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Lyapunov exponents and strong exponential tails
for some contact Anosov flows

BY LUCHEZAR STOYANOV

Abstract. For the time-one map f of a contact Anosov flow on a compact Riemann manifold M, satisfying a
certain regularity condition, we show that given a Gibbs measure on M, a sufficiently large Pesin regular set Py
and an arbitrary ¢ € (0, 1), there exist positive constants C' and ¢ such that for any integer n > 1, the measure of
the set of those x € M with f*(z) ¢ Py for at least dn values of k = 0,1,...,n — 1 does not exceed Ce™°".

1 Introduction

Let ¢y : M — M be a C? Anosov flow on a C? compact Riemann manifold M, and let f = ¢
be its time-one map.

It follows from a well-know result of Oseledets ([Os|; see also [BP] or [R]) that there exists a
Borel subset Ly of M, which has full measure with respect to any f-invariant Borel probability
measure on M, such that for every x € L( there exists a df-invariant decomposition

T,M = Ei(z) ® Ex(2) @ ... @ Ep(y)(2)

and numbers x1(x) < x2(x) < ... < Xg()(®), called Lyapunov characteristic exponents, such
that: )
(a) | l‘im - log ||df2 (v)|| = xi(z) for all v € E;j(x) \ {0} and all i = 1,..., k(z).
n|—oo
(b) For every € > 0 there exists a Borel function A, : £y — (1,00), such that

ol _ 4z . |
@)k = emat) = Ad@) el v e Bix), n ez, (1.1)

forall z € Lo and alli =1,...,k(x), and
e—e < Ae(f(x)) €

<e

< AE($) < , x € L. (1.2)

(c) For all z € Ly and all disjoint non-empty subsets I, 1" of {1,...,k(x)} the smallest angle
between non-zero vectors in Ej(z) = ®;crEi(z) and Ep(z) is > ﬁ(x).
(d) If m is an ergodic f-invariant Borel probability measure on M, then the functions k(x)

and y;(z) are constant m-almost everywhere.

A function A, satisfying (1.2) is called an e-slow varying function.

Let @ be a Holder continuous real-valued function on M and let m be the Gibbs measure
generated by ® on M (see e.g. [P2] or [PP]). Then m is ergodic, so there exists a subset L, of Ly
with m(Lj)) = 1 such that the functions k(z) = ko and x;(x) = x; are constant on L.

It follows e.g. from the arguments in Sect. 3 in [PS], that for every ¢ > 0 there exist constants

€ € (0,¢], p>1 and v > 0 such that r.(z) = m determines an e-slowly varying function on

{ which defines a Lyapunov regular neighbourhood for every z € L{, i.e. for each z € L], there
exists a Lyapunov chart on B(x,7.(x)). On these charts one has estimates of the iterations of the
non-linear map f similar to these in (1.1).

It is known that in general the complement of the set £y (and therefore that of L{)) can be
topologically very large (see [BSaul, [BS] or [PSa] for some interesting examples). The regularity
functions A, and r. are in general only measurable. The so called Pesin reqular sets

Re={xeLy:A(x) <, r(x)>1/4} , €>1,


http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.01666v6

and their closures are of particular importance since on such sets uniform estimates involving
Lyapunov exponents are available (see e.g. [P1], [BP], [KM], [LYT1], [LY2], [PS], [BPS]). However
it seems there is little information in the literature about the measures of the sets R, and ‘how
quickly’ they fill in £j), even in the case of uniformly hyperbolic systems.

Let m be an ergodic f-invariant Borel probability measure on M, and let kg be so that
k(x) = ko for m-almost all z. Consider the distributions

ED(z) = BEi(z) ® By(2) & ... ® Ei(z) , EWD(z)=Ei(2)&... & Ey(x).

We will say that E®)(z) is uniformly continuous in Ly if the map L£{ > = — E®(z) is uniformly
continuous with respect to the natural distance between distributions with the same dimension
(see e.g. Sect. 2.3 in [BP]).

Given a Lyapunov regularity function A, an integer p > 0 and a constant § € (0,1) set
T, ={z € L : Ac(x) < €'},

and denote by T, = ['y(e,0,p) the set of all x € L with f¥(x) ¢ T, for at least §n values of
k=0,1,...,n—1.

In this paper we prove the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let ¢; : M — M be a C? contact Anosov flow on a C? compact Riemann
manifold M, let ® be a Holder continuous real-valued function on M and let m be the Gibbs
measure generated by ® on M. Assume in addition that for everyi =1,..., ko—1 the distributions
EW(z) and E® (x) are uniformly continuous in L{,. Then for every e > 0 there exists a Lyapunov
e-reqularity function A, satisfying (1.1) and (1.2) such that the following are satisfied:

(a) (Exponential Tails) There exist constants C = C(e) > 0, ¢ = c(€) > 0 and py = po(e) > 0
such that
m (M\ U 7(T,,) ) < G

for every integer n > 0.

(b) (Strong Exponential Tails) For every § € (0,1) there exist constants py = po(€,d) > 0,
C =C(e,9) >0 and c = ¢(€,6) > 0 such that

m (T (e,0,p0)) < Ce "
for every integer n > 0.

Clearly, taking the constant pg sufficiently large, we can make m(7},,) arbitrarily close to 1.
The assumption that the flow is contact is used essentially in Sect. 6 below.

As we mentioned earlier, for every p > 0 there exists a constant 79 > 0 (depending on € and
p) such that r.(x) > rg for every x € T,,. That is, for every x € T}, there exists a Lyapunov chart
on B(z,rp).

The distributions E® (z) and E®(z) are uniformly continuous (in fact, Hélder continuous)
for example when the flow has only three Lyapunov exponents y; < x2 = 0 < x3, or more
generally, when for every ¢ = 1,...,kg — 1 there exist constants \;, p; and C' > 0 such that
Xi < Ai < i < Xit, ldoe(w)l| < O N |lul| for all u € E@(x) and ¢ > 0, and [|déy (u)]| > & 4 |[u]
for all uw € E@ (z) and t > 0 (see e.g. Ch. 3 in [P3]).



Thus, the conclusions in Theorem 1.1 always hold for contact Anosov flows on 3-dimensional
manifolds. As mentioned above, a more general immediate consequence of Theorem 1.1 is the
following.

Corollary 1.2. Let ¢y : M — M be a C? contact Anosov flow on a C? compact Riemann
manifold M, let ® be a Holder continuous real-valued function on M and let m be the Gibbs
measure generated by ® on M. Assume that k(x) = 3 for almost all x € Ly. Then for every e > 0
there exists a Lyapunov e-reqularity function Ae satisfying (1.1) and (1.2) such that both (a) and
(b) in Theorem 1.1 are satisfied.

In this paper we restrict ourselves to contact Anosov flows, however using slight modifications
of the arguments in Sects. 3-5 below, results similar to Theorem 1.1 above can be proved for
contact Anosov diffeomorphism.

