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C" DENSITY OF STABLE ERGODICITY FOR A CLASS OF PARTIALLY
HYPERBOLIC SYSTEMS

ZHIYUAN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We show that among a class of skew-product C" partially hyperbolic
volume-preserving diffeomorphisms satisfying some pinching, bunching condi-
tion with certain type of dominated splitting in the centre subspace, a C" dense
C? open subset contains ergodic diffeomorphisms for r > 3. As another applica-
tion of our techniques, we partially generalised the result in [8] and obtain stable
transitivity for action of random rotations on the sphere in arbitrary dimension.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The study of partially hyperbolic systems extends those of uniformly hyper-
bolic systems, which were developed at length since the sixties. One of the impor-
tant achievements is accomplished by Anosov, who showed, among other things,
that C2 uniformly hyperbolic volume-preserving diffeomorphisms are always er-
godic. Fundamental to Anosov’s proof are the existence of stable/unstable mani-
folds and their absolute continuity. For partially hyperbolic systems, one can also
construct stable/unstable manifolds and show their absolute continuity. We re-
fer the readers to for details. It is interested to know to what extend one can
recover the results from uniformly hyperbolic systems in the presence of a priori
non-hyperbolic behaviours. One of the important conjectures is the Stable Ergod-
icity conjecture, proposed by Pugh-Shub in 1996:

CONJECTURE 1 (Pugh-Shub). Stable ergodicity is C"—dense among the C" partially
hyperbolic volume-preserving diffeomorphisms on a compact connected manifold, for any
r>1
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In their original formulation of the conjecture [16], the term stable ergodicity
was referring to C" —stably ergodicity, i.e. the persistence of ergodicity under C”
small perturbations. More precisely, a diffeomorphism f is called C"— stable er-
godic if there exists € > 0 such that any diffeomorphism g satisfying d¢r(f,g) < €
is ergodic. Later the term stable ergodicity is often referring to the persistence of
ergodicity under C! small perturbations. In some case one can show the C’-density
of C! —stable ergodicity, see for example [T} 6} [19].

This conjecture was supported by a proposed mechansim for ergodicity call
"”accessibility”, which we now come to define.

Definition 1. A partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism f : X — X is accessible if any
point in X can be reached from any other along an su—path, which is a concatenation of
finitely many subpaths, each of which lies entirely in a single leaf of WW*° or a single leaf of
WH.

A natural weakening of the notion accessibility is the following.

Definition 2. The accessibility class of p € X is the set of all ¢ € M that can be reached
from p along an su—path.

A partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms f : X — X is essentially accessible if every
measurable set that is a union of entire accessibility classes has either full or zero volume.

The Stable Ergodicity conjecture was split into two parts using the concept of
accessibility. Pugh, Shub conjectured that: 1. Accessibility holds for an open and
dense subset of C" partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms; 2. A partially hyperbolic
C? volume preserving diffeomorphism with the essential accessibility property is
ergodic.

Significant efforts had been made to study the C' version of the conjecture,
namely proving ergodicity in a C! open and dense subspace in the space of C! par-
tially hyperbolic volume-preserving diffeomorphisms. In [9], the authors proved
that C! —density of C! —stable accessibility among partially hyperbolic systems. In
[5], the authors showed that essential accessibility plus a mild technical condition
called ”centre bunching” implies ergodicity.

Finally, the C! version of the Stable Ergodicity conjecture was proved in the
recent work [2] using a very different approach. They developed a sophisticated
generalisation of Hopf’s argument relying on a geometric device, the so-called
”superblender”. It is worth mentioning that their method combining accessibility
with some “local” ergodicity mechanism still rely on [9] to deduce stable metric
transitivity.

On comparison, there is a paucity of results for the original formulation of the
conjecture, namely the C" density of stable ergodicity. We will give a quick sum-
mary of the known results. In [19], the conjecture is proved in general for 1D centre
bundles. Recently, A.Avila and M.Viana show the density of C" —accessibility for a
class of skew products with 2D centers [I]]. In [6] the authors verified C"—density
of stable ergodicity for group extensions over Anosov diffeomorphisms ( for re-
lated work, see [7]). For group extensions, one can assume arbitrary centre dimen-
sion, but it is clear that the dynamics along the centre directions are isometries and
therefore avoided many difficulties that would arise for nonlinear dynamics.
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It seems that all the existing approaches for Stable Ergodicity conjecture require
proving the density of stable accessibility or essentially accessibility. The prob-
lem of proving the C"—density of accessiblity is addressed in many literatures on
partially hyperbolic systems ( see for example [2], [21] ).

In this paper, we prove the C" density of C? stable essential accessibility among
a class of skew products satisfying some pinching, centre bunching conditions and
certain type of dominated splitting. Combining [4] ( or the stronger result [5]),
this implies the C” density of C? stable ergodicity among this class. As mentioned
above, previous results in this direction either assume the centre dimension is very
low (1D or 2D), or assume that there is no non-linearity in the centre direction (
One should note that for group extensions, the dynamics along the centre direction
are isometries, and any iterations can be described by finitely many real valued
functions on the base). Compared to the previous works, ours is the first result
that works for any central dimension and unrestricted nonlinearity.

Our proof is divided into two parts. On the one hand, for any C" skew product
map satisfying some pinching, centre bunching conditions, we show that we can
produce stable open accessible class under arbitrarily small C" —perturbations. On
the other hand, we show that for a generic skew product satisfying some centre
bunching condition, if the centre direction ( the fiber tangent space ) admits certain
type of dominated splitting, then either it has no open accessible class, or it is
essentially accessible. The main theorems are as follows.

Theorem 1. Given an integer ¢ > 2, v > 2, let U be the set of C" skew products with
central dimension c, satisfying =t —pinching and 1—center bunching conditions. Then

there exists a C" dense C' open subset of Uy C U such that any diffeomorphism in Uy has
an open accessible class.

Here we will define skew product maps in Definition [I] Section Bl The pinch-
ing, centre bunching conditions will be given in Section 2 In [14], we proved
Theorem[Tland similar results for a more general class of partially hyperbolic sys-
tems, though still assuming some pinching condition and certain regularity of the
central foliations. For the convenience of the reader, we give a self-contained proof
of Theorem [Ilin Section [Zlusing some estimates in Section 4

Theorem 2. Given an integer ¢ > 2, v > 3. Let U be either U] (X, Vol;1) for some
I € [1,5] or U3(X,Vol) ( defined in Section B) where X = Y x N and with fiber
dimension diim N = c. Then there exists a C" dense C* open subset Uy C U such that
any diffeomorphism in Uy is either essentially accessible or it has no open accessible class.

Here U] (X, Vol;1), Uj(X, Vol) are collections of C"—skew products satisfying
some pinching, centre bunching condition with certain type of dominated splitting
in the centre subspaces. The precise definition will be given in Definition [[1] and
As an immediate corollary, we have the following result.

Theorem 3. Given an integer ¢ > 2, v > 3. Let U be either U] (X, Vol;1) for some
1€ [1,5] ortd}(X, Vol) where X =Y x N with fiber dimension dim N = c; let V be the
set of C" skew products on X satisfying C;Cl—pinching condition. Then there exists a C"
dense C? open subset of U 'V containing only ergodic diffeomorphisms.

As an application, we have the following result for linear transforms of the tori.
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COROLLARY A. Given any integer n,m > 2,and A € SL(n,Z), B € SL(m,Z). We
denote the linear transform induced by A ( resp. B ) on torus T" (resp. T™) as f4 ( resp.
f ). Assume the following conditions are satisfied.

(1) fais 4 —pinching;
(2) fp is Anosov and "L —pinching.

then for all sufficiently large integer k > 1, any r > 3, there exists a C' —neighborhood
of the skew-product map f§ X fa : T xT" = T™ x T" ( with base map being f§ ) in
the space of C"— volume preserving skew products, such that it has a C"—dense C*>—open
subset containing only ergodic diffeomorphisms.

In [11], the author showed that all pseudo-Anosov linear transform on the T"
with 2D —center are C"—stable ergodic (r = 5forn > 6, r = 22 for n = 4).
Compare to this result, our result can show robust ergodicity near linear transform
with many zero Lyapunov exponents and even non-ergodic ones. We also relaxed
the regularity constraint. But our result fail short of dealing with perturbations
without preserving the C" product structure.

In order to see the difficulty in getting a C" —density result for accessibility or
essentially accessibility, it is helpful to recall the proof of C! —density of stable ac-
cessibility. In [9], the authors proved C!'—density of accessibility by combining
1. local accessiblity, that is creating accessible class containing some highly non-
recurrent disk; 2. proving accessibility modulo a set of well-distributed disks. In
the first step, they method of creating local accessible class is based on basic ho-
motopy theory. The main estimate takes the advantage of the fact if one does not
have to worry about C? norm, one can effectively promote C° displacement of the
su-paths. This allows one to effectively relate the size of the local accessible class
to the size of the perturbation.

For C” small perturbations, the method in [9] no longer works. Besides, it is
unlikely that one would still get good estimates relating the size of the accessible
to the room of perturbations, which also makes it useless to using the covering
argument to resolve the accessibility problem in the large scale.

Our approach for creating open accessible classes is base on transversality. We
will use a topological result borrowed from [3] to show that stable accessible class
exist when we have some transversality condition involving the images of sub-
manifolds of a map from some parameter space to phase space.

Given a stably open accessible class, it is natural to try to create minimality of
the action of holonomy maps by perturbation. It appears that the available results
in this direction is unsatisfactory for our purpose. Our main observation is that
: for iterations of several conservative maps, we can conclude transitivity from
an uniform lower bound of the quality of the stable manifolds for the associated
random dynamics ( actually our proof shows that any proper closed invariant set
has zero measure ).

As another application of our method, we generalised the result in [8] and ob-
tain the following.

Theorem 4. Given d € IN¥, there exists a number ko such that for any m, for any set
of rotations Ry, - -+, Ry in S5O4, 1 such that Ry, - -+, Ry, generate SO 4,1 there exists a
number € > 0 such that if { f,} is a set of volume preserving diffeomorphisms on S and
maxy d - (R, fa) < €, then any closed { fy } — invariant set has zero Lebesgue measure.
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In particular, { f,} is transitive and the orbit of almost every point in S% under the action

of { fu} is dense.

This theorem is proved via combing Proposition8lin Section[fland the lineariza-
tion result in [8]. In [8], the authors obtained stable ergodicity of actions of random
rotations in even dimensions. For the moment, we still do not know whether we
have stable ergodicity in odd dimensions.

Finally, we note that our method rely on the conservation of the holonomy
maps, which is conjecture to be a rare phenomenon among volume preserving
partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms ( see ). Moreover, although our criteria
for IFS is C!'—robust, in order to ensure the C! closeness of the holonomy maps
one need to impose the C? closeness of the partially hyperbolic systems, this is
why we are only able to show C2—stable ergodicity. To solve the Stable ergod-
icity completely using accessibility approach one might need to look for a more
topological argument.

Acknowledgement. I thank Artur Avila for encouragement and especially for
pointing out mistake in a previous result. I also thank Raphaél Krikorian for ex-
plaining some of the ideas in [§]. I thank Martin Leguil for first introducing to me
this problem and many conversations, thank Pierre Berger, Weixiao Shen, Amie
Wilkinson for listening and encouragement.

2. PARTIALLY HYPERBOLIC DIFFEOMORPHISMS

Given a smooth d—dimensional Riemannian manifold X with a volume form
m.

Definition 3. [ Anosov, partially hyperbolic and dominated splittings]
A C! diffeomorphism f : X — X is uniformly hyperbolic or Anosov if there exists
a continuous splitting of the tangent bundle into T f —invariant sub-bundles:

TX =E @ E"
such that for every unit vectorv € TX
IDf(v)|| <1ifv e E,
IDF()]| > 1ifo € E*.
A C! diffeomorphism f : X — X is partially hyperbolic if the following conditions
hold. There is a nontrivial continuous splitting of the tangent bundle TX = E°* ® E° @ E¥,

that is invariant under D f. Furthermore, there exists x*, x° > 0and 3¢, X° € R such
that

2.1) X <X <R <X

and we have

(22) IDfF(v)|| < e X o], Vo € E°\ {0}
(2.3) eX'llof| < [Df(v)|| < e o], Vo e E°\ {0}
(24) eXllof| < |Df(o)|| Vo e E*\{0}

We denote the set of all the C" ( resp. C" volume preserving ) partially hyperbolic diffeo-
morphisms by PH" (X)( resp. PH" (X, m)).
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A C! diffeomorphism f : X — X has a non-trivial uniformly dominated splitting
if the following conditions hold. There is a nontrivial continuous splitting of the tangent
bundle TX = @leEi, k > 2 that is invariant under Df. Furthermore, there exists a
collection of constants {Xi, i }1<i<k—1 such that forany 1 <i < k — 1, we have

2.5) T < R V1I<i<k-—1
(2.6) IDf(x,0)| < eXo|, Vo € Ei(x)\ {0}
2.7) Millull < |IDf(x,u)ll,Vu € Eip1(x)\ {0}

For any partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism f : X — X, through each point
x € X (including all the C" Anosov maps), we have a well-defined unstable man-
ifold WJE‘ (x) and stable manifold Wj;(x) Moreover, X is foliated by W}‘, j;, and

4% (x), W]S((x) are C"—manifolds, though the transverse regularity is often merely

Holder.
Given any two sufficiently close submanifolds D;, D; transversal to the W}‘

foliation, for some subset of D; denoted by Dy, for each x € Dy, the local unstable
manifold W}‘ (x) intersect D; at a unique point, denoted by H?,DLDz (x). Then the
map x H}‘ D, Dz(x) is a well-defined continuous map from a subset of Dy to
D5. We call H}‘ DD, the unstable holonomy map from D; to D,. We define stable
holonomy maps in a similar way:.

Definition 4. [ Dynamically coherence ] A partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms f : X —
X is dynamically coherent if E© and E* are integrable to foliations W and YW

respectively. In this case, E€ is integrable to the central foliation W€ for which W*(x) =
W (x) NWH(x) forall x € X.

Itis an open question that whether dynamical coherence is a C! open condition.
It is known that when E€ is C! and integrable, dynamically coherence is C! robust.
Since we will only be focus on skew products, dynamically coherence comes in
the definition, so we will not be needing results in this direction.

Given a partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism f : X — X. Assume that f is
dynamically coherent, and the central leaves are compact. For any two compact
leaves C1,(C, that are contained in a central unstable leaf YW, we have a well-
defined holonomy map H}‘ ¢, ¢, from Cq to C». Moreover H? ¢, ¢, 18 defined every-

A2 A2

where on C;. Similarly, the stable holonomy map Hji e, - €1 = Cyis defined
when C1, C; belong to the same central stable leaf.

Definition 5. [ Pinching ] A partially hyperbolic system f € PH"(X) is called 0—pinching
if the following holds. There exist constants X°, X* > 0 such that

e Mol < |Df(w)] ,VoeTX
IDf(0)]| < eX|lofl, Yo € TX
and
— 0PN < X
R0 > 7
Here x°, ", X%, X are constants satisfying @) to (2.4).

Our interest in partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms satisfying pinching condi-
tions comes from the following theorem in [17].
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Theorem 5. Suppose that f : X — X is a 0— pinching C" partially hyperbolic system,
then the local unstable and stable holonomy maps are uniformly 6 —Holder.

We also introduce the following notion of pinching for diffeomorphisms with a
dominated splitting.

