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ERGODICITY OF NON-AUTONOMOUS DISCRETE SYSTEMS WITH
NON-UNIFORM EXPANSION

PABLO G. BARRIENTOS AND ABBAS FAKHARI

AssTrACT. We study the ergodicity of non-autonomous discrete dynamical systems with non-
uniform expansion. As an application we get that any uniformly expanding finitely generated
semigroup action of C1** local diffeomorphisms of a compact manifold is ergodic with re-
spect to the Lebesgue measure. Moreover, we will also prove that every exact non-uniform
expandable finitely generated semigroup action of conformal C'** local diffeomorphisms of a
compact manifold is Lebesgue ergodic.

1. ERGODICITY OF FINITELY GENERATED SEMIGROUP ACTIONS WITH NON-UNIFORM EXPANSION

Alocal C"-diffeomorphism f : M — M of a boundaryless compact differentiable manifold
M is said to be uniformly expanding if in some smooth metric f stretches every tangent vector.
To be precise, if for some choice of a Riemannian metric || - ||, thereis 0 < 0 < 1 such that

IDf(x)" Y <o forall x € M.

In [23], Sullivan and Shub proved that every Cl+a uniformly expanding circle local diffeo-
morphism is ergodic with respect to Lebesgue measure. On the other hand, the regularity of
this result cannot be improved. Indeed, Quas constructed in a C! uniformly expanding
map of the circle which preserves Lebesgue measure, but for which Lebesgue measure is
non-ergodic. Although rather folklore is the extension to greater dimension of the Sullivan
procedure, a rigorous proof that every C*¢ uniformly expanding local diffeomorphisms of
M is Lebesgue-ergodic can be easily deduced from Theorem 1.1(c), pg. 167].

We will extend the usual definition of a uniformly expanding map to a semigroup I
finitely generated by local diffefomorphisms fi, ..., f;. Consider Q = {1,...,d}N. For a given
sequence w = w1ws - - - € ) we define the orbital branch corresponding to w by

ﬂ:fwno...ofwzofw1 foralln > 1.

We say that the action of I' on M is uniformly expanding (along an orbital branch) if there exist
w € Q, A >1and C > 0 such that for every x € M,

IDfI(x)ol| = CA"|lv|| forallve TyMand n > 1. (1)

Finitely generated semigroup actions by uniformly expanding maps have been previously
considered in [22]. Observe that (1)) is more general an include semigroup non-necessarily
generated by expanding maps. In order to extend the above result about the ergodicity of
the Lebesgue measure for random uniformly expanding semigroup actions we need first
some definitions.
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A set A C Mis I'-invariant set if f(A) C A for all f € I'. We say that the semigroup action of
I' on M is ergodic with respect to Lebesgue measure if m(A) € {0,1} for all I'-invariant set A of M
where m denotes the normalized Lebesgue measure of M.

Theorem A. Every uniformly expanding finitely generated semigroup action of C'*% local diffeo-
morphisms of a compact manifold is ergodic with respect to Lebesgue measure.

The C!*%-regularity assumption behind the ergodicity theorems essentially related to the
bounded distortion property which guarantees the preservation of density by the dynamics.
There are many examples that show that C!-regularity condition alone is not enough (see for
instance [6,20]). For uniformly expanding actions of C> endomorphisms the Theorem [A]can
be deduced from [14, Theorem 2.2]. We will get this theorem (for C1** local diffeomorphisms),
as a consequence of the following result which requires to introduce a generalization of
uniformly expanding actions.

We say that the action of I is non-uniformly expanding (along an orbital branch) if there is
@ = wiw; - -+ € Q such that for m-almost every x € M,

n-1
. 1 P e
lim sup - Z log|IDf,,.., (f1(x)) I <o0. (2)
n—oo i=0

The action of I' is said to be exact if for every open set B of M there are maps a sequence of
maps (gn)n in I' such that

M= U 8n(B) modulo a set of zero m-measure.

Theorem B. Every exact non-uniformly expanding finitely generated semigroup action of C1** local
diffeomorphisms of a compact manifold is ergodic with respect to Lebesgue measure.

It is clear that there are no uniformly expanding semigroup actions of diffeomorphisms.
Indeed, by definition, there exist w and n > 1 large enough such that ||D (x)"!| < 1 for all
x € M. In other words, there exists an uniformly expanding map g in the semigroup I' which
forbids I to be a semigroup of diffeomorphisms. In fact, we will show that there are no non-
uniformly expanding finitely generated semigroup actions of diffeomorphisms. Because of
this, in [10] the authors introduced a weak form of non-uniform expansion. Namely, they
ask the existence of a constant a > 0 such that for m-almost every x € M there is w € Q) such
that

n—1

lim sup % Z log|IDf,,,. ()l < —a. (3)
i=0

n—00

In this case we say that the action of I is non-uniformly strong expandable. They constructed a
large class of examples of semigroup action of diffeomorphisms satisfying this non-uniform
expansion. They proved the ergodicity of a finitely generated non-uniformly expanding
action with a finite Markov partition. However, the existence of finite Markov partitions
for finitely generated expanding actions seems to be crucial assumption, because they have
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only finitely generated Markov partitions under even strong condition of conformality (see
[17]).

In the recent paper [21, Theorem A] Rashid and Zamani claim that every non-uniformly
strong expandable transitive finitely generated semigroup action of conformal local C*¢-
diffeomorphisms is ergodic with respect to Lebesgue. However, the proof only works for
group actions of diffeomorphisms (arguments in pg. 8, lines 3-4 in the proof of Theorem A
cannot be correctly applied for forward invariant sets). Nevertheless, modifying slightly
the assumptions replacing transitivity by exactness one can recover easily the result for
semigroups. In fact, we will obtain this result assuming a weaker notion of non-uniformly
expansion. Namely, we assume that the action of I is non-uniformly expandable, that is, for
m-almost every x € M there exists w € Q such that (@) holds.

Theorem C. Every exact non-uniformly expandable finitely generated semigroup action of conformal
C'*4 Jocal diffeomorphisms of a compact manifold is ergodic with respect to Lebesgue measure.

Recall that a local diffeomorphism g is said to be conformal if there exists a function
a : M — R such that for all x € M we have that Dg(x) = a(x) Isom(x), where Isom(x) denotes
an isometry of T,M. From the above result one obtains as a corollary the main result of
about the ergodicity of the expanding minimal semigroup actions of diffeomorphisms. A
semigroup action generated by C'-diffeomorphisms fi, ..., f; of M is said to be expanding if
for every x € M there exists & in the inverse semigroup (the semigroup generated by inverse
maps f;- Lo, fd‘l) such that ||[Dh(x)7!|| < 1. It is not difficult to see that if the semigroup
action is expanding and minimal then action of the inverse semigroup is non-uniformly
expandable and exact. Hence, by the above result one gets that the action is ergodic with
respect to Lebesgue measure whether fi,..., f; are conformal C“”‘—diffeomorphisms (5,
Thm. B]). We provide more details and new examples where Theorem [Clapplies in the last
section of this work.