The motivation for the above result came from investigations on spectral properties of the so
called Ruelle transfer operators. Attempts to obtain exponentially small estimates of integrals
involving iterations of a certain kind of ‘contraction operators’ (see [D], [St]) naturally lead to
estimates of ‘tails’ of the kind considered in Theorem 1.1. On the other hand, studies on decay of
correlations? using the so called Young towers ([Y2]) also involve assumptions on the measures of
the tails, and usually exponential tails are associated with exponential decay of correlations. Such
assumptions appear naturally also in studies on large deviations (see e.g. [MN] and the references
there).

Sect. 2 below contains some basic definitions. In Sect. 3 we introduce a ‘regularity function’
R.(z) (and R.(z) related to it), changing slightly the approach of Simic in [Sim]. Although this is
most likely not a slowly varying function, it turns out that const (v/eAa ()% < Re(z) < A(x)
for some Lyapunov e-regularity function A¢(x) satisfying (1.1) and (1.2). This is proved in Sect.
6. Consequently, it is enough to prove the analogue of Theorem 1.1 replacing A.(z) by R (x).
We study the latter (or rather, the related one R(x)) in Sects. 4 and 5 using an idea from [Sim)
and the classical large deviation principle (see [OP], [Ki] or [Y1]). Theorem 1.1 is proved in Sect.
4 as a consequence of a similar result about the function R.(z).

Acknowledgement. Thanks are due to Sebastian Gouézel who pointed out to an error in a previous version of
the paper.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper M denotes a C? compact Riemann manifold, and ¢; : M — M (t € R) a
C? Anosov flow on M. That is, for some constants C' > 0 and 0 < A < 1 there exists a d¢;-invariant
decomposition T,M = E%(z) ® E%(x) ® E*(x) of T,M (x € M) into a direct sum of non-zero
linear subspaces, where E°(x) is the one-dimensional subspace determined by the direction of the
flow at z, ||do:(u)|| < CAu| for all u € E*(z) and t > 0, and ||dg:(u)|| < C A7t ||ul| for all
u € E%(x) and t < 0. For x € M and a sufficiently small ¢ > 0 let

We(x) ={y € M : d(¢i(x), ¢1(y)) < eforall >0, d(¢i(x),¢t(y)) 2100 0,

W(z) ={y € M : d(¢e(x), ¢ (y)) < efor all £ <0, d(dr(x), ¢1(y)) —t--00 0}

!That case is in fact easier.
2See [[], [Ball and the references there for general information on this topic.
3We use the idea briefly mentioned at the end of Sect. 1 in [Sim|] apparently suggested by the referee of that

paper.




be the (strong) stable and unstable manifolds of size €. Then E%(z) = T,W!(x) and E*(z) =
T, WE(x).

The flow ¢, is called contact if dim(M) = 2n + 1 for some n > 1 and there exists a C? flow-
invariant one-form w on M such that w A (dw)™ # 0 on M. It is well-known that the Lyapunov
spectrum of a contact flow is symmetric, i.e. for each ¢ = 1,..., ko there exists j = 1,..., kg with
Xj = —Xi-

It follows from the hyperbolicity of the flow on M that if ¢y > 0 is sufficiently small, there
exists € > 0 such that if x,y € M and d(z,y) < ¢, then W (z) and ¢|_, (W (y)) intersect

€0

at exactly one point [x,y] (cf. [KH]). That is, there exists a unique ¢ € [—eq, €g] such that
Gi([z,y]) € W& (y).

Let R = {R,}fil be a Markov family consisting of rectangles R;, each contained in a sub-
manifold D; of M of codimension one (see [B]). Assuming that ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small,
the projection prp, : @ q(D;) — D; along the flow is well-defined and smooth. Given
z,y € D;, set (z,y)p, = prp,([z,y]). A subset R; of D; is called a rectangle if (x,y)p, € R;
for all z,y € R;. For any x € R; define the stable and unstable leaves through z in R; by
Wi (z) = prp,(W(z) N @—eq(Ds)) N R; and Wi (z) = prp, (W (2) N ¢—c (Di)) N R;. We may
assume that each R; has the form R; = (U;, Si)p, = {(z,y)p, : © € Ui,y € S;}, where U; C W(z;)
and S; C W5(z;), respectively, for some z; € M. Set R = UfilRi. The corresponding Poincaré
map P : R — R is defined by P(z) = ¢,(;)(x) € R, where 7(x) > 0 is the smallest positive time
with ¢ () (7) € R. The function 7 is the first return time associated with R.

From now on we will assume that R = {R; } Y, is a fixed Markov family for ¢; of size x <
€0/4 < 1/4. Denote by R the core of R, i.e. the set z € R such that P™(z) € Int(R) = UF_ Int(R;)
for all m € Z. Tt is well-known (see [B]) that R is a residual subset of R and has full measure with
respect to any Gibbs measure on R. In general 7 is not continuous on R, however it is Holder
on R when considered with respect to an appropriate metric dy, see below. The same applies
to P : R — R. Tt is well-known ([BR]) that the Markov family R can be chosen so that 7 is
non-lattice. From now on we will assume that R is chosen in this way.

Let A = (A,-j)f,j:l be the matrix given by A;; = 1 if P(Int(R;)) N Int(R;) # 0 and A;; =0
otherwise. Consider the symbol space

EA = {(ZJ)(;.;—OO 01 S ij § ]{TQ,A'

45 41

=1 forall j},

with the product topology and the shift map o : ¥4 — X4 given by o((i;)) = ((i})), where

z; =i;41 for all j. Given 0 < 6 < 1, consider the metric dy on X 4 defined by dy(&, 1) =0if E =1
and dyp(&§,n) = 0™ if § = n; for |i| < m and m is maximal with this property. There is a natural
map W : X4 — R such that W oo =P oW. In general W is not one-to-one, however it is a
bijection between W_l(ﬁ) and R. Choosing 6 € (0,1) appropriately, the map W : ¥4 — R is
Lipschitz when X 4 is endowed with dy and R with the metric induced by the Riemann metric
on M. In what follows we assume 6 € (0,1) is a fixed constant with this property, and we will

consider R with the metric induced by dy via W.

3 Lyapunov regularity functions

Throughout we assume that ¢; is a C? contact Anosov flow on M. Let ® : M — R be a fixed
Hélder continuous function on M and let m be the Gibbs measure determined by ®. Let £ be
a subset of Loy of full m-measure such that k(z) = ko and x;(z) are constant for = € L, for all
i=1,..., k. Removing a set of measure zero, we may assume that £{ C R.



Take € > 0 so small that x; € [x; — 4€, x; + 4¢€] whenever i # j, and set

1(df2) 1l

i) — z /1B

Rf(z) = B+ S s comvyrad (3.1)
af=") e,

R (x) = max sup M (3.2)

1<i<ko p>9 exi—e)(=n)’
and R(r) = max{R_ (z), R} (z)}.

Note. Since < log I(df2) ]l — xi as n — oo, we have 1log 1(df) ]l < xi + € for large n, so

(3.1) exists. Similarly, - log ||(dfy ™) || = xi as n — 00, so = log ||(df; )5, || > xi — € for large
n. This gives log ||(df; ")zl < (xi — €)(—n) for large n, and so (3.2) exists.