Definition 6. [ Pinching for dominated splittings | A diffeomorphisms f : X — X hav-
ing a non-trivial uniformly dominated splitting TX = &%_ E;, k > 2 is called §—pinching

if the following holds. There exist constants (X, Xi)1<i<k—1 satisfying @.5), @.6), @7
and X", X° such that

(2.8) e Xl < |Df(v)]| ,VoeTX

(2.9) IDf(v)|| < el'|v]|, Vo e TX
and

(2.10) max (%", X°)0 < min(x—1 — Xx—1, X1 — X1)

Itis clear from the definition that any diffeomorphisms f € DS"(X) is 6 —pinching
for some 6 > 0. Our interest in Definition [6lcomes from the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 1. Letr > 2,0 € (0,1]. Let f : X — X be a C" diffeomorphism hav-
ing a O—pinching uniformly dominated splitting TM = @k_ E;k > 2 with constants

(Xir Ki)1<i<k—1, X°, X" satisfying @5) to @.I0), then Eq(x), Ex(x) are 6—Holder func-
tions of x.

Proof. Denote d; = dim(E;). Denote the d; —subspace Grassmannian bundle over
X by Gr; and the projection p; : Gr; — X. There is a natural smooth structure on
Grq. We denote the lift of f : X — X to Gry by F; : Gry — Gry. Since fis C", F
is C"~1. By the Df—invariance of the splitting, we see that the image of the map
x +— (x,E1(x)), denoted by %4, is a F; —invariant section. By ([2.6), we can take an
open neighborhood of %1, denote by U; such that

Fl_l(ul) c

and the F~ ! restricted to Uj is fibre contraction ( see [12] ) with contraction rate
stronger than e~X17X1, More precisely, for each x € X, any vy, v, € Uy p~ ' ({x})
we have

d(Fl_l(U1),Fl_1(Uz)) < €_X1+X1d(01,02)

By (29), the strongest contraction of f~! on the base is weaker than e~%". That is,
for any two points x1,x; € X that are sufficiently close, we have

d(f (), fH(x2)) > e X d(xy, x2)

Then by (2.10) and the Holder section theorem in [12], we conclude that F,~ !y, has
a unique invariant section, which is —Holder. Thus E; (x) is a —Holder function
of x. Similarly, we can show that Ei(x) is also a 6 —function of x. This completes
the proof. O

We have the following immediate corollary of Proposition[Il

COROLLARY B. Under the conditions of Proposition [} there exists € > 0 such that
Eq(x), Ex(x) are (6 + €)—Holder function of x.
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Proof. By (2.10), there exists € > 0 such that (2.10) holds after replacing 6 by 6 + €.
This shows that f is (0 + €) —pinching. We finish the proof by applying Proposition
i} O

It is helpful to consider the induced dynamics on varies Grassmannian bundles
of a manifold which we now define.

Definition 7. For any integer | € [1,d — 1], we denote Gr(X,1) the Grassmannian
bundle of X and p; : Gr(X,1) — X the canonical projection. For each x € X, pl_l(x)
is identified with Gr(TyX,1), the Grassmannian of | dimensional subspaces of TyX, in
a natural way. We denote an element in Gr(X,1) by (x,E), here E is a | dimensional
subspace of Ty X.

Given a C" diffeomorphisms f : X — X, there is a canonical C' 1 diffeomorphism
G(f) : Gr(X,1) = Gr(X,1) associated with f, define as follows.

G(f)(x,E) = (f(x), Df(x,E))
We have equality p;G(f) = fp;.

Definition 8. [I—center bunching] A partially hyperbolic system f : X — X is called
[—center bunching if the following holds.

- —X+kx<o0
and
_Xu+Xc_kXc<0

forall1 <k <. Here x°, ", X°, X° are constants satisfying @) to (Z4).
We denote the set of C" | —center bunching ( resp. volume preserving) partially hyper-
bolic diffeomorphisms by PH; (X,1) (resp. PH}, (X, m,1)).

The following theorem is essentially proved in [17].

Theorem 6. Given r > 2. For 1 <1 < r, suppose that f : X — X isa C" [—center
bunching, dynamically coherent partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism, then the local unsta-
ble and stable holonomy maps between centre leaves are C*.

The following is also contained in the proof of main theorem in and will be
used in several places.

Theorem 7. Given number r > 2. Suppose that f : X — X is a C" 1—center bunch-
ing, dynamically coherent partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism, then the local unstable and
stable holonomy maps between centre leaves are C'*P for some p > 0.

3. SKEW PRODUCTS AND EXAMPLES

The class of partially hyperbolic systems we will be studying is a class of “non-
linear” skew products in contrast to the skew products considered in [6] which
was referring to compact group extensions. This class of partially hyperbolic sys-
tems is also under the name ”smooth cocycles”, for example in [1] and the refer-
ence therein.

NOTATION 1. Let Y be a dyp—dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with a
volume form y. Let f be a volume preserving Anosov diffeomorphism on Y. Let
¢ € N,c > 2 and let N be a c—dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with a
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volume form m. We say a C" partially hyperbolic systems F: Y x N — Y X Nisa
C" skew product if

F(y,2) = (f(v),8(y,2))

with centre directions at (y,z) € Y x N given by E°(y,z) = {0} x T,N. We say
that f is the base map. Moreover, we call F a C" volume preserving skew product if
foreachy €Y, g(y,-) € Diff (N, m).

It is direct to check that a C" volume preserving skew product F preserves mea-
sure u x m. Hence F € PH"(Y x N, u x m).

For each integer r > s > 1, we will define the C°— topology on the space of
C" skew products to be the topology induced by the C°—distance on the space of
C’—partially hyperbolic systems. Thus if for two C"—skew products F, F defined
as F(y,z) = (f(v),8(y,2)) and F(y,2) = (f(y),§(y,2)), we have dc+(F, F) < ¢,
then we have

(1) der(f f) <€
(2) supycydcer(g(y,-), 8y, ) <e.

For any skew product F : Y x N — Y x N, all compact leaves of F are of the

form N, := {y} x N for some y € Y. Moreover, for any ¢ > 0, we denote

B(Ny,0) = B(y,0) x N

We will define two classes of diffeomorphisms as follows. Using these dif-
feomorphisms, we can construct transitive iterated function systems as shown in
Lemma Later on we will use these lemmata to construct C2—stably ergodic
partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms by C” perturbations.

Definition 9. Given a c—dimensional Riemannian manifold X with a volume form m.
For integers r > 2,1 € [1, 5], we denote DS} (X, m;1) the set of C" volume preserving
diffeomorphisms F such that there exists an uniformly dominated splitting

X =E; (x) D Ez(x) D E3(x)
such that dim E; = dim E5 = [.

Definition 10. Given a c—dimensional Riemannian manifold X with a volume form
m. Let DS} (X, m) denote the set of C" volume preserving diffeomorphisms that satisfy
that following conditons. For each f € DS,(X,m), there exists an uniformly dominated
splitting

TX = E & E

with dim(Ey) < dim(Ey). Let constants 1, X1 € R be given by Definition Bl related to
the above splitting, there exist constants x*, x° € R that satisfy

e’XSHvH < |IDf(x,0)| < eXquH,Vx e X,ve T, X
and
(3.1) X1—2%1+x" <0

We now define two classes of partially hyperbolic skew products. The fiber
maps of these two classes of skew products resemble those diffeomorphisms de-
fined in Definition @land [0l
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Definition 11. Let (Y x N,y x m) be defined in Notation [l For integersr > 2,1 €
[1, 5], we denote U (Y x N, u x m;1) the set of skew products F : Y x N — Y x N such
that the centre space admits an uniformly dominated splitting

EC:{O}XTN:El@Ez@Eg,

such that dim Ey = dim E3 = I. Moreover, we require the following. Let x°, X", X°, X° be
the constants for the partially hyperbolic splitting and let {X;, Xi}1<i<2 be the constants
for the above dominated splitting i.e. fori = 1,2

wp WDFO _r o  IDFWI)
verby Tl wern(o) Tl
we require that
c pC : S, A
32 max(—x%, X) — +1 < min (% — i)

(33) =X+ x°— x°+ max(x,0) + max(—x,0) <0

Definition 12. Let (Y x N, u x m) be defined in Notation[Il For integers r > 2, we
denote UJ (Y x N, x m) the set of skew products F : Y x N — Y x N such that the
centre space admits an uniformly dominated splitting

EC={0}xTN=E & E,

such that dim E; < dim Ep. Moreover we require the following. Let x°, x*, X°, X° be the
constant for the partially hyperbolic splitting and let X1, X1 be the constants for the above
dominated splitting i.e.

. DF o f DF "
et < sup w < Xl < X1 < inf H (M)H < ek
veb\foy 17l uek\ {0} |l
Moreover, we require that
3.4 %€ %C . o
(3-4) max(—x° %) 3 <t~ X%
3.5) R+ 527 <0

(3.6) =X+ x°— x°+max(R,0) + max(—x,0) <0

REMARK 1. It is clear from the definition that Uj(Y x N,u x m;1), 1 € [1,5] and
Us(Y x N, x m) are C open sets in the space of C" skew products.

EXAMPLE 2. Givenany A € SL(n,Z), n > 2, we denote the affine action induced
AonT"by fu : T" — T". We denote the eigenvalue of A by Ay, - - -, Ay sorted by
their modulus i.e. [A1| < [A;] < -+ < |A,|. We assume that |A;| are not all equal
to 1. Let b(A) be the largest integer in [1 n} such that [A,(4)| < 1. By symmetry, it
is easy to see that we have [Ay4) 4] = = [M—pia)l = 1 and [A,_p(a)41] > 1.
We denote x(A) = log [A,_p(a +1| and X( ) =log |An|

Now let B € SL(2m,Z) 1nduce an Anosov action on T?" i.e. b(B) = m. Let
A € SL(n,Z), n > 2, whose eigenvalues are not all of modulus 1. Denote F =
fB X fa: T2 x T" — T?™ x T" the skew product map with base dynamics being
fp : T?" — T?". Assume the following conditions hold.
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(3.7) X(B) > 4x(A)
(3.38) MA) = < 7(A)
(9 x(B)—"=11(B) > #(A)

Then for each integer r > 3, there exist a C! neighbourhood of F in the space
of C"— skew products, denoted by U, such that a C" dense C? open subset of U
contains only ergodic diffeomorphisms.

It is easy to see that (3.9) implies that y(B) > ng(A). Thus for 3.7),(3.8) and
B9 to hold, it suffices to check

N n

(3:10) R(A)"

In the case where m = 1 and A has exactly two eigenvalue of modulus different
from 1, then we have ¥(B) = £(B) and y(A) = {(A). As a consequence, (3.7),(3.8)
and 3.9) reduce to

X(B) > max(n,4)%(A)

< x(A) and x(B) > max(n,4)x(A)

4. RANDOM PERTURBATIONS

In Sectiondland B we will establish some estimates for the perturbation of the
holonomy maps of a skew product map.

Given aninteger r > 2. Let X be a compact Riemannian manifold with a volume
form Vol and F € PH"(X, Vol). Let X%, X%, x°, X" be the constants in Definition B]
and inequalities (2.1 to (2.4) in Definition Bl are satisfied with f replaced by F. We
define constant ¢ > 0 as

¢ =min(x°+ x>, x" — X°)
We will repeatedly use the following definition.

Definition 13. A C" deformation is defined by the following data. Let I > 0 be an integer,

U be an open neighbourhood of the origin in R!. Let F : U x X — X be a C" map such
that

(1) £(0,") = F;
(2) Foreachb € U, F(b,-) € PH"(X).
We call F a smooth deformation of F with [—parameters. We associate with F the
following map T : U x X — U x X by
1) T(b,x) = (b, £(b,x))
)

Moreover, if for each b € U, we have P(b, € PH'(X, Vol), then we say that Lisa
volume preserving C" deformation.

It is also convenient to have the following definition.

Definition 14. Given an integer I > 0, a smooth map V : R! x X — TX is called an
infinitesimal C" deformation of F with I—parameters if

(1) v(0,-) =0;

(2) Foreach B € R!, V(B, ) is a C" vector field on X;

(3) Foreach x € X, B+ V(B, x) is a linear map from R! to T, X.
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For a sufficiently small € > 0, we can define a C" deformation of F with I—parameters
F associated to V using the following formula.

F(b,x) = @y, (F(x),1),Y(b,x) € U x X
where U = B(0,€) C R! and Dy (p,) : X X R — X denotes the flow generated by vector
field V (b, -).
In this case, we say that F is generated by V and V is the generator of F. Moreover, if for
each B € R, V(B, ) is divergence free, we say that V is a volume preserving infinitesimal

C" deformation. A C" deformation generated by a volume preserving infinitesimal C"
deformation is volume preserving.

For each (b, x) € U x X, we have a T— invariant splitting
T,U & TxX = E7(b,x) @ ES(b, x) & EZ(b, x)
where
EX(bx) = (0} S B, (%)
ES(b,x) = T,U ® E%(bﬂ)(x)

We will use the inclusions El’g(b/')(x) — {0} El’g(b,_) (x) C TyU x Ty X for * =s,u,c
tacitly.

For any (b,x) € U x X and v € T,U x T, X, we denote 7tx (v) the component of
v in T, X and we denote 77, (v) the component of v in E} for * = u,s,c and in T, U
for x = b.

CAUTION 1. Under our notations, for v € T,U @ T X the component of v in the centre
subspace of T is not 7. (v) but rather 7. (v) + 71,(v).

NOTATION 2. Let Y, N be given by Definition [l From now on till the end of
Section[5] we assume that F is a volume preserving skew product and denote

X =YxN
Vol =uxm

Recall that for each y € Y, N, = {y} x N is a central leaf. For y1,y, € Y contained

in a unstable leaf for f (resp. stable leaf for f), we use abbreviations Hp | (resp.
S
HF YuY2
We denote by 7y : X — Y (resp. 7y : X — N) the canonical projection to Y

(resp. N).

to denote HY% resp. H3 .
) F,Ny, Ny, (resp F,Nyl,Nyz)

From now on we will only be considering C" deformation of F preserving the
central foliation. More precisely, let F : U x X — X be a C" deformation of F, we
assume that :

(42)  Foreachb € U,each x € X, we have F(b,x) € WE(F(x))
We make a parallel assumption for infinitesimal C" deformation V' as follows
(43)  Foreach B € R!,each x € X, we have V(B,x) € E%(x)

REMARK 2. The relation between @2) and (@&3) is clear. Denote V an infinitesimal C"
deformation of F satisfying @3), and denote F a C" deformation generated by V, then F

satisfy @.2).
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For any C" deformation F satisfying @2), the following is clear :

El’g(h,_)(x) = Ej(x) and E} (b, x) = T,U @ Ep(x) for x = ¢, cs, cu;

In the following, we will use the inclusion TU C E7 tacitly. For example, in the
expression DT((0,x), B) where B € ToU ~ R/, we mean that B is identified with
an element in ToU x {0} C E%(0, x) under the natural inclusion.

PROPOSITION 2. Givenr > 2. Assume that Fisa C" deformation of F with [ —parameters
satisfying (@2). There exists an open neighborhood of the origin contained in R!, denoted
by Uy, such that T restricted to Uy x X is a partially hyperbolic systems and dynamically
coherent with centre leaves of the form Uy x C where C is some central leaf of F. Moreover
forintegerr > 1 > 1and F € PHj, (X, 1), after possibly reducing the size of Uy, we can
assume that the s, u—holonomy maps between centre leaves of T are C'.