Observe that conditions (@), 2) and (3) only require the existence of a sequence of functions
satisfying the corresponding property. This is in fact because the above results are actually
a consequence of an abstract theory in the context of non-autonomous discrete dynamical
systems in compact metric spaces with non-uniform expansion. In the next section, §2] we
will develop this theory and in §3 we will provide the main results for non-autonomous
discrete dynamical systems. After that in §4] we obtain as a consequence the above results.

2. NON-AUTONOMOUS DISCRETE DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS WITH NON-UNIFORM EXPANSION

A non-autonomous discrete dynamical system is a pair (M, f1 ) where M is a compact metric
space and fi, = (fu)neN is a sequence of continuous maps from M to itself. As it is usual,
for each k € IN, we denote by f; ., the sequence of maps fi., : M — M for n € N and

V<id and ff < f,, 1o 0f 0f, neN.

Associated with this system we have a skew-product map F on M = IN X M given by
F(k,x) = (k + 1, f¢(x)). Observe that F"(k, x) = (k + n, f;(x)) for all n > 0.
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We consider a Borel probability measure m on M which is non-singular for f; «, thatis, both
m(f,(A)) = 0 and m(f, '(A)) = 0 whenever m(A) = 0 for all n € IN. We want to understand
the long-term behavior of the fiberwise orbits of typical points in M with respect to the
measure m. To do this, we will study forward f; .-invariant sets, i.e, measurable sets A so that
fn(A) C A for all n € N. Namely, we will study the following definition:

Definition 2.1. We say that a measure m is locally f -ergodic if for every forward f -invariant
measurable set A of M with positive m-measure, there exists an open set B of M such that m(B\ A) = 0.
If the measure of B is uniformly bounded away from zero, we say that m is locally strong f; «-ergodic.
This means that there is ¢ > 0 such that for every forward fi -invariant set A of M with positive
measure there exists an open set B with m(B) > ¢ such that m(B \ A) = 0.

Firstly we give some basic properties of m which will be useful later.

Lemma 2.2. The support of m is a forward fi «-invariant set. Moreover, for any r > 0 there exists
b1(r) > 0 such that m(B(x,r)) > by(r), for every x € supp(m).

Proof. Given x € supp(m). At he first, we claim that f,(x) also belongs to the support of m. By
contradiction, assume that every small neighborhood of f,(x) has null m-measure. Since m
is non-singular and f, is a continuous map this implies that small neighborhoods of x have
also null m-measure. This contradicts x € supp(m). The second claim is straightforward.
Assume again, by contradiction, that there exists » > 0 and a sequence (x,),eN in supp(m)
such that m(B(x,,7)) — 0 as n — oo. Since supp(m) is a compact set, the sequence must
accumulate at some point z in the support of m. Then m(B(z, r)) < liminf, e m(B(x,, 7)) = 0
which contradicts z € supp(m). m]

In the sequel, we want to study the local ergodicity of non-autonomous systems. We
will review the theory of hyperbolic preballs and hyperbolic times introduced by Alves [I] for
autonomous systems and extended by Alves and Vilarinho [4] for random maps under as-
sumptions of non-uniform expansions. This theory has been deeply studied and generalized
in many works as [2} 3 24]. We state it in the context of non-autonomous systems.

2.1. Hyperbolic preballs: Here, we give two sufficient conditions to get local ergodicity.
This starts by introducing the notion of hyperbolic pre-balls.

Definition 2.3. Let 6 > 0and 0 < A < 1. Given n > 1 and (k, x) € M, we say that a neighborhood
Vi (x) of x in M is a (6, A)-hyperbolic preball of order 1 of fi,« for the point (k, x) if

(1) the map f]' : M — M sends V}!(x) homeomorphically onto the open ball B(f"(x), 6) centered
at the point f,'(x) and of radius o,
(2) for every y,z € Vi!(x)

d(fi), @) <A y), @) fori=0,...,n-1. @
Remark 2.4. Notice that (1)) and @) can be extended to the closure of Vi(x).
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In addition, we will need that the hyperbolic preballs have a good control of the distortion
with respect to the measure m. To be more clear, we give the following definition.

Definition 2.5. Let 6 > 0 and 0 < A < 1. We say that a point (k,x) € M has a infinitely many
(6, A)-hyperbolic preballs with bounded distortion if there exist a sequence of (5, A)-hyperbolic
preballs VZ"(x) of order n; where n; — oo and a constant K = K(5, A, k) > 0 such that for each i € N,

m(f,"(A)) _ 1)

m(f(B) ~  m(B)

for all pair of measurable sets A, B C V,'(x). (5)

In what follows, we show local ergodicity under the assumption that almost every point
has infinitely many hyperbolic preballs with bounded distortion. This assumption can be
interpreted in two different ways. The first criterium will be used to get local ergodicity
of non-uniform expanding non-autonomous systems. The second will be applied latter for
non-uniform expandable non-autonomous systems.

2.1.1. First criterium: preballs with bounded distortion. We assume the existence of a state
{k} x M in which almost every point has infinitely many hyperbolic preballs with bounded
distortion.

Proposition 2.6. If there is k € IN such that for m-almost every point x € M there exist 5 = 6(x) > 0
and 0 < A = A(x) < 1 so that (k,x) has infinitely many (6, A)-hyperbolic preballs with bounded
distortion then m is locally fi «-ergodic.

Proof. Given 6 > 0and 0 < A <1, we define
Zs ) = {(k,x) € M : the point (k, x) has infinitely many (6, A)-hyperbolic preballs}.

Let Z be the union of Zs, for 0 < 6 and 0 < A < 1. We denote by Z(k) the section of Z
on {k} x M. Thatis, Z(k) = {x € M : (k,x) € Z}. Since Zs) C Zs » for any 0 < ¢’ < 6 and

0< A <A <1wecan write
def
Z= U U Zsy) = Uzl/n,l—l/n-
0<6 0<A<1 n>1

Let A be a forward f; -invariant set of M with positive m-measure. Since the support of m
is also forward f; o-invariant we can assume that A C supp(m). We need to show that there
exists an open set B of M so that m(B \ A) = 0. Notice that, by assumption, there exists k € IN
such that m(A N Z(k)) = m(A) > 0. Thus, there exist 6 = 6(A) > 0and 0 < A = A(A) < 1 such
that A = AN Z;s (k) has positive m-measure, where Z; 1 (k) = {x € M : (k,x) € Zs,}. Moreover,
since A C A and A is by assumption forward fi «-invariant then f,(A) C A for all n € IN.
Additionally, every point (k, x) where x € A has infinitely many (6, A)-hyperbolic preballs.
The rest of the proof follows the argument of [4] Prop. 2.13] which is inspired by [2] .

Let y > 0 be some small number. By the regularity of m and since m(A) > 0, there is a
compact set A, c Aand an open set A, o Asuch that m(A,\ A.) < ym(A). Notice that, for any
x € A. we have a (6, A)-hyperbolic preball V}(x) of order n = n(x) contained in A,. Let W (x)
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be the part of VI’Z (x) which is sent homeomorphically by f,? onto the open ball B( fl? (x),0/4).
By compactness, there are xy,...,x, € A, such that

A.CcWiU---UW, where W, = W/i(x;) and n; = n(x;) fori=1,...,r. (6)
Assume that

{ny,...,n} ={nj,...,ng} withnj <---<ng

Let I; be the maximal subset of {1, ..., r} such that for each i € I both n; = nj and W;nW; = 0
for every j € I with j # i. Inductively we define I, for £ = 2, ..., s as follows: supposing that
Ii,...,I—1 have already been defined, let I, be a maximal set of {1, ..., r} such that for each
i €lgbothn; =ny,and WiNnW; =0 forevery je [ U--- Ul withi# j. SetI=5 U---Ul. By
construction, we have that W; for i € [ are pairwise disjoint sets.

