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LYAPUNOV EXPONENTS FOR TRANSFER
OPERATOR COCYCLES OF METASTABLE MAPS: A
QUARANTINE APPROACH

CECILIA GONZALEZ-TOKMAN AND ANTHONY QUAS

ABSTRACT. This works investigates the Lyapunov—Oseledets spec-
trum of transfer operator cocycles associated to one-dimensional
random paired tent maps depending on a parameter €, quantifying
the strength of the leakage between two nearly invariant regions.
We show that the system exhibits metastability, and identify the
second Lyapunov exponent \§ within an error of order €?|loge].
This approximation agrees with the naive prediction provided by a
time-dependent two-state Markov chain. Furthermore, it is shown
that A{ = 0 and A§ are simple, and the only exceptional Lyapunov
exponents of magnitude greater than — log 2 + O(loglog % / log %)
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1. INTRODUCTION

A dynamical system is called metastable if there is a time scale over
which its statistical behaviour appears to be in equilibrium, but such an
equilibrium differs from the long term (asymptotic) equilibrium for the
system. Metastability has been studied in connection with phase tran-
sitions in physics, the existence of isomers in chemistry and the presence
of slowly mixing regions in the ocean. In mathematics, metastability
has been initially studied from a probabilistic perspective; see for in-
stance the monographs [7, 2] and references therein.

In [21], Keller and Liverani pioneered the study of metastability from
a (chaotic) dynamical systems perspective. In this context, a natural
way to define metastability is through spectral properties of transfer
operators. When the system is ergodic, the transfer operator has a
unique eigenvector of eigenvalue one, describing the system’s long term
behaviour. Metastability is associated with the presence of an eigen-
value of magnitude near, but strictly less than one. Its corresponding
eigenvector, sometimes called strange eigenmode, characterises the pos-

sible behaviours of the system in relatively long, yet not asymptotic,
1
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time scales. This point of view has been developed by various authors
in [10, 12, 5, 19, 1, 6].

While the spectrum captures information about iterates of a single
operator, if the forcing is stationary, the spectral picture can often be
replaced by the so-called Oseledets decomposition, discovered by Os-
eledets in his breakthrough paper [22], and adapted to the context of
transfer operators by Froyland, Lloyd and Quas in [8, 9]. In this setup,
the largest Lyapunov exponent is zero, corresponding to a (random)
invariant measure for the system, and a natural way to define metasta-
bility is through the existence of a negative Lyapunov exponent Ay
near zero. Then, the associated Oseledets spaces provide a coherent
structure which decays at the slow exponential rate .

While the connection between autonomous and non-autonomous con-
cepts of metastability is transparent at a conceptual level, the identi-
fication of examples of random metastability has proved more elusive.
In [11], the authors investigate connections of this phenomenon with
escape rates from random sets. Very recently, there has been some
further progress: In [16] and [17], Horan provides bounds on the sec-
ond Lyapunov exponent for a class of random interval maps using cone
techniques, and in [4], Crimmins shows a result on stability for hyper-
bolic Oseledets splittings for quasi-compact cocycles, modelled on the
famous stability result of Keller and Liverani [20].

A significant obstacle in the construction of examples of random
metastable systems is that Lyapunov exponents are asymptotic quan-
tities, which are generally difficult to rigorously bound, especially from
below. In fact, it has been recently shown by the authors in [13] that
small perturbations in the dynamics can result in drastic changes in
the Lyapunov—Oseledets spectrum of a system of transfer operators.

In this work, we consider random compositions of a class of one-
dimensional piecewise smooth expanding maps, and investigate the
corresponding transfer operator cocycle in the space of functions of
bounded variation. This framework was introduced by Buzzi in [3],
where he showed existence of random absolutely continuous invariant
measures, corresponding to the first Oseledets space with associated
Lyapunov exponent equal to zero.