Proof. By @.2), the distribution TU & E° is T—invariant. By the cone field criteria,
after possibly reducing the size of Uy, we can ensure that for all b € U, E} b,)
u

is close to E¥ and along which the expansion rate of (b, ) is close to that of F,
and the similar thing for E% | . Thus we get a continuous splitting satisfying the

hypothesis of partially hyperbolic system, with centre subspaces given by E% =
TU @ Ef. It is direct to check that Ef is integrable to Uy x C where C is some
central leaf of F. This proves the first statement.

For the second statement, it is clear that /[ —center bunching condition is an
C!—open condition. Then after possibly reducing the size of Uy, and replacing
T by its iterations, we can verify the /—center bunching condition. The smooth-
ness of s, u—holonomies follows from Theorem [6l O

In the following, we will replace U by Uy satisfying the conclusion of Proposi-
tion[2l When the exponents for the partially hyperbolic splitting of F are given, we
will always assume that U is chosen to be small enough so that for any b € U, the
same set of exponents works for the splitting of the perturbed map F(b, -).

NOTATION 3. Let £ : U x X — X be a C" deformation of F, and let C be any central
leaf for F, we denote C = U x C. It is direct to see that C is a central leaf for T. We
say C is the lift of C for T. Moreover, let C,C’ be any central leaves for F contained
in a central unstable leaf for F, the lift C,C’ are contained in a central unstable leaf

for T. We denote H. ; 5, the unstable holonomy map between C and C'. Similarly,

we define stable holonomy map H:. , 5, for C,C " contained in a central stable leaf
for F. For y1,y2 € Y contained in a unstable leaf for f ( resp. stable leaf for f ), we

3 H u S u S
use abbreviations HT’yl,y2 (resp. HT,yl,yz) to denote HT,Nyl,Nyz (resp. HT,Nyl,Nyz)'

REMARK 3. Most of the propositions in Section dJ8] can be extended to the case where the
ambient manifold is CO~foliated by compact central leaves using some of the ideas in [18].
However, our argument linking the transversality to the transitivity exploits the fact that
the holonomy maps for this skew-products preserve a smooth measure. This condition is
expected to be easily destroyed by a generic volume preserving C"—perturbation that do
not preserve the central foliations ([20]). This is the reason why we focus on skew products
with a C"— central foliation and the diffeomorphisms that preserve it. For symplecto-
morphisms, the holonomy maps preserve the smooth measure induced by the symplectic
structure. In this context, our results can be strengthened. We will not pursue this avenue
here.
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Now we will give some estimates related to the holonomy maps. In this section,
all the implicit constants ( in symbols O, <, etc. ) depend only F.

I~

PROPOSITION 3 (A priori estimates). For integer r > 2, let F be a C" 1—center bunch-
ing, dynamically coherent partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms. Let F: U x X — X be a
C" deformation of F generated by an infinitesimal C" deformation V. Then for any central
leaves C,C' contained in a local central unstable leaf (resp. local central stable leaf ), we
have

IDH s ollco < max(Lip(V), 1dys(C,C)
(resp. | DHS. o |0 < max(Lip(V), 1)y (C,C'))
Here the implicit constant may depend on F, but not on F.
Proof. This is essentially proved in [17]. O

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

Definition 15. For an infinitesimal C" deformation of F with I—parameters V : R! x
X — TX, we define

suppx (V) = {x € X|3B € R such that V(B, x) # 0}
For a C" deformation of F with [—parameters F : U x X — X, we define
suppx(F) = {x € X|3b € U such that F(b,x) # x}

It is clear from Definition [[4] [[5] that for any infinitesimal C" deformation V, let
Fbe a C" deformation of F generated by V, we have

suppx(F) C suppx (V)
We will make some definitions related to an open set Q.

Definition 16. Given an open set Q C X, C > 0. Denote A = diam(mty(Q)). An
infinitesimal C" deformation V : R! x X — TX is adapted to (Q, C) if

(4.4) suppx(V) C Q
and
(4.5) Lip(V) < CA™!

Given any F € Diff (X), we define
R(Q) = inf{n > 0|F"(Q) (Q # @ or F"(Q)[Q # 0}

PROPOSITION 4. For any open set Q C X, any C > 0, any integer n > 1 such that
R(Q) > n, let V be an infinitesimal C" deformation of F that is adapted to (Q,C), let
x,y € Qand B € TyU, we have the following :
(1) If x ¢ suppx(V) and x,y lie in a local unstable leaf of F that is contained in Q,
then

| 7e(DH )y ((0.), B)) = V(B, )| < Ce"|B|
(2) If x,y lie in a local stable leaf of F that is contained in Q, then
170e(DH 1 (31 s (0,0, B S Ce ™ |B]

T,y (x),T
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Proof. By the invariance of s, u, c— foliations, we have

HE (), mey) = T HT fon(y (0, f1(ex (y

foralln € Z and * = s, u.
By the definition of T @), for any (b, x) € U x X, we have

DT((b, x); TeX) = Ty X

pT™"

and
m,(DT((b,x); B)) = Bforall B € T,U

Since for each (b,x) € U x X, Wy"(b,x) C {b} x X, it is easy to see that for any
x,y € Wi (resp. x,y € W§), for any B € ToU, we have

(4.6) 7 (DHY 7 () ey () ((0X), B)) =B
4.7) (resp.7ty(DHY (o) 7. ((0,%), B)) = B)

Moreover, by the F—invariance of E} for * = s,u,c and Definition [13] for any
x € X we have DT1((0,x),E}) = E} for x = s,u,c.

Assume that the conditions in (1) are satisfied. Since R(Q) > n, when restricted
tol x T~™(Q) forall 2 < m < n we have

= Id x DF
In particular, forany 1 <m <n—1,anyz € T-"(Q), any B € ToU, we have
DT ((0,z),B) =B
Moreover, since any x ¢ suppx(V), we have
DT '((0,x),B) =B
As a result, for any x,y in (1), we have that
7e(DHT 1 (2),7y () ((0,X), B))
= (DT (T7"(0,y),B+ nC(DHTf n(ry (x ))f_n(ﬂy(y))DT_"((O,x),B))))
(4.8) =mn(DT"(T"(0,y),B+ ﬂc(DHTf n(ry(x ))f_n(ny(y))(T_"(O,x),B))))
We claim that
an(DHTf 17ty (x ))f—n(ny(y))(Tfn(O/x)rB))” < Ce"||B|

Indeed, since x, y lie in a local F— unstable leaf that is contained in Q, we know
that

A(T(0,%), T(0,y)) < e "' (x,y) < e "

Then the claim follows from PropositionBland @35).
By (@.8) and the fact that |[DT"[gc || < "%, we have

7e(DHT (4 1) (0,4)((0, X), B))

= (DT (T"(0,), Te(DHT t-n(y (), f-1(ry (1) (T " (0,%), B))))
+71:(DT(T7(0,y), ))

= V(B,y)+O(Ce"® | B|)

= V(By)+O(Ce™™|B|)



16 ZHIYUAN ZHANG

Similar argument shows that under the condition in (2), we have

7e(DHS, 1, (), () (0, %), B)) = O(Ce" X=X B )

= 0(Ce™"|B||)

O

As a consequence of the above lemmata, we can estimate the derivatives of the
map corresponding to holonomy loops. For our purpose, we will be concentrated
on the simplest type of holonomy loops described as follows.

Definition 17. Let F be a dynamically coherent partially hyperbolic system with compact
central leaves. Given a central leaf C, a triple (C1,Cy, C3) denoted by v is called a 4-legged
su—loop at C if the following holds : {C;}1<i<3 are compact central leaves and

C1 € WE(C), Ca € Wi(C1), C3 € WE(Cy) and C € W5 (C3).
To each 4-legged su—Iloop vy , we assign a homeomorphism of C, denoted by Hf , de-
fined as follows

s u s u
HF"Y - HP,C3,CHF,CZ,C3HF,CI,62HF,C,61

Lety = (C1,C2,C3) be a su—loop at C, we denote 7 = (Cy,C,,C3). Itis clear that
4 is a su—loop at C. We call 4 the lift of -y for T.

PROPOSITION 5. Given integer r > 2 and let F € PH} (X,1) be a dynamically co-
herent partially hyperbolic system with compact central leaves, a compact central leaf C,
an open neighbourhood of C denoted by Q and C > 0. Let v = (Cy,Ca, C3) be a 4-legged
su—loop at C such that the part of stable/unstable leaves connecting C,Cy, Cy, C3 are con-
tained in Q. Let F: U x X — X be a C" deformation of F with I—parameters with gen-
erator V that is adapted to (Q, C) such that C,C,, C5 are disjoint from suppx(V'). Then

after possibly replacing U by a smaller domain containing 0, we have Hr 5 € Diff' (C)
and for any x € C, any B € R! we have

|7te(DH7,5((0,x), B)) — H ¢, ¢ HE ¢,
H e, 0y (HE g0, (¥), V(B Hf o 0, (1)) || S Ce (¥ B
Here 4 is the lift of v for T.

Proof. Fori=1,2,3, denote C; the lift of C; for T according to Notation[3l Then

o S L u L S L u o
Hrs =Hye eHrp, 070, 0,100,

Since F is 1—bunching, by Proposition[2] H; e HST Ly H; s
C! after possibly reducing the size of U. Thus for any x € C, B € ToU, we have

S
and HT, e are

(4.9) DHr5((0,x), B)

_ S u S u
= D(Hje oHye o Hyo o, Hy oo )((0,X),B)



C" DENSITY OF STABLE ERGODICITY 17

In order to estimate (&.9), we denote

I(B) = DH¥C~C~1((O,x),B)
X1 = HFC61( x)

L(B) = DHj, o ((0,x),L(B))
X2 = FC1,C2< 1)

B(B) = DH!; o ((0,x2),1(B))
x3 = Hpe e (x2)

L(B) = DHj, +((0,x3),15(B))
xg = Hpe o(x3)

It is direct to verify that
DHT/?((O,X), B) = I4(B)
For the brevity of the notations, we let C4 = C. It’s clear that [;(B) € E% and

x; € C;foreachi=1, - ,4.
We denote foreachi =1, --- ,4 that

Ij (B) = me(1i(B))
Then by (@.6), @.7) we have
I;(B)=1I(B)+ B
Thus we have
(410) 16,(B) = Hig .., (53, 15(B)) + me(Hyo o ((0,7),B))

Here * = swheni =1,3 and * = u wheni = 2.

By hypothesis R(Q) > 1,C,C,, C3 are disjoint from suppx (V) and F~ ! (suppx(V))).
By Proposition[ fori = 1,2, 3, take * = s wheni = 1,3 and * = u wheni = 2, we
have

Ime(Hy g o ((0,3), B)) | S Ce K2 B
while
((0,x),B)) = V(x1,B)|| < Ce RQ%| ||

~

l7ee(Hy ¢ ¢,

Then by (&.10) and Proposition[3 we got
15(B) = Hi.¢, cHY ¢, ¢, Hp, 0, (%1, V (B, x1)) + O(Ce Q¢ B]))

5. DIMENSION GAP

Using the estimates of the derivatives of holonomy maps, we will estimate the
measure of the parameters in a C" deformation that corresponding to unlikely co-
incidences related to sets of large positive codimensions. The main result of this
section is Proposition [6l First we need to give lower bounds for certain determi-
nants.

Given r > 2, a 1—center bunching C" skew product F : X — X, we have the
following lemma. In the following, all the implicit constants depends only on F.
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LEMMA 1. Forany L € N, C,x > 0, there exists Ry = Ro(L,C,x) > 0 such that
the following is true. Let C be a central leaf, let Q be an open neighbourhood of C, let
Y1, -+, L be L su— loops at C, denoted by v; = (Ci1,Cio, Cis) for 1 < i < L, such
that the parts of stable/unstable leaves connecting C,C;1,C; 2, C; 3 are contained in Q. Let
V :R! x X — TX be an infinitesimal C" deformation adapted to (Q, C). Assume that :
(1) R(Q) > Ry
(2) Denote B = (By)1<4<1 € RL Foranyxy, - ,x € C, thereexist {a; ; }1<j<1 C

[I] such that e
(5.1) Dby, (V(B,Hf e, (xi))) =0

foralll <i#j<L, and
62 det(Ds, . (V(BHie g, (x))] > 2x

foralll <i<L;
(3) C,Cio, Cis, 1 <i < Laredisjoint from suppx (V).

Let F be a C" deformation of F with [ —parameters generated by V. Then forany x1, - - - ,x1 €
C, there exists a subspace H C R such that dim(H) = Lc and

L
det(H > B+ (mc(DHr3,((0,%;),B))i=1,.0 € [ [ Thy, (x)C) = L
i=1 !

Proof. Given x1,---,xp € C, let H = @ 1954 ]RE)Ba Ny where {a;}1<i<p are
1<k<c

given by (2). Define ¢ : H — [T-, Tpr-(xz‘)C by
$(B) = (me(DHr5,((0,xi), B))i=1,.. L
Foreachi=1,---,L,let{v;1,---,v; .} beasetof orthonormal basis of Ty, (x)C
let {u;1,-- ,u;.} beasetof orthnonormal basis of Thye, ¢ (x +)Cin- Letthe Le X Le—

matrix G represent the map ¢ under the basis {aBa }1<1< L and {v;x }1<i<r, then
<k< 1<k<c

det(y) = det(G)

Let the ¢ X c—submatrix of G, denoted by G; ;, represent the map B + 7r.(DH. 5‘-/7j((0, x;), B))
restricted to EB,‘ézllRanik under the basis {aBﬂik h<k<c and {vjx b1<k<cs

Let the ¢ x c—matrix, denoted by K; ;, represent the map B > 7t (DHT e ((0,x;),B))
restricted to EB,‘izllRan,k under the basis {aBﬂ,k h<k<cand {ujpb1<p<es

Let the ¢ X c—matrix, denoted by E; ;, represent the map B +— V(B, H ECCi (x7))
restricted to ©f_ 1]1{an under the basis {an h<k<c and {ujrb1<r<e;

Let the ¢ x c— matrlx, denoted by A;, represent the map
THIL;CC (x )C S5 U D(HF C CHF C]2 C]3HF,C]-,1,C]-,2) (HF,C,C]-,I (Xj), M) S THF,wj(xj)C
under the basis {1 }1<k<c and {vjx b1<k<c-

It is direct to see that we have

(5.3) Gi,j = A]'Ki,]‘
By Proposition[Bland (1), we have
|AjE;; — Gijll < CeRot
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Since A; represents the derivatives of concatenations of local holonomy maps, by
Lemma[Bland the hypothesis that V is (Q, C) —adapted, we have

(5.4) [Ajll = O(Lip(V)diam(Q)) = O(C)
and by (&), we have

(5.5) ||Ei,]- =0

for1l <i#j <L, and by (52) we have

(5.6) det(E;;) > 2k

foralll <i < L. By (&3), G4), G5),for 1 <i #j < L we have,
1Gijll S Ce™"of
By G.3), B4), (5.6), forall1 < i < L we have
det(G; ;) = 2k — O(Ce Rot)
when R is sufficiently large depending only on L, C, x. Thus we have
det(G) > «*

when Ry is sufficiently large depending only on L, C, «.
This concludes the proof. g

Now we have come to the main proposition of this section.