From the above definitions it is clear that

d n
w < R (z)el™e|v)| , veEi(x), nek, (3.3)
for all z € £, and all i =1, ..., kg, and moreover for every Lyapunov e-regularity function A.(x)

with (1.1) we have Re(z) < Ae(z) for all z € L£{, and € > 0. It is not clear whether R.(x) is a
slowly varying function, i.e. whether it satisfies (1.2), possibly with e replaced by some § > 0
related to e. However we have the following.

Proposition 3.1. Let ¢, : M — M be a contact C? Anosov flow, and let ®, m and Ly be as
above. For every e > 0 there exists an e-slowly varying function A, satisfying (1.1) and (1.2) such

that
(1/6
o (Aa@)? < Rufa) < Afa) (34

for almost all x € L[, where C = 03/3(21@'0)1/6 > 1.

Notice that #(Age(a:))l/ 3 is also an e-slowly varying function.

We prove this proposition in Sect. 6 below. The assumption that the flow is contact is used
in an essential way there.

We will also need the functions

~ Af?) g - 1(dfz™) 5o
R (r) = max su UCEEC] , R_(x)= max sup £

1Si<ho nop | ebaton 1915k S3b Teba—am)

and R(z) = max{R (z), R (z)}. Clearly Rc(z) < R.(z). In Sect. 6 below we will show that
there exists a constant K (€) > 1 such that

Re(z) < K(€) (Re(w))? (3.5)
for all z € L.

Remark 3.2. Proposition 3.1 and (3.5) show that sets of the form {x € L{, : Ac(z) < eP} are
easily related to sets of the form {z € £} : Ro(x) < e’} (with € = € or 3¢), so it is enough to
prove an analogue of Theorem 1.1 replacing the function A, by CR, for some constant C' > 0.



4 Reductions

Let ¢; be a C? Anosov flow on M, and let ®, m and L{ C Lo be as in Sect. 3. In this section and
also the next one we do not assume that the flow is contact. However, as in Theorem 1.1, we will
assume that the bundles E(®)(z) and E®(z) are uniformly continuous on L£j.

Let R = {Ri}fil be a Markov family for ¢, as in Sect. 2, and let 7: R = UfilRi — [0,1/4]
and P : R — R be the corresponding first return map and the Poincaré map. Fix constants
0 <79 < Tp < 1/4 so that 79 < 7(z) < 7p for all z € R. There is a well-defined projection
m: M — R defined by 7(y) = z, where x € R, y = ¢5(x) for some s € [0,7(x)) and s > 0 is the
smallest number with this property.

The Gibbs measure m induces a Gibbs measure p on R (with respect to the Poincaré map P)
for the function

7(x)
F(z) = /0 O(ps(x))ds , z€R.

The function F is Hélder on R (with respect to the metric dp). For every continuous function H
on M we have (see e.g. [PP])

fR <f0T(x) H(¢ps(x)) ds) du(z)
/ Hdm = ' (4.1)
M fR Tdp
By Birkhoff’s Theorem,
. Ta(2)
lim == =7"= 4.2

for p-almost all x € £ N R. Here 7,,(z) = 7(x) + 7(P(z)) + ... + 7(P""!(x)). By the choice of 7
we have 71 < 1/4.
Fix a constant C; > 1 so that
k
Cy > T—?{sup{]log ldoe(x)||| :z e M, 0<t<1},

and C] > 2maxj<;<k, |xi|. Then fix arbitrary constants

1 1
0<€§§min{|Xi|:1§i§k‘0,Xi7é0} , 6€(0,1) C'OZOEOTQ, (4.3)
0
and set 5
0g = —. 4.4
0= o (1.4

_ We will study in details the regularity function Ej(x), In a similar way one can deal with
R_ (z); one just needs to replace ¢ by ¢_;. Clearly Re(z) = maxj<i<k, R:i(x), where

~ 1(df2) m |l
Rei@) =sup = o

In this section, and the next section as well, we will restrict our attention to an arbitrary fixed
i=1,...,ko, and the corresponding bundle F = E(). Set y = y; and B.(z) = E:’Z(:E) for
brevity. Thus, 7
[dn ()l

neN

. x €Ly, (4.5)



where N is the set of non-negative integers. We will compare B, (z) with the function

C. () = sup 1990 @]l

/
e e(X"‘f)Tk @) s T € ﬁo N R.

Lemma 4.1. (a) There exists a constant S; = Si(€) > 0 such that

Be(y) < 1 Ce() (4.6)
for ally € L, v = w(y). Moreover we can take S1 > 0 so that (4.6) holds for any y € L and
x € R with y = ¢¢(x) for some t € [—2,2].

(b) For any integer so > 1 there exists a constant So = Sa(€,50) > 1 such that C.(P~/(x)) <
Sy Ce(z) for any x € LEN R and any j =0,1,..., so.

Proof. Set a1 = 2(|x| + €) and ag = supj, <, [|[dds|| < oo.
(a) Let y € L{; set x = w(y) € LEN R. Then y = ¢4(z) for some s € [0,7(x)). We

have B(y) = % for some integer ¢ > 0. Denote by k& > 0 the maximal integer so that

Ti(z) <t+s; then t + s < Tpq1(z). Thus, t > 7(x) — s > 7 (x) — 7p. Also,
ldoe(W)Bll = [ldp—st(+s)(ds(2)Ell < [do—s(¢s(2)) el - dders (@)l
< az [|der, )4 (s —m () (@)l < 63]|d7, ) (@) 5]

Thus,

_ lldée@)izll _ a3 [|dgr, @) (@) £ < a2 |d¢z, (@) (@)l

Bﬁ(y) €(X+€)t — e(X+€)(Tk (z)—7%0) — W

This shows that B.(y) < Const C¢(x). In a similar way one proves that C(z) < Const Bc(y).
The more general case when y = ¢.(z) for some t € [—2,2] follows similarly.

lldz; (=) (2l . p .
pReenERON Given x € LN R and j = 0,1,...,50, set

ldo-,, () W) £l
e(xF+e)mn(y)

(b) Take Sy = maxp<j<s, SUD,cR

y = P~ (z). For any integer n € [0, so] clearly
n = j + k for some integer k > 0, and therefore

< Sy < S9C(x). Let n > sg. Then

1dor, oy Wil 1o o @el  ddr @) 4n@ @)El
e(X+€)mn(y) o exHOTie(W) o7 (y)+ ()
ldor; () W) el N1ddr, @) ()£l
Oromily)  ehtami(a) < 52 Cel@).

Thus, C,(y) < 5, Ce(z).
Next, consider the functions
G™ (z) = log ||y, (o) (@) |

for x € £) N R and any n > 0. Clearly, |G (x)| < Const < oo for all x € £ N R, and

(n) (n)
tim @) _ gy @) le)

(4.7)

for p-almost all z € R. Here we used the fact that lim;_,

W&M = x for p-almost all z € R.



