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C"-PREVALENCE OF STABLE ERGODICITY FOR A CLASS OF
PARTIALLY HYPERBOLIC SYSTEMS

MARTIN LEGUIL* AND ZHIYUAN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We prove that for 7 € N>o U {co}, for any dynamically coherent,
center bunched and strongly pinchea volume preserving C” partially hyper-
bolic diffeomorphism f: X — X, if either (1) its center foliation is uniformly
compact, or (2) its center-stable and center-unstable foliations are of class C1,
then there exists a C'-open neighbourhood of f in Diff” (X, Vol), in which sta-
ble ergodicity is C"-prevalent in Kolmogorov’s sense. In particular, we verify
Pugh-Shub’s stable ergodicity conjecture in this region. This also provides
the first result that verifies the prevalence of stable ergodicity in the measure-
theoretical sense. Our theorem applies to a large class of algebraic systems. As
applications, we give affirmative answers in the strongly pinched region to: 1.
an open question of Pugh-Shub in [32]; 2. a generic version of an open question
of Hirsch-Pugh-Shub in [25]; and 3. a generic version of an open question of
Pugh-Shub in [25].
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1. INTRODUCTION

Smooth ergodic theory, that is, the study of statistical and geometric properties
of measures invariant under a smooth transformation or flow, is a much studied sub-
ject in the modern dynamical systems. It has its root in Boltzmann’s Ergodic Hy-
pothesis in the study of gas particles back in the 19" century. Ever since Birkhoff’s
proof of his ergodic theorem, there has been a constant interest in understanding
the genericity of ergodic systems. The pioneering work of A. Kolmogorov in the
1950’s provided the first obstruction to the genericity of ergodicity for Hamiltonian
systems. His idea was later developed into what is now known as the Kolmogorov-
Arnold-Moser (KAM) theory. On the other hand, the work of E. Hopf, D. Anosov
and Y. Sinai provided open sets of ergodic systems, known as Anosov systems, or
uniformly hyperbolic systems.

DEFINITION 1.1 (Anosov diffeomorphisms). Given a compact Riemannian manifold
X, a diffeomorphism f € Diﬁl(X) is called uniformly hyperbolic or Anosov if there
exists a continuous splitting T'X = E¢@® EY of the tangent bundle into D f-invariant
subbundles and constants x*, x* > 0 such that for any x € X, we have

(1.1) IDf(w)] < e X flurll, Voo € Ej2)\{0},

(1.2) IDf(v2)| > X" Jloall,  Vvo € Ef(2)\{0}.

For the next nearly thirty years after Anosov-Sinai’s work, uniformly hyper-
bolic systems remained the only examples where ergodicity was known to appear
robustly, a property which is also called “stable ergodicity”: we say that a C?
volume preserving diffeomorphism f is stably ergodic if any volume preserving g
sufficiently close to f in the C? topology is also ergodic. A breakthrough came
when M. Grayson, C. Pugh and M. Shub [22] gave the first non-hyperbolic exam-
ple of a stably ergodic system, i.e., the time-one map of the geodesic flow on the
unit tangent bundle of a surface of constant negative curvature. Such systems are
special cases of partially hyperbolic systems, which are defined as follows.

DEFINITION 1.2 (Partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms). Given a smooth Riemann-
ian manifold X, a C' diffeomorphism f: X — X is called partially hyperbolic if
its C! norm is uniformly bounded and there exist a nontrivial continuous splitting
of the tangent bundle into D f-invariant subbundles, TX = E; ® E5 @ EY, and
continuous functions Y%, ¥*: X — Rsq, X% x°: X — R, such that

(1.3) —X°<XOSXO<XY

and for any z € X, any v1 € E}(2)\{0}, v2 € Ef(2)\{0}, v3 € £} (2)\{0}, we have
(1.4) 1D, f (o) < e @ o],

(1.5) X fua|| < [ D f ()]l < ¥ Ozl

(1.6) X g || < (1D f (v3)l-

We set E]%'s = EJ% &) E; and EJ%“ = EJCC ® E}‘

Partially hyperbolic systems have served as the principal source for finding stably
ergodic systems (for other examples, see [9, 12, 4T]). They also appear in the
study of SRB measures, statistical mechanics, rigidity theory and homogeneous
dynamics. Based on [22] and other results, Pugh and Shub formulated the following
fundamental conjecture:
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CONJECTURE 1.3 (Pugh-Shub’s Stable Ergodicity Conjecture, [32]). Stable ergod-
icity is C"-dense among the set of C" volume preserving partially hyperbolic diffeo-
morphisms on a compact connected manifold, for any integer r > 2.

Since its introduction, this conjecture and related questions on stable ergod-
icity have been extensively studied, for instance in the following series of works
[33), 15, 20, [39, B8, [37), T4, 4, [5]. We will later elaborate on the connections between
them in Subsection [I.1] We mention that Conjecture [1.3]is far from being solved:
results directly related to Conjecture are only known for dim E$ = 1E|

Our main result (Theorem , will be given in Section as we will see, we
actually obtained prevalence in Kolmogorov’s sense, a notion which is much stronger
than density. In the next section, we will state Theorem [A] a corollary of Theorem
[E] to help the reader understand the main features of our result.

1.1. Stable ergodicity and accessibility. In [33], the authors proposed a route
to prove the Stable Ergodicity Conjecture. They divided the conjecture into two
parts, using a geometric notion originating in an argument due to E. Hopf [24].

Let f be C" partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism of a smooth compact Riemann-
ian manifold X, r € N>1U{oo}. It is well-known (see [25]) that E° and E* uniquely
integrate to continuous foliations Wi and Wy respectively, called the stable and un-
stable foliations. For any z € X and * = s, u, the leaf of W} through z, denoted by
Wi (), is an immersed C”-manifold, and f(Wj}(z)) = Wi(f(2)). If f € PH*(X),
the transverse regularity of W; and W} is Hélder (see [35]).

DEFINITION 1.4 (Accessibility). An su-path of f is a path obtained by concate-
nating finitely many subpaths, each of which lies entirely in a single leaf of W} or
Wy. The map f is said to be accessible if any two points in X can be connected by
some su-path. We say that f is (C'-)stably accessible if there exists U, a C'-open
neighbourhood of f, such that any g € U is accessible.

CONJECTURE 1.5 (Accessibility implies ergodicity). Essential accessibility implies
ergodicity among C? volume preserving partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms.

Recall that essential accessibility is a weakening of the notion of accessibility: it
means that for any two measurable sets A, B of positive volume, there exist a € A
and b € B which can be connected by some su-path.

CONJECTURE 1.6 (Density of accessibility). For any integer r € N>o U {0}, sta-
ble accessibility is open and dense among C" partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms,
volume preserving or not.

The state of the art on Conjecture[L.5]is the result of K. Burns and A. Wilkinson
[T4]. They proved Conjecture under one mild technical condition called center
bunching, which asserts, in rather loose terms, that the hyperbolic part dominates
nonconformality of the center. Their result improved earlier work of Pugh-Shub in
[33], which required two technical conditions: dynamical coherence and a stronger
form of center bunching. Dynamical coherence is a very commonly used notion,
which asserts certain joint integrability of the invariant subspaces E€, E°, E*. We
will give the formal definitions in Definitions [I.§

IThe C? version of Conjecture is proved in [5].
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In comparison, there is a paucity of progress towards Conjecture [I.6] When the
center dimension is one, Conjecture [1.6] was proved by F. Rodriguez-Hertz, M.A.
Rodriguez-Hertz and R. Ures in [38]. It is still open for any dim E¢ > 1. To describe
the current state of Conjecture [1.6] we mention several related results, which were
obtained among certain classes of systems.

e K. Burns and A. Wilkinson [I5] proved a version of Conjecture for
compact group extensions over Anosov systems.

e In a recent paper [26], V. Horita and M. Sambarino obtained some C"-
density result for a class of partially hyperbolic systems with dim F¢ = 2
and uniformly compact center foliations (see Definition .

e Another C"-density result for partially hyperbolic systems with dim E¢ = 2
was obtained recently by A. Avila and M. Viana [6] using a very different
method.

e 7. Zhang [43] recently proved C"-density of C?-stable ergodicity for a class
of skew products over Anosov maps, satisfying pinching, bunching condi-
tions with certain type of dominated splitting in the center subspace.

The difficulty of Conjecture is mainly due to the C%-smallness of the per-
turbation. In fact, the C'-density of stable accessibility was already proved by D.
Dolgopyat and A. Wilkinson [20] in 2003. There was a line of research focused on
the C! version of Conjecture In the case where dim E°¢ = 1, 2, this was proved
n [I1] and [37]. Recently, the C'-version of Conjecture [1.3| was completely solved
by A. Avila, S. Crovisier and A. Wilkinson [5]E|

As the main result of this paper, we will verify C"-density of stable ergodicity in
C'-neighbourhoods of two classes of partially hyperbolic systems, defined by some
technical conditions. Let us first recall some notions needed to state our result.

The following definition is commonly-used in the study of partially hyperbolic
systems (see [32] [33] B35, [36]).

DEFINITION 1.7 (Pinching). An Anosov diffeomorphism f with constants y*, x* as
in (1.1), (1.2) is called 0-pinched for some 6 € (0, 1) if there exist x*, x* > 0 s.t.
e < |IDFTHT < IDf|| < X
—x*+0x* <0, x*“—60x°>0.

A partially hyperbolic system f with functions x*, x*, x¢, x¢ as in ([L.3))—(1.6) is
called B-pinched for some 6 € (0,1) if there exist x*, x* > 0 such that

(L.7) e < DFTHT LIPS < Y
X" <X°+ X O <X X

By definition, given any Anosov or partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism f, there
exists 6 € (0,1) such that f is #-pinched.
A related notion is the following.

DEFINITION 1.8 (Center bunching). A partially hyperbolic system f with functions
X%, X" X6 x© as in (1.3)—(1.6) is called center bunched (see [14]) if
(1.8) X <X®+ X5 —X©<x" = X%

°In [5] the authors showed that stable ergodicity is C'-dense among C' volume preserving

partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms. If Conjecture [[.3]is true, then such statement would be an
immediate corollary by [3].
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DEFINITION 1.9 (Dynamical coherence, plaque expansiveness). We say that a par-
tially hyperbolic system f is:

e dynamically coherent (see [25]) if £, resp. E¢", integrates to a f-invariant
foliation WE®, resp. W5, called the center-stable foliation, resp. the center-
unstable foliation. In this case, for any z € X, we let W§(x) := W§(x) N
WJ‘?"(:L’), the collection of all such leaves forms a foliation W%, called the
center foliation, which integrates £, and subfoliates both W§* and W¢*
(see [16]);

e plaque expansive (see [25, Section 7)) if f is dynamically coherent and there
exists € > 0 with the following property: if (pp)n>0 and (¢n)n>0 are e-
pseudo orbits which respect W§ and if d(pn,qn) < e for all n > 0, then
qn € WJ? (pn). It is known that plaque expansiveness is a C'-open condition

(see Theorem 7.4 in [25]).

DEFINITION 1.10 (Uniformly compact foliation). A foliation is uniformly compact
if all the leaves are compact, and the leaf volume of the leaves is uniformly bounded.

We can now state our main result.

THEOREM A. Let X be a compact smooth Riemannian manifold. Let r € N>o U
{0}, and assume that f € Diff"(X) is a dynamically coherent, center bunched
partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism. Let ¢ := dim E%. If either ¢ = 1E| and f is
plaque expansive, or ¢ > 1 and f satisfies at least one of the following assertions:

o fis (C;cl)%—pinched and has uniformly compact center foliation;
o fis (<1)5-pinched and the maps x — B¢ (x), E$(x) are of class ct,

(&
then there exists a C*-open neighbourhood of f in Diff" (X)), denoted by U, such that
C-stable accessibility is prevalent in the C" — J—Kolmogorov sense in U, for any
J > Jo (see Subsection below for a precise definition). Here Jy is an integer
depending only on dim X.

Moreover, let Vol be a smooth volume form on X, and assume that f € Diff" (X, Vol)
satisfies one of the previous conditions. Then the above conclusion is true for Uy, a
C'-open neighbourhood of f in Diff” (X, Vol), in place of U. In particular, C*-stable
ergodicity is C"-dense in Uy.

Theorem |A| generalizes all the results on stable ergodicity from [I5] [26] [6], 43]
to arbitrary center dimension in the strongly pinched region. Compared to the
previous works, our result has two significant novelties:

(1) this is the first time that C"-density of stable ergodicity is proved for fully
nonlinear systems with arbitrary center dimension, for r >

(2) this is the first result that shows that stable ergodicity and accessibility are
prevalent in the measure-theoretical sense.

To provide motivations for (2), let us mention that there are two ways to approach
the question of genericity: topological and metric. These notions are sometimes

3Any partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism with center dimension 1 is automatically center
bunched.

4Among the set of compact group extensions, C"-density of stable ergodicity was proved in
[15]. These systems also have higher center dimension, but they are simpler as the action on the
fiber is by group translation, hence is characterised by finitely many parameters.
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conﬂictingﬂ The study of prevalence properties goes back to Kolmogorov [29].
We say that a property is prevalent if it holds for a typical dynamical system in
Kolmogorov’s sense (see Definition as in [7, 29] 34] (see [27, [B0] for different
notions). Even when dim E¢ = 1, we have strengthened the result of [38] as we
show that stable ergodicity is not only C"-dense but also prevalent among center
bunched partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms with one-dimensional center, assum-
ing plaque expansiveness. In [34) Conjecture 3|, the authors conjectured that: for
the generic finite dimensional submanifold V' in Diff" (M) and almost every f € V,
the equivalence classes of points in the chain recurrent set of f are open in the chain
recurrent set. They also mentioned that the validity of such conjecture would give
a “finite spectral decomposition for f where each piece of the decomposition has
something akin to the accessibility property”. P. Berger [7] constructed a counter-
example to this conjecture in the Newhouse domain. Our result strongly suggests
that the accessibility property could be prevalent among partially hyperbolic dif-
feomorphisms.

1.2. Further illustrations of our result. Conjecture[I.3|has its origin in several
concrete models. For instance, given an integer n > 1, the linear automorphism
of T := R™/Z™ associated to a matrix A € SL(n,Z) is defined as the unique
diffeomorphism f4: T™ — T™ such that the following diagram commutes, where
m: R®™ — T"™ denotes the natural projection:

R* —4 R"

ﬂl lﬂ

Tn J4, n
Back in the 1970’s, Hirsch-Pugh-Shub [25] already asked whether any ergodic linear
automorphism of T™ stably ergodic, for n > 2.

Positive answer to this question is known when the map is Anosov by [2]. This
question was solved by F. Rodriguez-Hertz in [39] for any n < 5. This in particular
answered a special case of the question, asked in [22] for an explicit 4 x 4 matrix.
More generally, in [39], the author investigated the case of pseudo-Anosov maps
with 2 eigenvalues of modulus 1. In [32], the authors mentioned that the validity
of Conjecture [I.3] would give a positive answer to the following weaker version of
the previous questiorﬂ namely, given two integers n,r > 2, whether the C"-generic
volume preserving perturbation of any ergodic automorphism of T™ ergodic. To
the best of our knowledge, the question remains open for any dim E¢ > 1.

Let us now consider M = SL(n,R)/T for some uniform discrete subgroup I" of
SL(n,R). Let A € SL(n,R) with at least one eigenvalue of modulus different from
1, and let La: M — M be the left translation by A. In [32], the authors ask
whether L 4 is stably ergodic among C? volume preserving diffeomorphisms of M.

Unlike the case of T™, the topological complexity of the homogeneous manifold
M has so far prevented a generalization of [39]. One can also consider the generic
version of the previous question, namely, whether the C'°° generic volume preserving
perturbation of L, is stably ergodic. This is true when the map L4 is Anosov, by

5For instance, among circle diffeomorphisms, a topological generic map has rational rotation
number, while those with irrational rotation number occupy positive measures in many one-
parameter families.

6See the remark below [32, Conjecture 1].
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[2], or when the center dimension dim E€ is equal to one, but the question remains
open for any dim E° > 1.

As corollaries of the main result of this paper, we answer the previous questions
in any dimension in the strongly pinched region, namely for maps with pinching
exponents close to 1.

THEOREM B. Let n > 2 be some integer. For any r € N>o U {00}, any linear
partially hyperbolic automorphism fa: T" — T™, ergodic or not, that is (%)%—
pinched, where c is the number of eigenvalues of A € SL(n,Z) of modulus 1, there
ezists U, a C*-open neighbourhood of fa in PH"(T™, Vol), such that for some C"-
dense subset U' of U, any map in U’ is a stably ergodic diffeomorphism.

THEOREM C. Let T be a uniform discrete subgroup of SL(n,R), let M := SL(n,R)/T
and let Ly: M — M be the left translation by A € SL(n,R), assuming that A has
an eigenvalue with modulus different from 1. Then, the C* generic volume pre-
serving perturbation of L4 is stably ergodic for any 0-pinched L 4, where 6 € (0,1)
depends only on the integer n.

The partially hyperbolic splittings for Theorems[B]and [C]are the canonical ones:
the center spaces are the neutral subspaces of the affine actions. Note that even for
linear automorphisms with two-dimensional center, Theorem [B] partially improves
and generalizes the main result in [39], in the following sense: (1) we removed the
pseudo-Anosov condition; (2) our result also applies to non-ergodic maps; (3) we
weakened the regularity condition (for the perturbations) from C® to C*.

Another open question in [32] is the followingm Given two compact Riemannian
manifolds M, N, where M supports a C" volume preserving Anosov diffeomorphism
g: M — M, r € N>y U {oo}, is the C"-generic volume preserving perturbation of
gxId: M x N — M x N ergodic? Again, this question has a positive answer when
the map in question satisfies dim N = 1. A recent result of A. Avila and M. Viana
[6] also gives an affirmative answer to this question when dim N = 2 (see also [20]
for a related result). This question remains open for any N of dimension at least
3. As a corollary of our main result, we can answer this question in any dimension
in the strongly pinched region.

THEOREM D. Let M, N be two compact Riemannian manifolds, where M supports
a C" volume preserving Anosov diffeomorphism g: M — M, r € Nxo U {c0},

1

and let h: M — Isom(M) be a C" map. Assume that g is (”T_l) " -pinched where
n:=dim N. Then a C"-generic volume preserving perturbation of the map (x,y) —
(9(x), h(z,y)) is stably ergodic.