We will prove that the family of set V; = V;:i(xi) fori € I covers A.. Indeed, by construction,
given any W; with j = 1,...,r, there is some i € [ with n; < nj such that W; N W; # (. Taking
images by f/", we have f"(W;) N B(f"(x;),6/4) # 0. Since W; is contained in the (5, 1)-
hyperbolic preball V; of order n; and n; < nj, by definition of hyperbolic preballs,

0

diam(f*(W))) < A"~ diam(f,’ (W) < >

Hence f; ‘(Wj) c B( I? ‘(x;),0). This gives that W; c V;. Taking into account (@), we get that
the family of sets V; for i € I covers A..

Observe that by the bounded distortion property (§) applied to A = W; and B = V; we get
K = K(6, A, k) > 0 such that

mB( (), 5/4)
m(B(f" (), 0))

According to Lemma 2.2] the measure of any ball centered at a point in the support of m is

m(W;) > K

(V).

lower comparable with its radius and thus we can find a constant 7 = 7(, A, k) > 0 so that
m(W;) = tm(V;) for all i € I. Hence

m((_Jwi) =Y mWy) = 7Y m(vi) = m(|_Jvi) > tm(Ao) >

iel i€l iel i€l

%m(/i).
The last inequality is obtained from the fact that m(A;) > (1 — y)m(A) and choosing y > 0
small enough which it is possible because the constant T does not depend on . Now, we are
going to prove the existence of i € I in such away that
m(W; \ A) 4
m(W;) T’

Indeed, otherwise we get the following contradiction.

)

~ o 2 ~
ymA) = m(AN\ A = m Wi\ A = Tmd_Jwp > ymA).
i€l i€l
Finally, we obtain the required open ball B. Since f,? (A) c A and : " is injective on W;, we
have

(£ W) \ A) < m(F5 W)\ £5(A) = m(£“ (Wi \ A).
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By the distortion property, relation (7) and taking in mind that f (Wy) = i(x), 0/4), we
get

m(B(f,"(x),6/4) \ A) - m(f (W \A < Wi \ A) _ 2Ky
mBUIE,04) - m(rW) o mW) T
which can obviously be made arbitrarily small, letting y — 0. From this, one easily deduces,
taking an accumulation point of this balls, that there is a ball B of radius 6/4 where the
relative measure of A is one. This completes the proof. ]

Remark 2.7. In the above proof, the radius of the obtained open ball depends only on 6 > 0 but it
may be vary from an invariant set to another one. To get strong local fi «-ergodicity, we must ask
that 6 > 0 and 0 < A < 1, in the statement of the proposition, are uniform on x. In other words, we
need that m(Zs (k)) = 1, for some k € IN.

2.1.2. Second criterium: preballs with reqularity. Now, we assume that almost every point x has
infinitely many hyperbolic preballs, but probably in different states {k} x M. This assumption
is obviously weaker than the previous condition. To prove the local ergodicity, we also need
to assume that the preballs have a good control of the regularity.

Definition 2.8. Let 6 > 0 and 0 < A < 1. We say that a point (k,x) € M has infinitely many
regular (6, A)-hyperbolic preballs if there exist a sequence of (6, A)-hyperbolic preballs V; = VZ"(x)
of order n; where n; — oo and a constant L = L(6, A, k) > 0 such that

m(B(x, R;)) < Lm(B(x,1;)), forallie€ N (8)

where B(x, R;) and B(x, r;) are, respectively, the smallest ball around x containing V; and the largest
ball around x contained in V.

The following proposition shows local ergodicity under the assumption of the existence
of infinitely many regular preballs with bounded distortion. Here, we also need to assume
that the metric measure space (M, d, m) satisfies the density point property. That is, for any
measurable set A of M,

711)1%1+ % =1, form-almostall x € A. 9)
This property holds in any metric space for which Besicovitch’s Covering Theorem holds. In
particular, it holds for any Borel probability measure in Euclidean spaces. Also, it is satisfied
for any Borel probability measure in a Polish ultra-metric space and for the Cantor space 2N
with the coin-tossing measure and the usual distance. In general metric spaces this is not
necessarily the case [15]. As another relatively general mode of this property, one can refer
to the weak locally doubling measure m (see [12, Thm. 3.4.3]) in the sense that

m(B(x, 2r))

limsup ————= < o, for m-almost all x € M.
ok m(B(x, )

Proposition 2.9. Assume that (M, d, m) satisfies the density point property. If for m-almost every
point x € M there are k = k(x) € N, 6 = 6(x) > 0and 0 < A = A(x) < 1 so that (k,x) has infinitely
many regular (6, A)-hyperbolic preballs with bounded distortion then m is locally f1 «-ergodic.
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Proof. Let A be a forward f; .-invariant set with positive m-measure. By the density point

property m-almost every point in A is a density point. That is, it satisfies (@). By the

assumption we find a density pointx € A, k = k(x) € N, 6 = 6(x) > 0and 0 < A = A(x) < 1so0

that (k, x) has a nested sequence of regular (6, A)-preballs V; = Vzi (x) of order n; — oo with

bounded distortion. Let z be an accumulation point of f; ‘(x). Then taking a subsequence if

it is necessary we have B(z,0/2) C B( ‘(x), 0) for all i large enough. On the other hand, since
(A) Cc Aand f is injective on V;, we have

m(fH (V) \ A) <m(fF (V) \ f1(A) = m(f7 (Vi \ A)).

By the distortion property and the regularity of the preballs, having into account that I? vy =
B( : ‘(x), 0), it follows that for every i large enough

m(B(z,6/2) \ A) _ M (Vi) \ A) _m (Vi\ A)) < MVi\A)

m(M) Com(fEV)) T m(fE(vy) T m(V)
mBE,Ri) \A) mBE,Ri)) _ o mBER)\A)
- mBRy))  mBx, 1) m(B(x, R))

where B(x, R;) and B(x, r;) are, respectively, the smallest ball around x containing V; and the
largest ball around x contained in V;. Taking limit as i — oo, since V; is nested then R; — 0
and since x is a density point of A, we get that m(B(z,6/2) \ A) = 0. This completes the proof
of the proposition. |

Remark 2.10. To get strong local fi «-ergodicity it suffices to ask that 6 > 0 and 0 < A < 1 in the
statement of the proposition are uniform on x.