The functions G form a sub-additive sequence with respect to the map P : R — R. Indeed,
for any n,m > 0 and any = € £{;N R we have

Gintm (r) = log |’d¢Tn+m(x)(x)|E|’ = log Hd(bm(x)-i-Tm(P"(x))(x)\EH
< log ||y, @) (@) ell + 1og [|dér,, (pn (@) (P™ () 6] = G™ (x) + GU™ (P ().
By Kingsman’s Ergodic Theorem ([Kin|) there exists the limit

L = lim —/G 1nf—/G (4.8)
n—oo n

and moreover lim,,_ o G(n;(x) = L for p-almost all = € £{ N R. Now (4.7) shows that L = 7y,

_ Fix a subset £ of £jN R with u(£) = 1 such that (4.2) and (4.7) hold for all z € L. Set
L=7"YL)cC L);then LN R = L.
By Egorov’s Theorem, there exists a compact subset Ky of £ such that

0
p(Ko) > 1 = (4.9)
0
and = (x) — 1 and M — x uniformly on K. Thus, there exists an integer ng > 1 such that
Tn(x) (50
-1 < — K 4.1
TTn < CO ) T e Ko, ( 0)
G (x) 8
— — K 4.11
‘ Tin < Cy '’ T E Ko, (4.11)
and, using (4.8),
1 do
<— [ G"(z)d — 4.12
< == [ @) dua) < o+ (112)

for all integers n > nyg.
Fix an arbitrary integer sy = so(€,dp) > no; this will stay fixed throughout the whole Sects.
4 and 5. Then (4.10), (4.11) and (4.12) hold with n replaced by sg. Consider the transformation

T=P°:R— R

preserving the measure i, and the measurable functions

G0 (1) 1
u(w) = T = tog fdo (o)l v e L
and (2)
 TelT
g(x) = el x e L.

Clearly u and g are bounded, ||ul| < Cy and 70/77 < g(x) < 79/71 for all x € R. For any integer
n>1and x € L set

u(z) = u(z) + u(T(x) + ... +u(T" Y (x)).
(Notice that a superscript is used here when we deal with orbits with respect to T' = P*°; unlike
the subscript used for orbits with respect to P.)

It follows from our assumptions that v is uniformly continuous on L{,. For the integral of u,
(4.12) implies

do
Xg/ud,u<x+ (4.13)
R

Co
Lemma 4.2. There exist a Lz’pschitﬂ function ¢ : R — R with respect to the metric dy such

4Holder continuity is enough.



that ||Y]|ee <2C1 and u(z) < (z) < u(x) + do/Cy for p-almost all x € R.

Proof. Since w is uniformly continuous on £, (with respect to the metric dp), it has a continuous
extension to the whole of R. We will denote this extension by u again, and we still have ||u|/s < C}.

Take a = 2‘5700 and consider the function u 4+ a on R. On any given rectangle R; this function
is continuous both with respect to the metric dy and the Riemann metric. Using the manifold
structure of the disk D; containing R; and a standard regularization procedure, we find a Lipschitz
(with respect to the Riemann metric) function ¢ on R; such that ||t — (u+a)||c < @ on R;. Then
1 is Lipschitz on R with respect to dg and ¥ > u. Moreover, || — (u+ a)||co < a and |u||cc < Cy

imply [|¥]|ec <2C;. B

Fix a function ¢ with the properties in Lemma 4.2. It follows from (4.13) that

26
X§x=/¢du<x+—°. (4.14)
R Co

Changing slightly 1 if necessary, we may assume that ¢ is not cohomologous to a constant.
Next, set

ew'm (x)
D.(z) = sup

SUp e @ (4.15)

By Birkhoff’s Theorem, this is well-defined for p-almost all z € £. Removing a set of measure
zero from L if necessary (and thus shrinking the compact set Ky a bit), we will assume that D, (z)
is defined for all z € L.

Lemma 4.3. There exists a constant S3 = S3(€,00) > 0 such that Cac(z) < Ss (De(x))TTSO for all
xeL.
Proof. Set az = supy<;<s,z, 10g [|dé¢(x)]|. Then GO (z) <azforall 0 < ¢ < spandall z € L.

d T, x
Given z € L, there exists k € N such that Coc(x) = ”fx’fzé% Let k =msog+4,0 </ < sq.

Then, setting y = P™°(z) and using u < 1, we get

10g [|d¢ (o) ()pll = GUF0(z) < GE0)(2) + GEI (P (2)) + ... + GEOI (P10 (2)) + GO (y)
< 7lso(u™ () + az) < 7lso(¥™(z) + a3).

Since T (%) > Tins, () and ¥ < x + € by (4.14) and the choice of the constants, it follows that

Tts is0
|d¢z, () ()2l (e eV (@) eV (@) s
e(X+2E)Tk (CC) S e(X+2E)T”7lSO (CC) S 53 6(2—"_6) Tr:bj_(z(()x) S S,?) (De(x)) 9

since 7eol?) — g™ (x). This is true for all k > 0, so Cye () < S3 (De(x))7'*. m

sott

For any p € R set
Qple) ={zx € LNR: D(x) < €'},

and, given 6 € (0,1], denote by Z,,(e,8) the set of those x € L such that
il {k:0§k<m, T () ¢Q0(e)} > dm.

The central result in this paper is the following.



Theorem 4.4. (Strong Exponential Tails) Let ¢ > 0, 6 € (0,1) and &y be as in the beginning
of Sect. 4, let the integer sy = so(€,00) > 1 be chosen as above, and let T = P*°. For every
6 € [60,1] there exist constants Cy = Ca(e,8) > 0 and ¢z = ca(e,6) > 0 such that

1 <Em(e,5)) < Coe™ 2™, (4.16)
In particular,
i (RAUESTH(@Qo(e))) < Coemeom

for every integer m > 1.
We prove this theorem in the next section. We will now derive Theorem 1.1 from it.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Recall that 6y = 2670 by (4.4). Take 5= dp. Let p; € R be so that S; = eP¢
(i =1,2,3), where S, Sz and S3 are the constants from Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3.
Given an integer m > 0, set n = msg and let Y,, be the set of those x € L such that

#{j:0<j<n, ColPl(x)) > 2P} > §yn.
Set E,, = E,,(€,9p) for brevity. We will now prove that
Y, C Ep. (4.17)

Let 2 € Y,,. Then Ca (P7(x)) < eP2TP3 for less that (1 — dg)n values of j = 0,1,...,n — 1. By
Lemma 4.3, Ca(PI(x)) < S3(Dc(Pi(2)))7'%0 = eP(D(Pi(x)))7 %0, so D(Pi(x)) < 1 implies
Cac(P7(z)) < €P?. Assume for a moment that x ¢ =,,. Then T*(z) € Qo(e) for at least (1 —dg)m
values of k = 0,1...,m—1. In other words D (P**(z)) < 1 for at least (1—&y)m values of k, and
50 Oy (PF0(z)) < eP? for at least (1 — §o)m values of k =0,1...,m — 1. For any such k, Lemma,
4.1(b) implies that Co.(PF0=7(x)) < SaCoc(PF50(x)) < eP2+P3 for all j = 0,1,...,59 — 1. Hence
Co (P (x)) < eP2P3 for at least so(1 — dg)m = (1 — dg)n values of r = 0,1,...,n — 1. In other
words, Coc(P"(x)) > eP2Ps for less than don values of r = 0,1,...,n — 1, which is a contradiction
with z € Y,,.
This proves (4.17). Combining the latter with (4.16) gives