Here we focus on the so-called paired tent maps, defined in (1) fol-
lowing [16], and introduce a parameter €, to quantify the strength of
the leakage between nearly invariant components. We show that for
small € > 0 the second Lyapunov exponent \§ is of order e. In fact,
we identify A5 within an error of order €?|loge|. This approximation
agrees with the naive prediction that a simple coarse graining by a
time-dependent two-state Markov chain would yield, corresponding to
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a two-bin Ulam approximation scheme. In addition, we show the cor-
responding Oseledets space is one-dimensional, and in some sense close
to a step function. Therefore, it separates the two nearly invariant
components of the system, in agreement with the (random version of
the) Dellnitz—Froyland Ansatz. Furthermore, it is shown that, apart
from 0 and A§, there are no other Lyapunov exponents of magnitude
greater than —log2 + O(loglog £/log 1). It follows from [9] that all
exceptional Lyapunov exponents are greater than —log2 + O(e).

The main idea of the proof is to keep track of the mass that has
switched from one nearly invariant component to the other. One could
think of this bookkeeping procedure as a quarantine period, during
which the leaked densities are kept separate from the rest, until they
have been mixed. In this way, it is possible to identify an invariant
subset of densities, C, in some sense close to the invariant densities for
the e = 0 map, which is shown to contain a slowly decaying coherent
structure.

While our main results are stated in the context of random dynamical
systems, that is, assuming there is an ergodic process o driving the
dynamics, many of our arguments carry over to the non-stationary
setting. Indeed, one may define orbit-wise Lyapunov exponents as in
(2). Then, the set C of §3.1 remains invariant in the non-stationary
situation, and the results of §3.2 —except for the use of Birkhoff ergodic
theorem— and §3.3 would yield estimates on first, second and third
Lyapunov exponents of the non-stationary cocycle.

2. NOTATION AND MAIN RESULTS
For 0 <a,b <1, we define a paired tent map T, to be the piecewise
linear map on J = [—1,1] sending —1 to —1, —% to b and 0~ to —1;
0" to 1; % to —a and 1 to 1, as introduced in [16]. That is,

(21 +b)(x+1)—1, ze[-1,-1/2],
—2(14+b)x — 1, r € [-1/2,0),
(1) Top(z) =40, z =0,
—2(1+a)z+1, z € (0,1/2],
(2(14+a)(z—1)+1, ze€[l/2,1].

In the case a = b = 0, the system is reducible, consisting of of a pair
of tent maps on disjoint intervals, [—1, 0] and [0, 1]. For small positive
a and b, there is a small amount of leakage between the two halves:
points near —% leak to the right half, while points near % leak to the
left half. We can think of a and b as leakage controls.
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We study cocycles of paired tent maps, driven by an ergodic, invert-
ible, probability preserving transformation o : €2 — €2, with the leakage
controls a(w) and b(w) scaled by a parameter €, and look at the asymp-
totics of the Lyapunov exponents of the associated Perron-Frobenius
operator cocycle as € approaches 0.

We let BV denote the Banach space of functions of bounded variation
on [—1, 1], where, as usual, we identify functions that disagree on a set
of measure 0. For convenience later, we equip BV with a non-standard
norm (although it is equivalent to the standard one), namely we define

[flly = max(varee f, | f1),

where varge f denotes var_ ) f + varq f. For any I C [—1,1], we

let [, f := [, fdm, where m is the Lebesgue measure, and | f|; =

f[_l’l} | fldm. We also let sgn = 111,00 — 1j—1,09) be the sign function.
The main result of this work is the following.

Theorem 2.1. Let o be an invertible ergodic measure-preserving trans-
formation of a probability space (2, P). Let a and b be non-zero mea-
surable functions from Q to [0,1], and for each w € Q and € € (0,1),
let T denote the map T.qw)enw)- Let L, denote the corresponding
Perron-Frobenius operator.