Remark 2.11. Proof of Proposition 2.9 actually shows the following: if x is a density point of a
f1,00-invariant set A such that there is k = k(x) € N, 6 = 6(x) > 0and 0 < A = A(x) < 1 then there
is z such that m(B(z,6/2) \ A) =

2.2. Hyperbolic preballs with bounded distortion. Here, we will study how we can get
hyperbolic preballs with bounded distortion. First we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.12. For each n € IN, consider functions 1, : M — R and assume that there exist k € IN,
0<a<1,e>0andaconstant C = Ci(e, &) > 0 such that

[Un(x) = Pu(y)l < Crd(x, v)*, forallx,y e Mwithd(x,y) <eandn > k. (10)

Then any (6, A)-preball V}(x) of order n for a point (k,x) € Mwith0 <6 <€, 0 <A <1thereisa
constant K = exp(Crd%(1 — A%)™1) > 0 such that

K™t < o0 kn=Snvld) < K, forall y,z € VI(x)
where
n—1 ‘
Sup=) WoF
i=0

denotes the n-th Birkhoff sum of a function 1 : M — R given by y(k, x) = ¢i(x).
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Proof. For any pair of points y,z € V}(x), by definition of (4, 6)-hyperbolic preball (see also
Remark 2.4),

d(fi(y), fiz)) < A"d(f1 (), f(z) < A5 <e foralli=0,...,n—1

and thus
1 .
1Sk, y) = Suo(k,2)] < Z ki (L)) = YrsiC Fi)]
i=0
n-1
Crd(fiw), fi@)* < Z CrAtDage,
i=0
It is then enough to take K = exp(Z;iO CrA*6%) = exp(Crd* (1 = A%)71) > 0. O

In order to get the bounded distortion property we will need to suppose that the measure
mis f w-conformal. That is, for each n € IN we have some function 1, : M — R such that

m(fu.(A)) = f e ¥ dm(x), for every measurable set A so that f,|4 is injective.
A

Surely, any absolutely continuous measure is conformal, by the definition. Also, there are
several examples of conformal measures appearing in the literature (see [8], for a large class
of examples).

In fact, the concept of f; ..-conformal measure allows us to have varying Jacobians with
respect to the dynamics in the sequence.

Proposition 2.13. Assume that m is f -conformal as above and there exists k € N, 0 < a < 1,
€ > 0 such that the functions (Vy,), satisfy the locally Holder condition (I0). Then any (5, A)-preball
of a point (k,x) € M with 0 < 6 <€, 0 < A < 1 has bounded distortion, i.e., satisfies (B)) with
distortion constant K = K(6, A, C) uniform on x and on the order of the preball.

Proof. We consider 0 <6 <¢,0 <A <1and a (§,A)-hyperbolic preball V}!(x) of order n for
a point (k,x) € M. Let A, B be a pair of measurable sets in V}/(x). By the conformality of the
measure, it is not hard to see that

m(f]:l(A)) = ‘[Ae_snw(k,Z)dm(z) < Sup e—SWIJJ(k,Z) m(A)
z€A

and
m(f]:l(B)) = ﬁe_snw(k’y)dm(y) > ;1615 e_Snw(er) m(B)

where 5,1 denotes the n-th Birkhoff sum of a function ¢ : M — R given by (k, x) = {(x)
From this and Lemma[2.12]one easily concludes the proposition. o
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2.3. Hyperbolic times. Now, we will provide a sufficient condition to get a hyperbolic
preball. In order to do this, we first need to restrict the class of non-autonomous discrete
dynamical systems f; .o = (fn)» that we are considering.

We suppose that f, : M — M for all n € N are local homeomorphisms with uniform Lipschitz

constant for the inverse branches. This means that there is a function ¢ : M — R such that for
each (k, x) € M there exists a neighborhood V of x so that f; : V — f(V) is invertible and

d(y,z) < ok, x)d(f(y), fr(z)), forall foreveryy,ze V.

Definition 2.14. Let 0 < 0 < 1. A positive integer n € IN is called o-hyperbolic time of fi « for
the point (k, x) € M if

n-1
H Q(F'(k,x)) <of, for€=1,...,n where F(k,x) = (k+i, fi(x)).

i=n—{

The following proposition shows that existence of hyperbolic times implies the existence
of hyperbolic preballs.

Proposition 2.15. For any € > 0 there is 0 < 6, < € such that if n € N is a o-hyperbolic time of
f1,00 for a point (k, x) € M then (k, x) has a (6x, A)-hyperbolic preball of order n where A = o.

Proof. First of all we will set 6; > 0. To do this we fix € > 0. For each k € IN, since f; is a local
homeomorphism, for every x € M there is 0 < 6x, < € such that f; sends a neighborhood
U(k, x) of x homeomorphically onto an open ball of radius 0 , centered at fr(x) and satisfying

d(y,2) < ok, x) d(f(y), fi(z)) forall y,z € U(k, x). (11)

By compactness of M, we can choose a uniform radius oy > 0. Otherwise we find a sequence
of points x, € M converging to a point ¥ and with 6;,, — 0. Hence, we obtain that Oy z
must to be zero obtaining a contradiction. Thus we get that f, : U(k,x) — B(fr(x),6) is a
homeomorphism satisfying (IT). Moreover, without loss of generality, using the order of IN,
we can assume that 6; > Oy, for all k € IN.

Now we will show the proposition by induction on n. Let n = 1 be a o-hyperbolic time
of a point (k,x). This implies that ¢(k,x) < 0. Let V; (x) be the neighborhood U(k, x) of x
obtained above. Hence we have that f; sends homeomorphically V}(x) onto the open ball
B(f(x), 6x) and

d(y,z) < ek, x)d(fi(y), fr(z)) < od(fi(y), fk(z)), forally,ze V;(x).

Thus, V; (x) is a (6k, 0)-hyperbolic preball of order n = 1 at the point (k, x).

Now, assuming the proposition holds for n, we prove it for n + 1. Namely, we assume that
if n is a o-hyperbolic time of a point (k, x), there exists a (6, 0)-hyperbolic preball VI’Z (x) and
additionally it holds that

fi(Vix) c U(F'(k,x)), fori=0,...,n—1.
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Let n + 1 be a o-hyperbolic time of a point (k, x). Hence,

n-1 n
H Q(F'(F(k, x))) = H o(Fik,x) <of, fort=1,...,n
i=n—{ j=n+1-¢

and thus 7 is a o-hyperbolic time of the point F(k, x) = (k+1, fx(x)). By induction, there exists
a (0x+1,0)-hyperbolic preball V of order n at the point F(k,x). This means that f , sends
homeomorphically V onto B(f/" , (fx(x)), 6x+1) and

d(ff, @), £, @) <" d(fL (@), f1,@), forallg,zeV,i=0,...,n-1.  (12)

Notice that, in fact, V' C B(fi(x), O) since applying the above inequality for i = 0 and recalling
that 0y > Or41, we have that

d(F, fi(x) < 0" d(fl @), fid k() < 0"0ps1 < O

Therefore, there is a neighborhood VI’:“ (x) of x which is sent homeomorphically by f, onto V.
Moreover, VI’:“(x) C U(k, x). On the other hand, by the induction hypothesis, we have also
that

LV () = fi1(V) c UFEHF(k,x)) = U(F'(k,x)) fori=1,...,n.
Now, we must show that for every y,z € VZ”(x) it holds that
A(f), f@) < A ), {7 @), forall j= 0, n (13)
Applying (I2) we obtain (I3) for j = 1,...,n. Thus, it is enough to check it for j = 0. This
follows applying recursively
d(y,z) < ok, )d(fi(y), fi(2)) < -~ < H Q(F'(k, )A(f (), £ (2)
i=0

forany y,z € V]’:“(x). Since n + 1 is a o-hyperbolic time of (k, x) we complete the proof. O

2.4. Expanding/expandable measures. In this subsection, we study how to get hyperbolic
times. We will continue assuming that f . = (fu)x is @ non-autonomous discrete system of
local homeomorphisms f, with uniform Lipschitz constant ¢(n,x) = @,(x) for the inverse
branches as in the previous section. Additionally we assume that

sup{—log p(k,x) : x € M,k € N} < co.
For k € N and a > 0, let M(k, a) be the set of points x € M such that
lim sup — Z log ¢(F'(k, x)) < —a.
n—oo Z 0

Proposition 2.16. If x € M(k, a) then there is 0 = exp(—a/2) such that (k,x) has infinitely many
o-hyperbolic times.
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Proof. For every x € M(k,a) and N sufficiently large we have

Z

~log (F'(k, x)) = Na.