Theorems [C] and [D] are immediate consequences of a more general result,
Theorem [E] stated in Section

1.3. Idea of the proof. We follow closely the method in [43]. In [43], the author
studied a class of skew products over Anosov systems, and divided the problem
into: I. showing that the property of having a stably open accessibility class is
C"-generic; I1. showing that the property of having an open accessibility class with
intermediate volume is C"-meager. In Step I, we prove the existence of open acces-
sibility classes using a quantitative version of a theorem of M. Bonk and B. Kleiner
in [10] (the details about this quantitative statement can be found in Section [7).

7Actually, the version we give here is stronger than that initially stated in [32].
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In our setting, this boils down to destroying common intersections between many
different holonomy loops. This is done by a parameter exclusion within a family of
random perturbations.

The main new observation in this paper (a la Avila) is that: by letting the
number of loops be sufficiently large compared to the dimension of the manifold,
we are left with enough room to create open accessibility class at every point, due
to the fact that the random perturbations we use are not very sensitive to the map
and the point. The details about this argument can be found in Section This
allows us to bypass Step II in [43] which only works under restrictive assumptions
(for a different application of the method in Step II, see [44]). Our construction
is also suitable to study the measure-theoretical prevalence. Our method suggests
that under a strong pinching condition, the failure of accessibility should be a
phenomenon of infinite codimension.

On the technical level, in Section [6] we use [20] to construct families of center
disks to connect different regions of the space. Small complications arise in the
study of prevalence, since we need to organize several families for different maps.
For each disk we consider a parametrized family of random perturbations generated
by vector fields with disjoint supports, and parametrize a part of the accessibility
class of any given point z in a slightly smaller disk by [0, 1]¢, where ¢ is the center
dimension. We then apply Bonk-Kleiner’s criterion to show the openness of the
accessibility class of z for most parameters in the family. The regularity results in
[35, B8] are used to reduce the problem to a finite set of points and loops.

CONVENTION. Given a compact smooth Riemannian manifold X with a smooth
volume form Vol, for any r € N>;U{oco}, we denote by PH"(X) (resp. PH" (X, Vol))
the set of all C" (resp. C" volume preserving) partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms
on X with bounded C" norms.

In the course of the paper, we will often use constants depending on a diffeo-
morphism f (and that may or may not depend on other things). We say that a
constant C' depending on a C" diffeomorphism f is C"-uniform if it works for all
diffeomorphisms in a C"-open neighbourhood of f. We introduce several constants
related to a diffeomorphism in Notations [3.12] [5.2] and Construction [9.1}

Given [ > 0 and diffeomorphisms f1, fa,..., fi, we use the notation Hézl fi to

denote f;o---o f1, where by convention Hf:jﬂ fir=Idforany j=1,...,1—1.
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2. MAIN RESULT

In the following, we fix a smooth Riemannian manifold X with a smooth volume
form Vol. Let f: X — X be a partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism with functions
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X5, X", X6, R¢ as in ([1.3)—~(L.6). For any real number g € R, we set
(2.1) B(f,0) := min (XS;LXC,)?LXSXC> min (§27§Z>9'
We will focus on the case where f is dynamically coherent (recall Definition |1.9))

and satisfies one of the following properties:

(a) the center foliation W¢ is uniformly compact (see Definition |1.10));
(b) the maps z — E$*(z), E§*(x) are of class C'.

Let us state the most general version of our result, which contains Theorem [A]

THEOREM E. Let r € N>y U {o0}, let f € PH"(X) be dynamically coherent and
center bunched, and let ¢ := dim E; If either c =1 and f is plaque expansive, or
c>1 and f satisfies one of the following conditions:

(1) condition holds for f, and B(f,3) > Czl;
(2) condition holds for f, and B(f,4) > %,

then there existU, a C'*-open neighbourhood of f in Diff" (X), and an integer Jo only
depending on dim X, such that for any J > Jy, C'-stable accessibility is prevalent
in U in the C" — J—Kolmogorov sense.

Moreover, let f € Diff" (X, Vol) satisfy the above condition. Then the above
conclusion is true for Uy, a Ct-open neighbourhood of f in Diff" (X, Vol), in place
of U. In particular, C'-stable ergodicity is C-dense in Uy.

REMARK 2.1. If f is 6-pinched for some 6 € (0,1) and satisfies[(a)l resp. ()] then
we can see that B(f,3) > 07, resp. B(f,4) > 0°. Therefore, Theorem is a conse-
quence of Theorem[E] Similarly, Theorem[B, [Q and[D follow by making appropriate
choice of functions x*, X", X, x¢. We omit these straightforward computations.

3. PRELIMINARIES

In the following section, we recall some general notions about parameter families,
prevalence and partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms.

3.1. Prevalence. Let X be a smooth Riemannian manifold with a smooth volume
form Vol. We refer the reader to [2I, Chapter II, §3] and [23]for more details about
the notions recalled in the following.

DEeFINITION 3.1 (C" topology). Let m,n > 1 be integers. Given k& € N and
f € CFR™ R"), we set ||f]lcr := sup |0 f||. Here, 9% f is a multi-linear
0<i R

1<k, xE

map from (T,R™)" to Ty, R", and7||8;fH denotes the norm of this linear map.
We let dor be the distance induced by || - ||cx. Given f,g € C®(R™,R"), we
set dee(f,9) = D e 2”“%. For r € N U {oo}, the C" topology on
(e}

C"(R™,R"™) is the topology induced by d¢r. Given smooth Riemannian manifolds
M, N, we define accordingly the C" topology for maps between M and N, and we
denote by Cy (M, N) the subset of maps in C" (M, N) with bounded distance to the
constant maps.

DEFINITION 3.2 (Parameter family). Given integers r,m,n,J > 1, we define the
space C7([0,1]7,Cy(R™,R™)) as the set of families {f,}wefo,17 of maps f, €
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C™(R™,R") such that for every 0 < i,j < r the derivative 99,87 f,,(z) is a multi-
linear map which depends continuously on (w, ) € [0,1]7 x R™. The C" topology
on the space C"([0,1]7, CJ(R™,R™)) is the topology induced by the norm || - [|cr:

{fotoller = sup 105,07 fuo ()]
0<z,j<r,
(w,x)€[0,1]7 xR™

The C* topology on C*°([0,1]”, Cg°(R™,R™)) is defined by analogy.

Let r € NU{oo}. Given smooth Riemannian manifolds M, N andU C Cj (M, N),
a C" — J—family in U is an element {f,}, € C7([0,1]7,U). We define the C"
topology on C7 ([0, 1]7,U) analogously and denote by dc- the associated metric.

DEFINITION 3.3 (Prevalence). Let U be an open subset in Dift" (X) or Diff" (X, Vol),
r € NU{oo}. A property & for maps in Diff"(X) or Diff" (X, Vol) is said to be
prevalent in the C™ — J—Kolmogorov sense in U, if for a C"-generic C™ — J—family
{f.}o in U and for almost every w € [0,1]7, £, satisfies 2.

We introduce the following notion for technical reasons.

DEFINITION 3.4 (Good family). Let » € NU {oco}. Given an integer J > 1, a
C" — J—family {f,}. € C"([0,1], Diff" (X)) is said to be good if the fixed points
of f¥ are isolated for all integer k > 1 and almost every w € [0,1]7.

PROPOSITION 3.5. There exists Jy = Jo(dim X) > 0, which we fiz in the rest of
this paper, with the following property. For any r € N>o U {oco} and any integer
J > Jy, the set of good C" — J—families is dense in the set of C" — J—families with
respect to the C" topology.

Proof. This is essentially contained in the proof of [28, Theorem 2.2]. In [2§], the
author showed the prevalence of Kupka-Smale diffeomorphisms in Diff" (X). In con-
trast to the Kupka-Smale property, our notion of good family is only a transversality
condition on the level of 0-jets. Next lemma suffices for our purpose.

LEMMA 3.6. For any integers p,q > 3, any v € N>g U {00}, for any C" map
f:(=1,1)» — RY, there exist an integer L > 1 and C*° divergence-free vector
fields Vi, ..., Vi, on RY, supported in (—1,1)9, such that the following is true. Let
us denote by 9& R? — R? the time-b; map of the flow generated by V;, and let
F: (=1,1)? x (=1,1)L — RY be defined by F: (z,b) f‘l}i o---0 ﬂgi(f(x)), for
allb= (by,...,br). Then the map

G: (—1,1)PT S RP xR?,  (x,b) — (x, F(x,b))

is a submersion for any (x,b) such that F(z,b) € (—3, %)%

Lemma is proved via a direct construction. Using Lemma in place of [28]
Lemma 1.5], the proof of Propositionproceeds as that of [28, Theorem 2.2]. O

3.2. Partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms. Fix an integer d > 1. We let X
be a smooth d-dimensional Riemannian manifold with a smooth volume form Vol.
Let f: X — X be a partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism or an Anosov map.

In the following, we will call a leaf of Wi, Wi, etc. a center leaf, center-unstable
leaf, etc.
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DEFINITION 3.7 (Holonomies). Let f € PH'(X) be dynamically coherent.

o Let x1 € X and x5 € ch(xl) By transversality, for ¢ = 1,2, there exists a
neighbourhood C; of x; within Wﬂoc(xz) such that for any = € Cy, the local s-leaf
through  intersects Cz at a unique point, denoted by H3 . (x) = Hic e, (x). We
thus get a well-defined local homeomorphic embedding Hj ¢ ¢, : C1 — C2, called
the (local) stable holonomy map between C; and Cy. For i = 1,2, set C,=0Cn
W loc(®3); by restriction, Hf o o induces a local homeomorphism H;,él & C —
Cs. Unstable holonomies are defined accordingly.

eLetx; € X and x5 € W]% (21) be two sufficiently close points in the same center
leaf. Let x € {u,s}. Then, the (local) center holonomy map H , . along local
leaves in W5 is a well-defined local homeomorphism from a neighbourhood of x; in
Wi to W}‘(xg)

The following result [35, Theorem A] relates the pinching condition in Definition
[1.7] with the regularity of u, s-holonomy maps.

PROPOSITION 3.8. If f € PHY(X) is O-pinched for some 6 € (0,1), then the local
unstable and stable holonomy maps are uniformly 0-Hdélder.

The following result is contained in the proof of [35, Theorem BJ. It relates the
center bunching condition in Definition [I.§| to the regularity of u, s-holonomies.

PROPOSITION 3.9. If f € PH*(X) is dynamically coherent and center bunched, then
local stable/unstable holonomy maps between center leaves are C1 when restricted to
some center-stable/center-unstable leaf and have uniformly continuous derivatives.

In Proposition uniformity of the continuity is a simple consequence of the
invariant section theorem and the uniform C? bound.

3.3. On leaf conjugacy. Later on, we will focus on dynamically coherent systems
satisfying one of the conditions @ or @ in Section [2} The following result is due
to Hirsch-Pugh-Shub.

PROPOSITION 3.10 (Theorem 7.1, [25], see also Theorem 1 in [36]). Let f be a
dynamically coherent partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism satz’sfying@ or@. Then
any g € PHl(X) which is sufficiently C*-close to f is also dynamically coherent.
Moreover, there exists a homeomorphism h = bhg: X — X, called a leaf conjugacy,
such that: (1) b maps a f-center leaf to a g-center leaf; (2) both h and h™" tend to
Id in the uniform norm as dci (f, g) tends to 0.

Proof. Tt suffices to see that any f in the proposition is plaque expansive (recall
Definition|1.9)). The plaque expansiveness is proved in [I7] (see also [36, Proposition
13]) under|(a)] respectively in [25] under [(b)] O

The following result, due to Pugh-Shub-Wilkinson [36], ensures that the leaf
conjugacy h in Theorem has Holder regularity under @ or @

PROPOSITION 3.11 (Theorems A-B, [36]). Let f € PH'(X) be dynamically coher-

ent, satisfying@ (resp. @, let X%, X", X°, X" be as in f, and let 6 be a
constant such that
u
) <1
U

=

|
m‘m

<>

)

(3.1) O<9<min(

<>
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Then for some Ct-open neighbourhood Uy = Ug(f,0) of f, for any g € Uy, the
leaf conjugacy by in Proposition exists and can be made uniformly 0-Holder,
and local center holonomies between sufficiently close leaves are uniformly 6-Hélder
(resp. 0*-Holder).

We will later use Propositions and while keeping track of the uni-
formity of various quantities. We summarise these statements as follows.

NOTATION 3.12. Let X be a d-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold (d > 3)
with metric d(-,-), and f € PH'(X) be dynamically coherent and plaque expansive.
We denote by dW; , dW}L , dWJg , dW;s , dW;u the associated leafwise distances. For any
€ X,0>0,and *x = s,u,c,cs,cu, we set Wi(z,0) :={y € Wi(z) | dw;(x,y) <
o}. Then there exist C'-uniform constants hy > 0, oy € (0,h¢), Cy > 1, Ap > 1,
ey >0, 9’-,9}’ € (0,1), and in case f is C?, also a C?-uniform constant Ay > 0
satisfying

(1) For x =c¢,s,u,cs, cu, for any x € X, y € Wi(x,0y), we have

d(z,y) < dw; (z,y) < Crd(z,y).

(2) For any z € X, any y € B(z,0p), Wi(z,hy) transversally intersects

Wit (y, hy) at a unique point z, and dw;(z,z),dwﬁu(z,y) < Crd(z,y).

If in addition, y € W (z, o), then dyys (z,2), dyye (z,y) < Cfdwﬁs (z,9).

(3) (Center bunching) If f € PH?(X) is center bunched, then for any z € X
and y € W¢*(z, ), the holonomy map H3 , - Wi(z, F) — Wi(y, Croy)
is well-defined. Moreover, DH7} ,  is uniformly continuous and has norm
bounded by Ay.

(4) (Pinching) f is 9}—pinched. Besides, if f € PH?(X), then for any = € X,

y € Wi(z, %), the holonomy map Hj . We(z, ) — Wit (y, 1) is well-

defined and has 9}—H61der norm bounded by Ay.

(5) (Holderness of h and H€) If f satisfies @ resp. @ then 0 satisfies (3.1)
in place of 8, and the following is true:

(5.1) any g € PH'(X) with dei(f,g) < ey is plaque expansive and for
any v € X, any y € W¢(x, %), the holonomy map Hg , , is defined
on Wi (x, %fl * = u,s, and its - (resp. its (6)-) Holder norm is
bounded by Aj.

(5.2) For any g¢1,9> € PH'(X) such that de1(f,g;) < g7, i = 1,2, the leaf
conjugacy bg, g, = by, © by,! has (67)*-Holder norm bounded by Ay.
Here b, is given by Proposition for g; in place of g.

Moreover, we assume that Properties [] above are also satisfied when we
exchange the roles of v and s.

DEFINITION 3.13. Let f € ’P’HZ(X ) be dynamically coherent and center bunched.
We say that f satisfies

(ae) if [(a) holds and 6% (67)* > C; 1.

Similarly, we say that f satisfies

1
(be) it [B)] holds and 6(¢)* > CT
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REMARK 3.14. If Theorem [H(1) holds for f, then by Definition [1.7], Propositions

we can choose 8},6’}’ such that holds. Similarly, if Theorem
holds for f, then we can choose 6';,0% such that holds.

STANDING HYPOTHESES FOR THE REST OF THE PAPER

We denote by X a d-dimensional compact smooth Riemannian manifold with a
smooth volume form Vol; r belongs to N>; U{co}; and f € Diff"(X). Whenever f
is declaimed to be partially hyperbolic, we denote ¢ := dim EY, ds := dim E% and
d, = dim E}L Moreover:

(H1) f € PH"(X) is dynamically coherent and plaque expansive in Sections

E2{4 B B, [
(H2) f € PH"(X) is center bunched and r > 2, in Sections

4. RANDOM PERTURBATIONS

In this section, we will establish some estimates for certain perturbations of the
holonomy maps of a dynamically coherent plaque expansive partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphism.

4.1. Basic notions and constructions. We start with the following more general
situation. The following suspension construction will be used repeatedly.

DEFINITION 4.1 (C" deformation). Let a € R! for some integer I > 0, and let
U be an open neighbourhood of ¢ in RY. A C" map f: U x X — X satisfying
f(a, ) = f and f(b, ) € DIff"(X), Vb € U is called a C" deformation at (a, f) with
I-parameters. We associate with such f the suspension map T'( f ) defined by

(4.1) T=T(f):UxX—=UxX, (baz) (b, f(bz)).
If in addition f(b,-) € Diff" (X, Vol) for all b € U, then we say that f is volume
preserving.

DEFINITION 4.2 (Infinitesimal C” deformation). Given an integer I > 0, a C" map
V:R! x X — TX is called an infinitesimal C" deformation with I-parameters if

(1) for each B € R, V(B,-) is a C" vector field on X;
(2) for each z € X, B~ V(B,z) is a linear map from R’ to T, X.

CONSTRUCTION 4.3. Given I > 0, a € R!, and V, an infinitesimal C” deformation
with I-parameters, then for any sufficiently small ¢ > 0, we associate with V a C”
deformation at (a, f) with I-parameters, denoted by f, which is defined by

~

f(b,x) == FPyp—a(1, f(x)), V(bz)elUxX,

where U = B(a, ¢) C R and for any B € R!, ZvB,): Rx X — X denotes the C"
flow generated by the vector field V(B,-). In this case, we say that f is generated

by V. If in addition for each B € R, V(B,-) is divergence-free, then f is volume
preserving as in Definition and we say that V is volume preserving.

For any V as in Definition we use || - ||x to denote the uniform norm of the
derivatives of V restricted to {0} x X. The following lemma gives bounds on the
norms of deformations induced by infinitesimal deformations.
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LEMMA 4.4. Assume that r > 2. Let I € N>y and let f: UxX — X be a
C" deformation at (0, f) generated by some infinitesimal C" deformation with I-

parameters V.. Take T = T(f) as in Definition . Then there exists a C?-uniform
constant Co = Co(f) > 0, such that by possibly taking U smaller, it holds:

)
(1) IDT|| < Co(1+ 1|85V [|x) and | D*T|| < Co(1 + [[050xV || x)(1 + 96V [ x);
(2) nxDT((0,x),B) = V(B, f(x)) for any (z,B) € X x ToU. Here for each
v e T(U x X), we denote by wx (v) the component of v in TX.

Proof. We defer the proof to Appendix [B] ([l

Some of the estimates will depend on the support of a deformation or of an
infinitesimal deformation, which we now define.

DEFINITION 4.5. For an infinitesimal C" deformation with I-parameters V: R x
X — TX, we define

suppy (V) := {z € X | 3B € R! such that V(B,z) # 0}.
Given a € R!, an open neighbourhood U of a, and a C" deformation at (a, f) with
I-parameters f: U x X — X, we define
suppy (f) := {& € X | 3b € U such that f(b,z) # f(z)}.
It is clear from Definitions and that for any infinitesimal C” deformation
V, if f is the C" deformation of f generated by V', then we have
(4.2) suppx (f) C £~ (suppx (V).
4.2. c-disk and c-family. We first introduce the following notion.

