 0
there exists n. € N such that given any two ball B, B’ of radius ¢, there exists
n < n. such that f*"(B)N B # 0B Let n = ns.

81 Take S € S(f,0,e/4) with maximal cardinality. Then U,csB(x,e) D M, where
B(z,¢) is a ball (in the Riemannian metric) or radius € and center x. Then for each
x,y € S there exists ng, € N such that f"v(B(x,e/4)) N B(y,e/4) # 0. The claim
follows since any ball B of radius ¢ must contain a point x € S such that B(z,e/4) C B.
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Next, for each n € N there exists W,, € 3 such that vol(f""(W,)) >
%pf{_ﬁ. Let x € W,, and B an open ball centered at x and of radius c¢é for

some fixed ¢ € (0,1) to be chosen later. Given any W € $ let z € W and
B’ a ball of radius ¢ centered at z. By the above arguments there exists
m < 7, such that f™(B’) N B # (. Given that the stable and unstable
manifolds are uniformly transversal, it is possible to choose ¢ such that, for
each point in y € W,,, W& (y) N f™W # 04 By the hypothesis on the central
bundle it follows that the point related by the holonomy will never have a
distance larger than ¢ in the future, then vol(f*(W,,)) < Cy vol(fE+m(W)).
Accordingly

vol(f™(W)) > Cyvol(f*™™(W,)) > Cupi_n > Cypy,
and the result follows again by taking the inf on the W. O

Lemma C.2. If (M, f) is topologically transitive, then, for each n € N,
e >0,
Cept < N(f,6,n) < Cepyt.

Proof. Let W € S and consider a & separated set .S, on f"(W) Since
the manifold contracts backward, points that are far away in f™(W) but
close in M will separate backward. Thus =S, € S(f,e,n). Since #5S,, >
Cyvol(f™(W)), it follows that N(f,e,n) > C.p;'.

To prove the second inequality we use the notation introduced in the
proof of Lemma Fix W € . Let S € S(f,e,n) be a set with maximal
cardinality. Cover M with balls of radius ce. By transitivity, for each ball
B there exists a time ng < @ such that f*»W N B # (. Let Wy C f**W,
Wpg € ¥ be a manifold that intersects the ball B and project all the point
in SN B to Wp via the weak unstable holonomy. If we consider the images
of such points we note that two points can be (¢,n) separated only if their
corresponding points on Wy are (Cye, n) separated. Finally, note again that
the (Cye,n) separated points on Wp must have a distance larger that Cye
in the manifold f"(Wpg). Thus there can be at most C. vol(f™(WWg)) such
points. Accordingly,

N(f,e,n) <Y Covol(f75(W)) < Cepy.
B

82 By W¢¥(y) we mean a disk of radius § in the weak unstable manifold.
83 That is the distance among the points is larger than ¢ when measured on the manifold

frw).
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Using the above results the required bound follows.
Lemma C.3. If (M, f) is topologically transitive, then for alln € N we have
i@ < pt < O hinldm,
Proof. By Lemmata [C.2]

In N(f,e,kn) < InC.pf < InC. N 1np;r.
kn kn kn n

Taking the limit for k¥ — oo first and € — 0 second, the first inequality of
the Lemma follows.
By Lemma [C] it follows that p,,, > Cuplpt. Then pf > CL(p))"
and
1 +
In[Cypt] < m lim DPn < lim

k—oo km k—00

NG Bk) o

where we have used Lemma and equation (C.I)). O

Remark C.4. Note that if f is the time one map of a hyperbolic flow, then
by the spectral decomposition Theorem [11, Section 1.1], the manifold can
be decomposed into finitely many isolated topologically transitive sets. Hence
applying Lemma [C.3 to each isolating neighborhood we obtain C’#ehw}"(d’l)” <
pt < Cyeltor@Um for each Anosov flow.