Il
o

Taking a; = —log qo(Fi(k, x)) —a/2, we have ap + --- + ay_1 > aN/2. By Pliss lemma (c.f. [4
Lemma 4.2]) with
c=a/2 and A =sup{-loge(i,z)—a/2:z€M,ic N} < o,

therearet > ON, 0 =c/Aand 1 <n; <--- <ny < N such that
nj—1
Zai >0, forn=0,...,nj—landj=1,... ¢t
1=n
Therefore,
n;—1

-
Y log p(Fi(k, 1) < g(n]-—n), forn=0,...,nj—landj=1,...,t
i=n

By taking 0 < 0 = exp(—4/2) < 1and ¢ = nj — n, we get

nj—l
H qo(Fi(k,x)) <o fort=0,...,nj—land j=1,...,¢

i=n j—f

This implies that n; for j = 1,...,t are o-hyperbolic times of F for (k,x). Since t — oo as
N — oo we obtain infinitely many hyperbolic times and complete the proof. m]

Following [19], we say that a measure m is fi o-expanding if there is k € N so that

1 n—1 '
lim sup - Z log @(F'(k,x)) <0, for m-almost every x € M.
n—o0 i=0
Observe that equivalently, one can ask that the above limit holds at (1, x), for m-almost every
x € M. If the limit is uniformly far away from zero, as in the above proposition, i.e., if there
is a > 0 such that m(M(1,a)) = 1, we say that m is strong f; «-expanding.

Similarly, we will say that m is f; w-expandable if for m-almost every x € M there is
k = k(x) € IN such that

n—1

lim sup % Z log (p(Fi(k, x)) < 0.
i=0

n—00

In addition, if thereisa > 0 uniform on x so that for m-almost every x € M thereisk = k(x) € N
such that x € M(k, a), then we say that m is strong fi «-expandable.

As a consequence of the above proposition, we have the following:

Corollary 2.17. It holds that,
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(1) if mis f c0-expanding (resp. strong fi «-expanding) then for m-almost every x € M there
exists 0 < 0 = o(x) < 1 (resp. 0 < 0 < 1 uniform on x) such that the point (1,x) € M has
infinitely many o-hyperbolic times.

(2) if mis f1 c0-expandable (resp. strong fi o-expandable) then for m-almost every x € M there
exist k = k(x) e Nand 0 < 0 = o(x) < 1 (resp. 0 < ¢ < 1 uniform on x) such that (k, x) has
infinitely many o-hyperbolic times.

2.5. Locally geodesic metric spaces. A metric space is said to be locally geodesic (or locally
1-quasiconvex) if each point has a neighborhood U such that for each pair of points x, y € U,
there is a rectifiable curve y joining x and y with length £(y) = d(x, y). In this subsection, we
assume that (M, d) is locally geodesic and we show how expanding/expandable measures
and regular hyperbolic preballs can be obtained in this case.

2.5.1. Expanding/expandable measures. In the two previous subsection, we assumed that the
non-autonomous system fi . = (fy)n, formed by local homeomorphisms f, have uniform
Lipschitz constant ¢(1,x) = @,(x) for the inverse branches. That is, satisfying 2.3). An
a priori weaker condition is to assume that maps f, have pointwise Lipschitz constants
O(n,x) = 0,(x) > 0 for the inverse branches. That is, there is a positive bounded functions
0, : M — R such that for each x € M it holds

d 7
On(x)™! = lim i 2 @), @)
y—x d(x, )
According to [9] Cor. 2.4], any pointwise Lipschitz map on a locally geodesic metric space

(M, d) is uniformly Lipschitz. Moreover, by [9, Lemma 2.3], restricting f, to a small neigh-
borhood V of x, one gets

d(y,z) < 1Ol v d(fu(y), fu(2)), forally,zeV.

Thus we can take @(n,x) = ”6””00,V' In addiction, if 0 : M — R, given by 0(n,x) = 0,,(x)
is a continuous function (with the discrete topology in IN) or equivalently, 0, : M — R is
a continuous map, for all n € IN then one can get also an upper estimative. Indeed, since
On(x) < 07120,(x), for all 0 < ¢ < 1, by the continuity, one can find a small neighborhood
V = V(o) of x such that

@1, %) = [|0nll yy < 0720u(x) = 070(n, x).
Hence,

n-1 n—1
lim sup % Y log O(F'(k,x)) < lim sup % Y log p(Fi(k, 1)
i=0 i=0

n—-oo n—-oo

n—1

< limsup % Z log O(Fi(k, x)) — % log o.

—00 :
n i=0

Consequently, by taking o = o(x) close enough to one, we get the following:
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Proposition 2.18. Given x € M, there is a = a(x) > 0 such that x € M(k, a) if and only if

111—1 ‘
limsup — Y log O(F'(k,x)) < 0.
an; g O(F (k, )

Moreover, m is (strong) F-expanding/expandable if and only if it holds

n-1
lim sup % Z log O(F'(k, x)) < —a

—00 .
n i=0

under the corresponding quantification assumptions and a > 0.

2.5.2. Regular hyperbolic preballs. Next, we are going to show how we can get regular preballs.
To do this, we need to imose some extra conditions on the metric measure space (M, d, m)
and also on the non-autonomous dynamical systems f .o = (f1)neN-

We will assume that the measure m is locally doubling (see [12] pg. 326]), i.e., thereare p > 0
and L > 0 such that

m(B(x, 2r)) < Lm(B(x, )
for each x € M and each 0 < r < p. Every locally doubling metric measure space satisfies the
density point property.
Finally, we will impose that f; .o = (fu)neN is conformal in the sense that f, is a conformal
map for all n € N. Namely, there is a function ¢, : M — R such that for every x € M

o BEEEW) _

y=x  d(x,y)

Observe that, in this case
On(x) = e?®  forallx e Mand n € N.

Proposition 2.19. Let f1 o = (fu)neN be a conformal non-autonomous discrete system on a locally
geodesic compact metric measure space (M, d, m), where m is locally doubling. If there are k € IN,
0<e€ 0<a<landCy=Cle a) > 0such that

l$,,(x) — o, (W) < Crd(x, y)*, forallx,y € Mwithd(x,y) <eandn >k,

then any (6, A)-hyerbolic preball of order n of a point (k,x) € Mwith0 < 6 <€,0 < A < 1is regular,
i.e., satisfies (8) with reqularity constant L(e, A, k) > 0, uniform on x and on the order of the pre-ball.