DEFINITION 4.6 (Accessibility class). Let f: X — X be a partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphism. For any z € X, any £ > 0 and any integer £k > 1, we let
Accyp(z, 4, k) be the set of all points y € X that can be attained from z through a
k-legged accessibility sequence x = 2y, 21, . . ., 2k, = Yy, where for each 0 < i < k — 1,
zit1 € Wi(zi,£) UW§ (2, 0). We let the accessibility class of f at @ be Accy(x) =
Uz>0’k21ACCf(l‘, f, ]f)

For any f € PH'(X), accessibility classes of f form a partition of X. By
Definition f is accessible if and only this partition consists of a single class.
In the rest of Section [4] we assume f satisfies [(H1)]

DEFINITION 4.7 (c-disk). For each € X and o > 0, we call C = W§(z,0) the

center disk of f (or c-disk of f for short) centered at x with radius o, and we set
0(C) := o. In addition, for any 6 € (0,1], we also define 0C := W¢(z, o).

DEFINITION 4.8. A collection of disjoint center disks D = {C1,...,Cx} is called a
family of center disks for f (or c-family for f for short). In addition, we set

K(D) = int {e(©)), 7(D) = swp{e(©)}, (D)= K.

Given 0 € (0,1) and k € N>1, we say that D is a (0, k)-spanning c-family for f if
X = Ucep Uzeoc ACCf(ZL’, 1, k)

Given any subset C C X, and ¢ > 0, we set (C,0) := {z € X |d(z,C) < o}. Given
a collection D = {Cy,...,Cx} of subsets of X, we set

(D,o) := Ule(cj,cr), Yo >0.
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A collection D of subsets of X is called o-sparse if for any two distinct C,C’ € D,
(C,0),(C’,0) are disjoint. Any c-family for f is o-sparse for some o > 0.

The next lemma is a consequence of the continuity of the invariant foliations
with respect to the dynamics. Roughly speaking, it says that any c-family can be
slightly perturbed into a c-family for a given nearby map.

LEMMA 4.9. For any 6 € (0,1), 8’ € (0,1), 0” € (0,1], par > 0, pm € (0, prr),
and any o > 0, there exists a C'-open neighbourhood U of f in PHl(X), and
Cl-uniform constants ¢ > 0 and o’ > 0, such that for any c-disk of f, denoted by
C = Wi(z,p), with p € (pm,pm); for any g € U; for any y € B(z,¢), the c-disk
Cy = Wiy, p) of g satisfies C, C (C,0), 8"Cy C (8"C,0), and

(43) (QC, O',) C Uyeorc, Accg (y, 1, 2)

Proof. By letting € be sufficiently small, we clearly have that for any ¢ sufficiently
C1- close to f, g = We(y, p) satisfies C; C (C,0) and 0”C, C (0"C,0). By Propo-
sition , Wg* (resp. W5, Wet) exist and are uniformly transverse for all g
sufﬁc1ently C’1 close to f. Then follows by letting o’ and de1(f, g) be suffi-
ciently small compared to py,, par and 6/ — 6. ([

REMARK 4.10. Given any 0,0',0", prm, prr as in Lemmalf.9, any o > 0, any integer
k > 1, any (0, k)-spanning c-family for f, denoted by D, such that [r(D),7(D)] C
(pm, par), the following is true: for any g sufficiently Ct-close to f, there ewists
a (0',k + 2)-spanning c-family for g, denoted by D', such that [r(D),7(D')] =
[r(D),7(D)], n(D') = n(D). Indeed, we can apply Lemmal{.9 successively for each
C € D. Moreover, we can also ensure that for each C' € D', we have C' C (C,0)

and 0"C' C (0C, o) for some c-disk C in D.

4.3. Extended map and center subspaces. Recall that in this subsection (H1)
holds. Let x¢, x¢, x°, x“ be as in Deﬁmtlonn 1.2 so that . to are satisfied.
Let £ > 0 be a constant such that

(4.4) min(x* + x% x" — X% X%, x") > &

LEMMA 4.11. Let I € N>y, a € RT and let U C R be an open neighbourhood of a.
Let f: UxX — X be aC" deformation at (a, f) with I-parameters. If U is chosen

sufficiently small, then the map T = T(f) is a C” dynamically coherent partially
hyperbolic system for some T-invariant splitting

WU T, X = E}(b,x) ® ES(b,x) ® Ef(b,x), V(bx)eUxX.
Moreover, for any (b,x) € U x X, we have
EL(b,x) ={0} @ E* o, )(m) Wi(b,x) = {b} x )/V’t (x), for x = u, s,

(4.5) and ES(b, z) = Graph(vy(z, ))@E;(b)()

for a unique linear map vy(z,-): ToU — E;’Zb )( z)=FE f(b )(m) ) E}f(b )(x)

If in addition|(H2) holds, then, after reducing the size of U, u, s-holonomy maps
between center leaves of T (within distance 1) are C* when restricted to some center-
unstable/center-stable leaf, with uniformly continuous, uniformly bounded deriva-

tives.
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Proof. For small enough U, the map T is a dynamically coherent partially hyper-
bolic diffeomorphism (it is C'-close to (b, z) — (b, f(x))). A detailed treatment for
this statement can be found in [36, Section 7].

In the following, let * = w or s, and let U be small. Then for all b € U, E;;(b )
is close to £}, and the expansion/contraction rate of f(b,-) along E; b.) is close to
that of f along E%. For any (b,z) € U x X and B +v € T,U & T, X, we have

DT((b,x), B+v) = B+ [8,f((b,x), B) + 8, f((b, z), v)].

Then DT(b, x) maps {O}EBE;(b,_)(x) to {O}GBE;(b)‘) (f(b, z)), which gives Ex(b, z) =
{0} @ E}’;(bv_)(x). It is direct to check that {b} X W;(b,_)(x) integrates E%. re-
stricted to {b} x X. Thus Wi (b,z) = {b} x W}Z(b’_)(x). Moreover, it is clear that
{0}® E;(by_)(x) C E5%(b,z), and ES(b,x) N ({B} @ T, X) # 0 for any B € T,U. We
define v, (x, B) as the unique vector in E}?b,)(x) such that B+ v (z, B) € ES(b, z).
It is direct to see that vp(z,-) is a linear map.

Now, if 7 > 2 and f is center bunched, by C'-openness of center bunching, for
sufficiently small U, we can verify that T is also center bunched for some n € N.
The smoothness of s, u-holonomy maps of T follows from Proposition [3.9] ([l

Let U, f and T be as in Lemma In the following, for any (b,z) € U x X,
we will tacitly use the inclusions E}(b )(x) — {0} & E}(b )(x) C T,U & T, X for
* = 5,1, c, and the isomorphism R! ~ T,U @ {0} c ,U ® T, X.

For any (b,z) e U x X and v = B+v' € T,U & T, X, we denote by nx(v) := '
the component in T, X, and set m,(v) := B + vp(x, B). We also denote by m.(v)
the component of v in E;;(b y for * = u,s,c. By a slight abuse of notation, we let
mx (b, x) = .

We introduce the following definitions, motivated by the need to control return
times of a map to the support of a deformation.

DEFINITION 4.12. For any subsets A, B C X, we define
R(f,A,B) :=inf{n>0]| ff(A)NB#0or f~"(A)NB # 0};
R>o(f, A, B) :=inf{n >0 | f*(A)N B # 0};
Ro(f,A,B) :==inf{n > 1| f*""(A)NB#0}, x=+,—.

For any subset A C X, we use the abbreviation R.(f, A) := R, (f, 4, A), =+, —.
Similarly, for a C' deformation of f, f: U x X — X, we set

R.(f,A,B) :=inf{n > 1| 3b € U such that f(b, ) (A)N B #0}, »=+,—.

We define R(f,A,B), Rzo(f,A,B), R+(f, A) and R_(f, A) in an analogous way.
Moreover, it is clear that R(f, A, B) = min(R>o(f, A, B), R_(f, A, B)).

In the following, for * = s, u, and for any p € M, we set
S X () >0, k>0,
YL (i) >0, Yk <.

We define x§.(p) and x%(p) in a similar way.
The following lemma collects some basic properties of the center bundle E¥.

(4.6) Xi(p) = {
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LEMMA 4.13. We have
(1) For any = € X\suppx (f), any B € TyU,

DT (B + vy(x,B)) = B+ vy(f(z), B).

Bquivalently, Df(z,v0(x,)) = no(f (), ).
(2) supgex lvo(z, )|l < Ch||T||cr for a Ct-uniform constant Cy = C1(f) >0
(3) There is a Ct-uniform constant Co = Ca(f) > 0 s.t. ¥ (2, B) € X x ToU,

lvo(@, B)|| < Ce|Tllcre™" | B,

where for w € M, we let

(47) Ay w) = M, o suppx (7)1 X2 R (o supp () () > 0

Proof. Proof of (I)): For any x € X\suppy (f), any B € ToU, we have DT((0, ), B) =
B. We have DT(vo(z, B)) € E5“(0, f(z)) and by ({@.11), DT(B + vo(x, B))

E5.(0, f(x)). Thus
DT(B +w(z, B)) € (B+ E*(0, f(x))) N EZ(0, f(x)),

while the right hand side contains only B + vo(f(z), B).
Proof of : For any (z, B) € X x ToU, the unstable part of vy(x, B) satisfies

)
€

’R’ul/o x, B ZDf ’/Tuabf(( 7fn71)aB))'

Then ||7uvol| < C1||T|lcr by 8sf]| < [|T]lcr and ||Df’1|E}LH < 1. Arguing simi-
larly for the stable part, we conclude the proof. R R
Proof of : By , forany x € X and 0 <n < R_(f,{z},suppx(f)), we have

mwsvo(x, B) = Df™(msvo(f"(x),B)), VBeT,U.
By Lemma [4.13([2)) and (1.4), for some C'-uniform constant C; = Ci(f) > 0, we

thus have

Irsvo(z, )| < Cal|Tflore < reGmsmomx ()
Similarly, we have ||m,vo(z, )| < C1||T||cre Xpso(fe wppx(ﬂ)(x) 0

4.4. Holonomy maps. Recall that in this section, and are satisfied. In
the following, we fix an integer I > 0, and let f: U x X — X be a C? deformation
at (0, f) with I-parameters. We set T' = T'(f). In the following, we will always take
U conveniently small so that by Lemma [f.11] the stable and unstable holonomy
maps for T between close center leaves of T’ are C!.

We need bounds for the derivatives of holonomy maps with respect to parameters.
The following lemma is proved by combining the construction in [35, Proof of
Theorem A] and invariant section theorem for jets in [25, Proof of Theorem 3.2 .
We defer the technical proof to the appendix.

LEMMA 4.14. Let x =u,s. Take x € X, y € W§*(v,0¢/2) and set z := Hj . (z).
(1) For any B € ToU, we have

T DHY, (0.4),(0,9)(B + v0(z, B)) = B+ 1(z, B).
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(2) There exists a C%-uniform constant C3 = C3(f) > 0 s.t. for any B € TyU,
[meDHZ (0,2),(0,.) (B + vo(z, B))|
< Cy(max(e ") =) | DT + | DT |dw; (x, 2)|| B .
Proof. In Appendix [A] O

The following proposition provides fine control of the derivatives of holonomy
maps with respect to parameters when we are given certain recurrence condition.
We give some illustration in Figure [f}

PROPOSITION 4.15. There exists a C?-uniform constant Cy = C4(f) > 0 such that
the following is true. Fiz any Ry,C > 0, o € (0,0y). Assume that f is generated
by V, an infinitesimal C? deformation such that o||0p,0,V || x + |0,V || x < C. Then
there exists a C'-uniform constant £ > 0 such that we have the following:

(1) Let y € Wi (z,0) and z == H}, (). Assume that x ¢ suppx (V) and
R_(f, {z,z},suppx (V)) > Ro. Then for any B € ToU,

I DEE 1y 0.y (B + (@, B)) = mV (B, 2)]| < CiCPe ¢ || B

(2) Lety € We*(z,0) and z :== H}

fzy(ac) Assume that R+(f, {z,2},suppx (V)) >
Ry. Then for any B € TyU,

||7TCDH’%,(O,:E),(O,y) (B + I/O(LL', B))H < C4C3e_RO§ ||BH

Note that the terms on the RHS of the above inequalities are independent of o.

Ry—n n

FIGURE 1. The point f~7(x) for any integer 1 < j < Ry, and the
point f~*(z) for any integer 2 < k < Ry lie outside of supp(f).
We apply Lemma to f~™(z) and f~"(z) where n is a small
fraction of Ry.
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Proof. We first prove (1). Without loss of generality, we assume that Ry is suffi-
ciently large.
Let 1 <n < Ry — 1. Successive application of Lemma gives

DT™™(B +vy(z, B)) = B+ vo(f"(z), B).
Then the invariance of the foliations under the dynamics yields
TeDHF. (o 1) 0,9)(B + v0(z, B)) = 7 DH7. (0 4 (0,2) (B + vo(z, B))

— 7 DT (7 + 1) DH 0,09 - (0,0 DT (B + v (x, B)))
(4.8) = T DT (7o + ) DHE. 1 (0,0) -7 (0,2) (B + 00 (f " (2), B))),
where we have used that DH. 1. (g ) 7-n (0 ) (B+1o(f 7" (2), B)) € EZ(T"(0,2)).
CLAIM 4.16. There exists a C?-uniform constant c; = c1(f) > 0 such that
e DH 0.0y (0.0 (B + 10~ (@), B))| € 1 CRe™ ™m0 ) Xomyin 000 g

Proof. By y € Wi* (7, 0) and by distortion estimates, for some C*-uniform constant
co = co(f) > 0, we obtain
dywy (T7"(0,2), T7(0,2)) < e"ﬁn(z)dw}i (z,2) < cpe X=n@)g,
By Lemma there exist C?-uniform constants ¢; = ¢;(f) > 0, i = 3,4, 5, so that
|DT|| < e3C, ||D*T|| < ca(1 4 |060,V || x)(1 + |05V ]| x) < csC%0 L.

Recall that R_(f, {z, z},suppx(V)) > Ry > n by hypothesis, thus by {@2),

Roo(f,{f7" (), f"(2)}, suppx () = n - 1,

R_(f Af 7" (), f"(2)},suppx () = Ro —n.

Thus

(4.9) R(f, F7™ (@) 2 min(X_y (F 7" (@) X2 gy (F 7" (2)))-
Similarly, we have

(4.10) R(f F7(2) = min(x_y (F7"(2))s X pyan (F77(2))):

On the other hand, by distortion estimates, we have

IRHS of (f.9) — RHS of [{I.10)| < C"

for some C?-uniform constant C’ > 0. Thus the claim follows from Lemma [4.14[2).
O

There is a C'-uniform constant 79 € (0,1) such that for any integer n €
(noRo,2m0Ry), we have

Xn(f 7" (@) < X2 pyrn(f 7" (2))-
By the above claim, we get
(411)  |meDHF: 1000y 1-n(0,5) (B + 10(f "(2), B))|| < 21C% X B
By Lemma [4.14{{1]), we have
(4.12) 7Tbl)l—[%,T*"(O,Tc)yT*"(O,z) (B+wo(f"(z),B)) = B+w(f "(2), B).

By Lemma , we also have
(4.13) DT™(B + vo(f"(2), B)) = DT(B + w(f ' (2), B)).
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By (4.8)-(4.13)), and since for some C'-uniform constant c¢s = cg(f) > 0,
IDT™(0, )| ps.(w)l| < ceCeXn ™), Vw e M,
we deduce that for some C2-uniform constant ¢; = c7(f) > 0, it holds
e DH 0 2y (0. (B + v0(@, B)) — m.DT(B + vo(f (), B))|
< ¢ CPX XD B < ¢7C%e || B < erCPe” Rl || B
We conclude (1) by setting ¢’ := no¢ and by using Lemma 2), that is,
7.DT(B + vo(f~ (), B)) = n.DT((0, f*(2)), B) = 7.V (B, 2).

Under condition (2), a similar argument (by choosing some n comparable to Ry)
shows that for some C2-uniform constant cg = cg(f) > 0, we have

|meDH. 5,07 (0.5 (B + vo(@, B))|| < esCPe™ @Bl < esCPe o8| B
O

5. SUBMERSION FROM PARAMETER SPACE TO PHASE SPACE

In this section, we will estimate the measure of parameters in a C" deformation
corresponding to certain “unlikely coincidences”. First, we need to estimate the
derivatives (with respect to parameters) of holonomy maps along certain su-paths.

Throughout this section, we assume that and hold.

DEFINITION 5.1. Given x € X, a triplet v = (11,22, 23) € X3 is called a f-loop at
x if the following holds:

1 € Wi(x), =2 € Wi(z1), x3 € Wf(z2), x€ W5 (3).
The length of v is defined as

Uy) = dyyy (x,21) + dyvs (x1,22) + dyyy (29, 23) + dyyes (x3, 7).

By points (I)-(3) in Notation for each f-loop ~y such that ((v) =: o < &,
we have a well-defined map Hy . : W§(z, AJI40) — Wi(z, (1 +Cy)o):

Hf’”/ = H;’IS»IH}L,M,ISH;,ILM H}L@,ﬂn '

Let f: Ux X — X be a C! deformation at (0,f), and let T = T(f) For any f-
loop v = (1, z2, x3) at =, we define the lift of v for T as 4 := ((0, x1), (0, z2), (0, z3)).

NoOTATION 5.2. Recall that ¢ = dim EJ%, and let
o 4
(5.1) Kf = CCfAfC.

We fix a C%-uniform constant 5, € (0 such that for any « € X, any

o
’ 1000?1(,«)
collection {v; = (z;1,%j2,%j3)}j=1,.c of f-loops at x such that ¢(y;) <77, V1 <
j < ¢, the map H§:1 Hy ., is defined on W¥§(z,7). In this case, for any 1 <k <

c+ 1 we set yi == H;:ll Hy¢ . (x), and for 1 < j < ¢ we define
Yin=Hi oo W)y Yi2=Hig o Win)s visi=Hf, o (Y52)

The next lemma follows from Notation [3.12] [5.2] by straightforward computa-
tions. We thus omit its proof.
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LEMMA 5.3. Let f,x,7;,y;,yjx be as in Notation [5.3. Assume that for some
o € (0,55), we have £(y;) < o, forall j =1,...,c. Then for any j = 1,...,c,
dW; (x,yj41) < Cyo + A;lpdwjg (x,y;). Let yjo:=y; and yj4 := y;4+1. We have

dW; (x7y])adeca(xj,k7y],k) < KfO' < %a Vk= 17273a
Ay (Y k=1, Yj, k) dws (Yj.h Yjks1) < 3CpKypo < 35, Vk=1,3.

