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ESTIMATES OF PRODUCTS OF NORMS FOR FLOWS AWAY
FROM HOMOCLINIC TANGENCY

QIANYING XIAO

ABSTRACT. We give a detailed proof for the estimates of products of norms for
flows away from homoclinic tangency. The estimates we can prove is weaker
than the expectation of experts.

1. Introduction. Assume X € X*(M) is away from homoclinic tangencies. ¢; is
the flow generated by X, ¢, is the linear Poincaré flow. There exists a neighborhood
U of X such that any Y € U has no homoclinic tangencies.

Wen [2] shows that there exist Uy CU, v >0, N >0, A >0, >0, and T > 0,
any Y € U, any periodic orbits orb(z) of Y with period 7 > T,

1. %, (x) has at most one eigenvalue with modulo in [(148)~7, (1+48)7], i.e. there
exists eigenspace splitting N, = V*¥(z)+V¢(z) + V*(z) such that V¢(x) is the
eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue with modulo in [(149)~7, (149)7],
and dim V¢(z) < 1.

2. L(V3(x), Ve(x) + V¥ (x)) >, Z(V?(z) + V(x), V¥(x)) > .

3. The splitting is dominated:

e[V (@)1 [V (e (2)) + V(e ()] < Ne™™,

e[ V() + V(@) [ [[9—e[ V(e ()| < Ne .

4. Estimation of norms of products:
[ VE ()] < N(1+6)77,

[ V(@) < N(1+46)7".

The above estimates are improved by Wen [3]. In [3, Lemma 3.4], Wen gives
the estimates of products of norms, which are stronger than the previous result.
Wen regards the proofs are standard in Liao’s and Mane’s work( for instance see [1,
Page 528]), and he doesn’t give details of the proofs there. We try to prove it as
an exercise, and it turns out we are not able to prove the Item 2 of [3, Lemma 3.4].
Instead we prove a weaker version, and it works for our purpose to prove Theorem
2.1 of our work [4]. The following ideas of Liao: minimal nonhyperbolic set, (local)
star flows and the Selecting lemma, which are stressed by Wen extensively, help us
to avoid a direct use of the non-proved estimates.

Proposition 1. There exists neighborhood Us C Us of X, 0 < A1 <1, T' >0, any
Y € Us, any periodic point x of Y with period 7 > max{T,T'}, any partition of
[0,7]:

O=to<t1i < ---<tyg=T7
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such that tiy1 —t; > T for 0 <i < € —1, the following are satisfied: either

-1
H Hwti+1*ti

=0

Vs(d)ti)

< NAT,

or
-1

H ||1/}ti*ti+1|vs(¢ti+1)|| < NAI)
=0

2. The proofs. Let us give the details of estimating the products of norms. For
the sake of completeness, let us insert a well-known fact in linear algebra. Let E™
denotes the n-dimensional Euclidean space. A : E"™ — E™ is a linear map.
Lemma 2.1. [1, Page 528] Any e > 0, v € E™ with ||v|| = 1, there exist Q : E™ —
E™ such that ||Q —id| < e, and that |Ao Q(v)| > en~2||A|.

Proof. Let {e1, -+ ,e,} be an orthonormal basis, v = (v, -+ ,v,). We may as well
assume |v1| > n2 v
A4 = (Aei)j such that

JA]| < n?||Aei]| < nlayql
J

Q@ : E™ — E"™ such that Q(e1) = e1 +¢€te;, t =1 or —1, and Q(eg) = ey, for k > 1.
Obviously ||Q —id|| <e.

[Ae Q)] = |(AoQ(v));] = [(A(v)); + etajiv].
Choose t such that (A(v)); - etaj;v1 > 0, then

|40 Q)| > elajivr| > en™ 2| Al.
(]

Proof of the Proposition. Let € > 0, Us C Us be determined by Frank’s lemma. K
is an upperbound of ||t} || for Y € Us, 1 <t < 2.
€ =eK~ !, ¢ > 0 such that

1
+ 7261 < €.

% Inn —Ine
In(1+46)
Given any Y € Us, any periodic point x of Y with periodic 7 > max{T", T}, any
partition of [0, 7]:

/

O=to<ti <---<tyg=m,
such that t;01 —t1 > T for 0 <i </ —1.
Case 1 Assume dim V¢(z) = 1. Denote N¢ti () as N, V¢"t_(m) as V.7 for o0 = s, ¢, u,

i=0,--- 0—1.
Define Q1 : N1 — Ny such that Qq|Vi"+Vi" =id, Q1(Vy*) = V7, [|Q[V7* —
id|| < €1, v1 € V§ such that ||vq]| = [|¢,|[V*(2)], and

-3 s s
|Wtz—t1 OQl(Ul)” >en 2 ||1/1t2—t1|V1 ||||¢t1|V (‘T)H

Moreover, ||Q1 — id|| < 1+T~y€1 <€
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Similarly, we can define Q2 : No — N3 such that [|Q2 —id|| < €/, Q2|Vy +
Vot =id, Q2(V5) = Vi, and that

[%ts—t, © Q2 0 Pty —t, © Q1 0 Yy, [V ()]
_3 s s s
> (a1 2|0ty VI 100t —t, | VI [0, [V 5 ().