Then the leading two Lyapunov exponents of the cocycle EGL(U") (acting
on BV) are A{ = 0 and X§ = —¢ [(a(w) + b(w)) dP(w) + O(€*|logel).
Furthermore, \{ and \§ have multiplicity one and the remainder of the
Lyapunov spectrum is bounded above by —log2 + O(loglog %/ log %)

Remark 2.2. Horan, in his thesis (See [18, Remark 4.5.7]), discusses
the fact that the known versions of operator-valued METs when applied
to Perron-Frobenius operators on BV only prove the existence of (mea-
surable) Oseledets spaces in cases where the map w — T,, has countable
range. He explains that this is not an artefact of the proof, but rather a
consequence of the geometry of BV. Indeed, he points out that {Lr, 1}
is a uniformly discrete set as (a,b) run over [0,1]%. This means that
even the map (a,b) — Lr, 1 is not measurable with respect to the Borel
o-algebra on BV.

In the absence of an MET for more general choices of w — T, a
natural way to interpret the statement of Theorem 2.1 is by defining
the k-th Lyapunov exponent A, (w) as the supremum over k-dimensional
subspaces V. of the minimal growth rate of ||LS f|| v, for f € V \ {0}.
That 1is,

2 A (w) = su inf limsup + log || £<™ ,
(2) k(W) L up ol msup gI£5™ fllsv
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where Gi(BV) is the Grassmannian of k-dimensional subspaces of BV.
In this context, our arguments show that for P-a.e. w € Q, A\{(w) =0,
A (w) = —€ [(a(w) + b(w)) dP(w) + O(e?|loge|) and A(w) < —log2 +
O(loglog 2/ log ).

In Section 4, we give an alternative interpretation of Theorem 2.1
in the context of multiplicative ergodic theory. In particular, it implies
measurability of the top Oseledets spaces when regarded as functions
from Q to L'.

2.1. Connection with time-dependent two-state Markov chains.
1 Zbgf)()W) 1 iag;()w)), with a and b as in
the statement of Theorem 2.1. Let Afi)”) = Af,._1,0---0Af be the cor-
responding matrix cocycle. This is the sequence of transition (Ulam)
matrices one would obtain by coarsely partitioning J = [—1, 1] into
J~=[-1,0] and J* = [0, 1].

The two Lyapunov exponents of the cocycle A ™ are 0 and [ log(1—
e(a(w) + b(w)) dP(w). To see this, notice that (1 1) AS = (1 1), en-
suring that 0 is a Lyapunov exponent of the dual cocycle, and hence
of the primal cocycle. Also, the sum of the Lyapunov exponents is
given by the average value of the log-determinant, so that the second
Lyapunov exponent is [log(1 — e(a(w) + b(w))) dP(w) as claimed. By
taking a Taylor expansion, we see that the second Lyapunov exponent
is —¢ [(a(w) + b(w)) dP(w) + O(€?) so that the top two Lyapunov ex-
ponents of the paired tent map cocycle L{, of Theorem 2.1 agree with
those of its coarse Ulam approximation up to order €*|loge|.

Let A denote the matrix (

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem 2.1. Let € > 0 be
fixed and sufficiently small (with the precise conditions specified below,
but where € < 5 suffices). Let k be such that 2F¢ < § but 25+1e > 1.

2000
1 1
For a fixed w and ¢, let Hf = [2(1+6a(w)),1 - 2(1+Ea(w))], the set of
points that leak from J* :=[0,1] to J~ := [—1,0] under TS and sim-
. - 1 1 . .
ilarly let H, = [-1+ ST (@)’ —2(1+€b(w))], the set of points leaking

from J~ to J*. Weset H, = H U H.
We consider the space of (k + 1)-tuples of BV functions: X =
(BV[—1,1])**! and define for each w, an operator A,, on X by

Aw(f07 o 7fk’) = (‘Cw(fO]-Hf, + fk)v‘cw(]-waO)7£wfla cee wafk—l)v

where £, = L. Note that H, and A, also depend on €, but since ¢
will be fixed throughout the proofs, we do not write this dependence
explicitly.
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The above should be interpreted as follows: any two visits to the hole
are separated by at least k steps. The overall density is represented
by fo+ ...+ fr. For 1 < j <k, the term f; represents the part of
the density coming from mass that leaked through one of the holes j
steps ago, while fy is the part of the density coming from mass that
has not recently passed through a hole, so that, for example, the 0-
term of A, (fo,. .., fx) consists of two parts: the image of the part of
fo that did not pass through the hole, together with the image of fy,
the contribution to the density that passed through the hole k steps
previously.