In the following, we let I > 0 be some integer, let V' be an infinitesimal C?
deformation with I-parameters, and let f: U x X — X be the C? deformation at
(0, f) generated by V. Set T = T(f). Let & be defined as in Proposition

LEMMA 5.4. There exists a C?-uniform constant C5 = Cs(f) > 0 such that the
following is true. Let o € (0,57), x € X and let v = (x1,2,x3) be a f-loop at =
with {(y) < 0. Let x4 :== Hy (x), and let C, Ry > 0 satisfy that:

(1) ol|060: V|| x + [0V [Ix < C;
(2) R(f,{x,x2,23,24},5uppx(V)) > Ro;
(3) Ri(f? {ml}’supr(V)) > RO~

Let 4 be the lift of v for T. Then, the holonomy map Hr 5 is C' in an open
neighbourhood of (0,z) in W¢(z), and for any B € ToU, we have

Ime DHr s (B+vo(e, B)~D(H} 4, (HY 4, o H} g 0)) (7 V(B2))]| < CsCPe 08| B
Proof. Let x := x¢ € X. By definition, we have

Hrsy = HT (0,04),0,2) HT,(0,22),0,25) FT,0,21),(0,22) T, 0,2), 0,21

Since f is center bunched, Lemma implies that H (0,2),(0,21)" HE (0,21),(0,2)

H%’(OM)’(O@S) and H%’(OJS)’(O@) are C if U is small enough. Given any B € TyU,
let us calculate DHyp 5(B + vy(z, B)). Set Iy(B) := B + vy(x, B) € E%(0,x). For
i=1,...,4, we define

(5.2) L(B) = DHy o 00y Tic1(B)) € EG(0,25),

where *; = w if i = 1,3 and *; = s if ¢ = 2,4. In particular, we have DHr 5 (B +
vo(z, B)) = I4(B). Then by Lemma |4.14{(1)) and simple induction we deduce that

with I¢(B) := n.(I;(B)). By (5.2, we thus obtain
(5.4) I¢(B)= DH% (I 1(B) + 7 DH o 00y (B + v0(zio1, B)).

g fizio1,m;
By the hypothesis we made on V', zg, 22, x3, 24 ¢ suppy (V) and Ry (f, z;,suppy (V)) >
Ry for 0 < ¢ < 4. We can apply Proposition to obtain

Ime DHE, (¢ 1) (0211 (B + vo(x, B)) = mV (21, B)|| < C4Cle= 8| B,
||WCDH%»(0)I7:—1)7(0,M)(B +vo(xi—1, B))| < C4CS€7RO§/HB”7 i =2,4,
7 D, 01000y (B + 20 B)) | < CaCPe € | B].

Combining this with (5.3]) and (5.4), we see that there exists a C2-uniform con-
stant C5 = C5(f) > 0 such that

||I:1:(B) - WCD(H;,zg,zH}L,zg,mgH;,zl,mg)(WCV(B7xl))” < C’5613671’{05 ||BH
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The following definition is motivated by Lemma [5.3] and Lemma [5.4] The next
proposition roughly says that if we have enough control on the magnitude of the
deformation and on the return times to the support of the perturbation, then we
can obtain a lower bound on the determinant of the differential of a certain map
from parameter space to phase space (see Figure [2| for an illustration). This will be
important in the parameter exclusion which appears in Section

DEFINITION 5.5. Given any o € (0,5¢), C, Ry > 0, let v = (21,22, 23) be a f-loop
at a point € X with £(v) < 0. We say that V is adapted to (7,0, C, Ry) if:

(1) a9 Vx + [0V x < C;

(2) R(f7 W;(Zu KfO')7S11pr(V)) > RO for z = T,T2,T3;

(3) Ru(f, W§(z1,Kyo),suppy(V)) > Ro.

PROPOSITION 5.6. For any integer L > 0, real numbers C,x > 0, there exist C2-
uniform constants Ry = Ro(f,L,c,C,k) > 0 and ko = ko(f,L,c,C,k) > 0 such
that the following is true.

Let x € X, 0 € (0,(12Cfo)*15f). For each 1 < i < L, 1< j <eg, let
Yij = (@i g1, %ij2,%ij3) be a f-loop at x of length at most o such that V' is adapted
to (7i,j,0,C, Ry). Denote by B = (By)i<a<r an element of ToU = R, Assume
that for some integer 1 < jo < ¢, and indices {a; j}1<i<rni<j<e C {1,...,1}, we
have for any 1 < i,k < L and 1 < j < ¢ that: if i £ k or j # jo, then for all
z € Wi(wij1, Kro), we have

(5.5) Dp B, (m.V(B,z)) =0,

ag, 1 Pag o

while for any z € ch(;l:i,jo,l, Kyo), we have

(5.6) |det(B + Dg (meV(B,2)))| > 2k.

C"i,l""’Ba‘i,c
Let 4; ; be the lift of v, ; for T, and set z; := H;Zl Hy ., . (x). Then there erists
a linear subspace H C ToU = R! of dimension Lc such that
det(E|H) Z Ko,
L c
T()U — Hi:l Ef(Z7)7

where we set Z:
B = (mD(I[}-, Hrs, (B + v, B))

i=1,...,.L

Proof. Foreach 1 <i< L, and 1 < j < ¢, we define

7j—1

Yij = H ny’Yi,l(x)? Yij1 = H?,x,flfi’j71(yiﬂj)7
=1
Yige =Hiu o a . Wig1), Yigs =Hfo w s, Wig2)-

By the choice of 7 in Notation Lemma [5.3] yields
(5.7) Yij € W]Cc(x,Kfo'), Yijk € W)‘?(xi,j7k,Kfa), Vk=1,2,3.

Denote by 7; ; = (i1, Yi,j,2, ¥i,j,3) the associated f-loop at y; ;. Note that we also
have z; € W]‘?(x,Kfa), forall 1 <3< L.

By assumption, for any 1 < ¢ < L, 1 < j < ¢, we have {(v; ;) < o, thus by
Lemma 5.3} £(v; ;) < 12Cy Ko <Gy. Since V is (vi,5,0, C, Ro)-adapted, we get

R(f,{¥Yi.j>¥i,j.2,¥i5,3},5uppx (V) > Ro, R+ (f,{yij1},suppx(V)) > Ro.
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[1]

Ej§(21)

FIGURE 2. The map Z is a submersion. Here, the picture is for
L =2, H is a 2D subspace of TyU, and Z|p is invertible.

Let H := ®, ®_, Rdp

g

;- Define Ey: H — HiL:1 E$(2:) by

L

yeeny

Eu(B) = (m.D([] Hrs.,) (B +w(z, B))),_,
j=1
By Lemma , we have for any 1 <1,k < L:

Dp.y,vBay, (weD(]] Hrso,) (B +vo(@, B) = 3 Lija(B),
j=1 =1

where for each 1 <1 < ¢, we set

Ii,k,l(B) = DB B (ﬂ'CD( H HTfyi,j)(WcDHT,:”J(B + I/o(yu, B))))

ap 1ok o
J=I+1
It is clear that for all 1 <i < L,1 <[ <eg,
meDHr 5, (B + vo(yiy, B)) = 7eDHr5; (B + vo(yiu, B)),

where 4;; denotes the lift of v;, for T. Since v;;, and V satisfy the conditions
of Lemma with (o, C) replaced by (12C¢Kf0,12C+K¢C), there exists a C*-
uniform constant ¢; = ¢1(f) > 0 (we absorb the term 12C; K in ¢1) so that

(&
|Ii’k7l(B) - DBakylwaak,c (D( H Hfﬁi,j ’ H‘;vxi,l,:i’xH}ﬁxi,lz’wi,lﬁH‘;vmi,l,l’mi,lﬂ)
Jj=l+1

(meV (B, yinn)))| < ¢ CBe= o8| B,
Let 1 <i,k<Land1<j<ec Ifi#korj#jo, then by 7 z =y, j.1 satisfies
, hence |I; 1 ;| < c2C3e R0 Again by , Z = Yi jo,1 satisfies , hence
|det (i, )| > csk — caCPe 1€

Here ¢y, c3,c4 > 0 are C2-uniform constants depending only on f, c.
Thus for some C2-uniform constant c¢s > 0 depending only on f,L,c,C, for
any sufficiently large Ry depending only on f, L, ¢, C, k, we have det(Zg) > csr”.
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Moreover, it is easy to see that Ry is C?-uniform with respect to f. Then kg := c5r”
depends only on f, L, c,C, x and is C?-uniform in f. This concludes the proof. [

6. FINDING SUITABLE SPANNING c-FAMILIES

Since we will study a parametrised family of diffeomorphisms, we need a bit
more work to find suitable c-families. Let us start by recalling a result presented
in [20, Lemma 1.2]. We use here the notations introduced in Subsection

LEMMA 6.1 (Accessibility modulo central disks). Let f € PH'(X) be dynamically
coherent. Assume that the fived points ofik are isolated, for all k > 1. Then for
every integer R > 0 there exists D = D(f, R), a c-family for f such that
__ _ 1
W) FD) <R ', (2 R.(f,D)>R,  (3)Dis (55+2)-spanning.

For the convenience of the choices of some constants, we replaced the constant
% in [20, Lemma 1.2] by %. This does not introduce any new difficulty into the
proof. The following is a consequence of the above lemma.

COROLLARY 6.2. Assume that f € ’PHl(X) is dynamically coherent, and the fized
points of f* are isolated for all k > 1. Then for every R > 0, there exist C'-
uniform constants N = N(f,R) >0, p = p(f,R) € (O,Ril) and o = o(f,R) > 0
such that the following is true. For all g sufficiently C'-close to f, there exists Dy,
a (41—0,4)—5panmng c-family for g such that Lemma 1) is satisfied for (Dg,g) in
place of (D, f). Moreover, we have

(1) (D) > p, (2) n(Dy) < N, (3) Dy is o-sparse, (4) Ri(g.(Dy,0)) > R.

Proof. Let D = D(f,2R) be a (g5,2)-spanning c-family for f given by Lemma
Set N := n(D) + 1. Take p € (0,(2R)~!) such that r(D) > p, and choose o > 0
so that (3), (4) above are true for (D, f,40) in place of (Dy, g,0). Then for any
g sufficiently C'-close to f, for any c-family D, for g with (Dgy,0) C (D, 0), items
(3),(4) above are satisfied for (Dy, g).

L Ril), and

By Lemma applied to f and (0,6,0”, pm, pr) = (8—10, %vfo’p’
by Remark we see that there exists a (4—10,4)—spanning c-family D, for g,
satisfying Lemma 1), Corollary [6.2(1),(2), and (Dy,0) C (D,0). Combined
with the previous discussions, this concludes the proof. ([l

While working with a family of diffeomorphisms, we will need to consider several
c-families. For that purpose, we use a superposition of a collection of perturbations
which are localized in parameter-phase space. The following proposition will allow
us to arrange their support in such a way that the interferences between them are
very weak; it will serve as a key step in the inductive construction of these localized
perturbations in Proposition [10.2

PROPOSITION 6.3. Let r € N>p U{oc}, J > 1, and let {fa}aepo,1y7 be a good (see
Deﬁm’tion C" — J—family in the space of dynamically coherent, C" partially
hyperbolic diffeomorphisms. Then for any integers K, Ry > 1, any real numbers 9 >
0, ho > 0, there exists a set Q1 compactly contained in [0,1]7 with Leb([0,1]7\Q1) <
9, an integer No > 1, and real numbers py € (0,hq), p1 € (0,p0), 00, Ao > 0 such
that the following is true.
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Take any a € Qq, and any integer 0 < [ < K — 1. For any collection of points
{a;}t_; € B(a,\)N[0,1]7, any 1 <i <, let D; be a c-family for f., satisfying

(1) [£(D2), 7(Di)] € (p1,p0);  (2) n(Ds) < No.

Then there exists a (%, 6)-spanning c-family for f,, denoted by Di11, such that (1),

(2) above are satisfied for i =1+ 1, and moreover,
(1) Dyy1 is 0g-sparse, and (Dyy1,00) is disjoint from ({D;}_, 00);
(2) for any a’ € B(a, o) N[0,1]7, we have

d R(fa'7 (Dl-‘rl,UO), ({Di}ézl’go)) > RO,
e R.(fu,(Dit1,00)) > Ro, *x =+, —.

Proof. We choose € to be any compact set contained in int([0,1]”) such that
Leb([0,1]7\Q) < 9, and for any a € 4, the fixed points of f¥ are isolated for any
integer k > 1. The existence of 2 is guaranteed by our hypothesis that { f, }.c(0,1]/
is a good family.

By the compactness of [0,1]”, there exists pa € (0,hg) such that for any a €
[0,1]7, € X, the tangent space of W5 (x,4p2) is sufficiently close to E (z) so
that for any y € B(z, p2), W}, (y,4p2) intersects B(z, p2) in a single local center
manifold.

Let po € (0, 22) be small enough so that for any a € [0,1]7, any z € X, we have

(6.1) feOWV5, (@, p0)) C W5 (f2(2), p2), ¥V — Ro <p < Ro.

By Corollaryapplied to R > max(py ', Ro), and by the compactness of Qy, there
exist No > 0, p1 € (0, po), o1 € (0, p2) such that for all a € Q; there exists a (ﬁ, 4)-
spanning c-family for f,, denoted by D(a), such that [r(D(a)),7(D(a))] C (p1, po),

n(D(a)) < Ny, and
(6.2) D(a) is oy-sparse, and R(fa,(D(a),01)) > Ro.

Take o3 > 0 sufficiently small such that for any a € [0,1]7, x € X, y € B(z, 03),
and any pE (P17P0)7 we have ch‘a (y7p) - (W;a (:C7p),01/2) an(ﬂ

(6.3) Wi (z, %p) C U Accy, (2,1,2).
ZEWS (Y,350)

Take 05 > 0 such that for any a € [0,1]”, any = € X, any collection of 3RyNoK
points {xi}?ffNoK C X, there exists y € B(z,03) such that for all 1 < ¢ <
3RoNoK, we have dOW§ (y, p2), W5, (i, p2)) > 302.

Take a small constant Ao > 0 such that for any a € [0,1]7, @’ € B(a, A\o)N1[0,1]7,
z € X, and any —Ry < p < Ry, we have

(6.4) faWVs, (@, p0)) © (fZ (W5, (2, po)), 02)-

Fix any a € Q. We denote D := D(a) = {Cy,...,Cn, } for some Ny < Ny. We
take [, {a;}!_; and {D;}._; as in the proposition. We will modify D to obtain D1
that satisfies the conclusion of the proposition.

8As in the case of ([@.3)), here (6.3) follows from the uniform transversality of W52 and W¢ ,
respectively W}Ja“ and W?a.
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We will define Cj411, . . ., Ci41,n, by induction so that D11 = {Ci41.1,...,Ciq1,n, }
is a (35, 6)-spanning c-family for f,. Let 0 < j < Ny — 1 be an integer such that
for all 1 < k < j, Ci41,1 is defined and satisfies o(Cj4+1.) € (p1,po0)s

(6.5) CH—Lk C (5k,0'1/2),
1 ~
(6.6) Zock c U Aee,(x,1,2),
T€55Cit1,k
(6.7) and (Cri15,02) N (C'yo2) =0, VC' € My,
where
M= U pgou U .
1<i<l, CED;, 1<m<k—1,
—Ro<p<Ro —Ro<p<Ro

The above is true for j = 0. By the choices of pg and \g, by and (6.4),
forany 1 < i <[, C € D;, and —Ry < p < Ry, there exists x € X such that
f2(C) C (fEOW5 (z,p0)),02) C V5 (fE(x),p2),02). Similarly, for each 1 < m <
Jjs—Ro < p < Ry, there exists x € X such that fP(Ci11.m) C W5, (x,p2). Thus
M 11 is contained in less than 3Ry NoK many os-neighbourhoods of c-disks for f,
of radius ps. Then by , 7 and the choice of g, there exists a center disk
Civ1,5+1 = W5 (y,p') for some p' € (p1,po), satisfying (6.5), and for
k = j 4+ 1. We complete the construction of D;y; by induction.

Since D is (4,4)-spanning, by (6.6), Di11 is (5, 6)-spanning. By taking oo >
0 sufficiently small, depending only on {f,}, Ro, 02, we can ensure that for any
—Ro <p < Ry, any C € Uy <;<;41 Di, we have fI((C,200)) C (fE(C),02/4).

By further requiring that og be sufficiently small, depending only on { f, }, Ro, 02, 01,
, , implies that D;y is 20¢-sparse, and

® R(fa,(Di41,200), {Di}i—1,200)) > Ro,  ® Ri(fa, (Dis1,200)) > Ro.

By continuity, and after possibly taking Ay to be even smaller, but depending only
on {f.}, po, p1, Ro, No, K, 00, we can ensure that for all ' € B(a, \o) N[0,1]”7,

e R(fur, (Dig1,00), {Di}i_1,00)) > R, ® Ri(far, (Diy1,00)) > Ro.

7. A STABLE CRITERION FOR STABLE VALUES

7.1. A criterion for stable values. In this section we state a topological lemma
that is at the core of our construction of open accessibility classes. First we borrow
a few definitions from [10].

DEFINITION 7.1. If f: X — Y is a continuous map between metric spaces X and
Y, then y € Y is a stable value of f if there is € > 0 such that y € Im(g) for every
continuous map g: X — Y such that deo(f, g) < e.

DEFINITION 7.2. Given a constant € > 0, a continuous map f: X — Y between
metric spaces X and Y is called e-light if for every y € Y, every connected compo-
nent of f~1(y) has diameter strictly smaller than e.

REMARK 7.3. This definition is a quantitative version of the notion of light map in
[0 (a map f: X =Y is called light if all point inverses are totally disconnected).

Now we state the main topological result in this section.
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FiGUrg 3. Controlling the size of connected components of point inverses.

THEOREM F. For any integer n > 1, there exists a constant e = e(n) > 0 such that
any e-light continuous map f: [0,1]™ — R™ has a stable value.

Proof. In Appendix [C] O

REMARK 7.4. Theorem[His a quantitative version of a result due to Bonk-Kleiner:
in [10, Proposition 3.2], the authors proved that any light continuous map from a
compact metric space of topological dimension at least n to R™ has stable values.
The proof we give is modeled on theirs.