PROPOSITION 6. Let L > 0 be an integer, C C X be a centre leaf, y1,--- ,yr be L
su—leaves at C. Denote «y; = (C;1,C;io,Ci3) for 1 <i < L. Let F be a C" deformation of
F with I—parameters. Moreover there exists k > 0 such that for any x € C, there exists a
subspace H C R! such that diim(H) = Lc, and

(57) det(H 5B~ (7TC<DHT/71.((O,X), B)))iZl,w,L

L
€[ 1T, C) =«
i=1

Then for any ¥ C CL such that

(5.8) HD(X) <c¢(L—-1)
forany € > 0, there exists b € U such that
(1) bl <€

(2) Denote F' = F(b, -). For any x € C, we have
(Hpr o (¥)1<icr € 2
Proof. For each x € C, we define map
Y.:u — Ct
b = (me(Hrs,(b,x)))1<i<r = (Hp,) 4, (0))1<i<t
For any B € Tol,

L
DY¥((0,x), B) = (7e(DHr,5,((0,x), B)1<i<r € [ [ Thrp,, ()€
i=1

Then by (E7) there exists H C ToU such thatdim(H) = Lc and det(D¥+(0, x)|y) >
k. By continuity, there exists { > 0, such that for each b € U and |b| < (, there
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exists H' C T,U such that dim(H’) = Lc and det(D¥«(b, x)|pr) > k. By Theorem

[and the equicontinuity of the Holder functions, we see that { can be chosen to be

independent of x. Hence for any x € C, any b € U, |b| < {, there exists H C T,U

such that dim(H) = Lc and det(D¥«(b, x)|r) > «. We denote Uy = U (N By(0, {).
For any § > 0, we denote

s ={zeCld(z,x) < 5}
It is a classical fact that there exists constant C4 > 0 such that
Vol (S5) < CyoteHPE)

Here Vol denotes the volume form induced by the Riemannian metric on C.
We choose some sufficiently small § > 0, some small constant § > 0, choose a

61 net in C, denoted by . Since dim(C) = ¢, we have #\" < 6~ (1+A)¢, For each
x € N we have

Vol (¥xluy) 'Zs) S WVolG(Zs)
Consider

Uy = | (¥xluy) (%)
xeN

We have

Vol (Uy) #N x kol (X5)

<
< g~ lgcl—c(1+p)—HD(X)

By (5.8), when B > 0 is sulfficiently small, the exponent of §, i.e. ¢cL —c(1+
B) — HD(X), is positive. Then Vol(U;) tends to 0 as J tends to 0. Thus for any
€ > 0, when ¢ is sufficiently small, we have U; C Uj and there exists b € Uy \ U;
such that dcr (E(b,-),F) < e. Define F' = F(b,-). We claim that F’ satisfies the
conclusion of Proposition @l

Indeed, for each x € C, there exists y € A such that

(5.9) d(x,y) < 6'FP
Since b € Uy \ U3, we have
d((Hp,, (¥) <i<p, Z) >0
By (5.9) and Proposition[3] for each 1 <i < L, we have
d(Hpr,(x), Hpr o, (y)) S 6'FF
Thus
d((Hp ,())1<i<t (Hp o, () 1<i<r) S L8P
This shows that
d((Hpr,,(y))1<i<1,Z) > 6 — O(L6" ) > 0
when § is sufficiently small. In particular, we have
(Hpr,(x) 1<icr € 2
This concludes the proof. g
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6. DICHOTOMY : ESSENTIALLY ACCESSIBLE VERSUS THE NON-EXISTENCE OF
OPEN ACCESSIBLE CLASSES

6.1. A criteria for the transitivity of iterated function systems. In this section, we
will recall some basic notions and results in the study of the dynamics of multiple
diffeomorphisms which are relevant to our results.

Let M be a compact d—dimensional Riemannian manifold with a smooth vol-

ume form m. Given an integer k > 2 and k diffeomorphisms fy, - - - , fi € Diff' (M),
we are interested in the dynamics of the iterations of these k diffeomorphisms.

Definition 18. For any k > 2, f1,- -, f € Diff. (M), we call {f;}1<;<x an IFS (i.e.
iterated function system).

Similar to the study of the dynamics of a single diffeomorphism, we have anal-
ogous notions of ergodicity and transitivity.

An TFS {fi}1<i<k is transitive if there exists x € M such that for any open
set U C M, there exists a finite words w = wjwy---wjin 1,---,k such that

feo, fur (x) € U.
Definition 19. Given an integer k > 2, an IFS {f;}1<;<r. We denote Q@ = {1, - -k}
and denote IP the Bernoulli probability measure on Q). Then (Q), IP) is the probability space
of two-sided infinite sequences of independent random variables uniformly distributed on
{1,---,m}. Foranyn > 1,w = (- - w_qwowq - - - ) € Q, we denote
foo= Jana fun
Then (f!(x))nez is a Markov process. We call the Markov process constructed in this
way an Bernoulli IFS associated to { fi }1<i<k.
We denote the shift map on () by
To:Q — Q
(To(@))n = wapa

and the natural extension on IP x M as

T:OxM — QOxM

T(w,x) = (To(w), fu)
Forany w = (- - - wow;y - - - ) € ), any integer k, j € N, we denote
kk+j
fw 7 fwk+j—1 .. 'fwk
kk—j — —
f(lJ ! fwkl,]‘ e fwkl,l

Given a Bernoulli IFS {f;}1<;<, a probability measure y € P(M) is called a
stationary measure for { f;}1<j< if

1k
=z Y fim
i3

A stationary measure y is ergodic if it is not a non-trivial convex combinations of
other stationary measures.

For any Bernoulli IFS {f; }1 <;<, there always exists a stationary measure. When
{fi}1<i<x have a common invariant measure y, then y is a stationary measure for
the Bernoulli IFS {f;}1<j<.
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Similar to the study of deterministic dynamics, we can also define Lyapunov
exponents for random dynamics.

We first define the angles between two subspaces of a normed linear space as
follows.

Definition 20. Forintegersd > 1,dq,d, € [1,d], any d—dimensional linear vector space
V with an inner product (.,.), two linear subspaces V1, Vo C V such that dimV; = d;,
i = 1,2, we define the angle between V7, V;, as follows.

LV, V) = sup inf Z(vy,v7), fordy +dp > d
u,cvy v1elly
dim(Uy ) =d—d, 2€V2
and

L(WV, Vo) = Uilg{[ 4(01,02),]{07 di+dy <d
vlzevi

Theorem 8. ( Theorem 3.2 in [13] ) Given f1,- - -, f € Diff(M, m). There exists a
measurable set Ay C Q3 x M with (P x m)(Ag) =1, T(Ag) = A such that :

(1) Forevery (w,x) € Ay there exists a decomposition of Tx M
TM = V(l)(w,x) D P V(’(x))(w,x)
and numbers
—c0o < AD(x) < AP (x) < - < AW (%) < 400
which depend only on x, such that

1 4
. - n _ (1)
Tim L1og [D£2(x,8)] = A0(x)

forall & € VW(w,x),1 < i < r(x). Moreover, r(x), A (x) and V) (w, x)
depend measurably on (w, x) € Ao and
r(fuo (%)) = 1(2), A9 (fuoy (x)) = A0 (x), Dfuoy V) (w, %) = V(T (w, x))
foreach (w,x) € Ao, 1 <i<r(x).
(2) For each (w,x) € Ao, if {C1,- -+, 84} is a basis of TxM which satisfies that for
eachi=1,---,r(x) there are exactly dim V©) many index j satisfies

) 1 " i
lim ~log|Df?(x,&)| = A(x)

n—+oo n
then for every two non-empty disjoint subsets P, Q C {1,--- ,d} we have
1 n n —
ngr-{-loo n log |4(Df¢uEP/ waEQ)| =0
where Ep and Eq denote the subspaces of TyM spanned by the vectors {G;}icp
and {;}icq respectively.

REMARK 4. In Theorem 3.2 [13]], the author considered the non-invertible map defined on
{1, k}N x M and got a filtration of subspaces. Here we consider the invertible map
F and get a splitting. The proof of both theoremes are by Oseledec’s theorem.
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We call the numbers A(V(x),-- -, A(¥)(x) the Lyapunov exponents at x.

Now we recall some facts about stable and unstable manifolds of random dy-
namical systems. We follow the presentations in [8]. More detailed information
can be found in [13], Chapter IIL

Given f1, -+, fx € DiffHS(M,m) for some s > 0, for each (w,x) € Q x M, we
define

Wi, (x) = {y|d(f5(x), f5(y)) — 0 exponentially fast, n — oo}

For (P x m) — a.e.(w, x) such that the Lyapunov exponents defined at (w, x) are
not all zero, W5 (x) are C'** —manifolds. Endow W, (x) with induced Remannian
distance, we denote W; (x,1) the [—ball in W; (x). We shall use the absolutely
continuity of the lamination W, ( for IP — a.e.w). More precisely, we have

(AC) For almost all w the following holds. Assume that restricted to a closed set
K C M, {W:,(x) }xek is a continuous lamination ( of constant dimension ). Then
let Vi, V, be submanifolds of dimension complementary to that of the lamination
and transversal to the lamination. Choose I > 0 and let

Ky = {x € V; : W;,(x) is transversal to V7,
#(W,(x,1)(V2) = 1 and this intersection is transversal }

Then the holonomy map along the stable leaves p : K; — V, is absolutely contin-
uous in the sense that it maps measure zero sets to measure zero sets.
To simplify the notations, we introduce the following quantities.

NOTATION 4. Given a Bernoulli IFS {f;};<;<, an integer b € [1,d — 1], for any
x € M, any (d — b)—subspace E C TyM, any n € IN, we denote

C(x,E;n) = E(log Su(PL 1P g2, L (D feo (x,0)) )
vel(E+L)

D(x,E;n) = E(log inf [Dfi(xu)l)

uel(E)
Hereafter for any subspace of TxM denoted by G, we define U(G) to be the set of
unit vectors in G.

Here C(x, E, n) describes the weakest contraction rate in the directions trans-
verse to E for a typical iteration of length n starting from x; D(x, E, n) describes
the strongest contraction ( or the weakest expansion ) in E for a typical iteration of
length n starting from x.

Definition 21. Given a Bernoulli IFS {f;}1<i<k, an integer b € [1,d — 1], if there exist
ng > 1,11 > 0, kp € (—o0,k71) such that for any x € M, any (d — b)—subspace
E C TyM, we have

(6.1) lC(x,E,no) < K
no

(6.2) iD(x,E,no) > —K
no

Then we say { fi}1<i<k is (ng, k1,%2, b) — uniform.
If there exists b € [1,d — 1] such that { fi}1<i<x is (no,x1, k2, b)— uniform then we
say { fi}1<i<k is (no, k1, k2 ) —uniform.
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LEMMA 2. There exists C1,0 > 0, such that the following is true. For any x € M, any
(d — b)—subspace E C TxM, any integer n > 0, we have

E( sup |[[Ppp sy (Dfe(x,0)[7) < Cre™"™
vel(E+)
and

IE : f D n : —0 <C NnoKy
(I inf, DfE(xo)I~) < Cae

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Lemma 4 in [§].
By our hypothesis, we have

sup  E(log sup [Py, o) (D (x0)]) < ~moxy
XeM vel(EL)
E€Gr{(TM,d—b)
Then by ¢* = 1+ x + O(x?) when x € (—1,1), for small ¢ > 0 ( depending on 1
and ||fil|lc1,i=1,---,k), wehave
sup  E( sup [[Pppn, pyu (Df (%,0))]|7)

xeM velU(EL)
E€Gr(TxM,d—b)

— 140 sup E(log sup [Ppp, . (DFR(x0)]) +O(c?)
xeM velU(EL)
E€Gr(T,M,d—b)

Thus when ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small, we have

sup  B( sup [Py, p) (Dfe(x,0))]|) < e
xeM veU(EL)
E€Gr(TeM,d—b)

Then by subadditivity, for each integer [ > 0 we have

sup  B( sup [P,y (Dfi(x,0)) ) < e rom

xeM cU(E+
FeGrtimd—p) CEHED)

Then for some large constant C1, we got

sup  E( sup |[[Pppyp) (Df(x,0))[7) < Cre™™™
xeM vel(EL)
EeGr(TyM,d—b)

for all n € IN. This proves the first inequality. The second inequality follows from
a similar argument. O

In order to state our main proposition properly, we will have to quantify transver-
sality between linear subspaces and curves on the manifold.

Definition 22. Given any x € M, any hyperplane E C T M, for any 1,p,0,6 > 0, a
C'P curve C C M through x is called (1,p,0)— regular with respect to E if the following
holds:

(1) The angle between TxC and E is no less than 6.

(2) The distances (restricted to the curve) between x to both ends of C are no less than I.

(3) The C'*P—norm of C is at most p.

We say a subset D C M through x is (1, p, 0) —regular with respect to E if there exists
a C! curve C C D that contains x, and is (1, p,0) —regular with respect to E.
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PROPOSITION 7. Let s > 0, integer k > 2. Given k diffeomorphisms f; € Diff (M),
i=1,--- k. Assume that there exists ng, k1 > 0,1y € (—o0, 1) such that Bernoulli IFS
associated to { fi}1<i< is (no, &1, k2) — uniform. Then there exists 1,p,6 > 0 such that
for all x in a co-null set in M, any hyperplane E C TxM, we have

P(Ws (x) exists and is (1, p, 0)— regular with respect to E) > %

Proof. By definition, there exists an integer b € [1,d], x; > 0 and x; € (—o0,%x7)
such that {f;}1<j<x is (19,1, %2, b)—uniform. Now we denote A, the subset of
Q x M in Theorem[8l

By applying Lemma [2land Borel-Cantelli lemma, we see that: for all (w, x) in a
co-null set in Q x M, the Lyapunov exponents are not all zero. Hence W5 (x) are
defined for (IP x m) — a.e.(w, x).

For m —a.ex € M, P — a.e.w, we already know that W;,(x) exists. The main
claim is that we can give uniform lower bound for the regularity of these stable
manifolds relying only on ng,x1,%;. For this purpose, we first establish some a
prior estimates.

LEMMA 3. Forany (w,x) € Ay, leti € [1,c] be the smallest integer such that dim @;‘:1 Vi(w,x) >

b and denote V= (w, x) = @;izlv(ﬁ (w, x). Then for x in a co-null set of M, for each sub-
space E C TxM of dimension (d — b), we have

P(V~(w,x)(E # {0}) =0

Proof. Assume to the contrary that there exists a positive measure set My C M
such that for all x € My, P — a.e.w satisfies that (w,x) € Ay, and there exists a
subspace E C TyM of dimension (d — b) such that P(V~ (w,x) NE # {0}) > 0.
Then for P — a.e.w such that V™ (w,x) NE # {0}, forany v € U(V~ (w,x)NE)
we have

63)  lim ~log||Df(x0)] < A0(x)

Since by the choice of i, we have dim @};% V) (w, x) < b. Then dim @;iﬁ)V(j) (w,x) >
d—b = dimE. Denote V' = @;(ZXZ.)V(]') , we have Py, (E) C V'. Moreover, denote
E' = @;;%V(f) @ Py/(E) , we have E C E’ and as a consequence ||Pp g, g1l =
| Pp £1(x, E) L ||. By Gram-Schmidt, there exist a basis of Py (E) of the form: U]r-(:xi) {uji+
Vi, Ui+ 02, U +v]-,l].}. Here foreachj =i, ,r(x), {uj1, -, u]-,l].} is a set
of orthnormal vectors in V) and {vj1,-- 00} C @{1;11.1/(’1). Since dim Py (E) <
dim V/, there exist j € [i,7(x)] and a vector u € V) orthonormal to {u e u]-,lj}.