3.1. Construction of an invariant set C. Let C be the collection of
elements f = (fo,..., fx) of X satisfying the following conditions:

(C1) varge f; < 4- (2(1—39)) 7| folly for j =1,...,k;
(€2) [[filly < 3(1 = 39¢) el folly for j =1,... k;
(C3) varge fo < 33€|| foll1-

We now show C is invariant under each A,. Let f=f,...,fx) €C,
we Qand g = (90,-.-,95) = Auf. We first prove that ||goll1 >

(1 —39€)]| fol|1-
Since varge fo < 33¢|| fo|]1, we see that for any z € J¥,
(3) | fola) = [+ fol < 33ell follu,
and similarly for any x € J—,
(4) [fo(@) = [~ fo| < 33ell foll:-

If [, 1fol > 33¢[/foll1, then |fo| takes a value at least 33€| foll1 in
Jt, so that (C3) implies fy is non-negative throughout J* or fy is
non-positive throughout J*. In either case we see that

Co(folu) = | [ Lo(folne
[ttt = || eutionn)

/J+f01H5 :/J+ |f0|—/H$ | fol
> [ 1= mi ([ 100+ sl )

z/\m—mmm
J+

where we used the fact that m(H;}) < € and we assumed that € < z.

Of course if fJJr |f0| < 33E||f0||1, then fJ+ |£w(]-Hf)f0)| >0> fJ+ |f0| —
33¢l| follr-
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A completely symmetric argument holds for J—. Assume € < %.

Then, at least one of [, |fo] > 33¢€|[follr and [, |fo| > 33€| foll1 is
satisfied. Hence, summing the relevant inequalities, we obtain

Lo folug]], = [l folla (1 — 35¢).

We then have
9ol = 1L (folme + fi)l
> [|Lu(folug)ll = ([ Lo fellx
> (1 =35¢) | follr — |l fllx

> (1 — (35 +3/(1 — 39)") e) 1 foll1-

At this point, recalling that k > log,(+) — 3, let us assume that e is
sufficiently small that 3/(1 — 39¢)* < 4, so that

(5) lgollx = (1 = 39€) | follx-
Now if for 1 < j < k, varee f; < 4/(2(1 — 396))j||f0||1, then
varge gj+1 = varge Ly, f;
< %V&I‘OC fi
< 4/(2(1 - 39))" (1 = 399) | foll
< 4/(2(1 = 396)" [l

so that g satisfies (C1) for j =2,... k.
Similarly, since f satisfies (C2), then for 1 < j <k

gjills = 1L filla
< £l < 3(1 = 39¢) Vel follx
< 3(1 = 39¢) U e||go|s,

so that g satisfies (C2) for j =2,... k.

To establish (C2) for g1, recall g = L,(folg,) so that ||gi|1 <
| fola, |1 From (3), we see | fo| takes values at most | [, fol+33¢|| foll1
on H* and similarly takes values at most | [,_ fo| 4+ 33€|| fol[r on H™.
Hence [|g1(|1 < m(Ho,) (|| folli+33€]| foll1) < 3ellgo|l1 (where we assumed
that € was sufficiently small that 2¢(1 + 33¢)/(1 — 39¢) < 3¢), thereby
establishing (C2) for j = 1.

We now show (C1) for j = 1. We have varge g1 = varge(Lo1p, fo) <
Svara, (fo) + o8|+ fo(=D)] < Bellfolls + (| fye fol + 33ellfolly) +
(I [;- fol +33€ll foll1) < (1+ 52) [l foll < 2/(1—39€)][golr as required.

Finally, we establish (C3) for g. We have varge go = varge £L(1g¢ fo +
fi) < 2(varge fo+varge fir) < Zel foll +2-27%(1—39€)7*|| fol|1. By the
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choice of k, we have 27% < 8¢, so that provided 2 + 16(1 — 39¢) ™" <
33(1 — 39¢), we have varge go < 33(1 — 39¢)e|| foll1 < 33¢€][gol|1-
This completes the verification of the invariance of C under A,,.