COROLLARY 7.5. For any integer ¢ > 1, let {%a}aca be an open cover of [0,1]¢ s.t.
diam(%,) < €(c) for all a« € A, where €(c) is given by Theorem[F| Let f: [0,1]¢ —
R¢ be a continuous map s.t. for any x € [0,1]°, there exists T C A satisfying

(1) maGIf(a%a) = @,’
(2) © € U, for alla € T.

Then f has a stable value.

Proof. By Theorem[F] it suffices to check that f is €(c)-light. Given any x € [0,1]°,
take Z C A satisfying (1), (2). In particular, there exists a € Z such that f(x) ¢
f(0%.,). We denote by P, the connected component of f~1(f(x)) containing x. We
claim that P, is contained in %,. Indeed, by the continuity of f, f~!(f(z)) has no
accumulating point in 0%,. If P, N (%)¢ # 0, then we can find two disjoint open
sets U,V s.t. P, CUUV and P,NU, P, NV are both nonempty. This contradicts
the connectedness of P,, hence the claim is true. In particular, the diameter of P,
is not larger than the diameter of %, which by hypothesis is strictly smaller than
e(c). Since z is an arbitrary point in [0, 1]¢, we deduce that f is e(c)-light. O

7.2. Choosing a cover by disjoint squares. In this section, we define a cover
of [0,1]¢ by open cubes, which will later be used when we apply Corollary to
show the existence of open accessibility classes.
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Given an integer ¢ > 1, a positive constant 6 € (c;cl, 1), we set

3c+1
c—(c—1)6-1
In the following, we will fix ¢, 8 and abbreviate K;(c,0) as K;, i =0, 1.
By a direct construction, we can fix a cover {%, }aca of [0,1]° by open sets in
R¢, which satisfies:
(1) Ais a finite set and for all & € A, there exist constants {pa,i, Ga,i }i=1,....c C
[—1,2] such that %, = (poe,ly%x,l) XX (pa,CaQa,c)Q
(2) for any o € A, diam(%,) < €(c), where €(c) is given by Theorem
(3) for each z € [0, 1]¢, there exists a subset Z C A with more than K; elements
satisfying that x € %, for all & € Z, and {0%, }acz are mutually disjoint;
(4) for each i € {1,...,c}, the points {pa, ¢a,i fac.a are mutually distinct.

(7.1) Ko(c,0) = | |+ Ki(e.0) = cKole,0).

For each integer i € {1,...,c}, we let B; := {pa.i, Ga.i}aca, and for each a € A,

we denote 0'%, = [Pa,1: Ga1] X X [Paji—15 Ga,i—1) X {Pair Gai} X [Payi—1, Gayi—1] X
<+ X [Pa,es Ga,c]- Given any s € [—1, 2], we introduce the normalized coordinate

6t —2+s ) 1
7.2 2 N {f—f,f} 0,1].
(12) olis)i= e [ - o (0
Note that for any ¢ <4’ and any s,s" € [-1,2], ¢(i,s) < p(i’,s"). We also set
-1
(7.3) 0 < Couin = 100( min [ip(i,1) - <p(i,t’)|> < +o0.
t£t' €B;

DEFINITION 7.6. We define the set
(7.4) T:={(i,B,{st = (st,1,---,50c)en) | i € {1,..., ¢}, BCB;, |B] = Ko,
and s, € [—1,2]7! x {t} x [-1,2]°%, Vt € B)}.

8. HOLONOMY MAPS ASSOCIATED TO A FAMILY OF LOOPS

In this section, holds.

8.1. Continuous and regular family of loops.

DEFINITION 8.1. Given x € X, a one-parameter family {(s) = (z1(s), z2(s), 23(5)) }se[0,1]
of f-loops at x is said to be continuous if for any ¢ = 1,2,3, the map s — x;(s) is
continuous. We define £(7) := sup,c(,1) £(7(s))-

LEMMA 8.2 (Continuation of f-loops). There exist U, a C'-open neighbourhood of
f, as well as ¢ > 0 such that the following is true. Let v be a continuous family
of f-loops at x € X satisfying £(y) < ). Then for any g € U and y € B(x,<f), we
can define v4,y, a continuous family of g-loops at y, such that vf, = v and each
coordinate of v4.,(s) depends continuously on (g,y, s).

Proof. Let v = (x1,22,23). If (g9,y) is chosen sufficiently close to (f,x), then for
any s € [0, 1], the following leaves intersect at a unique point, and we define

o {yga(s)} = Wy(y, hp) "W (z1(s), hy);
o {yg2(8)} = W;(yg1(s),hy) N W5t (z2(s), hy);
o {yg3(s)} =Wy (yga(s),hy) "W (y, hy).
Then we can verify our lemma for v, = (yg,1, Yg,2, ¥g,3)- O
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8.2. A criterion for stable accessibility. Given z € X, and v = {7(s)}s¢[0,1,
a continuous family of f-loops at z, satisfying ¢(y) < G (defined in Notation ,

we introduce
[-1,2]¢ — W]Cc(x),

81) ¥ =uv(f.27): { o e, @

By Notation 1 is well-defined. Besides, it is clear that Im(¢)) C Accy(x).

The following property combines a global property, based on the notion of “ac-
cessibility modulo central disks” which appears in [20] (see also Section [6]), and a
local one, based on the notion of e-light maps in Section [7] which together imply
the accessibility property.

DEFINITION 8.3 (Property (P)). We say that f satisfies property (P) if there exist
0<6<6 <1,aninteger k > 1, and D, a (0, k)-spanning c-family for f, such that
for any C € D, any x € 0'C, there exists a continuous family of f-loops at =, denoted
by {7z(s) = (x1(s), z2(s), z3(s)) }s, with £(y,) < T, such that the following is true:
let 1, := ¥(f,x,7,) be given by (8.I). Then for any (i, B, {s;}1e5) € ' (defined in
(7.4)), there exist ¢,¢ € B such that 1, (st) # ¥z (sp).

PROPOSITION 8.4. If f satisfies property (P), then f is C-stably accessible.

Proof. Assume that f satisfies (P) for 0 < 6 < 8’ < 1, k > 1, some (0, k)-spanning
c-family for f, denoted by D, and a set of families of f-loops {7V }zeo'c, cep. Take
C €D, x€bC, and set ¢, := 1V, (f, x,7,). We claim that Accs(x) is open.

To see this, take an arbitrary s € [0,1]°. By property (3) of the open cover
{%a}aea in Subsection there exists a subset Z C A with |Z| > K, such
that s € %, for all o € Z, and {0%, }aez are mutually disjoint. Let us show that
NaczVr (0%) = 0. Assume it is not true. By and the pigeonhole principle, we
may choose i € {1,...,c} and Z' C Z with |Z'| = Ky, such that Npez/t, (0' %) # 0.
Thus there exists (7, B, {s¢}+) € T such that

wm(st):wx(st’)> Vt7t/687

which contradicts (P). Therefore, Nyezt,(0%,) = 0. Since s can be taken ar-
bitrary in [0,1]¢, Corollary implies that ¢, has a stable value y, and thus,
Im(¢);) contains an open neighbourhood of {y} in W¢(z). But ¢, takes values
in W¢(z) N Accy(x), hence the latter has non-empty interior. Saturating by local
stable and unstable leaves, we deduce that Accy(x) has non-empty interior. Then
the accessibility class Accy(x) is open, and the claim is proved.

Since D is (6, k)-spanning, the previous claim implies that for any = € X, Accy(z)
is open. This shows that f is accessible, since X is connected.

Now it suffices to show that (P) is a C'-open condition. Let ¢ > 0 be as
in Lemma and let 0 € (0,5r) be a small constant to be determined. Let
0" = 9+T9/. By Lemma and Remark for any g sufficiently C'-close to f,
there exists Dy, a (6", k + 2)-spanning c-family for g, such that for each C, € Dy,
there exists C € D so that 6'C, € (0'C,0). For each y € 6'Cy, take x € §'C with
y € B(z,0) C B(z,sf). Applying Lemma to vz, we obtain v, ,, a continuous
family of g-loops at y which is close to 7y,. By choosing o sufficiently small, we can
ensure that for any g sufficiently close to f in C' topology, any C, € Dy, y € 0'C,,
any (4, B, {st}teg) € T, there exists ¢, € B such that ﬂy(st) # @y(st/), where
zzy := (9,9, Vg,y)- Thus (P) is a C'-open condition. a
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8.3. Parametrising an accessibility set using a family of loops. To opti-
mize the pinching exponents in our theorems, we will mainly consider the class of
continuous families of loops as follows.

DEFINITION 8.5 (Regular family). Given z € X and constants o € (0, %), C >0,
a continuous family {(s) = (21(s),2(s), ¥3(5))}se[0,1] of f-loops at z is said to be
(o, C)-regular if it satisfies:

(1) £(v) < o and the map s — x1(s) is C-Lipschitz (with respect to dW;);

(2) there exists 2’ € W§*(x, ;Tff) such that z2(s) € W§(a', o) for all s € [0,1].

In this case, we say that v is determined by ' and (21(s))se[o,1]- Indeed, for any
s € [0,1], w2(s) is the unique intersection of Wi(z1(s), hy) and W (a', hy), and
z3(s) is the unique intersection of Wi (z2(s), hy) and W*(z, hf)ﬂ

We now restrict our attention to maps in the region defined as follows.

NOTATION 8.6. Assume that f; € PH*(X) is dynamically coherent and center
bunched. We consider the following cases:

(1) If dim B¢ =1 and f is plaque expansive, then we let U(fo) be a C'-open
neighbourhood of fy in which all maps are plaque expansive;

(2) If dim Ef > 2 and satisfies |(ae)| or |(be)} then we let U(fy) be a C'-open
neighbourhood of fy such that dei(fo, f) < ey, for any f € U(fo) (see
Notation [3.12(5)).

Moreover, we assume that U(fp) is small enough so that any g € U(fo) is 0 -
pinched and center bunched; and the constants hy,,oy,,Cy,, Ay, in Notation

work for any g € U(fo). By points (1)), ), (). in Notation such U(fo)
exists. We stress that we do not require Ay to be uniformly bounded for f € U(f).

In the rest of this section, we fix a map fy as in Notation 8.6, and assume
that f € U(fy). We also fix z € X, C > 0, 0 € (0,%), and take {y(s) =
(w1(s),22(5),23(5)) }sef0,1], @ (0, C)-regular family of f-loops at z, determined by

z' € W (x, 30y) and (21(s))sepo,1). Let f:U x X = X be a C2-deformation at

(a, f), and set T = T(f). We will always assume that U is conveniently small so
that for all b € U, f(b,-) € U(fo) and the C*-uniform constant A continues to

work for f(b,-). We now define a continuation of v as follows.
DEFINITION 8.7. We define a lift of {v(s)}s by
(82) 1(s) = ((a,21(5)), (@, 22(s)), (@, 23(s))), Vs € [0,1].

Then by continuity, there exists a CZ-uniform constant 0o,7 = 6a,r(T) > 0 such
that B(a,d, 1) C U, and for any (b,y) € W5((a,x),da,7), any s € [0,1], each of
the following intersections exists and is unique:

(1) {®,21(b,y,5))} == Wr((b,y), hy) N Wi ((a, 21(s)), hg);
(2) {(bv Zi?(b’ Y, S))} = W%((ba jjl(b’ Y, S))7 hf) N W%u((av x/)v hf);
(3) {(b,23(b,y,5))} := Wr((b, 22(b,y, 5)), hy) " Wi ((a, ), hy).

9Indeed, by £(y) < o and Notation , we have d(z’,z1(s)) < Cy(o + %of) < oy. Then
again by Notation , dyys (z2(s),z1(s)) < o and dyyeu (z2(s),2") < Cf(o + %O’f) < oy, we see
that z2(s) is uniquely determined. We argue similarly for x3(s).
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N ¢ . s = (81,89, ...,8) €[0,1]°
7"Xw(b7 Y, S) =TX H H]'.ﬁr(,a(].é,))(lh U) -
J=1

TxHr55(1.5)) (0, Y)

FIGURE 4. Parametrizing a subset of the accessibility class of y for f (d,-).

We thus get a continuous family of f(b,-)-loops at y, denoted by {7, (s)}s, where

Yoy (8) = (1(b,y, 5), 22 (b, y, 5), 23(b, y, 5)), Vs € [0,1].

We further require that d, 7 < €y,/10, and is sufficiently small so that for any
(b,y) € Wi((a,2),0a,r), we have £(yb,y) < T, . (see Notation . Note that in
general, 7 , is different from Vi) y B defined in Lemma

Since £(v) < 0 < 20 , there exists a C?-uniform constant 5a T = 0ar(T,0) €

(0,84,7/2A) such that for any (b,y) € W5((a,x),84,7), we have £(v,,) < 20. In
the rest of the proof we will reduce the size of §, 7 finitely many times. By Notation
the following map is well-defined:

> oo [ Wi(a,2),00r) X [<1,2]° = Wi(a,2),
(83) w_zp(T){ ! (b,y,s) = (l_EleT,’y(ga(j,Sj)))(b’y)'

Moreover, by Lemma [5.3| and Notation [3.12{(L) (recall Notation [5.2), we have
(84)  mx(b,y.) = 0(F(b. )y ) () € W5, | (4.2K;0) C By, 2C, K0).

The following lemma is important. This is the place where several technical
conditions introduced earlier come into use.

LEMMA 8.8. Let fy, f, f C,o,z be gwen as above, and assume in addmon that c > 2

(in particular, fy satzsﬁes H or and o € (0, 100K Afo mm(af 75(1 T))

Then there exists a C?- umform constant C’g Cz(f) > 0 such that for any (b,y) €
W5 ((a,x),04,1), any s,s' € [—1,2]¢, we have

d(h(b,y, ), (b, y,s")) < CoCls — ',
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where O is defined for[(ae)| (resp. for[(be))), as
(8.5) 0o = 0, (07> > S (resp. 0o = 0}, (6})" ).

Proof. Let s = (sg),s’ = (s},) € [-1,2]°, and for any j € {1,...,c}, set t; =
©(j,85) € [0,1] and ¢ := p(j, s}) € [0,1]. For each 0 <1i < ¢, we let

H Hr 50,0, y), H Hr 50) (W,

Jj=i+1

c—1

Arguing as in Lemma for each 0 < i < ¢, we see that mx (W;) € Wf(b )(y, 2K o),

and hence W; € W5((a,),801 + 2K0) C W5((a,),8,7). Similarly, for any
0<i<c—1,pel0,1], we have Hp (4 2) (a1 (p))(Wi) € Wi((a, 21(p)), da,T)-

It is direct to see that Zy = @(b y,8), Zo = 1Z(b y,8). Thus it is enough to
estimate d(Zp, Z.). For any 0 <i < ¢ — 1, we observe that

(& c
= 11 Hraw)Hrse, W), Zigo= [ Hrae)(Hrae,,.) (W),
j=it2 j=it2

Since f, thus T, are C? and center bunched, and the maps {HTﬁ(t})}jzl
obtained by composing holonomy maps, Notation [3.12|(3]) yields

d(Zi, Zi1) < CroNFd(Hr 5, ) (Wi)y Hr a1, ) (W)

.....

Therefore, it suffices to prove that for some C2-uniform constant ¢; = ¢;(fo) > 0,
for any z € W5%((a,x),dq,1), any p, ¢ € [0,1], we have

dw; (mx (Hr4(p)(2)), mx (Hr 5(9)(2))) < e1lp — ql”.

(b,-)

Given any z = (b, mx(2)) € W5((a, ), dq,1), any p,q € [0,1], we set

2= Hi:“,<a,z>7<a,m1(p>>(z)’ Zi = Hf“,(a,z),(a,m(q))(z)’ /
2= B o) aaao (7)) 225= H@g(awl(q))ma,wz(q))(Z})’
23 = HY (0 0o o) (0w 0) (22)s 2857 HE (4 05(9)) (0,05 (0)) (32)-

CLAIM 8.9. We have qu _)(wx(zl) mx(z1)) < KfchfodW (z1(p), 21(q))% . Here
0, = (9” Zf. is satlsﬁed otherwise 6, = (9” , when. 1s satisfied.

Pmof. We abbreviate z1(p) (resp. x1(q)) as x1 (resp. a)). It is clear that
21,21 € {b} x X. By Notation [3.12|f)) and Notation [8.6] we see that there ex-
ists a leaf conjugacy between Ws and W , denoted by h = b £.5 (b such that
d(b(x1), (1)) < Kpydwy (21, 24) %) < Afo<20)1/2 <7

By reducing the size of ga,T if necessary, we may suppose that both z; and
(b, h(z1)) belong to WE((a,x1),05,/(4Cy,)) N {b} x X. This implies that mx(z1) €
WC (h(xl) 0,/2). Similarly, mx (21) € Wy, ,(h(21),04,/2).

By deﬁmtlon we have mx (1) € Wf(b )(71')(( 1)s hys,). Then by Notation 1 ,
(), we can see that

(8.6) dwe  (mx(z1),7x(2))) < Ag Cpod(b(a1), b(2))*,

F(b,-)
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where 0, = 07 if [(a) is satisfied; 5 = (0% )* if |(b)| is satisfied. Hence by Nota-
tion 1D the right hand side of is at most K?«OC’deW? (ml,w’l)(e}'o)292 =
—2

AfOCdeW";(.Tl,x/1>al. (I

2
. . . O"fU
By Notation 3.12, Notation Claim and 0 < <710Afxiocfo) , we

obtain

dwen (mx(22),mx(25)) < Agpdyen (mx (1), 7x (1))
-2 ’

(87) < AfAfOCdeW}‘ (xl(p)vxl(q))afogl < Ofp-

By Notation ,, and since f is C? and center bunched, we get

dye  (mx (Hr ) (2)) x (Hr 59 (2))) < Apdwe | (mx(23), 7x (23))

[CHY)

(88) < A?CfUdW}'?bﬁ.)(Wx(Zg),7Tx(Z/2)).
Since v is (0, C)-regular, we have dywu (21(p), 21(q)) < Clp — q|. We conclude the
proof by (8.7), (8:8) and by noting that 6y = 0%, 01 O

9. CONSTRUCTING CHARTS AND VECTOR FIELDS

In order to construct infinitesimal deformations with required properties, we will
first introduce coordinates in a neighbourhood of each c-disk. In this section, we
assume that holds, and r > 2.