Then by Theorem 8] we have limy 0 + log | Z(Df%(x,u), Df%(x,E'))| = 0. Thus
.1
64)  lim —log [Py p)r (Dfi(x,u))l

.1 ;
> lim 10 | Pp gy, e (DFA(x, 1)) | > Ai(x)

Thus by (ng, k1, k2, b) uniform condition, Lemma [2]and Borel-Cantelli lemma, we
see that the set of events simultaneously realising (6.3) and (6.4) have zero proba-
bility. O
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By Lemma[3] we see that for x in a co-null set in M, for any E C TxM of dimen-
sion (d —b), we have dim V™ (w,x) =band V™ (w,x) NE = {0} for P — a.e.w.

Now we show that with large probability, the stable manifolds at x form good
angles with a prescribed (d — b) —dimensional subspace.

LEMMA 4. There exist constants Cy, B such that for all x in a co-null set in M, for any
E C TxM of dimension (d — b), for any € > 0, we have

P(Z(E, V™ (w,x)) <€) < CoeP

Proof. The proof of this lemma follows exactly that of Corollary 4,(b) in [§]. The
push-forward of any graph of linear map from E to E* under Df! gets exponen-
tially close to that of E with large probability. By combining Lemma[3] this shows

that E form small angle with V™~ (w, x) with small probability. We refer the readers
to [8]] for details. O

Similar to V™~ (w, x) defined in Lemma 3 we define a subspace complementary
to V™ (w, x) as follows. Leti € [1, c] be the smallest integer such that dim @;-:1 Vil(w,x) >

b, we denote VT (w, x) = @;(:ﬁlv(f )(w, x). By definition, it is clear that T, M is the
direct sum of V™ (w, x) and V™ (w, x).

Now we define Pesin sets as follows. Take any constants %1, %, > 0 such that
Ky < K < %1 < K1 ( for instances, kK, = 2@%, R = %). We denote ¢y =

155 min(& — &, k1 — &1). For some constant C, e > 0 we denote
Bee(x) = {wlIDFS V| < Ce* IR DAV | < e,
Z(V(THw,x)), VT (TH(w,x))) > Cle7*, k> 0}
Next we will give a lower bound for the probability of the Pesin set.

LEMMA 5. For each o > 0, there exist C, e > 0 such that for any x in a co-null set of M,
we have

P(Ace(x)) >1—0

Proof. By Lemma M and the fact that V~(T¥(w, x)) depends only on wy, w1, - - -
and V+(Tk(w, x)) depends only wy_1, wy_», - - -, we have

P(L(V™(TM(w,x)), VT (TH(w, x))) < Cle7ke) < c=Pekbe

Summing up over k > 1, we see that the probability of the set of events that violet
the last condition in the definition of A¢ ¢ can be make arbitrarily small by making
C large.

Foreachk > 1, conditioned on wy, - - - , wy_1, we take an arbitrary subspace E C
Tf(;; M of dimension (d — b). Then for each j > 1, each event w ( still conditioned

on wy, - ,wk_1) that violets that first condition for Ac,, i.e. HDf(]f,’kﬂ\V_ | >
Cek=i1, either we have Z(V~ (TF+i(w, x)), Do (x, E)) < C~2e~i+K€, or there
exists v € U(E™') such that HPka,kH(x,E)L(kark+f(x,v))H > C1eck—(k+eo—jfr,
Choose € = 2¢p and j > ng, by Lemma 2] the probability of these two events are
bounded by C e (itR)Fe and C;C 3okt respectively. Since {e~7UTk)eo 4
e +k)ﬁ€0}k21,]-21 are summable, we see that the probability of the set of events
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that violet the first condition for Ac can be make arbitrarily small by making C
large. ‘

For the second condition, we note that foreachk € N, 1 < j < k, V¥ (T (w, x))
depends only on wy_;j 1, wy_j_2,- - . For each w violet the second condition, i.e.
IDf" V| > Cet%, we have infycy s ge- g 1)) DS (@) < Clemekie,
Conditioned on W—j—1,Wk—j—2," " ", by Lemma 2] we see that the probability of
the events that violet the second condition for k, j are bounded by C,C —0e=0(j+k)e,
Then by the same reasoning, we can make the probability of violating the second
condition arbitrarily small by making C large. This proves the lemma.

O

Now by the construction of stable manifolds in the theory of non-uniformly
partially hyperbolic systems, we get the following lemma.

LEMMA 6. For each C,e > 0, there exist constants I, p > 0 such that for any x in a
co-null set of M, any w € Ac(x), the injective radius of W, (x) is not less than | and
the C1*S—norm of W5, (x,1) is at most p.

Proof. Choose &1,% as &1 = 2'(1%,1%2 = % For any w € Ac,, any in-

teger k > 0, we define the Lyapunov metric | - [} on T (yM as follows. For
any v € V~(TK(w,x)), we define [v]}, = Lo HDf(]f,’kﬂ(x,v)Hefﬁ; for any v €
VH(T¥(w, x)), we define |v], = 2o HDf(]f,’k_j(x, v)|le~/*2. Finally, we assume that

V= (T¥(w, x)), V*(T*(w, x)) are orthogonal under | - |;. Then it is direct to check
that we can apply Theorem 2.1.1 in [15] to conclude. O

Now Proposition [Zl follows from Lemma @] [fland
g

Given an constant € > 0, we defined local stable manifold as W, . (x) = {y|d(f(x), fii(y)) <
€,Vn > 1}. Similar to the Pesin’s theory in the study of iterations of a single dif-
feomorphism, we can show that W, .(x) depends on (w, x) measurably.

The following proposition is the core of this section.

PROPOSITION 8. Let s > 0, integer k > 2. Given an IFS {f;}1 <<y consisted of k
diffeomorphisms f; € Difft **(M),i =1,--- k. If there exist I, p,8 > 0 such that for any
x € M, any hyperplane E C T M, we have

P(W3, (x) exists and is (1, p, 0)— regular with respect to E) > %

Then any invariant closed set for IFS { fi}1<i<k having positive volume equals to M. In
particular, { f;}1<i<y is transitive.

Proof. Assume to the contrary that there exists a closed set I' & M that is invariant
under f; forall 1 < i < k, and m(I') > 0. Denote I" the set of Lebesgue density
point of I'. Since f; is nonsingular with respect to m for all 1 < i < k, we have
fi(T") =T’ forall 1 < i < k. Thus replacing T by I, we can assume that for any
x € T, any open set U containing x, we have m(I' \U) > 0.

Take any y € M\ T, there exists x € I such that d(x,y) = inf.crd(z,y). There
exists an open neighbourhood of x, denoted by U, such that : for any z € U, any
C!*s—curve C through z that is (I, p,0)— regular with respect to the hyperplane
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E' C T;M, where E’ is obtained from E through a local parallel translation, we
have CNTI* # Q.

Since f; preserves m for all 1 < i < k, we know that for IP — a.e. w, local stable
manifold W; | (x) is defined for m — a.e. x, and depend on x measurably. By
Lusin’s theorem, we can find a set )y C Q) such that

L. P(Q) > 15

2. For each w € Q), there exists I', C T, such that:

@D m(T\Tw) < gm(FOU);

I W, ,.(2) is defined everywhere and depends continuously on z restricted
toz eTly;

(2.II) For any z € T, any open set V containing z, we have m(I', V) > 0.

It is direct to see that there exists z € I'( U such that

3
(6.5) P(zeTy,) > 1
Indeed, we denote m = mm Ir qu the normalised volume form restricted to

I'N U ( this is well-defined because m(I'U) > 0), then

(P x ) {(w, 2);z € Tw} > P(Qp) % % > Z

By Fubini’s theorem, there exists z € I'(" U that satisfies (6.5).
From the hypothesis of the proposition, we have

P(W5,(z) exists and is (I, p, 0) — regular with respect to E) > %
where E' C T.M is obtained from E through a local parallel translation. Then

1
P(z € Ty, (U, W5 (z) exists and is (I, p,8) — regular with respect to E) > 1

By the choice of U, we see that
IP(z € T (U, W5 (z) exists and W5 (z) NI # @) > i

By (2.1I), for each w € g such that z € I, there exists an open set V,, containing z
such that: forany z’ € V,, Ty, W5 (2') is defined and W, (z') NT # @. By (2.110),
we have m(V, NTw) > 0. By the absolutely continuity of the W3, lamination, for
P — a.e.w, there exists a set K, C M of positive measure such that for each w € Ky,
there exists z’ € V,, NI such that w € W2 (z'). Then

P(m(w € T¢; there exists z’ € T such thatw € W5 (")) > 0) >0
By Fubini’s theorem, we have
m(w € TP (there exists z’ € T such thatw € W, (z')) > 0) >0

While m — a.e. point w is typical for the IFS {f; }1<;<k, for m — a.e. point w, P —
a.e. w, the trajectory { /" (w) },e accumulates at w. Then thereexistw € I',z' € T,
such thatw € W5 (z') and liminf,, e d(w, f/(w)) = 0. Then lim inf,, . d(w, f7(2"))
0. This gives a contradiction since f(z") € T for all n and d(w,T’) > 0. O

By combining Proposition [§ with the estimates in [8], we are now ready to de-
duce Theorem [l
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Proof of Theoremd In [8], the authors showed that under the hypothesis of Theo-
rem[d] either {f,} is (19, k1, %) —uniform for some np, k1 > 0,k € (—00,%1), in
which case the transitivity follows from Proposition[8]; or { fa }+ is linearizable, in
which case we have ergodicity ( see [8] ), and hence transitivity. O

Definition 23. Givenany 1 <1 <d,n > 0, a continous I— subspace distribution P on
M assigning each point x € M to P(x) € Gr(TyM,1), we say that the IFS { fi}1<i< is
11— nontransverse to P if the following holds: for any x € M, any E € Gr(TxM,d — 1),
we have

#{i| Df;(x, E) is transverse to P(f;j(x)) } > (1 —n)k

The criteria in Proposition[8lcan be used to construct transitive IFS, for example
the one in the following proposition. We give a detailed proof for the following
proposition. Then we will give a sketched proof for a different, yet similar situa-
tion.

PROPOSITION 9. Givens > 0,b € [1, 2] and g € DS} *5(M, m; b) having an uniformly
dominated splitting

TM =E, G E, ® Es

with dim(E;) = dim(E3) = b. Let constants X1, X1, X2, X2 > 0 satisfy @5), @.6)

and @2.2) related to the above splitting. Then there exists 1 > 0 depending only on the

ratios between {X;, Xi}1<i<2 and ||g|| 1, such that for any integer L > 0 diffeomorphisms

hy,---,hy € Diff v (M, m) that is yy—nontransverse to Ey and yj—nontransverse to E,

there exist K > 0,19, %1 > 0, %2 € (—00, k1) such that the Bernoulli IFS {h;, gKhl-g_K; 1<
i <L} is (ng, k1, %2, b)— uniform.

Proof. By @.5), @.6), 2.7) in Definition[3] there exists constants ¢ > 0and %1, X1, X2, X2 >
0 that satisfy

CH+xi<gifori=1,2
and

sup M < eXi < exi < lnf M fori — 1’2
vernfop 17l weEia\fo}  Ju]

We choose constant ¥ > 0 such that
) D D N
66 i< e IDS@I_ IS _
Y S = I P
We also denote

©7) A= sup (|hillc, b o)
ie[1,L]

By hypothesis and the compactness of M, there exists a constant T > 0 such
that for any x € M, any E € Gr(TxM,d — b), we have

(6.8) #{i| Z(Dhi(x,E), E1(hi(x))) >t} > (1 —1y)L
and

69)  #{il Z(Dhy(x,E), Ex(hi(x))) > T} > (1— )L
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It is elementary to see that there exists C; ; > 0 such that for any x € M, any
E € Gr(TxM,d — b) satisfying Z(E, E;(x)) > T, for any 4 € IN* we have

(6.10)  sup |[P(pga(xpy) (Dg(x,0)) || < Cyre®@
velU(EL)
Similarly, there exists C; > 0, any x € M such that for any E € Gr(T:M,d —b)
satisfying Z(E, E3(x)) > 7, for any g € IN* we have
(6.11)  sup ||P(pg-a(xpy)(Dg(x,0))|| < Core %2
velU(EL)

Take C; = max(Cy ¢, Cor) and let 7 be a small constant to be determined later.
We will see that 77 can be chosen depending only on the ratios between {X;, Xi }1<i<2
and |[g]|c1- , ,

Denote h;; = ¢Ninig= 8 for1 < i < L,0 < j < 1, where K is a large integer
whose value will be determined depending solely on 7, ¢, C; and g.

Given! > 1, {(is, js) }s=1,... 1, we denote

h(iv, ji; - i) = hijo- o hi
Then
h(ll’]ll . /ll’]l) — nglhing(jlflfjl) e gK(jlf]é)hilg*Kjl
We also denote
Fliv, ji;- i) = gK(fzfrfz)hil_1 . .gK(jrjz)hilngh

For any infinite sequence w = (wy)rez, where wy = (ig, jx), any n > 1, we

denote
hZ; = h(ilrjl; ce ;in/jn)
ff; = f(illjl;. e ;inrjn)

It is clear from the expression that f (i1, j1; - - - ;i;, j;) is independent of 7;. Moreover,
we have

(612) £+1 = gK(]‘nf]‘nnLl)hinff}

To show that for some K > 0, the IFS associated to {h;, gKhl-g’K; 1<i<L}is
(no, k1, %2, b)— uniform for some ngy, k3 > 0,k € (—o0,k1), it is enough to show
that: there exist K > 0,k > 0,k € (—o0,x7) such that for any x € M, any
E € Gr(TxM,d — b), any n > 1, we have

E(log sup [[Ppmi1, py (Df5TH(x,0))]]) — E(log  sup
velU(EL) velU(EL)

(6.13) 1Py (D O)) < 1
and
(6.14) E(log mf HDf”“(x,u)H) E(log lgf IDfo(x,u)l[) > —x2

We will detail the proof of the first inequality, the second one follows from a
similar argument.
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By conditioning on the first (n — 1) —iterations, the first inequality follows from
the following : there exists x; > 0, such that for any x € M, any E € Gr(TyM,d —
b),any n > 1, any { (i, jk) }1<k<n—1, the follow is true :

Ji=Elog sup [Py (DS (5,0)] ~log_sup
vel(EL) vel(E+L)

(6.15) [|Pp £y 1 (DS (x,0))[[|wi = (i, jic) for 1 <k <m—1) < =1y
For any (j, p) € {0,1}2, we denote

(6.16) Jip:=E(og sup [P, D F1 (1, E) - (DfH(x,0))|| —log sup
vel(EL) veU(EL)
1Pp g1 x £y 1 (D feo (x,0)) | |ewr = (i i), Yk € [1,n = 1], wn = (%,), wni1 = (%, p))
Then we have
1
(6.17) ] = Z(]O'O +Joq +Ji0+T1,1)

By (6.12), for each (j, p) € {0,1}? we have
1Pp 1 gy (D (x,0))
Jip < ]Eﬂogvejlu(g) 1Pp g ) L (DF2 (5, 0))]
Vk e [1,n—1],w, = (* ]) wy1 = (x,p))
)

|k = (i, jix)