3.2. Estimation of first and second Lyapunov exponents. Up
to this point, we have written explicit bounds in terms of €, since
the bounds are inter-dependent and this allows us to verify that they
are simultaneously satisfiable. At this point, we switch to using the
more compact O(+) notation (that is A = O(B) means that there is a
universal constant C' such that for all f € C, the inequality |A(f)| <
C|B(f)| is satisfied). The rationale for using this notation from here
on is that from now on, each inequality will be seen to follow from
earlier estimates. Additionally, we can conveniently write expressions
like ¢(Af) = d(f)(1+ ce + O(e?|loge)). It would not be hard to write
explicit constants in place of the O(-) notation if desired.
For f = (fo,..., fr) € X, we let

O(f)=fo+...+ fr € BV.

3.2.1. Estimation of the first Lyapunov exponent. If f € BV, then for
a suitably large constant ¢, f may be expressed as f = g + h where
g=f—c h=c, and varg. g < 33¢l|g||;. Write g = (g,0,...,0) and

h = (h,0,...,0). Then, g,h € C. It is straightforward to verify that
for any f = (fo, fi) € X, X [(Auf)ills < X, [ flls. Hence,
| (Aﬁ,")g)onl and ||(A£,n)ﬁ)o||1 are uniformly bounded above in n, so that
by the definition of C, ||<I>(Afu")g)||BV and ||<I>(Afu")7L)||BV are uniformly
bounded above in n. Since £V f = @(A&")g) — (IJ(AE,")B), it follows that
||££)n) fllsv is uniformly bounded above in n.

On the other hand, if [f # 0, then |£9f|lsy > [|Lf], >

[ £ = | [ f] # 0, so that there is a uniform lower bound also.

It follows that lim,, ., + log Hﬁfun) fllsv = 0. That is, the top Lyapunov
exponent is A\] = 0.

3.2.2. Estimation of the second Lyapunov exponent. Let f = (fo,..., fr) €
X. We now study the evolution of the quantities ¢*(f) = [,.(fo +
...+ fr). We first claim that if f € C and e satisfies the constraints
above, then || foll1 = O(max(|¢™(f)],[¢~(f)]). To see this, notice that
| fol is at least 1[/fo/1 at some point zo € J* U J~. Without loss
of generality, we assume zg € J* and f(zo) > 0. Now (C3) implies
[fo(2) = fol(wo)| < 33€[| foll1 for all = € J*, so that fo(x) > (5—33€)| folx
on J*. We now have ¢*(f) = [, (fo+...+ f) = (5 —33¢ —4ke)|| follx
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where we used (C2) to estimate [,, fi,..., [, fr. In particular, for all
sufficiently small € and all f € C
(6) sllfoll < max(|6™ ()l [0~ (F)) < [ foll-

Writing § = A,(f), we have, from the Perron-Frobenius property,
that fJ:ﬁ: go = fJi\Hw fO + fJ:t fk7 fJ:t g1 = fH;F fO (that iS? fJ+ g1 =

Ji- fo and vice versa) and [, g; = [,4 fj—1 for j=2,... k.
Summing, we obtain

FoH =D [ ht [ h
HE HF
(This equality is intuitively clear when one thinks of ¢*(f) as the total
mass on the left or right side, respectively.) Adding the two quantities,
we obtain ¢t (A, f)+¢~ (A, f) = ¢ (f)+¢~(f), that is the conservation
of mass. Let Co = {f € C: ¢7(f) + ¢~ (f) = 0}. Thus, if f € Cy then
A, f € Co.
By (3) and (4),

fomm(t2) [ o) < Bem(HE) flls = O Al

y (C2),
[ =50 = sl = OCellog Dl
Since m(H]) = ea(w)/(1 + ea(w)) = ea(w) + O(e?) and m(H) =
eb(w) + O(€?), we obtain
T (ALf) = 7 (f) — e(a(w)d™ (f) = b(w)o™(f)) + O(e*log e]) | foll
¢~ (Auf) = &~ (f) +e(alw)o™(f) = b(w)o™(f)) + O([log e]) || foll

In the special case f € C.
6 (A1) = (1= e(alw) +b(w)) )" () + O(Eflog e} foll
= (1= e(a(w) + b(w)) + O(loge]) ) * (/).
It follows that if f € Cy then

n—1

() 16" (AN =TT (1= e(ale’w) + b(o7w)) + O(llog ) ) 6* ().