1 (Yy) < Coe=c2n/50, (4.18)

Setting Y,, = 7~ X(Y,,) = {y € L : n(y) € Y,,}, it follows from (4.1) that

Y,) = / / 7. (0s(y)) ds dp = — / y)xy, (y) du < < T = ,u(Y ). (4.19)

Next, set k = [n/7q], and let X be the set of those y € L such that
Hr:0<r <k, Bo(f"(y)) > ePrTP21P3} > 5ok

We will now prove that B
X, CY,. (4.20)

Given y € Xj, set x = 7w(y) € L; then y = ¢4(x) for some s € [0,7(x)). We have to show
that z € Y,,. Now y € X means that B (f"(z)) < ePrTP2FP3 for less then (1 — dgp)k values of
r=0,1,...k — 1. If Oy (P7(x)) < eP2™P3 for some j = 0,1,...,n — 1, then for any integer  with

Ti(x) <r <Tj(x)+1 (4.21)
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we have f"(y) = ¢(P’(z)) for some t € [~2,2], so by Lemma 4.1(a) we have Ba.(f"(y)) <
S1Co(PI(z)) < ePrHP2tP3 Assume for a moment that x ¢ Yy, i.e. Coc(PI(z)) < eP2HP3 for at
least (1 — dg)n values of j = 0,1,...,n — 1. Notice that not more than 1/7y values of j will
produce the same r with (4.24), so there exist at least (1 — dp)n/m0 > (1 — dg)k values of r
with Boc(f"(y)) < eP1TP2FPs In other words, Boc(f"(y)) > eP1TP2FPs for less than ok values of
r=20,1,...k — 1, a contradiction with y € Xj.

This proves (4.20). Combining (4.20), (4.19) and (4.18) we get

CaTo e—CQ?’L/SO < CaTo e—CQkTo/so _ 036—03]6.
Tt ol

m(Xi) < m(¥a) < B () <

To complete the proof of Theorem 1.1, set py = p1 + p2 + p3. Denote by Oy the set of those
x € L such that Roc(f"(x)) > €0 for at least dk values of r = 0,1,...,k — 1. We will prove an
exponentially small estimate of m(0y). Combining this with Proposition 3.1, in particular, using
the left-hand-side inequality in (3.4), and (3.5) as well, will prove Theorem 1.1.

Denote by Y,:“Z the set of those = € L so that R;ai(f’"(x)) > ePo for at least dpk values of
r=20,1,...,k — 1. Define Yk_’i in a similar way replacing E;’EZ by ]5;2_” The above argument
shows that m(YkJ“i) < C3e %k for all i = 1,...,ky. Using Theorem 4.4 for the flow ¢_; and
replacing the map f = ¢1 by f' = ¢_1, the above argument shows that m(Yk_’i) < Csze~3k. So,
for the set Y;, = Ufil(Y,j’i U Yk_’i) we get m(Y},) < Ce~°F for some constants C' > 0 and ¢ > 0.

On the other hand, ©; C Y. Indeed, let * € ©. Then ]Egg(f"(a:)) > ePo for at least 0k

values of » = 0,1,...,k — 1. Since Ra(y) = max;<i<g, maX{R;Qi(y),RQ_E’i(y)}, it follows that
there exists ¢ = 1,...,kp such that either ﬁ;“(f"(a:)) > ePo for at least % = 0ok values of
r=20,1,....,k—1or E;ﬁl(fr(x)) > ePo for at least % = dpk values of r = 0,1,...,k — 1. That
isx € Y,:“i U Yk_’i C Y},. Hence O, C Y}, and therefore m(0) < Ce™*. m

5 Proof of Theorem 4.4

Throughout we work under the assumptions in the beginning of Sect. 4 and will use the notation

from Sect. 4. Again, the constants € > 0, 6 > 0, 09 > 0 and so = sg(€, dg) will be fixed as in Sect.4

and so will be the compact set Ky and the functions u, g and . As before T'= P* : R — R.
Setting

V™ (@)

() = Grogm@ € R,

we have
D() = sup Ap(x) > 1
m>0

for all x € L. For such x (modifying an idea in [Sim|) define
kc(z) = min {k‘ >0: %) — (X +e)dF(x) = logDE(x)} .
This is well-defined for p-almost all z € £, since [ r9dp=1and I} rYVdu =X, 80
V) )k

koo gF(z) oo Kk k(@) X

for p-almost all = € L. Denote by L' the set of those x € L for which kc(x) is well defined; then
u(L') = 1.

11



F(Er any n, k > 0 we have ¢g"+*(z) = g¥(x) + ¢"(T*(x)) and also ¢¥"**(z) = *(z) + " (T*(x)),
therefore
Ailr) = Ayle) An(TH(2). (51)

Using this inductively one derives that for every z € R and every integer k > 1 we have
Ak(l’) = Al((L')Al(T(J})) o Al(Tk_l({L')). (52)

Next, consider the sets
Qm(e) ={z € L : ke(z) > m}.

Lemma 5.1. There exist constants C > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that
1 (Qm(e)) < Ce ™™ (5-3)
for all integers m > 1.
Proof of Lemma 5.1. Let € Q,,(€). Then for k = k.(z) we have k > m and
V(@) = (X + €)g" (x) = log De(x) > 0. (5.4)

Thus, ¥*(z)/k — (X + €)g*(x)/k > 0, so

Here we used g*(z) = Ths (@) km,

sott = 7
First assume x = x; # 0; then (4.14) implies |X| > |x;|/2 > 0. Using the above, we either
have ()
P (z _ €T
or i
" (z) €70
1- > . 5.6
-5 >0

Let A} be the set of those z € Q,(e) for which (5.5) holds, and let A} be the set of those
x € Qyy(€) for which (5.6) holds.

We can now use the classical Large Deviation Principle for the Holder continuous functions
1 and g on R (and the fact that (E,T ) is naturally isomorphic, up to a set of p-measure zero
to a subshift of finite typeﬁ —see [OP], [Ki] or [Y1]. It follows from it that there exist constant
C" > 0 and ¢ > 0, independent of k and m, such that u(A}) < C'e=F and u(AY) < C'ecF.
Since Qy,(e) C URZ,,,.1 (A}, UAY), it follows that 11(Q,(€)) < Ce™™ for some constants C,c > 0
independent of m.

When x = x; =0, (4.14) implies 0 < y < %, so (5.4) gives

Yo, L

+>~Cgklix) s gk(az) B 8C16p > €T

€
k k X="% Co —2r
and then we can proceed as above. B
>This natural isomorphism sends both 1 and g = % Tso to Holder continuous functions with respect to the

S
metric dg on the shift space. Neither ¢ nor g is cohomoliogous to a constant.
SNotice that the rate function involved depends on 7' = P*° and therefore on € and .
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The following lemma will be used later.