E(log sup [IPp prt1(y, ) L L(DgXU=MDR; (fi(x),0))]]
el (DfM(x,E)L)
(6.18) \wi = (i, k), Yk € [Ln = 1], wn = (%,]), wny1 = (*,p))

Forany x € M,any E € Gr(TyM,d —b),any (j,p) € {0,1}?,anyi € {1,--- L},
we denote

(6.19) J(j,p,i;x,E) =log sup ”PDg K(j=p)Dh;(x,E)) L (DgK(j_p)Dhi<x/v))H
vel(EL)

Then by (6.18) and the fact that £} (x) and D f/,(x, E) depend only on { (i, jk) }1<k<n—1
and j, ( but not i), we have

J(j,p,i;x,E)

1=
M=

(6.20) Jip < sup

xeM 1
EeGr(TyM,d—b)

i

Forany x € M, any E € TyM, any j € {0,1},any i € [1, L],we have
(6.21) |J(j,j,i;x,E)| <log A

For (j, p) = (0,1), by the hypothesis that the IFS is —nontransverse to E3, for
any x € M, any E € Gr(TxM,d — b), there are more than (1 — #)L many indexes i
such that Z(Dh;(x,E), Ez(h;(x))) > T, for which i we have

sup || (P(pg-spiy(x,))- (D8~ Dhi(x,0)) || < Cre™ 024
vel(EL)

For alli € [1, L], we have the trivial bound

(6.22)  sup ||(Pipg-kpp(x,py) - (D8 “Dhi(x,0))|| < XA
veU(EL)
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Thus for any x € M, any E € Gr(TyM,d — b), we have

1& .
(6.23) 7} J(0,1,4;x,E) < yKg + (1 —1)(=K¢2 +1log Cr) +log A
i=1

Similarly, for any x € M, any E € Gr(TyM,d — b), we have

1 ¢ ,
6.24) ) J(1,0,i;x,E) < yKf + (1—1)(Kx1 +log Cr) +log A
i=1

By (6.17), (€.20), (6.21), (6.23) and (6.24), we have
1 1
] < logA+ KX + ;L((l —1)K(X1 — %2) +2log Cr)
1 1 1
< logA+SlogCr+ (57 — 5(1 = 1)5)K

Thus for any % < %(,‘, by letting # to be sufficiently small depending only on
X, ¢, %1, and by letting K to be sufficiently large depending on 7, ¢, Cr, A, we get
(6.15) for

x1 = Kitp >0

This completes the proof. g

PROPOSITION 10. Given's > 0, g € DSy™(X,m). Let the dominated splitting TM =
E1 ® E;y and constants x1, X1, X", x° be given by Definition[IO Then there exists 1 > 0
depending only on the ratios between 31, X1, x", x° such that for any L > 0 diffeomor-
phisms hy, - - -, hy € Difft ™ (M, m) that is y—nontransverse to Ey and 1j—nontransverse
to Ep, there exist integers K,ny > 0 and k1 > 0,ky € (—o0, k1) such that the Bernoulli
IFS {hi,gKhig_K; 1 <i < L}is (ng,x1,%, b)—uniform.

Proof. The main idea of the proof is the same as Proposition 0l We will only detail
the main differences.
We define A as in (6.7) and take constant x“, x* > 0 such that
o IDs@ 108 e
et o] ety IOl

and we denote

X = max(x’, x")

Similar to @.8), (6.9), we take T > 0 such that (6.8) holds and (&.9) holds with E, in
place of E3.

Similar to (€.10), for some large D1 > 0, for any x € M, any E € Gr(TxM, d —
dim E; ) satisfying Z(E, E1(x)) > T and any g € IN* we have

sup HP(ng(x,E))L(ng(x,v))H < Dy o™
velU(EL)

inf ||D¢7(x,0)| > D lett1
nt IDg1(x,0)| > D7}

Since by hypothesis, we have dimE, = d — dimE; > dimE;. Thus for any
E € Gr(TxM,d — dim E;) transversal to Ep, we have E 4+ E, = Ty M. Then for some
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large D, , forany x € M, any E € Gr(TxM,d — dim E;) satisfying Z(E, E»(x)) > T
and any q € IN*, we have
sup || Ppg-ax,e))L (D~ (x,0))|| < Dare 101
velU(EL)
Take D; = max(Dj 1, Dy ).
Again we are lead to verify (6.13) and (6.14). For (6.13), all the rest of the ar-

guments in proof of Proposition [9 carry through with X in place of £,. More
precisely, we obtain that

(6.25) E(log sup [Py prir, pyi (DG (x,0))]]) — E(log  sup
velU(EL) velU(EL)

30— KGR — 1) +210g Dy)

For any &1 < 1(%1 — X1), by letting 7 to be sufficiently small depending only on
the ratios between X X1, X1%1 , and by letting K to be sufficiently large depending
on1,¢, Ce, A we get (6I3) for k1 = K&.
We will show (6.14). We need to use hypothesis (3.I) to ensure that x, can be
chosen to be smaller than x;.
Forany x € M, E C TxM, any n > 1, any { (i, jk) }1<k<n—1, We define
H= ]E(log 1nf ||Df"+1(x, u)||) —log inf
uel(E)
||wa(x/u)||\wk = (i ji) for 1 <k <n—1)

For any (j, p) € {0,1}? and integer i € [1, L], we denote

1P g1 x5y £ (Dfes (x,0))[|) < log A + ’7K)C+

R : 1
(6.26) H;, .—IE(IOguelng) IDf& (x,0)|| —log Lot

IDfs (x, u) [||ewy = (ik, i), Yk € [1,n = 1], wn = (*,]), wWnt1 = (%,p))
(6.27) H(j,p,i;x,E) =log inf ||DgXU=P)Dhi(x,u)]|
uelU(E)

Similar to (6.17) and (6.20), we have
1
(6.28) H = 7(Hoo + Hox + Hio+ Hi1)

and

L
(6.29) Hj, > inf = 2 (jop.i;x, E)

EeGr(Tj\;,?lA—dimEl) i=1
Similar to (6.21) and (6.22), we have trivial bounds
(6.30) H(j,j,i;x,E) > —log A
(6.31) H(j,p,i;x,E) > —Kx{ —log A
forall (j,p) € {0,1}?and 1 <i < L.

For (j,p) = (0,1), for any x € M, E € Gr(TyM,d — dim E;), any integer i €
[1,L], we have

(6.32) H(0,1,i;x,E) > —Kx" —log A

[\4
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For (j,p) = (1,0), by the hypothesis that the IFS is y—nontransverse to Ej, for
any x € M, any E € Gr(TyM,d — dimE;), there are more than (1 — )L many
indexes i such that Z(Dh;(x,E), E;(h;(x))) > T, for which i we have

(6.33) inf ||DgXDh;(x,u)|| > D'k A1
ucl(E)
Put together (6.28) to (6.33), we obtain that

LHS of 614 > —log A — ilogDr - iK(x” +1xX =1 =nx)

K
(6.34) > 7 (1= x") +O(Kg) + O(log A +log D7)

Thus for any &, > le (X" — %1), by letting 7 to be sufficiently small depending on
the ratios between %1, x*, X, %2, and by letting K to be sufficiently large depending
on A, D+, 4, %, we have

LHS of m > Kity =: 1o

Finally, by (3.1) we see that £ — ¥1 > x" — %1, hence we can choose %, < &1,
and hence x; < 1. This completes the proof.
O

6.2. Creating transversality. Recall that X = Y x N where Y, N are defined in
Notation[I] and 7ty ( resp.7ry) is the canonical projection X — Y (resp. X — N ).

Given an integer | € [1,¢], we define a smooth Riemannian manifold, denoted
by Gry, as follows. For each x € X, we choose a local chart containing 7y (x) and
a local chart containing 71y(x), the product of these two form a local ( central )
foliation chart containing x. This allows us to assign a smooth manifold fibered
over X whose fibre is identified with the /—Grassmannian of the centre subspace.
We denote this fiber bundle by Gr; and denote p : Gr; — X. An element of Gr;
will be denoted by (x, E) for some x € X and E € Gr(Eg(x),1). We fix an arbitrary
Riemannian metric on Gr;.

In the rest of this subsection, we fix a skew product map F belonging to either
U] (X, Vol;1) for some integer I € [1, 5] or U (X, Vol). We consider the lift of F :
X — X to the Gry, denoted by G(F) : Gr; — Gr;, where for any (x,E) € Gr;

G(F)(x,E) = (F(x), DF(x, E))

Using the invariant splitting of F, we define a G(F)-invariant splitting of the
tangent space of Gr; as follows.

Definition 24. For any (x,E) € Gr; ( E denotes a | — subspace of E¢.(x) ), the tangent
space of Gry at (x, E) can be canonically identified with

T p)Gri = {(0,¢)[0 € T:C,¢ : E — E*}
Here E* is defined to be the orthogonal complement of E in E$.(x). For * = s, u, we denote
E¢ry(x, E) = {(v,0);v € Ex}
and denote
EG(r)(% E) = {(v,¢);v € ER(x), ¢ E — E*}
We have
(6.35) T(x,£)G11 = EG () (%, E) @ EG () (X, E) @ E& (%, E)
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For each (x, E) € Gr;, we define anorm || - ||+ on T, £)Gr; as follows. For each
(v,9) € T(y,)Gr, we denote

1@ @)l = lloll +ll¢ll

It is direct to see that || - ||+ is a Finsler metric on Gr; and is equivalent to the
Riemannian metric on Gr;.

LEMMA 7. Given integer r > 3, for any C" skew product map F, we have

(1) If F is 1—center bunching, then G(F) is a C"~1 partially hyperbolic system foli-
ated by compact central leaves. Each compact central leaf of G(F) is of the form
p~Y(Ny) for somey € Y.

(2) If F € U{(X,Vol;1) for some | € [1,5] or F € U}(X,Vol), for any compact
central leaves Cy,Cy belonging to We"(resp. Wg°), H&(F),p_l(cl),p_l(Cﬁ (resp.

S
Her) p1(00p1 !
(3) If F is 1—center bunching, given F any C" deformation of F, after possibly reduc-

ing the size of U, the map G(F) : U x Gr; — Gr; defined as

_defi 1
(C2) ) are well-defined and C".

G(F)(b,x,E) = G(F(b,)(x, E)
is a C'~! deformation of G(F).

Proof. We first prove (1), the rest follows from the standard theory of normal hy-
perbolic systems.
Since F is C", G(F) is a C'~! diffeomorphism. It is direct to check that G(F)

expand Eé( F) (resp. contract EE( F)) at rates stronger than eX' (resp. stronger than

e~X’). Moreover, G(F) expands E$ x {0} at a rate weaker than eX* and contracts it
at a rate weaker than X" ) with respect the metric || - ||

Forany (x, E) € Gry,any (0,¢) € T(, g)Gr;, we denote (0, ¢) = DG(F), £)(0, ).
By definition and straightforward computations, we got

p(u) = Ppp(y gy (DF(x,¢(DF ' (F(x),u))))

Moreover, we have

lpl =  sup
ueDF(x,E)

_ [[$(DE(x, uo))||

T IDE(x )]

up€E
DF(x, — DF(x,
— sup inf IDE(x, ¢(u0)) (x,00) |
ugeE 0EE IDF(x,uo)||
< e KHE gy l[¢(us0)
B ueE ol
= Mg

Similarly, we have

SC__oC
[l = X~ [lgll
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If F is assumed to be 1—center bunching, we have

X < X=X
Xu > — XC + XC
Hence G(F) is partially hyperbolic with respect to the Finsler metric || - ||+, hence
is also partially hyperbolic with respect to the Riemannian metric on Gr;. It is
direct to check that the centre leaves of G(F) are of the forms p~!(C) where C is
a compact centre leaf of X, and they form a C"~! foliation of Gr; (i.e. there exists
C"~! foliation charts ). This completes the proof of (1).

Now we have shown that G(F) is dynamically coherent with compact central
leaves. Let C be an arbitrary compact central leaf of F, we denote C = p~1(C),
which is a compact central leaf of G(F). For Cy,C,, two arbitrary compact central
leaf of F contained in the same W (resp. W) , We have a homeomorphisim
Hé(l—"),(fl,éz (resp. HES(P),C},C}) between Cy, C;.

If F belongs to either U] (X, Vol;1) for some integer I € [1, §] or Uj (X, Vol), we
always have

(6.36) — 7" + X — x° + max(%%,0) + max(—x%,0) <0

Then F is 1—center bunching. Moreover, G(F) is also 1—center bunching. Indeed,
in the case where ¢ < 0 < %¢, the rate of expansion/contraction of D(G(F)) in
the centre directions is between [—X¢ + x¢, X — x°]. Then in this case, (6.36) gives

S (R ) — (A ) <0
which is exact the 1—center bunching condition for G(F); in the case where x¢ <

X < 0, the rate of expansion/contraction of D(G(F)) in the centre directions is
between [x¢, £¢ — x¢|. Then in this case, (6.36) gives

XM+ (R -x) - x <0
which is again the 1—center bunching condition for G(F) in this case; Similarly,

when 0 < ¢ < X¢, we can obtain the 1—center bunching condition for G(F) from
(6.36). Thus (2) follows from (1) and Theorem [6l

s

Finally, it is obvious that G(F)(0,-) = G(F). By (1) and the fact that partially
hyperbolic systems form an C! —open set of diffeomorphisms, we obtained (3). [

A construction similar to (3) in Lemma [/] can be carried out for infinitesimal
C" deformations. In order to construct the desired perturbation, we need more de-
tailed knowledge of a lift of a smooth vector field on a central leaf C. The following
lemma link the vector field on C with th vector field on p~1(C).

LEMMA 8. Let C be a compact central leaf, and D = p~1(C). ( D is naturally isomorphic
to Gr(C,1)). Let V be a C" vector field on C. Let ®y : C x R — C be the flow generated
by V,ie. 0Py (x,t) = V(®y(x,t)) forall (x,t) € C x R. Define map G(Py ) as

G(®y):DxR — D
(x,E;t) = G(@y(,1))(x,E)

where G(Pvy (-, t)) is the lift of the map Py (-, t) to D. Then G(Py ) is the flow generated
by G(V), a C"~ ! vector field on D. Here G(V') is defined as follows. For each (x,E) € D,

(6.37) G(V)(x, E) = (V(x),9)
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where ¢ € L(E,E*)
(6.38) ¢(u) = P (DV(x,u)),Vu € E
Proof. Check by definitions. O

In order to construct a suitable smooth deformation, we need to find moderately
separated loops contained in a small region. This is summarised in the following
lemma.