Proof. At the first, note that by compactness of M, one can assume that any ball of radius less
than € > 0 is contained in a geodesic neighborhood. On the other hand, it is not difficult to
see that for every (k, x) € M and n € IN it holds that

d(f*(x), f"
im (fk ( ) fk (y)) _ e_sn(;b(k/x),
y=x o d(x,y)
where S,,¢ denotes the n-th Birkhoff sum of a function ¢ : M — R given by ¢(k, x) = ¢x(x).
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Claim 2.20. Forany 0 < 6 < eand 0 < A < 1, there exists K = exp(Cd*(1 — A%)71) > 0 such
that for any (6, A)-hyperbolic pre-ball V}(x) of order n of a point (k, x) € M, it holds

K 1em0®9d(y, 2) < d(f(y), f{'(2)) < Ke > d(y,z),  forall y,z € V().

Proof. By Lemma 2.12] and Hélder assumption of ¢, we find K = exp(Cx6*(1 — A%)71) > 0
such that

Kt < #r0k)=50ka < K forall y,z € V().

In particular,

e 5Pk < Kem5n0kx) and SiPky) < K59k forall y e Vi(x).

This implies that the uniform norms lle=5"?||oo and ||e%?||eo in VZ (x) are bounded by Ke=Sn¢(kx)
and KeSn9k) respectively. Let y and z be a pair of points in the closure of V]Z’ (x) and consider
a geodesic ) joints them, i.e., a rectificable curve with length £(y) = d(y, z). According to [9,
Lemma 2.3],

A(f(y), £1(2)) < lle™>"]leo €(y) < Ke 5?6 d(y, z). (14)

Notice that the inverse map of f : V}!(x) — B(f/(x),0) is also conformal with pointwise
Lipschitz constant given by the exponential of S, ¢(k, y). Hence, arguing similarly, as above,
one has that

A(y,2) < KeS&9 d(f(y), (), forall y,z € V(D). (15)
Putting together (14) and (I5), we conclude the proof of the claim. m]

Now, let B(x,R) and B(x, r) be, respectively, the smallest ball around x containing Vi(x)
and the largest ball around x contained in V}(x). Take y and z in the boundary of V}!(x) so
that d(x, y) = R and d(x, z) = r. By the above claim

oK 1%k <y < R < KeSnPkm)g, (16)

In particular, the ratio of r and R do not depend on n. Equation (I6) implies that R < 7,
where t = K2 = exp(2C6%(1 - A9)~1). Since m is locally doubling, being 6 > 0 small enough
(this holds if € > 0 is small) one gets that

m(B(x, R)) < m(B(x, tr)) <1< oo

m(B(x,r)) — m(B(x, 1))
and this completes the proof. O

3. MAIN RESULTS ON NON-AUTONOMOUS DISCRETE DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

Now, we give the main results of the paper. In order to do this we sumarize the assump-
tions that we need. We have a non-autonomous discrete system fi oo With fi oo = (fu)nen On
a metric measurable space (M, d, m) or equivalently a skew-product map

F:NXxM—oNxM,  Fkx) =(k+1,fi(x)

under the following assumptions:



16 BARRIENTOS AND FAKHARI

(H1) Hypothesis on metric space: (M, d) is a compact metric space.

(H2) Hypothesis on the fiber maps: f, : M — M, for all n € IN, is a local homeomorphism
with uniform Lipschitz constant for the inverse branches. That is, for every n € N,
there is a function ¢, : M — R such that for each x € M there exists a neighborhood V
of x in such away that f, : V — f,(V) is invertible and

ad(y,z) < eu(x)d(fu(y), fu(z)), forall for every y,z € V.
Additionally, we assume that sup{—log @,(x) : x € M,n € N} < co.

(H3) Hypothesis on the measure: m is a Borel probability on M. We also assume that
i) mis fi w-non-singular, i.e., both m(f,(A)) = 0 and m(f,, }(A)) = 0 whenever m(A) = 0;

ii) m is locally Holder f; ..-conformal. That is, there are constants 0 < a <1, € > 0 and
C1 > 0 such that for every n € IN there is a map ¢, : M — R so that

(i) = [ & dn
A
for every measurable set A such that f,|4 is injective and satisfying that

[Un(x) — Yn(y)l < Crd(x, y)* forall x,y € M with d(x,y) < e and n € N.

Recalling the notion of local ergodicity in Definition2.Tlwe have the following main result.

Theorem 3.1. Let fi o« = (fu)new be a non-autonomous discrete dynamical system on the metric
measure space (M, d, m) under the assumption [(HIL)| [(H2)|and [(H3)} Suppose also that there is a > 0
such that

n—1
lim sup % Z log (pi+1(f1i(x)) < —a for m-almost every x € M
n—o0 i=0
where fl0 = id and fll = f; 0o f,. Then the probability measure m is locally f1 -ergodic ifa =0
and strong locally f1 «-ergodic ifa > 0.

Proof. By assumption m is (strong) fi -expanding for a = 0 (resp. a > 0). According to
Corollary 2.17) for m-almost every x € M we have 0 < ¢ = g(x) < 1 (resp. 0 < ¢ < 1 uniform
on x) such that (1, x) has infinitely many o-hyperbolic times. By Propositions and
there are 0 < 01 < € and A = ¢ such that (1, x) has infinitely many (61, A)-hyperbolic preballs
with bounded distortion. Finally by Proposition B.2] (resp. Remark [2.7) we obtain that m is
locally (strong) ergodic as we want to prove. a

In order to state the second main result we need to impose slightly strong hypothesis on
the measure metric space and the non-autonomous discrete dynamical system.

(H1*) Hypothesis on metric space: (M, d) is a compact locally geodesic metric space.

(H2*) Hypothesis on the fiber maps: f; . is locally Holder conformal. That is, there are
constants 0 < &« < 1, € > 0 and C; > 0 such that for each n € IN there is a function
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¢n : M — R so that for every x € M,
lim a(fu(x), fu(y)) — p=Pu®)
y—ox d(x,y)

and
[Pn(x) — Pu(y)] < Crd(x, y)* forallx,y € Mwithd(x,y) <eandn e N.
Additionally, we assume that
sup{—d,(x) : x € M,n € N} < co.

(H3*) Hypothesis on the measure: m is a fi -non-singular locally Hoélder f; .-conformal
Borel probability measure on M as in|(H3)| We also assume that m is locally doubling,
i.e., there are p > 0 and a constant L > 0 such that

m(B(x,2r)) < Lm(B(x, r))

for any ball B(x, r) of radius 0 < ¥ < p and x € M.

Observe that by setting 0,,(x) = e?™, according to §2.5.1]we have that actually the maps
fn are local homeomorphisms with uniform Lipschitz constant ¢, (x) = [|O,llw,v at a neigh-

borhood V of x. Thus, hypothesis|[(H1*)H(H3*)|implies |(H1)H(H3)|

Theorem 3.2. Let fi o = (fu)nen be a non-autonomous discrete dynamical system on the metric

measure space (M,d, m) under the assumption |(H1*)| |((H2*)| and [(H3*)} Suppose also that there is
a > 0 such that for m-almost every x € M there is k = k(x) € IN such that

n—oo

n-1
lim sup % Z O (fi(0) < —a 17)
i=0

where 0 =id and f} = f . o---o f. Then the probability measure m is locally fi e-ergodic if
a = 0 and strong locally f, «-ergodic if a > 0.