Lemma 5.2. Let x € L' and let k = k.(z). Then:
(a) T*(z) € Qo(e).
(b) kc(z) coincides with the smallest integer £ > 0 such that T*(x) € Qo(e).
Proof. (a) From the definition of k.(z) it follows that De(x) = Ay o) (%) > Aypp, () (z) for all

n > 0. Using this and (5.1) with k = kc(x), we get A, (T*(x)) <1 for all n > 0, so D (T*(z)) < 1.
Thus, T%(z) € Qo(e).

(b) Set k = kc(x). Assume that there exists £ = 0,1,...,k — 1 with T%(z) € Qo(¢). Then
Ap(T(x)) < 1 for all n > 0, so by (5.1), Apye(x) = Ap(2)A, (T (x)) < Ag(x) for all integers
n > 0. In particular, Ag(z) = Ag_g4e(z) < Ag(z), which is a contradiction with the choice of
k=ke(x) m

The above already implies exponentially small tails.
Lemma 5.3. There exist constants C > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that
p (RS TH(Qu(e)) < O
for allm > 1.

Proof. Let x € L' be such that x ¢ Q,,(e) for some m > 1, i.e. ks(x) < m. Then by Lemma
5.2(a), T*(x) € Qo(e), so x € T7%(Qo(e€)) for some k < m. This shows that

LN\ Qule) CUPLTFQole)) e L\NUPLT™(Qole)) € Qumle),
and by (5.3), u (R\ Ul T~%(Qo(e))) < Ce ™, which proves the Lemma. m

Next, since the functions ¢ and ¢ are continuous on R (with respect to the chosen metric dy),
the set R
F={zeR:¢(x)— (X+¢/2)g(x) <0} (5.7)
is closed in R. Take n= g—% and consider the open set

Vy={z € R:¢(z) — (X +¢/2)g(z) < n}.

Clearly, F' C V}, so there exists a Holder continuous (with respect to dy) function ¢ : R—» [0,1]
with ¢ =1 on F and ¢ = 0 on R\ V;. Fix ¢ with this property, and consider the Hélder
continuous function

h= (Y —(X+e/2)9) ¢
Notice that
8C1(50

€
hdu + =
/fz BT Co

Indeed, it follows from (4.10), (4.11) and (4.14) that for x € Ky we have

<

(5.8)

5C1 99
Co

[($() = (X +€/2)g(x)) +¢/2] < |¢($)—>2|+|>2||1—9(<E)|+§|1—9($)|S
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Since % < § by (4.3), it follows that ¢(x) — (X +¢€/2)g(x) < 0 on Ky, so Ky C F' and therefore
¢ =1 on Kjy. Combining the above with (4.9) gives

50150 30150 80150
Co TTC S Ta

[ nan+ 5' < '/Ko<h+e/2> du' + (Ihlloe + /(B Ko) <

since ||hlloc < ||¥]|oc + C1 < 3C1. This proves (5.8).
Apart from the above notice that

[W(y) — (X +¢/2) 9] xr(y) = h(y) —n (5.9)

for all y € L. Here xp is the characteristic function of F. Indeed, if y € F, then ¢(y) = 1, so
¥(y)—(x+e€/2)g(y) = h(y) and (5.9) holds trivially. Let = ¢ F'; then the left-hand-side of (5.9) is 0.
If moreover « ¢ Vj,, then p(y) = 0, so h(y) = 0, and (5.9) becomes 0 > —n which is obviously true.
Finally, assume y € V,, \ F.. By the definitions of F' and V;, we have 0 < ¢(y) — (X +€/2)g(y) < 7.

Multiplying this by ¢(y) € [0,1] we get 0 < h(y) = (¢ (y) — (X +¢/2)9(y))p(y) < ne(y) < n. That
is, 0 > h(y) — 7, so (5.9) holds again. R

The following lemma proves Theorem 4.4. Recall the set Z,, (¢, d) defined just before Theorem
4.4.

Lemma 5.4. Let 6 € [0y,1]. There exist constants C = C(e,6) > 1 and ¢ = ¢(e,0) > 0 such that
1 <En(e, 5)) < Ce ™ for any integer n > 1.

Proof. Apart from the functions A,,(x) = A () defined in the beginning of Sect. 5 we will also
use the functions A'¢% (x). Clearly

= —omey = AW @) O 2 AQ (@)em /T > AR (x) (5.10)
e € X

AP (@)
for all z € £’ and all integers m > 0.

Notice that Qo(e/2) C Qo(e). Indeed, if y € Qo(e/2), then A2 (y) <1 for all m > 0, and
by (5.10), A (y) < A2 (y) <1 for all m >0, soy € Qo(e). Moreover, for any y € Qo(e/2) we
have Age/m(y) < 1, that is ¥(y) — (x + €/2)g(y) < 0, so y € F, the set defined by (5.7). Thus,
Qo(€/2) C F. However in general Q(€) is not contained in F.

Next, setting 61 = d9/Cp, it follows from (5.3) that for any integer n > 1 we have (5,5, (€) <
Ce=clin=1) go

1 (U0 T 7 (s (€))) < (n+ 1)Ceerm=h),
Setting _
Q(n) = U?:OT_](Q[&n](e))y

it follows from the above that there exist constants Cy = Cy(€,dp) > 0 and ¢4 = ¢4(€,dp) > 0 with
(M) < Cuemen (5.11)

for all integers n > 1. Clearly, for every z € £\ Q™ we have k (T9(z)) < din = ‘SCO,—: for all
7=0,1,...,n.

Next, fix for a moment an arbitrary = € =, \ Q). We will now construct a sequence of
points x; on the orbit
On(2) = {z,T(x),...,T" (2)}
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and certain integers k;, t; using the set Qo(e). We will do the construction carefully and in all
details, although some of the details will not be used later.
If z ¢ Qo(e), set xg = x and tg = 0. If z € Qp(e) let typ > 1 be the largest integer such that
T (x) € Qo(e) for all j = 0,1,...,tg — 1. Then set zg = T%(z) ¢ Qo(e) and ko = ke(xg) > 1.
Notice that kg < d1n.
By Lemma 5.2(a) we have T%(z) € Qo(e). Next, let ¢; > 1 be the largest integer such
1

that TF+7(x0) € Qo(e) for all 5 = 0,1,...,¢t; — 1. Then set z; = TH+1(29) ¢ Qu(e) and
kl = ke(xl) > 1.
By induction we construct a sequence of points xg, z1, ..., Ts_1 and positive integers tg, t1,...,ts_1

and ko, k1,...,ks 1 such that z;, 1 = TF¥t+1(z,) for all i = 0,1,...,5 — 2, k; = ke(x;) for all
i =0,1,...,5 — 1, and t;4; > 1 is the maximal integer such that TF%7(z;) € Qo(e) for all
j=0,1...,ti+1 — 1. Thus, z; ¢ Qo(e), s0 k; > 1foralli=0,1,...,s — 1.