LEMMA 9. Forany L > 0, there exists C(L) > 0, such that for any central leaf C, any
o > 0, there exist L su— loops at C, denoted by y1,- - - ,yr, where v; = (Ci1,Ci2,Ci3),
such that the parts of the stable/unstable leaves connecting the central leaves are contained
in B(C,o) and

(6:39)  min  (d(C,Cip),d(Ci1,Cix),d(Ci1,Ci2),d(Cip, Ciz)) = 3C(L) o
1<i,j<L,i#j
1<k<3
Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that o > 0 is small enough so that for
any y € Y, the map exp, restricted to By(0,0) C T,Y is a 2—Lipschitz diffeomor-
phism. We note that expy(E*(y) N By(0,0)) is o(c) —close to Wg(y) for x = s, u.
The lemma follows from the above observations and the fact that the angles be-
tween stable unstable distributions are uniformly lower bounded. O

PROPOSITION 11. Given any F € U[(X,Vol;1) for some integer I € [1,5] (resp.
Uy (X, Vol)), for any n € (0,1), there exists an integer L > 0, an integer qo > 0 such that
the following is true. For any periodic central leaf C with period q > qq, there exist L su—
loops at C, denoted by 71, - - -, yr, such that for any € > 0, there exists F' € Uj(X, Vol;1)
(resp. F' € U (X, Vol)) satisfying the following

(1) der(F',F) < €;

(2)The IFS {Hp: , }1<i<1 C Dljﬁ’l+(C,m) is — nontransverse to E1|¢, Es|c (resp.
n—nontransverse to Eq|¢, Ez|¢ ). Moreover, F'1 : C — C preserves the splitting E1|¢c ®
Eslc.

Proof. First we consider the case where F € U] (X, Vol;1) for some integer ! € [1, §].

Construct Gr._; as in the beginning of this section and denote the canonical
projection by p : Gr.; — X. Denote D = p~!(C). By construction D is the
(¢ — I)—Grassmannian bundle over C. It is direct to calculate that

dim(D) =c+ (c — 1)l
In the following, we denote ¢; = dim(D).

By Definition [[Tland B we see that the map F1|; € DS}(N,m;!) modulo the
natural isomorphism between C and N and we have a natural isomorphism

Gre_(X) =Y x Gr(N,c—1)

Moreover, the restriction of E; @ E; @ E3 to C gives the splitting in the definition
of DS}H(N,m;1).
We define

Y = {(x;, F))E; € DY#{i; F; is not transverse to Eq(x;) or E3(x;)} > L}

We now estimate the Hausdorff dimension of . For i = 1,3, we consider the map
pi: C — Gr(C,1) defined by

pi(x) = (x, Ei(x))
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By (.2) in Definition [T, F|¢ along with the splitting &?_, Ej|¢ is =57 —pinching.
By Proposition [[land its corollary, p1, p3 is 6—Holder for some 6 € (£7,1). We

denote
Yy = {(x,E) € DJE is not transverse to E; (x) or E3(x)}

LEMMA 10. We have
(6.40) HD(%) < dim(D)

Proof. Take any B € (§~1, “t1). For small 6 > 0, we choose a 6¥ —net in C, denoted
by N, such that #\/ = O(6P). For each x € N, the subset of Gr(T:C,c —I)
defined as A(x) = {E € Gr(TxC,c —I)|E is not transverse to Eq(x) and E3(x)}
has dimension at most I(c — ) — 1. Thus A can be covered by O(s!(c=D+1)
many S—balls. For each y € C, there exists x € N such that d(x,y) < 6, thus
d((x,E1(x)), (v, E1(y))) < ¢%. Since 88 > 1, when ¢ is sufficiently small, we
can choose a N}, a subset of (Jycp A(x), such that : 1. #\; = O(s—P-1(c=D+1),
2. N form a §—net in Xy. By the choice of B, we see that cf — 1+ 1(c —1) <
c+1(c—1) = dim(D). Since ¢ can be arbitrarily small, this implies that HD (%) <
cp—1+1(c—1) < dim(D). O
We take ¢ > 0 such that HD(X) < dim(D) — g.
By the definition of X, we have
r= I =Zox J] D
LzkzpL  jefiy i} jE{in ik}
{in, i} ClL]

Then we have
HD(Z) < dim(DL) — yLg
We choose L = L(7, g, c) so that
nLg > ¢; = dim(D)

We now construct a collection of vector fields on N which will be used as build-
ing blocks for the construction of the infinitesimal C" deformation V.

We fix a metric on D. For any p € N,E € Gr(TpN,I), any (v,¢) € Ty 5D
where v € TxC, ¢ € L(E,E J-), there exists a divergence free vector field on N,
denoted by Vj, such that

Vo(x) =vand ¢(u) = Ppi (DVp(x,u)) forallu € E

By Lemma[§] G(®") is generated by the flow G(Vp), and by our choice, G(Vp) (x, E) =
(0,9).

We can find a finite collection of points in TD, denoted by {(x4, Ex, Va, Pu) tac 4
such that the set of vector fields V, we constructed accordingly satisfy the follow-
ing property. There exists ¥ > 0 such that for each (x, E) € D, there exists a set of
indexes a1, - - - , &, such that

det((G(Viy,)(x, E))1<i<c) > &

There exists a constant C; > 0, such that the following holds. For any ¢ > 0,
any y € Y, there exists a smooth function p on Y supported in B(y, ¢) such that

p(y) =1and Lip(p)|| }_ Vallco < Cro™!
acA
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Let C; = C(L) be given by Lemma @ Let g0 = Ro(L,C1Cy, %) be given by
Lemmal[ll We take any f—periodic point y € Y with periodic larger than gy. Then
for some sufficiently small ¢ > 0, denote Qy = 7 YB(y,0))and Q = p~(Qo),
we can ensure that R(Q) > go. Then by Lemma [0l we can find L su—loops at
C denoted by 71, - - - , v, whose lifts 'y, - - - ,I'; are connected by stable/unstable
manifolds contained in Q and satisfy (6.39) for C,. Here the lift of a su—loop for F
is defined as follows. For any su—loop for F, v = (Cy,Cy,C3), we can get a su—loop
for G(F) at D, denoted by I' = (D1, D,, D3), where D; = p~1(C;) fori = 1,2,3.

Denote I = |A|L. We construct V, an infinitesimal C" deformation with [—
parameters, as follows. By the choice of Cy, for eachi =1,---, L, we can choose a
bump function p; on Y, supported in 7ty (B(C;1, C, 'o)) such that

(6.41) pintyle,, = Tand Lip(0;)|| Y Vallco < C1C0 ™"

acA
By (6:39) and the hypothesis that supp(p) € 7ty (B(Ci1,C, '), we see that the sup-
ports of p; are mutually disjoint, and are disjoint from {7ty (C), 7ty (C;2), 7y (Cj3) }j=1,... L-

For each B = (B 4)1<i<L € R!, each x € X, we define
xe

L
V(B,x) =} ) Biapi(ry(x))Va(mn(x))

i=lacA
It is direct to see that the lift of V, denoted by G(V), is (Q, C1C,)—adapted.
For each (x, E) € D, there exist indexes {a; 1, -, ;¢ }1<i<r C A such that for
each integeri € [1,L],

(6.42) det((G<Vai,k) (Hé(p),pfl(c),pfl(ci/l) (x, E)))lgkgc,) > K

Here we identify Hy  » with N tacitly.

By (6.41), (6:42) and the fact that the supports of p; are mutually disjoint, we
have that

Dsy e By (GO HE ) i) pi(cyy) (5 B) B)) = 0
foralll1 <i#j<Land
det(Dp,,, - By, (GV)(O He ) 10 pre, ) (3 E), B))) > K

foralll1 <i< L.

Then we can apply Lemma [land Proposition [@l ( with Gr._;(X) in place of X )
to conclude the proof.

The case where F € U3 (X, Vol) follows from a similar argument. O

6.3. Dichotomy. Combing Proposition [[1] with Proposition B Proposition [8] we
are ready to prove Theorem[2

Proof of Theorem [l We first consider the case where U = Uj(X, Vol). Take any
F € U. Let x1, %1, X, X° be given by Definition[I1l Let 5 be given by Proposition
with —x¢ (resp. X°) in place of x°(resp. x*). Then by Proposition [[1] there
exist L,qp > 0 such that the following is true. Take any compact periodic central
leaf C with periodic g > g, for any € > 0, there exists G € U} (X, Vol) such that
dcr(G, F) < €; and L su—holonomy loops such that the corresponding holonomy
maps at C, denoted by hy, - - - ,h, are y—nontransvserse to E1|¢, Ep|¢c. Moreover,
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denote g = G|¢ : C — C, g preserves the splitting E1|¢ @ Ep|¢. It is direct to verify
that ¢ € DS} (C,m) and

[Dg (o)

_ _ X D X
I < sup 1Sl < oM < eTh < inf [Dg(w)]| < X"
veE\ {0} o] uek\{o}  |lull

By (B.8), the skew product map F is C®> and 1—center bunching, hence by Theo-
rem[hy, - -, hy are C'*+P—diffeomorphisms for some g > 0.

Since in Proposition [I0] # only depends on the ratio of the constants related to
the map and the splitting. We can apply Proposition[8land Proposition[I0land for ¢
and {h; }1<i<1 to conclude that for some integer K > 0 the IFS {h;, GK1h,G K1},
admits no proper closed invariant set of positive measure. We denote that for each
i € [1,L], GK91;GX1 is also a holonomy map corresponding to a su—loop. In-
deed, assume that h; = Hg,, where v = (C1,Cy,C3) is a su—loop at C. By the
G—equivariance of G— holonomy maps. We have GX1H ,G=X1 = Hg gxi,,, here
GKiy = (GR1Cy, GKIC,, GRIC3) is a su—loop at C.

If G has an open accessible class A. Then by the su—holonomy invariance of
accessible classes, the closed set .A° (N C is invariant under all the maps associated
to su— holonomy loops, in particular, invariant by the action of {h;, GK7h;G X7},
Then m(A°NC) = 0. Since for volume preserving skew products, all the holo-
nomy maps preserve m. Hence (u x m)(A°) = 0. Thus G is essentially accessible.

Finally we prove the C? openness. For any G that is sufficiently close to G,
denote C the continuation of C for G. Moreover, the orbits of C, C can be made ar-
bitrarily close by letting G,G to be close in C'. For each one of the L su—holonomy
loops at C, denoted by 7, we can find a su—loop for G at C, denoted by %, that
is close to 7 in CY. Then by the C? closeness between G and G, we can con-
clude the C'—closeness of the holonomy maps Hg,, and He ;. We note that

#—nontransverse condition is a C! open condition. This shows that any G in a
C? neighbourhood of G admits L su—loops at C which are also 7—nontransverse
to the dominated splitting of G1 restricted to C. Thus the dichotomy also holds for
G.
Using Proposition Qlinstead of Proposition [10] mutatis mutandis we can extend
the proof to the case where U = U] (X, Vol;1),1 € [1,5].
O

7. THE GENERIC EXISTENCE OF OPEN ACCESSIBLE CLASS

In this section, we will show that within a class of skew products, a generic
diffeomorphism admit at least one C! — stable open accessible class. Different from
the mechanism introduced in [9], where the creation of open accessible class is
based on basic homotopy theory, our method is based on a more sophisticated
topological lemma discovered in [3].

7.1. A criteria on stable value. In this section we state the topological lemma that
is at the core of our construction of open accessible classes. First we borrow a few
definitions from [3].

Definition 25. 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 € (g) for every continuous
map g: X — Y withd~(f,g) < €.



C" DENSITY OF STABLE ERGODICITY 41

Definition 26. A continuous map f : X — Y between metric spaces X and Y is called
light if all point inverses are totally disconnected.

We will use the following quantified version of Definition 26

Definition 27. Given 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 component of f~*(y)
has diameter strictly smaller than €.

Now we state the main topological result we will be using in this section.

Theorem 9. For any integer ¢ > 0, there exists a constant € = €(c) > 0 such that any
e—light map f : [0,1]° — R® has a stable value.

REMARK 5. In [3], 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.
Theorem 9 follows their proof with obvious modifications.

We have the following corollary.

COROLLARY C. For any integer ¢ > 1, let {Uy}ycu be an open covering of [0,1]°
such that diam(Uy) < €e(c) for all « € A, where e(c) is given by Theorem [9 Let
f:10,1]¢ — R be a continuous map such that for any x € [0,1]¢, there exist Z C A
such that :

(1) For any o € I, we have x € Uy;

(2) Nyez f(OUa) = @.

then f has a stable value.

Proof. By Theorem[9) it suffices to check that f is e(c)—light. Take any x € [0,1]°,
take Z C A that satisfies (1),(2). Then there exists « € Z such that f(x) ¢ f(Uy).
We claim that the connected component of f~!(f(x)) containing x is contained in
U,. Indeed, denote the connected component of f~1(f(x)) containing x by P. By
the continuity of f, f~'(f(x)) has no accumulating point in oU,. If PN US # @,
we can find two disjoint open sets U, V such that P C UV and PN U, PNV
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 U, which
by hypothesis is strictly smaller than e(c). Since x is taken to be arbitrary, f is
€(c)—light. O

7.2. Parametrise an accessible set. In this section, we will parametrise a subset
of an accessible class. Then we will construct a family of random perturbations,
among which we select the desired diffeomorphism with the help of Corollary [T

Given an integer ¢ > 2, a positive constant § € (<1,1), we denote Ko(c,0) =
[W] +1and K;(c,0) = cKo(c,0) + 1. In the following, we will fix ¢, ¢ and

denote Kj(c, 0) (resp. Ko(c,0)) as Kj (resp. Ko)
Now we fix a covering of [0,1]¢ using open sets in R?, denoted by {Uy }ae -
Moreover, we require that :

(1) Ais a finite set and for all & € A, there exist constants {p, i, §ui}ti=1...c C
[—1,2] such that Uy = [pa1,Ga1] X - X [Paes Gucls

(2) Forany o € A, diam(U,) < €(c), where €(c) is given by Theorem [0

(3) For each x € [0,1]¢, there exists a subset Z C A of more than Kj elements
satisfying that x € U, for all « € 7, and {9U, },c7 are mutually disjoint.
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(4) For eachinteger i € [1,c|, {pu,i, Ju,i tac.a are mutually distinct.

Denote Cypjp = 10(min ye 4 |Pai — 9a,i|) ~1. We define a set of points in [0, 6¢] as
1<i<

follows. For each integer i € [1,¢], we let
Bi = {prx,i/ %,i}szA

The elements in B3; are 10Cr;i1n separated foralli =1,---,c.
Since f : Y — Y is an Anosov map. For any x,y,z € Y such that y € W}‘loc(x),

z € W},l »c(¥), there exist a unique intersection of W},l »o(y) and W}‘,loc(z), which
we denote by [y, z].

LEMMA 11. There exist a constant Cy > 0 such that for any y € Y, any sufficiently
small o > 0, there exist z € Wi (y,0), a curve ¢ : [0, Cylo] — Y contained in W(y),
parametrised by length with the following properties.

(1) Forany t € [0,Cy o], we have d([(t), 2], S(y)) > Cy lo;

(2) Forany s, t € [0, Co_la], we have d((s), p(t)) > CO_l |s —t|.

Proof. We will assume that ¢ is smaller than the injective radius of the manifold Y.
Take C; > 1 and ¢ small enough such that forany z € W*(y, o), any w € W"(y, o),
[w, z] is defined and [w, z| € B(y, C10).

Take Cp > 0 such that dyyu, dyys < Cpdy, where dyyu (resp. dyys) denotes the
induced Riemannian metric on WJE‘ (resp. W]‘?). Since the angles between the stable
and unstable directions of the Anosov map f : Y — Y is uniformly bounded from
below, there exist a constant C3 > 0 such that the following is true when ¢ is
sufficiently small : for any z € Wji(y, o)\ W}(y, 1o), x € W}‘(y, CGlo), w e
W}‘(z,2C1C20), we have d(w, x) > 10C; 'o.