Proof. From Proposition 2.18] (IZ) implies that the measure m is (strong) fi «-expandable if
a = 0 (resp. if a > 0). Then, according to Corollary 2.17, for m-almost every x € M we have
k=k(x) eINand 0 < 0 = 0(x) <1 (resp. 0 < ¢ < 1 uniform on x) such that (k, x) has infinitely
many o-hyperbolic times. By Propositions 2.15] 2.13] and 2.19] there are 0 < ¢, < € and
A = o such that (k, x) has infinitely many regular (6, A)-hyperbolic preballs with bounded
distortion. Finally by Proposition2.9](resp. Remark [2.10) we obtain that m is locally (strong)
ergodic. This completes the proof. m|

Remark 3.3. The assumptions [(H1*)| [(H2)| and [(H3¥) are satisfied if M is a Riemannian compact
manifold, m is the normalized Lebesque measure of M, the fiber maps f, : M — M are C'*®
local diffeomorphisms and the closure of fio = (fu)neN i compact in the space of C'*% local
diffeomorphisms of M. In this case,

6,(x) = IDfu(0) 'l and  u(x) = log|det Df,(x)]
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For instance, this is the case when there are C1** local diffeomorphisms g¢1,..., 84 so that f, €
{81,. .., 84} for all n € N or more general, f, « is a path in a random walk on Diff'**(M) induced
by a probability measure v with compact support. Indeed, since f, is C** and M is compact then
¢n = log0, and ¢, vary a-Holder continuously with Holder constants C, > 0 and H, > 0
respectively. The compactness of the closure of f1 . implies that C,,, H, and ||yl are, all of them,
uniformly bounded. Thus, in order to satisfy also [(H2¥)|we need to ask that f, is conformal, i.e.,

IDf,(x0) 7Y = IDfu)I™t forall x € Mand n € N.

4. MAIN RESULTS ON SEMIGROUP ACTIONS

Let (M, d, m) be a compact metric Borel probability space. We consider a skew-product of
the form
F:OxM—-QxM, Fw,x)=(0(w),fo(x)).

where the fibers maps f, : M — M are non-singular with respect m. We have in mind that
o is the shift map on either Q = N or Q = {1,... ,d/N. In the first case we are modeling a
non-autonomous dynamical systems fi . = (fu)nen. In the second case we have the action of
a semigroup I finitely generated by maps fi, ..., f; so that the fiber mas are locally constant.
That is, f, = fi if © = (Wy)new With wy = i. Now, we reinterpret in this setting some notions
previously introduced for semigroup action or non-autonomous dynamical systems.

4.1. Ergodicity. We will say that A C M is forward F-invariant set if f,(A) C A for all w € Q.
A forward F-invariant set A with m(A) > 0 is called an ergodic component of m with respect to
F, if it does not admit any smaller forward F-invariant subset with positive m-measure. The
measure m is called F-ergodic if M is an ergodic component. Equivalently, if m(A) € {0, 1}
for all forward F-invariant measurable set A of M. Finally, analogously to Definition 2.1 we
define locally (strong) F-ergodicity in this context.

Proposition 4.1. If m is locally strong F-ergodic then m has finitely many ergodic components.

Proof. From the strong F-ergodicity we have ¢ > 0 so that for any F-invariant set A with
positive measure there is an open ball B of uniform fixed radius with m(B) > ¢ such that
m(B\A) = 0. Since M is compact, there can be only finitely many disjoints F-invariant subsets
with positive m-measure. Hence, we only have finitely many ergodic components of m. O

The formalism of the notion of exactness with respect to m, perviously defined (to the
Lebesgue measure), in this context is the following. We say that F is m-exact if for every open
set B of M, there are sequences (1x)x and (wy)x in IN and Q respectively such that

M = U fz’;(B) modulo a set of zero m-measure.
k>1

Proposition 4.2. If F is m-exact and m is locally F-ergodic then m is F-ergodic.

Proof. Let A be a forward F-invariant measurable set. By the local ergodicity of the measure
m we get an open set B of M such that m(B \ A) = 0. First observe the following.
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Claim 4.3. For any function f we have that f(B) \ A C f(B\ A).

Proof. If x € f(B) \ A then x = f(b) ¢ A with b € B. Moreover, b ¢ A since otherwise
f() € f(A) c A. Thus, x € f(B) \ A as required. O

Now, using this claim and since F is m-exact and A is a forward F-invariant set, we get

M\AC U fz’;(B \ A) modulo a set of zero m-measure.
k>1

Since m is non-singular, we obtain that A has full m-measure and conclude the proof. m]

4.2. Proof of Theorems [A] [Bland [C Let us consider a semigroup T finitely generated by
C*a ]ocal diffeomorphisms fi, ..., f; of a compact manifold M. We consider the associated
skew-product F as above. We will first deduce Theorem [Al from Theorem [Bl

It is not difficult to see that the expansion assumption of Theorem Al implies the non-

uniform expansion assumption in Theorem [Bl Thus, we only need to prove that F is exact
(with respect to the Lebesgue measure ). This will be achieved in the following lemma:

Lemma 4.4. Assume that there exist w € Q, C > 0and A > 1 such that
IDfE(x)oll = CA"|[v|| foralln € N, x € Mandv € T M.
Then, given x € M and ¢ > 0 there exists n € IN such that M = fI(B(x, €)).

Proof. Assume by contradiction that M # f/}(B) for all n € IN where B = B(p, ¢) is the open
ball of radius ¢ and centered at x. Then, for each n € IN we may a smooth curve y, joining
fi(p) to a point y, € M\ f(B) of length less than the diameter of the manifold. Since f is a
local diffeomorphism, there is a unique curve 9, joining p to some point x € M \ B such that
fo@Pn) = yn. Hence the length of y,, is

f Ol dt = f IDFA@n(®) - (B dE = CA™ f L6 de.

But since length of 7, is larger than ¢ we arrive to a contradiction for n large enough. m]

Theorem [Blimmediately follows from Remark Theorem[3.T]and Proposition

Similarly we will prove Theorem [Cl First we need to prove that if I' is non-uniformly
expandable then the Lebesgue measure m is locally F-ergodic. To do this we proceed as in
Theorem Let A ¢ M be a I'-invariant set with 0 < m(A) < 1. Since I' is non-uniformly
expandable, we find a Lebesgue density point x € A and a sequence w € ) such that

n-1

lim sup — ZlogllDme (£ <.

n—-oo

Using Remark [3.3] we have that a non-autonomous dynamical system fj oo = (fu)nen Where
fn = fu, such that

limsup — Z log 9k+1(f1 (x) <0

—00
n =0
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where 0,(x) = [IDfy(x)7!|| is the pointwise Lipschitz constant for the inverse branches of
fu. According to Proposition 2.18] there is a = a(x) > 0 such that x € M(1,a). Then,
Proposition 2.16]implies that there is ¢ > 0 such that (1, x) has infinitely many o-hyperbolic
times. By Propositions 2.15] 2.13] and 2.19] there are 0 < 6; < € and A = ¢ such that (1, x)
has infinitely many (61, A)-hyperbolic regular preballs with bounded distortion. Finally by
Remark 2T we get that there is z such that m(B(z,6/2) \ A) = 0. This concludes that m is
locally ergodic. Finally, since by assumption, also the action of I is exact, then Proposition4.2]
concludes that m is ergodic completing the proof of Theorem[Cl