For s we choose the maximal integer with

s—1 s—1

dti+ Y ki<n. (5.12)

=0 =0

If we have equality in (5.12), set t; = 0, ks = 0 and x, = T*-1(x,_1). If we have a strict
inequality in (5.12), denote by t, the largest positive integer such that T*s-177(z,_1) € Qy(e) for

all j=0,1...,t, —1 and
s s—1
dti+ Y ki<n. (5.13)
i=0 i=0

Set x4 = TFs=1+ts (x,_1). If there is an equality in (5.13), set k, = 0. If there is a strict inequality

in (5.13), take ks > 0 so that
S tit ) ki=n. (5.14)
i=0 i=s

It follows from the above construction that (5.14) always holds. Moreover, k; > 0 for i =
0,1,...,s — 1, while for i« = s we may have ks = 0 and z; € Qo(e). However, ks < d1n always
holds, since z ¢ Q™). Hence:

(i) T*i*i(x;) € Qole) for all j =0,1...,t;01 —1,i=0,1,...,5 —1,

(i) k; = ke(x;) > 1 forall i =0,1,...,s — 1, and 0 < ks < ke(x5) < 01n.

Thus, the above construction is such that the orbits O, (z;) are disjoint, have no common
points with Qg(e), and

On(x) \ Qo(€) = Ui_oOk, ().
In particular, it follows from it and the choice of ¢ in Lemma 4.2 that

A

[log A/ (@2)] = [0 () = (¥ + ¢/2)9"™ (@2)] < hs(([¥lloc +2C1) < 4C1ks < AC1610 < 2bm,

using (4.3) and & = 6/Co < 9/Cp.
Since z € Z,, = E,(¢,0), it follows from (i) and (ii) that

ki > on. (5.15)
=0
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Next, it follows from (5.2) that for any ¢ =0, 1,...,s we have

log AY/? (x ZlogA D (T9(x;)). (5.16)
q=0

Similarly,
n—1
V(@) — (X +e/2)g" (@) = log AP (2) = Y log A1/ (T()),
q=0

and it follows from the above construction that

() — (X +¢/2)g"(x) = ZlogAE/Q () ZlogA“/”(T’f( 2)
=0 =0
n—1

= Zs:logA,(;ﬂ)(a:i)—k Z logA(E/2)( T9(x)). (5.17)

=0 q=0
T9(x)EQq(€)

By (ii) we have A(i_) (x;) > 1fori=0,1,...,s—1. This and (5.10) imply A,(;/z) (25) > eca"(@i)/2
and so log A(E/2)( i) > 55 k; for all i < s. Combining this with the above, (5.15) and (5.17) give

0" (@) = (R + ¢/2)g" () = 5530n — |log A ()] + Z A (o) > S (1) + (1)

Tq(r)EQo( €)

where (I) is the sum of the positive terms of the sum Z A(e/ 2) (T9(z)) and (II) is the sum

Tq(r)EQo( €)
of the other terms in this sum. Then (I) > 0, and, recalling the set F' defined by (5.7),

n—1 n—1

= > g AP T@) > Y log A1),
Tq(:c)g;%Qo(s) Tq%;)OEF

(The terms appearing in the sum in the right-hand-side that do not appear in the sum in the
middle are all non-positive.) Hence

V@) = (he/Ag') 2 et 3 log A/? (1(x))

Tq(ac)EF

n—1
= ?5%2 (19(2)) — (X + ¢/2)g(T% (@) (1 (x)

67'0(5

where v(y) = [¥(y) — (X + €/2)9(y)]x (y) On the other hand (5.9) implies v"(z) > h"(x) — nn.
Using this and n = g , it follows that

§0)  ( ef20°) 2 Do i) - Do
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For the integral H = /Ahd,u it follows from (5.8) that H + § > —%. So, we can now rewrite
R
the above as
G G I P O I P ol B P ) Hy &g %
n 2 2 At G

67’03 90150 67’03
—_ > ,
= 4qt Co — 8t

v

. 2 1
since § > §g and Cy > 100¢h 7T Thus,
€To

As in the proof of Lemma 5.1, assume first that yx = x; # 0. Then the above argument
shows that =, \ Q) c 2/ UE” UE" UZ"" where Z/, is the set of those z € £\ Q" such that

%(m) -X> %, =/ is the set of those z € £'\ Q™ such that ‘1 — %(m) > ﬁo\iﬂ =" is the set

of those = € £\ Q™ such that ‘1 — %(x) > 100 and = is the set of those z € £\ Q™ such

1671
that ‘H B C))

n

57’05
Z 321

As in the proof of Lemma 5.1, it now follows from the classical Large Deviation Principle (see
[OP], [Ki] or [Y1]) that there exist constants €' = C’(e,6) > 0 and ¢ = ¢(e,8) > 0 such that
w(Z, \ QW) < Cle=¢m. By (5.11), n(Q™) < Che~", so there exist constants C' > 1 and ¢ > 0
such that u(=,) < Ce " for all n.

When x = x; = 0, a slightly different argument (as in the proof of Lemma 5.1) shows that
again there exist constants C' > 1 and ¢ > 0 such that u(=,) < Ce " for all n. m

6 Proof of Proposition 2.1

Throughout we assume that ¢; is a C? contact Anosov flow on M with a C? invariant contact
form w. Then the two-form dw is C', so there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

|dwg (u,v)| < Collu|| [jv]] , w,veTyM, xe M, (6.1)

and for every € M and every u € E*(x) (or uw € E"(z)) with ||u|| = 1 there exists v € E"(x)
(reps. v € E*(z)) with [|v|| = 1 such that dw,(u,v) > 1/Cp.

Fix for a moment € > 0. We will use the notation from Sect. 3. Following general procedures
(see Theorem S.2.10 in [KM)]) for all z € £{, and i = 1,..., ko consider the inner product

(w,v)oi = Y {df7 (w), df " (v) e 274w € Bia),

mMEZL

where (-,-) is the inner product on T, M determined by the Riemann metric. Then, given u =
UL+ oo F Uy, V=01 .. F v, € T M with u;,v; € Ei(x) for all 4, define

/

(w0 =D (uividy o lully = v/(uu)f.
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Notice that for u € F;(x) we have

(’LL ’LL>;” _ Z dem H2 —2mx;— 4em_|_ Z dem ||2 —2mx;+4em

m=0 m<0
< Z(R:-(x)emxi-i-msuu”)2 e 2mxi—dem | Z(R;(x)emXi_me|’UH)2 o~ 2mxit+dem
m20 m<0
- 1 + 7% 2
= ||u|| Z e 2me + Z 627”6 < 1 = (RE($)||UH)2 < E(Re(gj)||u”)2
m>0 m<0

Thus, [[ull;; < /2/€ Re(x)]ul]

Since the subspaces E ( ) are mutually orthogonal with respect to (-, -),, it follows that, setting
Ky = Ky(e) = 2¢/ko/e, we have

Jully < Ko(e) Re(@)llull . weT;M, ze Ly (6.2)
In particular, if u = u; + ... + ug, with u; € E;(z) for all 4, then
luall < llusllz s < Nlullz < Ko(e) Re(@) lull , i=1,.... k. (6.3)

Next, for every i = 1,..., ko, x € L}, and € > 0 set

y ldfz* (v)|] e~ Caton—l

" n i—€)n—elk|
Ai(az,e) :Sup{dew—l—k(H)d!cg]g( )XH ’ :n<0,k GZ,'UEEZ'\{O}},

and

Ac(x) = max max{4;(z, €), A;(z,€)}.