In the following, our goal is to define certain vector fields in order to perturb
the dynamics and induce a displacement of the holonomies. More precisely, given a
small center disk, we define a vector field localized close to the disk. These vector
fields will be rich enough for us to apply Proposition [5.6

CONSTRUCTION 9.1. There exist C?-uniform constants hy € (0,hy), Cy > 1 such
that the following is true. For any c-disk of f, denoted by C = W§(x, h), withz € X
and h € (0,hy), there exists a C" volume preserving map ¢ = ¢(C): (—h,h)¢ — X
such that ¢(0) = x and

(1) 5C C ¢((=h/4,h/4)¢ x {0}4F%) C §((—2h/3,2h/3)¢ x {0} F%) C C;

(2) li¢llc2 < Cy;

(3) DH(0,R® x {0} 4+, D(0, {0} x R x {0}%), D(0, {0}+4 x R are
respectively equal to Ef(z), E} (), Ef(z);

(4) for any y € ¢((—h,h)?), H.D,(¢71): E$(y) — R has determinant in
(6;1,€f), where II,: R? ~ R¢ x R% x R% — RC is the canonical pro-
jection; B B

(5) for any ¢ > 0, there exists a C''-uniform constant hys¢ € (0,hs) so that if
h € (0,hy¢), then for any y € ¢((—h,h)?), II.D,(¢71): E$*(y) — R® has
norm smaller than (.

The above charts exist. Indeed, for some C2-uniform constant 6} > 0, for any
r € X, we can choose a C* volume preserving diffeomorphism ¢': (—2h, 2h)? — X
satisfying: ¢/(0) = z; (2),(3) for (gb',@}) in place of (¢,Cy); and that D¢’(0)
is an isometry restricted to R® x {0}9u+ds etc. Then, for sufficiently small h,
(¢')71(C) is contained in the graph of a C™ map ¢: (—2h,2h)¢ — (—2h, 2h)%eFds
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with ¥(0) = 0 and [[¢]|c2 < 6; for some CZ2-uniform constant élf/ > 0. For
& = (Te, Tys) € (—h,h)° X (—h,h)il““‘ds7 we define ¢(z) = ¢ (¢, Tus +1(zc)). Tt is
direct to verify (I)-(5)) by taking iy sufficiently small, and Cy sufficiently large.
For x = u, s, set e, := (1,0,...,0) € R%. For any 0 < A\ < h < hy, we define
WEN) == ¢((—h, h)° x {ey} x (—h, h)%),
WEN) = ¢((=h, h)® X (=h, h)® x {Aes}).

We construct regular families of loops as follows.

LEMMA 9.2. There exist C?-uniform constants Ef € (O,Ef), 5;- > 0 such that the
following is true. For any p € (0,hy), any o € (O,C’f_lp), there exist constants
éo = éo(f,p,0) >0, 690 =60(f,p,0) € (0,0), such that for any c-disk C of f with
radius h € (p,hy); any g € PHY(X) such that dea (f,g) < éo; any = € (%C,&O),
there exists {y(s) = (w1(s),z2(s),23(5))}sef0,], @ (0o, 5f)-regular family of g-loops
at x with the following properties: let ¢ = ¢(C), o’ := 5;%0; then we have

(i) for any s € [0,1], any i = 2,3, Wy (zi(s), Kyo) is disjoint from the image

¢((_h7 h)c+du X (_CL’ %)ds);
(ii) take Cmin as in (7.3). For any s € [0,1], we have

~

We(z1(s), Kyo) C ¢((—h/2,h/2)" x (o' seq + (—CLo' Ol olydu) x (-

g min min

o' 4
Proof. Set {z'} := W;(z, hy)NW*(o’). By Notation[3.12} Construction9.1(2),(3),
and by taking 6} sufficiently large, h £, €0, 09 sufficiently small, we have:

w9

(1) For each s € [0, 1], each of the following intersections exists and is unique:
(8) {1 ()} = Wi (. hy) W (s07);
(b) {z2(s)} =Wy (z1(s),hy) "Wt (z', hy);
(¢) {ws(s)} = Wy(wa(s), hy) N WG (2, hy).
(2) For each~s € [0, 1], set v(s) := (z1(s), z2(s), 23(s)). Then v := {(s) }se[0,1]
is a (0, Cy)-regular family for g.

Note that for any s € [0,1], z2(s),z3(s) € Wg“(m/,éfa’) for sufficiently large
5f. We get (i) by the continuity of E$", and by letting ?Lf, £o, 0o be sufficiently
SNmaH. We get (ii) by the continuity of Ejs and E%; by Cro < h < hy; by letting
Cy be sufficiently large, and then letting hy,€g, 6o be sufficiently small. |

CONSTRUCTION 9.3. For any c-disk C such that o(C) =: h € (0, hy), with hy as in
Construction for any o € (0, h), we define a collection of vector fields as follows.

e For each 1 < j < ¢, let Uj: (—2/3,2/3)¢ x (=1,1)% x (=1/3,1/3)% — R4
be a compactly supported C*° divergence-free vector field such that U; restricted
to (—1/2,1/2)¢+e x (=1/5,1/5)% is equal to the constant vector, denoted by Ej;,
that has 1 at j-th coordinate and 0 at the others. Such U; always exists since
d > 3. Moreover, we can assume that U; satisfies |Uj||c: < C for some constant
C, = C,(d) > 0.

For any z. € R®, z, € R%, z, € R%*, a. a,,as > 0, we denote for every
ze € R 2z, € R 2, € R%:

Pr, ooz an,ms.as (Zes Zus Zs) = (Te + QeZey Ty + Qu2u, Ts + QsZs).



C"-PREVALENCE OF STABLE ERGODICITY 35

Now, for any i,j € {1,...,¢}, any t € B;, we let Ug,, ;: (—h,h)* — R* be the
vector field

o _ . —1
Uit = Ui(Poe hp(ityoen 2051 000 0)

_— min

The support of Ug, ; ; is contained in

(—2h/3,2h/3)° x (p(i, t)oe, + 2C 1 (—0,0)™) x (—0/3,0/3)%.
Moreover, for any z. € (—h/2,h/2)¢, 2, € @(i,t)oe, + Cot (—0,0)% and z, €
(=0 /5,0/5)%, we have

Ugyiﬁw-(zc, Zuy 2s) = Ej.
We set
VCJ,z',t,j = D¢(Ug,i,t,j)~

By Construction and the C'-bound on U; above, we see that the vector field
V¢ i+ 1s divergence-free and satisfies:

(9-1) 1102 VE 0 4llx + IVEs5llx < Cr,

for some C?-uniform constant éf > 0, independent of C,1,t, j.

REMARK 9.4. By construction, it is clear that
suppx (V&i1.;) € &((—2h/3,2h/3)° x (—20,20)" x (0 /3,0/3)%).

Thus for any og > 0, there exists o > 0 such that for any C,1i,j,t in Construction

[9:3

Supr(VCU,i,t,j) C (C,00).

The following lemma describes the values taken by V7, , ; at the corners of the
loops that we constructed in Lemma [9.2]

LEMMA 9.5. There erists a C?-uniform constant k' = k'(f) > 0 such that for
any p1 € (0, %Ef), any o € (0,5;1p1), there exists U' = U'(f,p1,0), a C? open
neighbourhood of f, such that for any g € U’', for any (%,
denoted by D, satisfying [r(D),7(D)] C (p1, %Ef), there exists D', a (15, 8) -spanning
c-family for g with [r(D"),7(D")] C (pl,fzf) satisfying the following property.

For any C' € D', we have C' C (C,0) for some C € D, and for each z €

%C’, there exists a (o,Cy)-reqular continuous family of g-loops at x, denoted by

13(6) = (@1(s), 22(5), 73(5)) acioy, such that for any i € {1,....c}, s € [0,1],
t € Bi, any y € Wg(x, Kyo) UWg(xa(s), Kyo) UWi(x3(s), Kyo), and any z €

We(z1(p(is 1), Kyo), by letting o’ := C; * o, we have

(9.2) Vc‘fiﬁt’j(y) =0,V1<j<g, | det ((chccji’t’j(Z))j:LW’C)| > K.

Proof. Take 1 := €o(f, p1,0) and o1 := 6¢(f, p1,0) € (0,0) given by Lemma
By Lemma and Remark m applied to f, and (6, 5, 15, &, p1, hy,01) in

place of (k,0,60',0" py, par, o), for all g sufficiently C*-close to f, there exists D/,

6) -spanning c-family for f

a (15,8)-spanning c-family for g, with [r(D’),7(D’)] C (pl,ﬁf), such that for each
C' € D', wehave C' C (C,01) C (C,0) and £C’ C (3C,01) C (£C,0) for some C € D.
We can apply Lemma to any c-disk C of f, since it has radius in (p1, %Tlf),

and any x € %C’, to construct {y(s)}sco,1), a (0, éf)—regular continuous family of
g-loops at x such that if 4, 5, s,t,0’ are as in the lemma, we have
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(1) We(w4(s), Kyo), i = 2,3, are disjoint from ¢((—h, h)“t x (—

(
(2) We(w, Kyo) C ¢((=h/2,1/2) x (=Criyo’, Cbio') ™ x (=%,
(3) Wy(a1(p(i,t), Kyo) C d((—h/2,1/2)° x (o' p(i, t)ew +
+(=Ci0’ Cmm o)) x (=%, F)%).
By Construction and Construction we see that holds for some
C2-uniform constant H/ > 0 depending only on f,C. O

10. ON THE PREVALENCE OF THE ACCESSIBILITY PROPERTY

In this section, we fix r € N>o U {oco} and an integer J > 1. In order to
avoid repetition, we consider only the volume preserving case in the following. The
more general case is handled by repeating exactly the same proof after replacing
Diff" (X, Vol) by Diff"(X), PH" (X, Vol) by PH"(X), etc.

Let us first give an outline of the construction in this section with an illustration
in Figure |5l Given a good C" — J—family f := {f,}ucjo,1)7, we will find a family
{f’e}geUlch of C" — J—families which are perturbations of f, in which most f?
contain a large proportion of accessible maps. More precisely, we will construct a
C" — (I 4+ J)—family f= = {f(w.0)} (w,0)€[0,1]7 xv, » Where Uy is a neighbourhood of
the origin 0 € R’, such that {fw,O)}wE 017 =f.

/ Thickening f = {f(wo)} woyen, <o, by adding
a transverse direction of perturbation parameters

/ Initial good family £ = {f,}.ef0.1

C" deformation f, = {fwo oco, at (0, f.,)

; Fanuly = {fw g)}wg 0,1}/ With a proportion

{ (1= 0) of accessible maps

FIGURE 5. Selection of a perturbed family ¢ with many accessible maps.

We construct f in the following way. We apply Proposition repeatedly to
produce a well-distributed finite subset A in [0,1]7 such that for each parameter
a € A we get a (%,6)—spanning c-family D, for f,, and produce by Lemma
a vector field V7, , ; for each C € Dy, 1 < 1,j < ¢, t € B; and some small o >
0. We construct a C" map V: [0,1]7 x Rf x X — TX by gluing together the
above data in a careful way, and define f= {f(w.0) }w,0)€)0,1)7 xu, 0 that for each

w € [0,1]7, £, = {f(w,0)}oev, is a C" deformation at (0, f,,) with I-parameters
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generated by V(w,-,-). By choosing V carefully, we may ensure that for a typical
parameter w € [0,1]7, the C™ deformation £, exhibits approximately independent
perturbations for many different su-paths. Together with a Fubini’s argument, this
will enable us to verify property (P) for maps at all but extremely small amount
of parameters within a typical family f¢ := {f(w.0) }weo,17- Notice that the maps
in f have uniformly bounded C"-norms. Thus, by studying carefully the proofs of
this section, we can see that throughout this paper we only need to use the fact
that hys, ¢, C¢ and Ay are C%-uniform constants.

10.1. Constructing perturbations for a family of diffeomorphisms. In this
subsection, we fix a C" —J —family {f. },e[o,1)7 in the space of dynamically coherent,
center bunched C" partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms on X.

Let £y be an open set compactly supported in (0,1)”, let U; be an open neigh-
bourhood of the origin in R’ for some integer I > 1, and let f: QoxU; xX — X be
a C™ map such that f(a,b,-) € Diff"(X), for all (a,b) € Qo x Uy, and f(a,0,-) = f,
for all a € Qq. In particular, for any a € g, the map f(a, ): U xX = XisaC'-
deformation at (0, f,). We set Ty, := T(f(a, -)). Moreover, by applying Lemmam
to f(a,-) in place of f, after taking Uy sufficiently small, for any (b,z) € Uy x X,

we will denote by vf(z,-): RT — E;’(‘a X )(m) the unique linear map such that

(10.1) Ef. (b,z) = Graph(vy(z,-)) @ E;(a,b,-)(x)'

Given an element of a C" — J—family as above, the following notion combines
a global property (through spanning c-families) and a local one (existence of de-

formations which induce an infinitesimal displacement of the holonomies in many
directions) which together will be useful to verify Property (P) in Definition

DEFINITION 10.1 (Removability). Let f be as above. Then for p,,, par, 0, C, k > 0,
a € Qp, we say that f is (Pm, pu, 0, C, k)-Removable at a if the following is true.
There exists D, a (15,8)-spanning c-family for f, with [r(D),7(D)] C (pm, pu);
such that for each C € D, for each x € %C, there exists a (o, C')-regular continuous
family v of f,-loops at x with the following properties. Let Ky,I' be taken as
in Subsection For any (i,B,{st}1ep) € T and (¢,5) € B x {1,...,c}, we set

Ve,i =04, 8.5)), 2t = (H;:1 Hy, -, ;)(x). Let 4 ; be the lift of 4 for T,, and
TOU1 — H E; (Zt) ~ RKOc,
tes "

B - [Trc(D (H;:1 HTaﬂw‘) (B+ Vg(x’B)))}

Then there exists a linear subspace H C R of dimension Kyc such that

(10.2) Haat

teB

|det(Zq0|m)| > k.
The main goal of this subsection is the following.

PROPOSITION 10.2. Assume that { fu}wcjo,1]7 8 @ good C" — J—family. Then there
exist constants Q,C, k1 > 0 such that for any ¥ > 0, any sufficiently small h> 0,
there exists p1 € (0, %h) such that for any sufficiently small o > 0, there exist

(1) an open set Qo compactly contained in (0,1)7, with Leb(]0,1]7\Qo) < 9;

(2) an integer I >0, and an open neighbourhood Uy of the origin in RY;

(3) a C" map f:[0,1]7 x Uy x X — X such that
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(i) f(a,b,-) € Diff" (X, Vol) and f(a,0,-) = fa, for all (a,b) € [0,1]7 x Uy ;
(ii) I fller < Q;
(iii) f is (p1,h,0,C,Kk1)-Removable at a, for any a € Q.

Proof By _compactness, we can choose C’l, C > 0 so that for all a € [0,1]7, 61
C’f C>C t.» Where C t. is given by Constructlonm C t. is given by Lemma
We assume that h > 0 is sufficiently small so that for all a € [0,1]7, h <
h 7. < hy,, where h t, is given by Lemma and hy, is given by Construction
Fix p; € (0, %71) For any sufficiently small o > 0, we choose 1,01 > 0 so that

e1 < é0(fa,p1,0), 0 < 60(fa,p1,0) (see Lemma for all a € [0,1]”.
Given any C" map V : [0,1]/ xRf x X — T'X such that V (a, -) is an infinistesimal
C" deformation with I-parameters for any a € [0,1]7, we associate with V a C”

map f:[0,1]7 x Uy x X — X by
(103)  fi(a,b,2) = Pyap (L, fal@),  Y(abx)€[0,1]) x Ui x X,
where U, is a sufficiently small neighbourhood of the origin in R, and for any

(a,b) € [0,1]7 x Uy, Fviap): Rx X — X is the flow generated by V(a,b, -).
To prepare for the proof of Proposition we first show the following lemma.

LEMMA 10.3. Set K := Sup,cpo,1]7 Ky, +4. Then there exist constants Ry, k1 > 0

such_that the following is true. For any sufficiently small h > 0, for any p1 €
(0, %h), any sufficiently small o > 0, there exists a constant Ay = \i(p1,0) > 0
such that for any a € [0,1]7, if D is a 3I?a—sparse (20,6) spanning c-family for f,
with [r(D),7(D)] C (p1, %E), and if a C" map V: [0,1]7 x RT x X — TX as above
satisfies

(1) |80V || x + 15V x < Cy and Ry (fa, (D,sf?a),supr(V)) > Ry

(2) for B = (Bc,iyj)cen.ijeii,....cpies;, € RZPICM and of, .= C; 20,

V(av .)|('D72}?g) = Z BC,i,t,jVC(igvt’jv
CED i jElL,....c} teB;
then for any a’ € B(a, 1) N[0,1]7, the C" map f: [0,1]7 x U3 x X — X given by
(110.3)) is (p1, h,0,C, k1)-Removable at o .

Proof. Take Kj as in (7.1). By compactness, we can choose k£ > 0 to be sufficiently
small, depending only on {f,}., so that for all @ € [0,1]7, k < &/(f) (see Lemma
, and choose R; > 0, K1 > 0, depending only on {f, }., so that for any a €
[ 17, Ry > Ro(fa, Ko, ¢, Cl, 5), k1 < Ko(fa, Ko, ¢, Cl, §) as in Prop051t10n

By hypothesis (1) and Lemma we can choose A; > 0 to be sufficiently
small, depending only on {f,}., p1,0, R1, such that for any a,D given in the
lemma, for any a’ € B(a, A1) N [0,1]7, we have f,, € U'(fa,p1,0) (see Lemma [9.5)
and Ry (fo,(D,2K0),suppx(V)) > Ry. Then we apply Lemma to D, and
(far, fa) in place of (g, f), to obtain D', a (10,8) spanning c-family for f,, with
[r(D'),7(D')] C (p1, h) such that the conclusion of Lemma holds.

For any C' € D', any = € £C’, let v be a (o, éfa)—regular (hence (o, C')-regular)
continuous family of f,,-loops at x satisfying the conclusion of Lemma We
claim that for any s € [0, 1] the vector field V(a,-) in the lemma is adapted to
(v(s),0,C1, Ry). Indeed, by K > Ky, +4andC’ C (D, o), we have W§ (2, Ky ,0) C
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(D,2K0) for any z € {x,x1(s),22(5), 23(s)}. Then by the choice of A; and (9.2),
we verify (2), (3) in Definition 5.5/ for (y(s),a,C1, Ry) in place of (v, 0, C, Ry). We
verify (1) in Deﬁnitionby (9.1) and the hypothesis on V. This verifies the claim.