4.3. Examples. We will show some new examples where our main result Theorem[Clapplies.
As we indicated in the introduction, [21, Thm. B] has a gap in its proof and only works
for transitive group of diffeomorphisms. For semigroup action of local diffeomorphisms
Theorem [ requires that the action is exact instance transitive. From this theorem we cover
the result in [5] on the ergodicity of the Lebesgue measure for expanding minimal conformal
semigroup action of diffefomorphisms. But also Theorem[Clextends this result for semigroups
of local diffeomorphisms as we will see below. First we introduce some definitions:

Definition 4.5. The action of a semigroup T of C* local diffeomorphisms of M is said to be backward
expanding if there is for every x € M there is h € T such that |Dh(x)7!|| < 1.

Usually a semigroup action is said to be minimal if every orbit is dense. Since M is
compact, this is equivalent to ask that the whole space can be covered by finitely many
pre-images by elements of I' of any open set. For this reason we introduce the following
definition:

Definition 4.6. The action of a semigroup I of local diffeomorphisms of M is said to be backward
minimal if for every open set U C M there are maps hy, . .., hy, in I such that M = hy(U)U- - -Uh,(U).

Observe that if the action is backward minimal then it is also exact. Thus with the above
definitions, the following result is a corollary of Theorem [Cl

Corollary 4.7. Every backward expanding and backward minimal semigroup action of conformal
CY Jocal diffeomorphisms of a compact manifold is ergodic with respect to Lebesgue mesure.

Proof. We only need to note that if the action is backward expanding then also it is non-
uniformly expandable. To do this, we first observe from the compactness of M and the
C!-differentiability of the maps in T we get a finite open cover {V, ..., V,,} of M and maps
hi,..., hy, in T such that ||Dh(x)™!|| < 0 < 1forall x € V;foralli =1,...,m. Thus, given
any point x € M we can construct a sequence (i,),en With i, € {1,...,m} such that x € V},
and h; , o---oh;(x) € V; forn > 2. Letk, be the number of generators fi, ..., f; involved
in the composition of #;,. Observe that k, only take finitely many values for all n > 1. In
particular we have k € IN such that k, < kforalln € IN. Takew € Q ={1,... ,d)N such that
for=h o0 h;, where ¢, = ki + --- + k;,, for all n € IN. Hence, by the conformality of the
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generators of I' we have

-1 "
1 . . _ 1 n 1
0 Zo log IDfi,., (futO) ™Il = =7 ZO log 1D, (i ()l < 7~ log o < 7 log
]: ]:

Now one only need to write % o di fn 1 Zf;”o a; + % iee, 1% where £, < 1 < Ly

Having into account that {41 — € < k, €y < km < kn and a; = 10g||Dfo)i+1(fcf)(x))_1|| is
uniformly bounded we conclude (3). m]

Theorem C can be also used to provide new examples of semigroup actions of diffeomor-
phisms which are not expanding as the following example show.

Example 4.8. Here, we give an example of a semigroup action which is exact and non-
uniformly expanding, but not expanding. Consider the semigroup I generated by two C*¢
diffeomorphisms fy, f; on the unit interval [0, 1] with the following properties:

(1) foand f; have both exactly two fixed points: fy(0) = f1(0) = 0 and fo(1) = fi(1) = 1,
(2) Dfp(0) <1,Dfo(1) =1and Df1(0) > 1, Df1(1) < 1;
(3) log Dfo(0)/log Df1(0) ¢ ©;
(4) there are points 0 <a < ¢; < cp <b <1 such that
@) fo(ler, b U fi([a, c2]) € [a, b,
(b) Df1(x) > 1forall x € [a,c1] and Dfy(x) > 1 for all x € [c3, b],
(C) mian[CI,C2] maX{DfO(x)/ Dfl (x)} > 1.

Figure [Il shows a schematic graph of such diffeomorphisms. Since both generators have
Dfi(1) < 1 the action of semigroup I is not backward expanding on M = [0, 1]. We claim that
the action of semigroup is non-uniformly expanding. More precisely, we show that for any
x # 0,1, there w = w(x) € Q = {0, 1}N with

n—1

. 1 e
lim sup - Z log IDf,,,, (fo(x)) I <o. (18)
i=0

n—o0
The conclusion consists of two parts, completely straightforward.

1) for any x € (0, 1), there is a m = m(x) such that either f"(x) or f"(x) belongs to [a, ];
2) for any x € [a, b], there is a sequence @ = (@,)nen € Q such that

fo(x)ela,b] and Dfg,, (fi(x)) >1 foranyn > 0.

Now, for any x € (0, 1), considering the concatenation w = w(x) of the words obtaining above
we get that condition ([I8) holds along w. To complete the proof we need to show that the
action of I' is exact. To do this, first we will observe that it is enough to prove that the orbit by
the inverse semigroups, i.e., the semigroup generated by f~ land fr 1, of any pointin (0, 1) is
densein M = [0, 1]. Indeed, the density of the backward orbit provides that for each open set
U and point x € (0,1) we have a map h € I' such that x € h(U). Since (0, 1) is a Lindel6f space
we can get a countable subcover and thus we get the action of I is exact. Now, the density of
the backward orbit of any point x € (0, 1) it follows by the non-resonant case in [13| Lem. 3]
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h

fo

0 a c1 Co b
Figure 1. Diffeomorphisms fy, f1

(see also [11) Prop.2.1]) which is ours assumption that fy and f; has logarithmic rational
independent derivatives at zero.

Finally, to conclude the paper, we will prove in the following proposition that there is no
finitely generated semigroup action of diffeomorphisms in the assumptions of Theorem[Blas
we claimed in the introduction.

Proposition 4.9. There are no non-uniformly expanding finitely generated semigroup actions of
diffeomorphisms.

Proof. Suppose that I is a non-uniformly expanding finitely generated semigroup of diffeo-
morphisms. Hence , there exists w € ) such that for m-almost every x € M it holds

i LY i n-1(-1
h,ggggf;;logllngwf;,(x» I >o0.

Since ||T7Y|7* < |det T|/® for all linear operator T on a s-dimensional vector space, one has
that

-1
1 et e o 1y o
hzr_l)g}f - log|detDf; (x)| = hzr_l)g}f - ; log|det D fyi( (fo (X)) > 0.

Since f; is a diffeomorphisms for alli = 1,...,d, changing variables we have that

fldethf,(x)ldm(x) =1
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Hence, by Fatou-Lebesgue lemma since |det Df;| is uniformly bounded for all i = 1,...,d
and using the Jensen inequality we get that

0= liminfilogfldetD (x)| dm(x) > liminf% flogldetD T (x)| dm(x)

> flim inflog|det D f/(x)|dm(x) > 0.
n—oo
This provides a contradiction and concludes the proof of the proposition. m]
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