D Holonomies

The strong unstable foliation can be locally trivialized by a change of co-
ordinates of the form H(¢,n) = (H(€,n),n), n € By, (0,0), £ € Ba,+1(0,0),
such that for each &, {H(&,n)}ye,, (0,5) i @ strong unstable manifold. In
addition, without loss of generality, we can require that H(0,7) = 0 and
H(£,0) = & The results on the regularity of the foliation can be summa-
rized by considering the map H : By 11(0,0) — C°(By,(0,6),R%+1) de-

fined by [H(£)](-) = H(E,-). Then H has range in C"(By, (0,4), R%*!) and
[ H |lo= (B4, 41(0,8),07(Ba, (0,0)Res+1)) < Cy. Moreover for each 7, the function
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H (-, n) is absolutely continuous and has Jacobian JH (£, 7). Again, we can de-

fine JH : By, 41(0,6) — C°(By,(0,6),R) by [JH(E)](-) = JH(E,-). Then JH
has range in C"(By,(0,0),R) and ||JH ||c=-(B,_,,(0,6),C"(Ba, (0,0).R)) < C#
In this paper the holonomies are often used as follows: given Wy, Wy € 3

and z,y € Wy estimate d(Hyy, 7, (), Hy, Wz(y)) Although it is clear how
to proceed, we give the details for the benefit of the lazy reader.
Note that, without loss of generality we can assume that x = 0, y = (a, 0)

and Hy 7,(0) = (0,2), Wi = {(£,0)}¢cpas+1. Then Wy will have the form
{(€, 2+ G(S)), G(0) = 0, and || DG < 2. Also let Hy, 3 (a,0) = (£,7),

Lemma D.1. We have that
1&m) = (@, 2 < C [0l l21] + 12:Glleolal] | (D.1)
Proof. The intersection point (£, n) satisfies (£,n) = (H(a,n), 24+G(£)). Thus

§ —a=H(a,n)— H(a,0)
=H(a,z+G(&)) — H(a,z+ G(a))+ H(a,z+ G(a)) — H(a,0)
= A —a)+ H(a,z+ G(a)) — H(a,0).

where the last line is an application of the intermediate value theorem and
A < [[0yH (a, -)llco [|0eGllco < Cyllal| [|0¢Glco. Then

lé=all < (1=A) " (H(a, 2+G(a))=H(a,0))|| < Cylla|™ (|2 +]|10C | colal]).
Analogously,
n—z=G(H(a,n)) — G(H(a,2)) + G(H(a,2)) = Ai(n — 2) + G(H(a, 2)),
where [|A1(n)|| < [|0cGllco [0, H (a, )l co < Cyllal|']|0¢G]|co. Thus
I =21l < (1 = A)T'G(H (a, 2))[| < CylldcGlloollall + llal™ [12)-
]

Next, we need a small improvement of [30, Lemma B.7]. We use the same
notation established before (Z.24)), a part form the fact that the points &,
are fixed to some value &, (,.

84 See [23] and reference therein for the proofs of these statements.
85 Remember that W = U,c;¢, W, for some appropriate interval I.
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Lemma D.2. For&,, (. € By,+1(0,0) and A* as in ([.23) we have that

A&+ G) = A%(&) — dag(=(&.), G <Cy(l=lPlIG )™ + 2™ 1G1%)
+ Oyl G

Proof. We use the same coordmates deﬁned before Lemma [D.1] with W =
Wi, W' =Ws;sothat &, =0, ¢, = (( O) Thus W is a flat manifold and T
is the graph of (£, G(€)), Where €= (&1,...€4.), E4.41 being the flow direction.
Also W = {(£,0)} while W' is the graph of (&, G(€), L(€)) with L(0) = 0,
G(0) = z = 2"(&). Let H(&,n) = (Hy(&n), Ho(&,n)), Hs : R — R%, Hy :
R? — R, and {(L.(¢), L:(¢), Lo(Q))} = {H(C,m)peran } N {(€ G(§))ecrastr}-
Then A*(&, + () — A*(&) = 1o(¢) — L(I,(¢)). Define = : [0,1]2 — R? by

=(t,8) = (sHy(C, t1u(0)), tG(sL(C)), s[Ho (G, t1u(C)) — tho(Q)] + tL(sL(C)))

(
and set Z([0,1]*) = X. From [30, equations (B.4), (B.5)] it follows that
Io(¢) — L(1,(C)) equals the integral of the symplectic form over ¥, hence

A*(f* + C*) - A*(g*) = / dOKO = / E*dOé(] = / dao(asE, &gE) dtds
by [0,1]2 [0,1]2

= (H, (G, t1,(Q)), G(sL(Q))) — ts(0¢G (s1,(C)15(C), Oy Ho(C 1, (O)) Tu(C))

[0,1]?

= (¢, >+0<HCHW 2 Zall + ICIIZI DL+ NI N1 Ll ||)

Since, by Lemma D1, ||Z, — z[| + ||, — {|| < C(|Z[1Z'(|C]] + [|1Z]/]|]]="), the
Lemma follows. 0
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