For any (i,B,{si}tep) € T, any (t,j) € B x {1,...,¢}, we define v, ; as in
Definition Note that (5.5), are satisfied by (9.2)), thus for all o > 0
sufficiently small (depending only on {f,}.,), we can apply Proposition to
(fa, Ko,C1, 5,V (a,-), {7t} tes )inplaceof (f, L,C,k,V,{vi }1<i<r), which con-

1<j<c 1<j<c

cludes. 0

We now continue with the proof of Proposition [10.2)

Let Ry, k1 > 0 be given by Lemma Take any ¥ > 0. We set K := (20J)”.
Then by applying Proposition to r, J, {fw}w, K,9 and to (Ry, %ﬁ) in place of
(Ro, ho), we obtain a set {; compactly contained in (0,1)” and constants Ny, py €
(0, %E), p1 € (0,p0),00, Ao > 0 satisfying the conclusion of Proposition For any
sufficiently small ¢ > 0 in Proposition we let Ay = A1(p1,0) be taken as in
Lemma

Let T' > 0 be some large integer such that A\ := % < min(Ag, A1), and set
Wy = (f%, %)J We choose points {ay,...,an,} C Q1, My < T7, such that
W; = a; + 2Wj is compactly contained in [0,1]”, the collection {W;}1<i< s, forms
an open cover of 4, and the cover multiplicity of {a; +10JW}1<i<n, is bounded
by K = (20J)7.

Let ©: R7 — [0,1] be a smooth function such that ©|s1, = 1 and supp(©) C
3Wp. Let ©; := O(- — a;) for all 1 <i < My, so that supp(©;) C a; + 3Wp.

For each 1 < i < My, we will inductively define a (55, 6)-spanning c-family for
fa;» denoted by D;, in the following way. Assume that for some k € {1,..., Moy},
and for all 1 <i <k — 1, we have defined D; satisfying:

(1) D; is a og-sparse (55, 6)-spanning c-family for f,,;

(2) [2(D:), 7(Ds)] C (p1, po);
This assumption is always true for k = 1.

Let {i1,...,4} be the set of all indices p € {1,...,k — 1} such that W, C
B(Wy, 3¢). By the choice of {a;}, we have [ < K. Then we can apply Proposition
to obtain a spanning c-family for f,,, denoted by Dy, such that (1), (2), (3)
above are true for i = k. Moreover, for any 1 < j <1, (D;;,00) is disjoint from
(Dy,00), and for all a € Wy, C B(ag, Ag), we have R(fq, (Dk,00), {Di; }i—1,00)) >
R; and Ri(faa (Dk,ao)) > R;.

Having constructed {D; }1<;<nm,, for each 1 < k < My, weset I, := n(Dy)ed i, |Bi| =
2n(Dy) 2| Al, set o), = 6;{150, and let V®): R x X — TX be the infinitesimal
C" deformation defined as follows:

(10.4)  V®(B,.) = > Bei Ve o VB = (Beiu;) € R
CEDy i, j€{1,...,c},tEB;

By Remark for all sufficiently small ¢ > 0, we have suppx (V*)) C (Dg, 09).
Let I := Zkl I. For any B = (Bk),i\/[:”1 € R, where By, € R for each 1 < k <
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My, we define a C" map V: [0,1]7 x R x X — TX as follows:

Mo
B,) =Y O(a)V*(By,").
k=1

By definition, the map V is linear in B. For each a € [0,1]7, let {i1,...,4;} be the
set of indices p such that ©,(a) # 0. Note that | < K. Moreover, by construction,
we see that the sets (D, 00) are mutually disjoint for j € {1,...,}, and

1
(10.5) suppx (V |_| (Ds;, 00).
By the choice of c, above, (9.1]), (10.5)), and since Dy, is og-sparse for all 1 < k < My,

(10.6) al|20: V| x + |8V x < Ci.
Again, by the above construction, we see that
(10.7) Ry (fas ({Dz‘j}é’:pUO)) > Ry.
1

Take any k € {1,...,My}. By construction, Dy is a og-sparse (%,6)—spanning
c-family for f,,, and for any a € Wy, for each B = (B;)1<i<m, € RY, we see that

(10'8) V(av B, ')|(Dk,00) = V(k)(Bkv ')‘('Dk#fo)'

We define f by (10.3) for V given as above. It is clear that f is C", and for
each a € [O 17, fla,): Uy x X — X is the C" deformation at (0, f,) generated

by V(a,-). By (10.3] -, -, and Lemma [4.4(1), we obtain Hf”cl < @ for some
Q > O depending only on {f,}, and Cl, after possibly reducing the size of Uj.

By (10.4)-(10.8)), for each 1 < k < My, for any o’ € Wy C B(ag, A1), the
assumptions of Lemma Im are satisfied for all suﬂi(nently small ¢ > 0, hence f
is (p1, h 0,C, k1)-Removable at a’. The set Qg := Ul 1 Wi is compactly contained

n [0,1]7. By our choices of {a;}, we have Q; C Qg C [0,1]”, thus it is clear that
Leb([O 1)7\) < 9. Then f is (p1,h, 0, C, k1)-Removable at a for all a € Q. This
concludes the proof. [

10.2. Getting accessibility by perturbation. In this subsection, we fix a map
fo € PH"(X, Vol) which is dynamically coherent and center bunched.

Let f € U(fo) N Diff" (X, Vol) (U(fy) is defined in Notation [8.6). Let C be a
c-disk of f with radius h in (0,hf), and set ¢ = ¢(C) (see Construction . Let
f:Ux X — X be a C" deformation at (a,f), and set T = T(f) Then for
C>0,0€ (0, —), z € 1C, and v, a (a C)-regular continuous family of f-loops
at x, let 4 be given by (8.2 ., and let w be given by . We let 0 > 0 be
sufficiently small, and by (8.4), we have 7Tx’(/J(b y,5) € ¢((=h, h)?) for all (b,y,s) €
W5 ((a, ), 6a.1) % [—1,2]°. Let II. be as in Construction 4), we define

. W’%((avx)aga,T) X [*132]6 - Rca N
(109) ® { (bvyvs) = HC¢7lﬂxw(b7yvs)v

where II.: R? ~ R® x R% x R% — R° denotes the canonical projection.
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LEMMA 10.4. Let f, f,C,’y,J) be as above. Then there is a C?-uniform constant
50 = ao(f) > 0 such that, after possibly reducing the size of U, the following is
true:
(1) for any s € [—1,2]¢, the map (b,y) — ®(b,y,s) is C*, and DP®(b,y,s) is
uniformly continuous, uniformly bounded by éo;
(2) ifc > 2, there is a C*-uniform constant 6y = 0y(fo) € (C;Cl, 1) such that for
any (b,y) € WS((0,2),84.7), the map s — ®(b,y,s) has 0p-Hélder norm
less than 6’0.

We remark that Lemma 2) is needed to “discretize” Property (P) when
c> 2.

Proof. Point (1) follows from the fact that f is C2, center bunched, and Lemma
[4.11] Point (2) follows from Lemma O

The main technical result of this section is the following. It provides estimates
on the volume of “bad” parameters under some removability condition.

PROPOSITION 10.5. Let { fu, }ue(0,1]7 be a good C"—J —family in U( fo)NDiff" (X, Vol).
For any Q,C, k1 > 0, all sufficiently small h > 0, for any p1 € (0,h), and for all
sufficiently small o > 0, the following is true. Assume that there exist an open set
Qo compactly supported in (0,1)7; and integer I > 0; an open neighbourhood Uy of
the origin in RY; and a C™ map f:[0,1]7 x Uy x X — X, such that
(i) f(a,b,-) € Diff" (X, Vol) and f(a,0,-) = fa, for all (a,b) € [0,1]7 x Uy;

(i) |fller < @ B

(iii) f is (p,h,o,C, k1)-Removable at a, for all a € Q.

Then for any sufficiently small € > 0, any § > 0, there erists a subset £ =
E(e,0) C Qo x Uy of the parameter space such that Leb(E) < §, and for any (a,b) €
(Q0 x (U1 N B(0,6)\E, fla,b,-) is Ct-stably accessible.

Proof. We only detail the case where ¢ = 2. We will sketch the adaptation needed
for ¢ =1 at the end of the proof.

Let us assume for now that ¢ = 2. Consequently, either or holds. In
the following, we take 8 = 0y(fo) as in Lemma [10.4] and set Ky := Ky(c,0) as in
. By Lemma 0 > ”;Cl and thus Ky > 2.

Let f,Q,C, k1,h, p1,0 be as in the proposition. Let T:[0,1]/ x U; x X —
[0,1]7 x Uy x X be the C" map T': (a,b,z) ~ (a,b, f(a,b, x)).

For any a € (g, f can be regarded as a C" deformation at ((a,0), f,) with
J + I parameters. Let v,0(z,-): R/7H — E$(x) be the (unique) linear map
given by Lemma m Set T, := T(f(a,-)) and let v¢(z,-): R — E3'(x) be the
unique linear map satisfying for b = 0. It is direct to see that v§(z, B) =
Vao(z, {0}/ x B) for all x € X, B € R!. In the following we tacitly use the inclusion
R! ¢ {0}/ x R! and for any B € R, we abbreviate v, (z, {0}/ x B) as v, 0(z, B).

Fix a € Q. By the hypothesis of (p1, h, o, C, k1 )-Removability, we can choose
D = D(a), a (15, 8)-spanning c-family for f,, and for any C € D, any x € 1C, we let
v = ~(a, ) be a (o, C)-regular continuous family of f,-loops at z. By compactness,
we can take a small constant § € (0, min(g(a:’o),T,Sg,Ta/)) where S(QI,OLT,SOVTQ, are
given by Definition Let 4 be the lift of v for T. Take o > 0 sufficiently small,
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so that the map associated to v and T as in (10.9), denoted by ®: W4 ((a,0,z),d) x
[—1,2]¢ — R¢ is well-defined. For each (i, B, {s;}tep) € T, set
W5((a,0,),6) — REoe
(a/abl7y) = ((b(alab,7y7st))t68'
By Lemma [10.4{1), we can differentiate ¥ at (a,0,z), and obtain for each B € R’:

D¥((a,0,2),B + ve0(z,B)) = (D<I>((a, 0,2,s¢), B+ vao(z, B)))

(1010) U= \Ija,C,m,i,B,{St}: {

teB

= (HCD¢71WXD( H HT,"AYt‘_j)(B —+ Vayo(x, B)))tEB’
j=1
where v, ; = v((4, s¢,5)), and 4 ; is the lift of ~, ; for T Let 7; ; be the lift of ~, ;
for T,,. Then by definition and by Lemma [£.14] we obtain

mxD([] Hrs,,)(B + vao(z, B)) = nD([ [ Hr, 5,,) (B + v§(x, B)) + v (2, B),
j=1 j=1
where we have set z := H;Zl Hy, ~, ().

Let ¢ > 0 be a small constant to be determined. Let A > 0 be sufficiently small
such that for any a’ € [0,1]7, we have h < ks, ¢ (as in Construction 5)). Then
by Lemma [£.13|[2), Construction [9.1] and hypothesis (i), there exists a constant
Dy > 0 depending only on {f,},c[0,17 such that for any B € R,

(10.11) I1.D¢~'v5 (=, B)|| < Di¢Q Bl

By (p1, h, 0, C, k1)-Removability at a, there exists a linear subspace H C R of
dimension Kyc such that

(10.12) |det (H > B > woD (] Hr, 5,,) (B + V(2 B)), 5| > .

j=1
Then by ([10.11]), we can choose ¢ > 0 sufficient small, depending only on (Q, £1, { fu }wej0,1)7),
such that for some constant Dy > 0 depending only on {f, }we[O,l]J7 it holds

|det(H > B + DV((a,0,z), B+ vop0(z, B)) € R¥°%)| > D3 k.

Now, by Lemma and the pre-compactness of Qy, D¥ is uniformly con-
tinuous, with norms uniformly bounded for all choices of a,C, .1, B, {s:}. Then,
by possibly reducing the size of ¢ independently of the choices of a,C, z,1, B, {s:},

we can assume that for any (a’,V',y) € W5%((a,0,z),0), there exists a subspace
H' C Ty (9o x Uy) of dimension Kyc such that

1
(10.13) | det(DW(a,” b, y)|a)| > 5D;lm.
By compactness, for any C € D, we can choose a finite set A(a,C) C %C s.t.
(10.14) V(a,C):= | Wil(a,0,2),3)
z€A(a,C)

is an open neighbourhood of {a} x {0} x £C in W%.

By compactness, Lemmaand Remark(for f=1faD, (k,0,0,0" pm,pr) =
(8,15, 5+ %:p1,h) and o < 5d(V(a,C)¢,{a} x {0} x £C)), there exists a constant
do > 0 (independent of the choices of a,C, z,i, B, {s;}) such that for any (a’,b') €

B(a,dp) x (U1 NB(0,00)), there exists D', a (%, 10)-spanning c-family for f(a’,¥',-),
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such that for any €’ € D', {a'} x {V'} x £C’ C V(a,C) for some C € D. Without
loss of generality, we assume that U; C B(0,dp) and set U(a) := B(a,dp) x U;.
Now, by €y C [0,1]7, we can find a finite set X C Qg such that

(1015) Qo x Uy C UaE;CZ/l(a).

By (7.1) we have % >1. Let B € (O,min(% —1,1)), so that

—(c— 1)K0# + cKo —2¢ > 1. Then, choose n > 0 small enough such that
1+8
0
For any sufficiently small § > 0, for each i € {1,...,c}, for any t € B;, let Ny ; be
a 6% et in 1,271 x {t} x [-1,2]°"¢ such that |N;,| < 5= (e,

We denote by ¥ the diagonal of (R¢)Ko ~ R¥o¢ that is,
(10.17) Y= {(y,...,y) € RFc |y c RY,
and for any § > 0, we let X5 be the d-neighbourhood of ¥ defined by

S5 = {(Wih<i<k, € (R [Ty e R Jy; —y| < 6, V1 <i < Ko}

(10.16) vi=—Kj (c—1)+ Koc—2c— (Ko+1)n—1>0.

For any a € K, let D = D(a) be the (%0, 8)-spanning c-family for f, given above.
For any C € D, x € A(a,C) and (i,B,{st}tes) € [, set ¥ := Y, ;5 (s} By
(10.13)), the map DV is a submersion from W5((a,0,z),4) to its image, and is

uniformly transverse to ¥, i.e., whenever w = (a’,¥,y) € W%((a,0,2),0) N¥~1(X),
Ty(u)E + DU(TyWi((a,0,2),8)) ~ R,

Therefore, ¥, {St}(Z) is a submanifold of W4 ((a, 0, x),d) of dimension'’| J +
I + 2¢ — Kyc. Besides, by uniform transversality, there exists §; > 0 independent

of the choice of a,C, z,4, B, {s:} such that for any 0 < § < 1, we have

(10.18) W(W;é,x,w,{st}(z&)ﬁ) < §Koe=2e=T=J=n,

where for any set S, 4(S,¢) is the minimal number of §-balls required to cover S.
For any 0 < 6 < 41, let £ = £(J) be the subset of “bad” parameters in Qg x Us:

-1
(10.19) £ .= U 70,117 x Uy (Wa,c7x,i757{st}(25))'
a€lC, CED,
z€A(a,C),
(2,B,{st}teB)€T s.t. VEB, StENt,i
Since in the above collection, only the last item, Ay ;, depends on d, there exists a
constant D3 > 0 such that for any 0 < § < 4§,

(10.20)  A(£,8) < Dyd Ko 57 -V KongRoe-2e=I=J=n — (D, gv)5=T=T+1,

By , there exists 0 < d2 < 07 such that D3d3 < 1. We deduce that Leb(€) <
(28)7 T AN (E,0) < 6 for all 0 < & < Js.

We claim that for all sufficiently small € > 0, for all sufficiently small § > 0, and
any (a,b) € (Q x (U N B(0,e))\E, f(a,b,-) is Cl-stably accessible. This would
finish the proof for the case ¢ > 2.

10gee [23, Theorem 3.3]; by transversality, ¥—1(X) C W5 ((a,0,2),6) has same codimension
as ¥ in R¥o¢, Here, transversality is w.r.t. the parameter ', and by (10.13)), it is uniform in
variables a,x, which gives a uniform bound in (10.18)) on the number of balls needed to cover
U(3s).
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Indeed, by (10.15)), for any (a,b) € (Qo x (Uy N B(0,€)))\E, there exists ag € K
such that (a,b) € U(ag). Let Dy = D(ap). Then by the definition of U(ap), there
exists a (é, 10)-spanning c-family for f(a, b, ), denoted by D, such that for each C €
D, there exists Cy € Dy such that {a} x {b} x £C C V(ao,Co). Then for each z € 3C,
by , there exists xo € A(ao,Co), such that (a, b, x) € W5((ag, 0, x0),9).

CrAM 10.6. For any sufficiently small § > 0, the following is true. For any
(i,B,{st}ten) € T, take V := W, o0 20 i B {s;} QS i . Then, U(a,b,z) ¢ 2.
Proof. Indeed, for any (i, B, {s;}ieg) € T, there exists {w;}iep such that for all
t € B, w € M and [sp — wy| < 555, Since (a,b) ¢ &, and by and
(10.19), there exist ¢,¢' € B such that |®(a,b,z,w;) — ®(a,b,z,wy)| > &, where
® is defined as in for ((ag,0), o) in place of (a,z). By Lemma [10.4] we
get |®(a, b, x,wy) — ®(a,b,x,5¢)], |®(a,b,z,wy) — ®(a,b,z,sp)| < Dy6*+P for some
constant Dy > 0 independent of 4. The claim follows, since for sufficiently small
§ > 0, we then have |®(a, b, z,s;) — ®(a,b,z,s¢)| > 6 — 2D468 > 0. O

Let 70 = v(ao, 7o) be the (o, C)-regular continuous family of f, -loops at z¢ as-
sociated to (ag, o). Since 6 < d(q,0),7 < d(a,0),7 (see Deﬁnition and (a,b,z) €
W5 ((ag, 0,0),8), let v4p. be the continuous family of f(a b ) loops at z asso-

ciated to o according to Definition [8.7] . By (8.3 , , and (| m, we

see that f(a,b,-) satisfies (P) (for (6,0, k) = (é, 3, 10) D, {’Yaﬁb,x}zegc, cep and

P = w(f(a, b,), T, Ya,bz) aS in . Thus, our claim follows from Proposition

Now we consider the case where ¢ = 1. We can just choose Ko = K; = 5 in
(7.1). Tt suffices to notice that for each i € {1,...,c}, for each t € B;, the set
[—1,2]"71 x {t} x [-1,2]°7" is reduced to the singleton {t}. Thus we can choose
in the above proof that for any 6 > 0, MV, ; = {t}. It is straightforward to verify
that the above proof for ¢ > 2 (below ) carries over to the case ¢ = 1. For
instance, becomes

N (E,6) < DydFoe—2e=I=T=n _ (D35U')5717J+1
where
v =Koc—2c—n—1>0.
This finishes the proof. O

11. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [El
Combining Propositions [10.2] and [I0.5] we are ready to prove Theorem [E]

Proof of Theorem[E. We only detail the volume preserving case, for the proof of
the other one follows the same line after replacing Diff" (X, Vol) by Diff" (X).