Qu—1: No—1 — Ny_1, such that ||Qg_1 — idH <é, Qg_1|V¢c_1 + Véu_l = id,
Qe (Vi) =V,

£—1
T e =l Vi 0 Q) 0 w0, [V (@) (1)
i=1
s £—1
Z (61n7§)£71 H ||wti+1_ti|‘/;sl| (2)
=0
. £—1
> (61”75)F H ||wti+1_ti|‘/;5|| (3)
=0

Denote L, =1y, —, 0 (id+7r(Q; —id)) fori=1,--- £ —1, L, = Ly_1 0
cwvoLy,0Lg, (0<r<1).

Claim. The spectral radius of L1|V?*(x) is less than (14 )~ 7. Otherwise, for
some r, L, admits at least two eigenvalues with modulo in [(1+6)~7, (14+6)7].
By Frank’s lemma, there exists Z € U such that 1Z (x) = L, a contradiction.

Apply Frank’s lemma, there exist Z’ € Us such that Z/ =Y along orb(z),
W2 (p) = Ly, Vg (x) = Vo (x), 0 = 5,¢,u. Hence
L Vo (2)]| < N(146)77

% Inn—Ine;

According to inequality 1, and by 7" >

In(1+36) 7
—1 1
_ 31 14350
[T 1o V2 < N[O +0)Hen B < N(-E20)
=0

Let Ay = 11+—+%65, and we are done.
Case 2 Assume dim V¢(z) = 0. As in case 1, we have Q; fori =1,--- £ — 1, such

that Q;|V;* =id, Q;(V®) =V, and ||@Q;|V;® — id|| < €1. Moreover,

—1
H (H 1/}ti+1*ti

i=1

Vi 0 Qi) oy, [V ()]l

-1
_3\
> (eln 2)T/ H Hwti+1*ti ‘/15”
1=0

Similarly, we have P; for i = 1,--- ,£ — 1, such that P;|V;* =id, P;(V}*) =
Vi, and | P|Vi* —id|| < €1, and

-ty o Pro-o0ty ,t, o Po1 0ty 4,V (z)|



RUNNING HEADING WITH FORTY CHARACTERS OR LESS

> (e1n~ 2 H|\¢t1—tl+1| el

1
Haio@_mng'+2q<a

For 0 <o <1,0<8<1,define Liop = tr,,, 1, o (id + (P " —id))o
(id + B(Q: —id)).
Denote Lo g = Lo-1,0,50 " ° Lo,a,p-

Claim. Fither the spectral radius of Ly 1|V*(z) is less than (14 0)~7, or the
spectral radius of L1 1|V"(x) is greater than (1 + 0)7. Otherwise some L g
admits two eigenvalues (counting multiplicity) with modulo in [(1+48)~7, (14
8)7]. Apply Frank’s lemma, there exists Z € Us such that 1Z(z) has two
eigenvalues with modulo in [(1 4 6)~7, (1 + §)7], a contradiction.

By Frank’s lemma, there exists Z’ € Us, such that 17 (x) = L, 1, therefore
IL1a|Ve(@)| < N(1+8)77 or [[Lyz V()| < N(1+6)77

Note that Lyi[V*(2) = ([liZg re—t © Q)IV (@), Lii[V*(x) = v, 0
H;:efl Pio wti_tiJrl |Vu (‘T)

Hence
-1

(exn™ )7 [ e sVl < N1 +6)7

=0
or

(en™2) HII% —ta Vil S N +6)77

Let A\ = 11+—+266, then

-1
Tt [Vl < NAT,

or

Hnwt IVl < VAT

REFERENCES

(1] R. Mane, An ergodic closing lemma, Ann. Math., 116 (1982), 503-540.

[2] L. Wen, Homoclinic tangencies and dominated splittings, Nonlinearty, 15 (2002), 1445-1469.

(3] L. Wen, Generic diffeomorphisms away from homoclinic tangencies and heterodimensional
cycles, Bull. Braz. Math. Soc.(N.S.), 35 (2004), 419-452.

[4] Q. Xiao and Z. Zheng, C'! weak Palis conjecture for nonsingular flows, arXiv:1507.07781


http://arxiv.org/pdf/1507.07781

	1. Introduction
	2. The proofs
	REFERENCES