J=0

Suppose f € BV and [ f = 0. Then, choosing a sufficiently large c,
f may be expressed as f = g+ h with g(z) = f(z) — ¢ sgn(z), h(z) =

c sgn(z), and varge g < 33€l|g||1. Hence f = (f,0,...,0) can be written
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as g + h where g = (g,0,...,0) and h = (h,0,...,0) with g,h € C,.
Also, it is straightforward to check that £ f = (IJ(A&")(f, 0,...,0)).
Hence we have £ f = ®(ASg) + ®(ASVR). Since g, h € Co, ¢t (ATg)
and ¢+(A£,")B) decay as in (7). Since ASYg and ASYR belong to Co, (6)
implies that ||(A£,n)§)0||1 and ||(A£,n)ﬁ)0||1 also have this rate of decay,

so by the definition of C, ||<I>(AL(U")§)||BV and ||(I>(A£,n)ﬁ)||BV also decay
at this rate, which ensures that

(8)

lim sup% log [|£™ f||zv

n—oo
n—1
< limsup 2 log H (1 — e(a(d’w) + b(c’w)) + O(e*|log (—:]))

_ —e/(a(w) + b(w)) dP(w) + O(e[log e]),

where the Birkhoff ergodic theorem has been used in the last line,
together with Taylor’s theorem.

We can obtain a corresponding lower bound: Let f = (sgn,0,...,0)
so that f € Cy. Then by (7), ¢+(A£J") f) may be expressed as an orbit
product of (1 — €(a(c/w) + b(o7w)) + O(e*|log €]) terms, so that by the
same arguments as above, the growth rate for f has a lower bound that
matches the upper bound of (8).

Since any two-dimensional subspace of BV contains a non-zero func-
tion with integral 0 (and therefore with growth rate bounded as in (8)),
the multiplicity of A{ is 1 and

o= —e / (a() + b(w)) dP(w) + O(2[log e]),
as required.

3.3. Subsequent Lyapunov exponents. We now show that all other
Lyapunov exponents are at most — log 2 + O(e|loge]).

Let € be small and fixed, as before, and let 2F¢ < 71; < 2k 1le 50 that
27k < 8¢. We record the following statement, which is a recapitulation
of (7).

Corollary 3.1. Let f € BV satisfy [ f = 0 and varge f < 33e][f]]:.
Then,

n—1

/J+ Lgﬂf—H(1—e(a(ajw>+b(afw))+0(e2\1oge\))/ 1.

j=0 I
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Proof. The proof is by translating into and out of the space X. Let f
be as in the statement and let f = (f,0,...,0). Then f € Cy, and the
claimed equality is a direct restatement of (7). O

We recall that sgn = 1;+ — 1 ;- denotes the sign function.

Corollary 3.2. For any w € Q andn > 0,

12 sgn || gy < 15/ LM sgn .
J+
Proof. Let f = (sgn,0,...,0) € Cy and consider g = Afu")f. As already
noted, ¢*(g) = [,. LI sgn. By (6), [lgoll1 < 3¢%(g). Using (C1), (C2)
and (C3), we see that for small €, [|£0” sgn ||sv = [lgo + - - . + gxllpv <
Sllgolls < 1567 (g) = 15 [, £5” sen. O

Lemma 3.3. Let f € BV satisfy [, f= [, f=0. Then ||LEf]|pv <
144e[log €l[| f[ pv-

Proof. Let f € BV satisfy ||fllsv =1, [,. f = [,- f = 0. The defini-

tion of the norm implies

1l <1
varge f < 1.