Now take Cy = max(Cy, C3), take ¢ : [0, C; '] to be any geodesic ( for dyyu)
emanating from y in the unstable leaf, and take z to be an arbitrary point in
W]i(y, o)\ W]‘E(y, $0). We get (2) by the choice of C; and Cy > C,. To see (1),
we note that for any ¢ € [0,C; '], we let x = (t) and w = [ip(t),z]. We have
w € B(z,0+ Ci0)N W}‘(z) by the choice of Cy, and hence w € W}‘(z, 2C1Cy) by

the choice of C,. Finally, we get d(y(t), S(y)) > C; 'o by Cy > Cs. O

Now we let Cy > 0 be the constant given by Lemma [[1l For given y € Y,
constant ¢ > 0, we define a one-parameter family of 4-legged su—loops as follows.
Letz €Y, ¢:[0,Cy 10] — Y be given by Lemma [I1} then for each t € [0, Cj 10},
we define the 4-legged su—loop at Ny associated to parameter ¢ to be

7(#) = (Ny(e), Nig(e) 2 N2)

Since the domain of the curve ¢ is [0, C; 4], to simplify notations we denote
(1) for each integer i € [1,c], real number s € [—1, 2], we denote the normalized

coordinate on [0, C, ‘0] as

-1
71)  (is) = C%C‘T(@' —2+5)
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(2) foreach s = (s1,---,sc) € [—1,2]°, each integer i € [1,c], we define the
su—loop corresponding to the i—th coordinate by
7i = v si))
Given xg € Ny. For a skew product map F : N x Y — N x Y, we define the
following map.

¢r: 0,1 = N
(7.2)  ¢r(s1,---,s HHP,'y, x0)

Hereafter, for diffeomorphisms f, f2, - - - , f;, we use the notation Hﬁ-:l fi to denote
fi-- A

LEMMA 12. If for all integers i € [1,c|, for any subset B C B; containing K elements
we have

N or(-1217 " x {r} x [-1,2]7) = @
reB
then ¢ has stable values. In particular, F has an open accessible class.

Proof. By Corollary[dand the property of the covering { Uy}, it suffices to prove
that for any subset Z C A such that |Z| = K, we have ez ¢r(dUy) = @. Since
$r(0Us) = US_y ¢ (i) where

il = [Pa1,Ga1] X - X {Pair qui} X -+ X [Paer Q]
C [_1/2]i71 X {pa,i/ Qa,i} X [_1’ 2}(:71
we have

ﬂ (PF aU,x ﬂ U ‘PF l ! x {szuqzxz} X [ 112]C7i))

aeT wel i=1
If we have Nyez ¢r(0Uy) # @, by |Z| = Ky > cKj, there exist an integer i € [1,¢],
a subset J C Z containing Ky elements, for each f € J there is constant rg €

{pp,i qp,i}, such that

) ¢e([=1,2]7 " x {rg} x [-1,2]°7) # @
peJ
While this contradicts the hypothesis in the lemma since {rg} < 7 is a subset of B;
containing K elements.
]

It is also useful to generalise the construction of ¢r for a C" deformation at F as
follows.

Giveny € Y, o > 0. Let ¢ : [0,C; 0] — Y be the curve defined in Lemma
[T and let 7 be the one-parameter family of 4-legged su—loops defined as above.
Given xg € Ny, a skew-product map F, and F:UxX — X,aC" deformation with
I—parameters at F, we denote

®:Ux[-1,2° >Ny =N
(D(bfsl/ T /SC) = 4)]:"([7,.)(‘51/ T /SC)
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Similar to (Z2),® is related to the holonomy map for T in the following way.

(7'3) q)(bfsl/ o /SC) = nX((HHT,'?,*)(br Xo))
i=1

As a consequence of Proposition[2land Theorem[7] we have the following.

LEMMA 13. Ifr > 2and F : X — X is a 1—center bunching C" skew product, then after
possibly reducing the size of U, for each s € [—1,2]°, the map ®(-,s) : U — N is C'+P
for some B > 0.

By Theorem[5] we have the following.

LEMMA 14. Ifr > 1,60 € (0,1), F : X — X is a 6g—pinching C" skew product, then
there exist 6 € (6, 1), after possibly reducing the size of U, the map ®(b,-) : U — N is
uniformly 6 —Holder for all b € U.

7.3. Creating open accessible class. Now we can perturbe F by constructing a
sufficiently localized C" deformation to create an open accessible class. The proof
of the following proposition is similar to Proposition[§land Proposition [l

PROPOSITION 12. Let r > 2 and F be a 1—center bunching C" skew product map.
Given any non-periodic point y € Y, there exists ¢ > 0 such that let -y denote a one-
parameter family of 4-legged su—Iloop associated to y,o as in Lemmal[ll} then there exist
a constant kg > 0 and map F : U x X — X, a volume preserving C" deformation of
I—parameters at F such that the following is true. For any integer i € [1,c], any B C B;
containing Ko elements, for each r € B we choose an arbitrary s, = (s;1, -+ ,5rc) €
[—1,2)71 x {r} x [~1,2]°". Denote for each B € TyU,

E(B) = (D®((0,511,- - ,5r,c), B))ren

there exists a subspace H C R! of dimension Kqc such that we have
det(E\H) > Ko

Proof. There exist a constant C; > 0 such that for any ¢ > 0, any 4-legged su—loop
7v(t), the part of the local / unstable manifolds connecting the centre leaves in 7 (t)
is contained in n;l(B(y, Cy10)). We denote Q = Q(o) = ﬂ;l(B(y, Cy0)). Since y
is non-periodic for f, for any integer Ry > 0, by taking ¢ to be sufficiently small,
we can ensure that R(Q) > Ro.

For any x € N, any v € TN, there exists a divergence free vector field Vj
such that Vj(x) = v. We can choose a finite collection of points in TN, denoted
by {(xp, v5) }rea, such that the vector fields V}, constructed accordingly satisfy the
following property. There exists x > 0 such that for each x € N, there exists a set
of indexes hy, - - - , h¢ such that

det((Vy, (x))1<i<c) >«
There exists a constant C; > 0 such that for any ¢ > 0, any w € Y, there exists a
smooth function p such that
suppp C B(w, o), p(w) = Land Lip(p)|| }_ Villco < oo™
heA
For each integer i € [1,c], any r € B;, we choose a smooth function p, ; such that

C,hCot
74 suppp,; € B(glir), 20,0, (p(9(i, ) =1
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and
(7.5) min
heA
Denote I = |A||Alc. For each B = (B, ;,)1<i<c € R!, we define
GB,'
hea
C
2 Y Y Brinr,i(rry () V(v ()
i=1lreB;heA
By (]ZE) (Z1) and fact that the elements in B; are 10Cmm separated for each
j=1,---,c, we see that the support of functlons pr,i are mutually disjoint. As a

consequence, V' is (Q,6cC1CyCyyi,Co) — adapted.
Differentiate (Z.3), we got that for each s = (s1,---,sc) € [—1,2]¢
(7.6) D®((0,51,---,Sc), B)

1-1

1
—ZD H Hr3,) (T T Hr%,)(0, x0), ) we(DHr5,((] [ H1,3,)(0,%0), B))
1=1 j=1+1 k=1 k=1

Now leti, B, {s;},cp be given in the lemma. For each r € 3, we denote

Yrj = 1(@(,sr,)), V1< j<c
To simplify notations, for each r € B, each integer j € [1,c], we denote
Vrj = (Nyr,j,l' Nyr,j,Z' Nyr,j,s)

Now we define H as follows. For each integer I € [1,¢], each r € B, we denote

1-1

Xrl = IH HF,'y,,k (x0)
=1

and
Wr = HE yp(p(1,,) 1) € Ny
We choose a set of indexes in A, denoted as ;. 1, - - - , Iy c € A, such that
det((Vy,, (i (wy,1)) )1<k<c) >
We denote E, ; , = (0j—ir0r—pOp—p )1<ir<c € R! and define
rerR
Hen
H = @ep S RE, i,
We will estimate 7tc(DHr,3,,((0,x,,1), B)) for all integers I € [1,c] and indexes

r € B, then use these estimates to give lower bound for det(Z|p).
Given integer | € [1,¢|, index r € B, by Proposition[5 we got

(7.7) ” Ttc (DHT,’%,I ( (Or xr,k)r B)) - Hls:,yr,w,yHll-i,yr,l,z,yr,w
Hiy o (@0 VB )| S CeRQE|B]

where C = 6¢C1C,Ci,,Co-
For B € H, we have

suppV(B,-) C | suppp,i x N
reB
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We also note that 7ty (w, ;) = ¥(¢(i,r)). Then by (Z.4), we have p, ;(7y (w,;)) = 1.
Therefore, we have

V(B/ wr,l)

(o1 #i
Y1 Brin Vi, (v (wy 1)), 1 =

Then
(7.8) By, B, V(B, wy,)
_JO,l#iory £
(Vhr,k(nN(wr,i)))lgkgal =iandr =7

Similar to the proof of Lemmalll by (Z.7), (Z.6), (Z.8) and Proposition[] we have
(79) DCD((O/ St’,l/ e ;Sr,c); B)

C
=D([] Hr oy ) By, oy TE 005 HE 0,000 (Wi V(B W) + O(e R Q%)B|)
j=it1

Thus by (Z.8), we have
DBr’,h /1,---,Br;/h , (D®((0,8,,1, "+ ,8r,c), B))

r,c

C
= D( 1_[ HF!W]’)Hls:r]/r,i,?ﬂyHll:l‘r]/r,i,Z;]/r,i,S HZS:;]/r,i,lr]/r,i,Z (wi’,il DBr’,hr, 1 e ’Br/,hr, . (V(B’ wr'i) ) )
j=i+1 ’ /

Hence, when r # ¥/, we have

”DBr/,h,/f.."B (D2((0, Src /sre),B))|| = O(e_R(Q)(:)

r/’hr’,c
when ¥ =/, we have
detDB/h B’h (DCD((O,S,,L--- ,Sr,c),B)) z K—O(EiR(Q)g)
S ML !
Thus by letting ¢ to be sufficiently small, we can make R(Q) to be sulfficiently

large depending on «, Ky, cC1C2Cpsi, Co ( all these quantities are indifferent to the
choice of ¢ ) and obtain

1
det(E|y) 2 = —KogKo —.
et( \H)NH2K>2 K Ko
reBB
It is clear from the choice of k that x( is independent of 7, B, {s, } ;3. This completes

the proof.
O

The following proposition is similar to Proposition

PROPOSITION 13. Assume that F is a “1 —pinching, 1—center bunching C" volume
preserving skew product. Given a non-periodic point y € Y, > 0, a one-parameter
family of 4-legged su—Iloop associated to y, o as in Lemma [[1} If there exist constant
Ko > 0and a C" volume preserving deformation of I—parameters at F, denoted by F, such
that for any integer i € [1,c|, any B C B; containing Ky elements, for each r € B, we



C" DENSITY OF STABLE ERGODICITY 47

choose an arbitrary s, = (s,1,+ ,Src) € [—1,2]"71 x {r} x [=1,2]°7%, there exists a
subspace H C R! of dimension Koc such that we have

det(H > B — (D®((0,s+), B))ren) > %o

then for each € > 0, there exists b € U such that F' = F(b, -) satisfies the following.
(1) dcr(F, F) < €
(2) F" has an open accessible class.

Proof. For each integer i € [1,c], each subset B C B; containing Ky elements, for
each r € B, we choose an arbitrary s, € [—1,2]""! x {r} x [~1,2]°7, we define
map

¥p5 (51 0 U — NIFI
Y5451 (b) = (P(b,51))ren
We denote the diagonal of N8l by
£ = {(x)eslx € N}
and for any 6 > 0, we denote
¥s = {B(x,6)!8l|x € N}
Then taking the derivative at 0 € U, we got
D¥p,()(0,B) = (D((0,5,), B) e
Then by our hypothesis, there exist H C R! of dimension Koc such that
det(H > B +— DY¥p ,,1(0,B)) > xo

Then by Lemma[I3) D¥ 5 (,,; is equi-continuous, there exist { > 0, such that for
each b € Uand |b| < {, there exist H C T,U such that

dim(H') = Koc
and
(7.10) det(H' 5 B — D¥ 55,5, (b,B)) > %KO

It is direct to see that { can be chosen to be independent of i, B and {s; },<3. Hence
forany b € U,|b| < {,any i € [1,c], any B C B; containing K elements, any
s € [=1,2)71 x {r} x [~1,2]¢7, there exist a subspace of T;,U, denoted by H, of
dimension Koc such that det(T,U > B — DYy (5,3 (b, B)) > Lxo.

We choose some sufficiently small § > 0, some constant § > 0, foreachi € [1,c],
each r € B;, choose a 577 —net in [—1,2)71 x {r} x [~1,2]°"!, denoted by N/ ;.
For each integer i € [1,c], for each B C B; containing K elements, for each r € B,
we choose an arbitrary s, = (5,1, ,Src) € J\/},i, then the lower bound for the
determinants implies that

Vol (Y} 1 (Zs)) S tokoe

B, {sr}
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Consider
h= U (T, )
i€l
BCB;,|Bl=Ko
{Sr}GHrGB Nr,i

then we have

Vol(Uy) < K(jlé*(cfl)KO# scKo—c

rcl)(ﬂ’ we have e(i(ff; Klo) > 1. We choose B € (0, e(i(ff; Klo) —1)so
that —(c — 1)K01+Tﬂ + cKo — ¢ > 0. Thus Vol (U;) tends to 0 as ¢ tends to 0. Then
for any € > 0, by letting d to be sufficiently small, we can find b € U \ U; so that
dcr(P,ﬁ(b, )) < €.

Now we claim that for all sufficiently small § > 0, any b € U\ Uy, take F' =
E(b, -), the associated map ¢p : [0,1]° — N has stable values.

By Lemma [I2] it suffices to show that for any integer i € [1,¢|, any B C B;
containing K elements, for any r € 3, we choose an arbitrary s, = (s,1,- - ,S;¢) €
[—1,2] 1 x {r} x [-1,2]°"}, we have:

(7.11)  {¢p/(sr) }rep donot coincide.

Since Kp >

By hypothesis, for each r € B, there exist t, = (t,1,-- ,trc) € N,; such that
d(ss, ty) < (5#. Then by the fact that b € U \ Uy, we get

d(TB,{t,} (b),Z) >0
Hence there exists 7,7’ € B such that d(®(b, t,), ®(b, t,1)) > 6.

By Lemma[l4 ®(b,-) = ¢p(;,.1(-) = ¢p(-) is uniformly 6—Holder for b € U,
we have

d(Pp/(tr), ppi(sr)) S O1HF

Similarly d(¢r:(t,), P (s)) < 61FP. Hence when 6 can be made arbitrarily small,
we have

d(pp (spr), P (sr)) > d(Ppe(tr), gp (ty)) — d(Pr (tr), ppr(sr)) — d(Pp (L), P (syr))
>6-0("F) >0

Hence (Z11). This finishes the proof.

Combing Lemma[I2land Proposition[I3] we are ready to proof Theorem Il

Proof of Theorem[Il Take any non-periodic point y € Y. For any F € U, we first
apply Lemma [12] to obtain a volume preserving C" deformation at F that verify
that hypothesis of Proposition Then we apply Proposition [13] to get diffeo-
morphisms with an open accessible class in arbitrary small C" neighborhood of
F. Since the condition in Lemma [[2is C° robust, and the fact that the holonomy
maps of C! close diffeomorphisms in C! are C° close, we see that any map that is
sufficiently close to F in C! topology also has an open accessible class. g
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