It follows from the argument in the proof of Proposition 1 in [FHY] that 4;(z,€) and A4;(x, €) are
finite for all 7, so A.(x) is well-defined for all = € L}, and moreover

w < Acx) ™ol , veE(r), nel, (64)

for all z € £, and all i =1, ..., kg. It now follows from (3.1) and (3.2) that
Re(z) < Ac()

for all € > 0 and all z € Lf. It is easy to see that A;(z,€) and L(x,e) are e-slowly varying
functions for all i, so A.(z) is also an e-slowly varying function.
Next, set K1(€) = CZKo(e). We will prove that

I _ ldr )l

K@ (Re@)een = om0 M0 UE Ei(z) , o] =1, (6.5)

for all x € £{ and i = 1,...,kg. Given v € E;(z) with [jv|| = 1, there exists w € T, M with
|w|| =1 such that dw,(v,w) > 1/Cy. Let w = w1 + ...+ wy,, where wy, € Ey(x) for all k. Since
the flow is contact, there exists j with x; = —x;. It is now easy to see that dw, (v, w) = dw, (v, w;).
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Indeed, setting x,,, = f™(x), for xx < x; = —Xi we have x; < x; — 3¢ by the choice of €, so using
(6.1) we get

|dwa (v, wi)| = |dws,, (dfy" (), dfy" (wi))| < Colldfy" ()|l |dfy" (wi)]
CoRZ (@)||v]| [[wy || ™ meemxtme —

IA

as m — oo. Thus, dw, (v, w;) = 0. In a similar way one deals with the case x; > x;, considering
m — —00.
Hence for any m > 0 we have

Ci < duwy (v, wj) = dow pm () (dfy" (0), dfy" (w;)) < Colldfy" (W) HIdfz (wj)]]-

0
This, (3.1) and (6.3) imply
larr @l L 1
emi T CRlldf(wy)lemxs T CERE (x)emtmefw;lemxs

1 1
- CHRE (x)eme Ko(€) Re(z)[w] = CERo(0) (Re(w) 2o

which proves (6.5). In a similar way one shows that

I _ ldr )l

>0 Ei(z), =1, 6.6
Kl(E) (Re(x))2€m€ = e—mXi ) m = , U € (IE) ||U|| ( )
forall z € £ and i = 1,..., ko.
Next, we will prove that -
Ay, €) < Ki(e/2)(Reja())? (6.7)

for all x € £{y and i = 1,...,ko. Fix = and ¢ for a moment. Given v € E;(z) \ {0}, n > 0 and
k € Z, we will consider 3 cases.

Case 1. k > 0; then n + k > 0, too. Using (3.1) and (6.5) with € replaced by €/2, we get
deg*’“( )l e —(xi+e)n—elk| R6/2(x)e(n+k)()(i+€/2)||,U|| e~ (xite)n—elk|

ldf ¥ (o)l - i ]

K1(e/2) (R jo(x))2eke/2
= K; (6/2)(R5/2 (:E))3e(n+k)€/2€—n6—kseke/2

< Ki(e/2)(Re2(2))’.
Case 2. k <0and n+k > 0. Then (3.1) and (6.6) imply
|dfrtk (v)|) e~ (aten—elk] R.o(w)e (k) (xite/2) ||y || e~ (xiteIntek
ldf ¥ (v)l B e

K1(e/2) (Reya(x))2e~ke/2
K1(€/2)(Reja ()P ih)e/2emnetheehe/2
K1(e/2)(Repa(@))’.

Case 3. k <0and n+k < 0. Then (3.2) and (6.6) imply
) et Ry ()0 ] etk

ldf¥ ()] - exilol

RATD (R )T
= Ki(e/2) (R€/2 (g;))36—(n+k)6/2€—ne+kee—ke/2

K1(€/2)(Reja(x))’

IN

IN
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This proves (6.7). In a similar way we will now prove
Ai(w,€) < Ki(€/2)(Repa(w))? (6.8)
for all z € £{ and i = 1,...,ky. Fix = and ¢ for a moment and let v € E;(z) \ {0}, n < 0 and

k € Z. Again we will consider 3 cases.

Case 4. k>0 and n+ k > 0. Using (3.1) and (6.5), we get

| dfrE (v)|| e~ (i—en—clk 36/2(x)e(n+k)(xz-+e/2)HUH e~ (xi—e)n—ek

ldf ¥ (vl - i ]

K1 (¢/2) (Rej2(@))? R
= K1(€/2)(R€/2(gj))36(”+k)6/2ene—keeke/2
< K1(6/2)(R6/2(x))3,

Case 5. k> 0and n+ k < 0. Then

de;ﬁk( )| e —(xi—€)n—elk| R6/2(x)e("+k)(Xi_e/2)||U|| e~ (Xi—e)n—ek

ldf ¥ ()l - i o]

Ki(e/2) (Re/z(;p))Qeke/Q
= K1(6/2)(RE/2(;1;))36—(n+k)6/2ene—keeke/2
< K1(6/2)(R5/2($))3.

Case 6. £ <0, and son+ k < 0. Then

deg—i-k( )| e —(xi—€)n—elk| R5/2( z)e (n+k)(xi—e/2) vl e —(xi—e)n+tek

ldf ()] - il

K1(e/2) (Reya(x))2e—ke/2
= Ku(€/2)(Repp(a))Fem R g2

< Ki(€/2)(Reja(2))?.

This proves (6.8). Combining the latter with (6.7) gives Ac(z) < Ki(e¢/2)(Rcj2(x))?, and
therefore

Ky(€)(Age(2))'/? < Re(z) < Ac(z) , we L),

(1/6
where Ks(€) = TPk ]

Proof of (3.5). Given ¢ = 1,...,kg and = € L], there exist an integer n > 0 and v € E® with
|lv]] = 1 such that R () = ”df’”(+)” Let v = Zk L v with vy, € Ei(x) for all k. Then by (6.3),

(x5

lvk]l < Ko(€)Re(x )HUH < Ky(e ) ¢(x) for all k. Using this and x; > xi for & < i yields

= lldfz (v)]] Z lldfz (vr)] ldfz (on)l
Rly(x) = = 2 Z e(xmk

e(Xi“l‘E)n = e(xite)n —
1(df2) | o]
: Z ] <ZR Re(x) < hoo(e) (Re(x))*.

This is true for all i, so R (z) < koKo(€) (Re(x))?. In a similar way, considering the flow ¢_; and
the map f~! = ¢_1 one shows that R () < koKo(€) (Re(x))?. This proves (3.5). m
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