We push f forward under £¥ in stages, keeping track of the parts that
have leaked. Let A = f and for j = 1,...k, define

g; = Egjfl(‘)(lHUj_lwh(jil)); and
hl) — EJj_lw(lH;j_lwh’(j_l))’

so that £,;-1,h =Y = h) 4 g, Combining these equalities inductively,
we see

k
(9) LOf=LERO =p® 3" £E Dy,
j=1

This should be interpreted as the parts of f that did not leak through
the hole during the first k& steps, together with the parts of f that
leaked through on the jth step, for j running from 1 to k.

By hypothesis, we have varge h(®) < 1. We see from the recursive def-
inition (using the facts that the branches of J*\ H,;-1, map fully over
J* under T,;-1,, and that |T7,_, | > 2) that varee h¥) < 1varg h0~D
and | [o AU < | [,o D] + | [; g;|. Hence varge h¥) < 277 for
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/ WOD| (T O Hasa ) 1097 54 o
J+

/ BG=1) +E(/ LG

J+ J+t

:(1+e)/ BGD| 4 e2-G-1)
J+

for j =1,..., k; with an exactly similar inequality for | [, hU)|. Since

7=0,...,k and

/ h)| <
J+ N

<

+ varge h(j_l))

1l gt h(® =0, we deduce inductively

/ L) <
JE B

In particular, for sufficiently small €, since k & logy(2), | [+ hW| < 3¢
for j =1,..., k. Combining this with the estimate for varge h), we see
1290 < 364—2*3' <2-27foreachj=1,... k.

We now use this to estimate the L' norm and variation of £ f. For
j=1,....k we have ||g;]i < 2¢]|hVY| < 8277 and varge g; <
T varge AUV 4 2|[h0Y|| < 9-277, so0 that 15 g ||y < 8e-277 and

olw

e(T+ef T+ (1+ef 227 ... 4270,

varge E( )g] <9-27% Using (9), we see
1L fllr < 2-27F + 8¢;
varge LM f < 27F 49k - 27F,
Combining this gives H&(Uk) fllBv < 144e€|log €| as claimed. O
(n)

Lemma 3.4. Let w € Q. Then the sequence of functionals (¢e") in
BV* given by

[ (L8 =11 1)

[+ (L 0 sgn)

(10) P (f) =

converges to a functional 7.
If f € BV satisfies [ f =0 and ¢} (f) =0, then

limsup + log 128 f|lsy < —log 2 4+ O(loglog 1/log ).
n—o0

Proof. We first note by Corollary 3.1 that [, £ sen # 0 for each n,
so that wé,")(f) is defined. Observe that ¢5Jn)(f + asgn) = (n)(f) +a

for any a, n and w.
Let w €  and fix a function f € BV with the property that [ f =

0 and ||fllgy = 1. We let a, = [E,n)(f) for each n. Define g, =
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E&n)(f — apsgn). By the observation above, @D&n)(f — apsgn) = 0, so
that [,. g, = 0. Since [g, = 0, it follows that [, g, = 0 as well.
Hence, Lemma 3.3 applies, giving

1L gulley < 144ellog el [|gallBy.
Notice that g, m = EgT’L)u(gn — (A — an)&(un) sgn), so that

(11) an+m—an:( ﬁf,"sign) /( L) sgn).
J+ J+

Also,
/ (an+k - an)ﬁb(un+k) sgn / L((yljl)wgn
J+ J+

<18 gallpy < 144e[log €] [|gn]|mv-

(12)

Hence by Corollary 3.2, |an+k—an”|£¢(vn+k) sgtt[|pv < 15-144elloge(||gn v,
so that
lgasilley < 1L gallev + I (ane — an) 5 sen |y
< 2400€log € || g Bv-

It follows that ||gnk|lsv < (2400¢[loge|)™, while §3.2.2 implies that
(14) 15 sgn [|py > (1 — 26+ O(|log e]))™.
Using (11), this implies that

A(nt1)k — Ank = (/ »C((,]i)kwgnk> / (/ ££}n+1)k sgﬂ)
J+ Jt

(2400¢(|log €)™
- (1 _ 36)(n+l)k ’

Summing the geometric series, |au, — lim, o0 ank| < (2500€|log €|)™.
From (11), we see that for each 0 < j < k, appy; — ani also decreases
exponentially in n, so that the full sequence (a,) converges to the same
limit as (anx) and hence ¥7(f) is convergent as required. Since the
estimates in (13) and (14) are uniform in w, it follows that ¢} (f) <
cllfllsy for all f € BV.