By Notation for any map f in Theorem [E] f is dynamically coherent,
center bunched, and satisfies [(ae)| or Set U := U(f) N Diff"(X, Vol) (see
Notation |8.6} ., and let {fa}ae[o 17 be a good C" — J—family of diffeomorphisms
in Y. By Proposition 2| and Proposition [10.5] for any ¢ > 0, there exist an
open set Qo C [0,1]7 Wlth Leb([0, 1]7\Q0) < ¥, an open neighbourhood Uy of the
origin in R?, and a C” map f: [0,1)) x U} x X — X with f, = f(a() -) for
all @ € [0,1]7, such that for all sufﬁmently small ¢ > 0, and any § > 0, there
exists £ C Qg x Uy such that Leb(£) < & and f(a,b,-) is C'-stably accessible for
all (a,b) € (Qp x (Uy N B(0,¢)))\E. Now, given any sufficiently small ¢ > 0, let
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5 € (0,el9) and £ = £(¢, §) be as above, and for any b € Uy, set £ := EN(Qo x {b}).
Then, by Fubini’s theorem, there exists b € Uy N B(0, €) such that
(11.1)  Leb((([0,1]"\Q0) x {b}) UE®) < Leb([0, 1]\ Qo) + € 'Leb(€) < 9.
For any integer n > 1, we consider the following collection of C" — J—families in U:
Fo = {{fatacpays € C"([0,1]7,U) | the set of a € [0,1]7 such that
fa is not C'-stably accessible has measure less than %}

It follows from J > Jy, Proposition and ED above that for any n > 1, the set
Fn is Cl-open and C"-dense in the space C" ([0, 1]7,U). In particular, G := ) ~, Fn
is residual. By definition, for any {fa}.ej0,117 € G, the set of a € [0,1]/ such that
fa is not C'-stably accessible has measure zero. This concludes the proof. O

APPENDIX A.

Proof of Lemma[{.1j] We detail the case where * = u. The other one is handled
similarly.

Proof of ()): for any b € U, x € X, we have Wi(b,z) C {b} x X. Hence the
image of H%,(O,z),(o,y) is contained in {b} x X. Then for any B € ToU, we have

DH%(O’I)’(O,.U (B+w(z,B)) € B4+ T.X, while mp(B+T.X) = B+ 1y(z, B).
To show , we need the following lemma.
LEMMA A.1 (A priori estimates). There exists a C'-uniform constant G5 > 0,
and a C%-uniform constant C, = C,(f) > 0 such that the following is true. Take
any x € X, w € W§(z,65/2). Then z := H},  (x) is well-defined, and for any
B € TyU, we have

17e DHE (0,2),(0,) (B + vo(z, B))|
(A1) < Culllvo(@, )l + oz, )| + 1 D*Tlldwy (., 2)) | B]-

We have an analogous statement for any x,w in a local center stable leaf.

Proof. We follow the construction in [35, Proof of Theorem 4.1] and refer to [35]
for many details.

Let Ev (resp. ECS) be a smooth bundle of X that closely approximates E
(resp. E¢°) and let 6 = §(f) > 0 be a small C'-uniform constant, to be chosen
in due course. Following the proof of [35, Theorem 4.1, page 530], we embed E“,
E°s via C™ maps 1 : E* = X x R™ and 19 E 5 X x R™2 where for i = 1,2,
m; € N, and R™ is equipped with a metric || - ||; such that the Lipschitz constant
of 2; is uniformly bounded by some C!-uniform constant co = co(f) > 0. As in [35]
Proof of Theorem 4.1], we can choose E*, E° 11,15, || - |1, || - ||2, U, § so that there
is a C'! bundle contraction Fy satisfying

UxXxY —#5UxXxY

| |

UxX — L s UxX

Here Y is defined as
Y = {g € C°(R™(2¢06),R™) | g(0) = 0, Lip(g) < 1}
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equipped with the norm

llg()ll2
(/P

llgll := sup VgeY.
T

Recall that by [35, (11)], we have
I(Fg)pg — (Fg)phl| < Cem X" @@ g — ||, wp e X.
Moreover, we have:
(1) the unique invariant section of F is a family of Lipschitz functions {~y, : R™*(2¢¢d) —

R™2},cuxx parametrizing local unstable manifolds: for any p = (b,z) €
U x X, we have

W (B (2, 2600))) € 12(E* (),
and }f(by‘)(a:,é/c’) C expx(Graph(zz_lfypzl|Eu(m’5))) C }f(bf)(x,c’d),

for some C!-uniform constant ¢/ = ¢/(f) > 0;
(2) Fy preserves the sub-bundle Y, where

Yo(p) := {g € Y| g(t1(E"(2,2¢00))) C 12(E(z))}, Vp=(b,x) €U x X,

and satisfies that for some C?-uniform constant c. = c.(f) > 0, for any
sufficiently close points p, ¢ in the same center-unstable leaf of T', for any
geY, forany z € Rm1(2005)ﬂ

(A.2) 1(F)p(9)(2) = (Fi)g(9)(2)ll2 < | D*T|d(p, )]l z]]1-

LEMMA A.2. For any sufficiently close p,q € U x X in a local center-unstable
manifold of T,

(A.3) 17 (2) = Y4 (2)ll2 < eI D*Tld(p. @)l 2]l1, ¥z € B(0,2c08) C R™.

Proof. The proof follows [25] Proof of Theorem 3.2]. For each p € U x X, we let
Jp be the set of C? sections g: V,, , — Y — where V,, , is an open neighbourhood of

p — such that
lg(q) — 9(P)

9(p) = Vps lim sup < 00.
b WE (p)3q—p d(Qap)
Define a semi-norm on fp by
—h ~
d(g,h) := limsup M, Vg, heJp

W (p)3q—p d(q7 p)

We declare that g,h € fp are equivalent if d(g,h) = 0. Then the semi-norm d
descends to a distance on the equivalence classes of jp, denoted by J,. Notice that
Jp is the space of Lipschitz jets, defined in [25, Chapter 3], at p.

We define a Banach bundle J over U x X (equipped with the discrete topology)
by setting

J= U I
peUxX

The map Fy gives rise to a bundle map J of J. More precisely, for any g: Vp-1() 4 —

Y in fT—l(p)7 we define Jg € fp by
J9(q) == (Fg)r—1((9(T"'(a))), YqeUxXNT(Vp-i),)-

Hgee [35, Page 533].
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It is clear that J descends to a map from Jp-1¢,) to J,. Consequently, J is a
bundle map of J over T'. For any g, h € jT—l(p), we have

(g, Jh) = limsup 1790 = Th@)]
W (p)2g—p d(p,q)

I(F)7-1(0) (9(T~(9)) — (Fy)7—1(9) (T~ (@)))

= limsup
We(p)2q—p d(p, q)
_ Jim sup [(F)ulg(w) — (Fig)u(h(w))]]
W (T~ (p)) Su—T =1 (p) lg(u) — h(u)||
-1 -1 _
Wi (p)>9—p d(p,q) WC“(p)guaT*l(p) d(T (p)au)

< G X T AR D)X T T 0) (g, ),

for some constant ¢ > 0, as the points p, ¢ above are in the same center-unstable
manifold. Moreover, by center bunching, —y* + x¢ — x¢ < 0, thus J has a unique
J-invariant section hy. On the other hand, as 7 is Fly-invariant, it is clear that
must be a representative of hyg.

We say that g € J, is the constant section if § admits a representative g € jp
such that

9(@) =, VGEVp,

We denote by h,: U x X — J the section where h(p) is the constant section in 7.
By (A2), the space of sections h: U x X — J that is within distance c, || D*T|
to hy is invariant under J if ¢, is sufficiently large. Consequently, d(hg,hs) <
c||D*T|. O

Let x € X and p = (0,z). In a small neighbourhood of x, we can define a C*
coordinate chart 7,: (—1,1)? — X with 7,(0) = 2 and the following properties:

(1) lsz(O, -) maps R% x {0} (resp. {0} x R°*s) to E(z) (vesp. E°(2));
(2) E"is close to the tangent space of 7,((—1,1)% x {zcs}), V zes € (—1,1)¢F%;
(3) E°* is close to the tangent space of 7, ({2} x (=1,1)¢*%) V2, € (—1,1)%

The required closeness in (2),(3) will be made evident from the proof.

Such chart 7, is obtained by first choosing a C'*° chart 7, satisfying 7,(0) = « and
(1), and then considering the restriction of 7, to a sufficiently small neighbourhood
of 0. We can also choose 7, to depend continuously on p, with ||7,[[c1, |7, e
bounded by a C''-uniform constant ¢’ = ¢’ (f) > 0.

In the following, we fix p = (0,z) and denote 7 = 7,. We will not distinguish
a point z € 7((—1,1)¢) and its coordinate under 77! e.g. we denote p = (0,0).
Besides, we identify a tangent vector v € T, X with its preimage D7~!(v), whenever
it is defined. Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢ is small compared to the
size of 7((—1,1)9).

Let p' = (0,2") € W(p) be a point sufficiently close to p such that there exists
wo € 11 (E*(p,8/2)) C R™ satisfying

(A.4) o’ = exp, (17 (wo) + 13 " (wo)).
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Fix any B € ToU. Recall that B + vy(z, B) € ES(p). Then let t > 0 be any
sufficiently small constant, and define ¢ = ¢(t) € W5 (p,d) by

(A.5) q:= (tB,y) =p+t(B,v(z,B)) + o(t), y = tvy(z, B) + o(t),

where o(t) denotes a vector of modulus sublinear in ¢. Here (A.4]) is interpreted as
follows: DT~ (t(B,vo(z, B))) is a vector in Ty(—1,1)?, and adds up to 7~ !(p) using
the isomorphism Ty(—1,1)¢ ~ R?. Several other expressions in this proof shall be

understood in the same way. Since E“, E°s are C* embedded into X xR™ X xR™2
respectively, then for sufficiently small ¢, there exists wy € 21(E"(y,d)) such that

l[wa —wolla < er(llyll + ¢l BIDllwollx

for some C?-uniform constant ¢; = ¢;(f) > 0.

We define a point in W]?(tb _)(y, c'0) by

1

y' = expy(zl_l(wg) + Zglvq(wg)).

Recall that TX = E*® E is C™ embedded into X x R™ ™2 and exp: TX — X
is a C* map. Then, by (A.3)), , and since Lip(21), Lip(12) < ¢o, we deduce
that

2" = 5"l < c2(llyll + lwo — walls + [[7p(wo) = vg(wo)ll2)
(A.6) < es(tllvo(z, B)|| + tID*T(|B]| + llmo (2, B)IDllwoll1),
for C?-uniform constants cs = ca(f),cs = c3(f) > 0.

Let ¢’ := Hf, ,(q). By definition, {¢'} = W5 (p') N Wi (q). Since Wi(q) =

{tB} x W}‘(tB .)(y)7 we have ¢ = (tB,y’) for some y' € W}f(tB _)(y,2c’5). On
U x 7((—=1,1)%), W (p') is closely approximated by E$(p') = Graph(vy(z',)) ©
E¢(a"). Thus y' = 2’ + twy(a', B) +v°°(t) + o(t) for some v°*(t) € E$*(2'). Hence
(A.7) (v —y") —v®(t) = tw(z', B) + 2" — " + o(t).
Since y',y"” € W}f(tB )
conditions (2),(3) in the choice of 7,, the angle between E}f(m.)(y”) and E¢°(z')
is uniformly bounded from below. By (A.7), for some C?-uniform constant c¢; =
cq(f) > 0, it holds

(A.8) [0 @O Nly" = y"1l < ealtllvo(@’, B)|| + 12" — y"|)).
Combining estimates (A.6) and (A.8]), and since |Txp’ — 7x¢/|

|
— "], we deduce that for some C2-uniform constant c5 = c5(f)

(y), we also know that y' — 3" is close to E}f(tB 4)(y”)~ By

/

< fla" —y"|| +
ly > 0,
lexp’ = wxd'| < es(llvol@, )l + llvo(a’, ) + 1 D* Tlldwe (@, 2")t]| Bl

We then conclude our proof by noting that

“ o lmxp = x|
[meDHE. 1 (B + vo(z, B))|| = lim —

O

We now continue with the proof of (2). Without loss of generality, we may
assume that oy € (0,55). By Lemma and Lemma [4.13((3)), there exist C?, resp.
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Cl-uniform constants co = co(f) > 0, resp. ¢; = c1(f) > 0, such that (recall (4.7))
17 DHE, (0,2) (0,5 (B + o, B)|| < cal[vo(z, )| + [[vo(z, )| + |D*T|dwy (, 2))|1 B]|
< 0201(1f1r13L>{(e_"(f’“”)7 e_“(f’z))||T||Cl + ||D2T\|dw}t (z,2))||B]-
O

APPENDIX B.

Proof of Lemma[f4 Let V:R!xX — TX be a C” vector field as in Definition [4.2]
and let U C R’ be a small neighbourhood of the origin. We let .#: RxU x X — X
be the associate flow; it is defined by the following equation:

(B.1) T (t,b,x) =V (b, F(t,b, 1)),
with initial condition .#(0,b,z) = f(z). For any (s,b,z) € R x U x X, we have
e 0, 7(0,b,z) =0, e 02.7(0,b,z) = 0,0, 7 (0,b,z) = 0,
© 0;7(0,b,z) = 0, f(x), o 027 (0,b,x) = 02 f(z),
o f(bz) =7(1,b,z), o f(z)=F(s,0,2).
By differentiating (B.1)), we obtain the following equations:
010, F = 0, VO, F, OOpF = OV + 0, VOpF,
0.02F = 02V (0,.F,0,.F) + 0, VO Z,
010y05 F = 040,V (O, 00.F ) + 02V (0,.F , 0p.F ) + 0,V 040, 7,
0.0RF = O}V + 20,0,V (0y, 0p.F ) + OV (007 ,0,.F ) + 0, VOLF.
In particular, for all ¢t € (0,1), x € X and B € ToU, we have
00w 7 ((t,0,2), B) = 8, V((0, % (¢,0,2)), B)+9,V((0,.%(t,0,x)), 0pF((t,0,2), B)).
In the above equality, the first term on the RHS equals V(B, .%# (¢,0,2)) = V(B, f(x));
and the second term on the RHS equals 0. Thus
7xDT((0,2), B) = 0, f((0,2), B) = 0,7 ((1,0,2), B) = V(B, f(x)).

This concludes the proof of (2).

By a slight abuse of notations, we use || - || to denote the uniform norm for:

(a) derivatives of f, 8,V and 8,0,V as functions on X; (b) derivatives of f and
V as functions on U x X; (c) derivatives of # as functions on [0,1] x U x X.

To prove (1), we need to bound the norms of |Df]| abd |[D2f|. Since B ~
V(B,") is linear, it is clear that by reducing the size of U, we can assume that
10V < 1—10. Then by Gronwall’s inequality and possibly reducing the size of U,
there exists an absolute constant ¢y > 0 such that

(B.2) 10:F || < comax(L, [0:£1)), 07| < collBpV]-

Since 92V = 0, by Grénwall’s inequality and (B.2)), there exists an absolute constant
c¢1 > 0 such that

10271 < 102 f1| + collOZVI[1102Z 117 < |02 FI| + ea |02V | max(L, [0 £1%),
10502 7| < co([1060:V (1027 || + 102V [[1027 [[|06-7 )
< e1([1060:V || + 02V [[1|05V [[) max(1, |9 £1]),
105 71| < 2c0([1060:V [0 || + 107V 1067 117) < e1((|060aV [[I10sV ]| + 105V [[[106V 7).
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Note that by possibly reducing the size of U, we can ensure that
10V < min(max(L, [|95f11*) =", 18V (172, 10sV ] 7).
Thus there exists an absolute constant ¢, > 0 such that
fllez < (L, lez < ea(L+1060:VINA + (| le= + 105V ).

We conclude the proof of (1) by noticing that || DT|| < ||Dif]| for i = 1,2. O

AprPENDIX C.

Proof of Theorem[F] We repeat the proof of [10, Proposition 3.2] for e-light maps,
instead of light maps, for some ¢ = €(n).

Recall that the order of a cover O = {Oj }rek is the supremum of all numbers
#K' such that Nkeg Ok # (. Let then Vg be a cover of X := [0,1]"™ such that Vy
does not admit an open refinement of order less than or equal to n. Take 6 > 0 a
Lebesgue number of the cover Vy and define € := §/2.

Assume that f: X — Y is e-light. Let T be some triangulation of Y and denote
by U = {U;}ies its open star cover. For every i € I, f~1(U;) can be written as
a disjoint union of connected open sets; they form an open cover of X, denoted
by V = {V,},es. For each j € J, we let a(j) € I be such that V; C f=H(Uyy))-
By assumption, f is e-light, hence we can choose T fine enough such that each V;
has diameter smaller than 2¢ = §. Therefore V is an open refinement of Vy; in
particular, any open refinement of V has order at least n + 1.

We define Ner(Uf) as the collection of subsets I’ C I such that N;e; U; # 0. We
define Ner(V) in a similar way. Both Ner(U/) and Ner()V) are simplicial n-complexes,
and we identify them with their geometric realization.

Given a partition of unity {p;} subordinate to U, we get a homeomorphism
p:Y — Ner(U), while @ induces a local homeomorphism ¢: Ner(V) — Ner(l).
Then, the functions v; := xv, - (pa(j) © @), j € J, define a partition of unity
subordinate to V. We let v: X — Ner(V) be the associate map, where v(z) has
barycentric coordinates (vj(x));. By construction, the following diagram commutes:

x—71 .y

Ner(V) — Ner(U)

Let us see that some n-simplex o of Ner(V) has an interior point ¢ which is a
stable value of v: X — Ner(V). Assume it is not the case; then we may form a
set S by choosing one interior point from each n-simplex of Ner(V) and perturb
v on a small neighbourhood of v71(S) to get v': X — Ner(V)\S. Denote by
p: Ner(V)\S — [Ner(V)],,—1 the radial projection to the (n —1)-skeleton of Ner(V),
s.t. the barycentric coordinates of v’ := pov': X — [Ner(V)],—_1 are subordinate
to V. Pulling back the open star cover of Ner(V) by v, we get a refinement of V
of order at most n, a contradiction. Thus, p~1(¢(£)) is a stable value of f, which
concludes. O
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