Finally, let f € BV satisfy [ f = 0 and ¢%(f) = 0. Let (gn) be

as above, so that g, = Ei,n)( f— @Df,n) (f)sgn). We established that
gy = O((2400¢[log €|)"*) and a,, = a,—5" (f) = O((2500€|log e|)*/*),
so that

(13)

1L8 flley < Nlgnllay + lanl || £ sgn sy
= O((2500¢[log €|)™/¥).
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Taking nth roots, we see

lim sup || L0 F||14r < (2500€]log €])1/*.
n—oo
Taking logarithms, the growth rate is at most — log 24+-O(log log %/ log %)
O

An immediate consequence of Lemma 3.4 is the following.

Corollary 3.5. If V C BV is any three-dimensional space, there exists
[ € V\A{0} satisfying [ f =0 and % (f) =0, so that

limsup L log |£4" f|| sy < —log 2 + O(loglog 1/ log 1).
n—o0

In summary, 0 and A§ are the only two Lyapunov exponents greater
than —log 2 4+ O(log log % /log %), counted with multiplicity. This con-
cludes the proof of Theorem 2.1.

4. A MULTIPLICATIVE ERGODIC THEORY (MET) FRAMEWORK FOR
THEOREM 2.1

Besides BV, there are other function spaces which are well suited
for the investigation of transfer operators of piecewise smooth interval
maps, including paired tent maps. An example examined in [23] is given
by fractional Sobolev spaces z%’;t, and there are versions of the MET,
[14, 15], which apply to transfer operators on such spaces. Furthermore
[14, Lemma 3.16] implies that for any 0 < 6 < log2 one can select p

1

and ¢ near one (t < ; < 1), so that the MET applies and yields an

%’;f Oseledets splitting in the setting of Theorem 2.1, with index of
compactness £ bounded above by —log2 + 4.

The following result gives a way to interpret Theorem 2.1 in a mul-
tiplicative ergodic theory context when a and/or b have uncountable
range. In particular, it implies measurability of the first and second

Oseledets spaces, for instance when regarded as functions from € to
L.

Theorem 4.1. Let 0 < 0 < log2 and assume the hypotheses of The-
orem 2.1 hold. Then, for e > 0 sufficiently small, 0 and \§ are the

only exceptional Lyapunov exponents of the %’;f cocycle Efu(”) which
are greater than —log2 + 6. Furthermore, they have multiplicity one.

Proof. Let pj > p5 > -+ > p§ be the exceptional Lyapunov exponents

of the e%’;f cocycle EGSJ") greater than —log 2+ d. The fact that pj =0
follows as in §3.2.1. Since smooth functions are dense in both %?f and
BV, the JZ'-MET implies that one is able to observe the largest
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growth rate by considering BV functions with integral zero. Also, since
%@t C L' is continuously embedded, it follows from [11, Theorem 3.3]
that the growth rate of functions in the Oseledets spaces associated to
exceptional Lyapunov exponents measured with respect to jf;t and L!
norms coincide. Therefore, since BV is stronger than L', u§ < AS.

In §3.2.2, we have shown that Ug‘) sgn has growth rate A\§ in both
BV and L' norms. Since sgn € 7, and ¢ is stronger than L', this
implies p5 > A5. Combining with the previous paragraph, p§ = AS.

Recall that Corollary 3.5 ensures that in any three dimensional sub-
space of BV functions there exists a non-zero function with decay rate
bounded above by —log2 + O(loglog /log 1) in BV, and hence also
in L'. Using once again the density argument, and the fact that Lya-
punov exponents measured with respect to %t and L' norms coincide
on Oseledets spaces, we conclude that if € is sufficiently small, then, in
%’;t, there are no further exceptional Lyapunov exponents greater than
—log 2+ 4, apart from 0 and A§. Furthermore, these have multiplicity
one.

O
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