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ABSOLUTELY CONTINUOUS INVARIANT MEASURE FOR GENERALIZED
HORSESHOE MAPS

ABBAS FAKHARI AND MARYAM KHALAJ

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the SRB measures of generalized horseshoe map. We prove
that under the conditions of transversality and fatness, the SRB measure is actually absolutely

continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

1. INTRODUCTION

The transversality condition was introduced in the 90s to calculate the Hausdorff dimension of
the self-similar sets and to find absolutely continuous invariant measures. Roughly speaking, two
families F and G of curves in R? are transverse if almost all pair (f,g), with f ¢ F and g € G
are transversal with uniform slope. Under the transversality condition, Pollicott and Simon [6]
determined the Hausdorff dimension of the missing digit sets

A = {> i\ iy = 0,1,3}
k=1

for almost every A € (1,3). Solomyak [II] proved the Lebesgue measure of A()), for almost every
A > 1/3, is positive provided the transversality condition holds. Motivated by this scheme, it is
shown that if the transversality condition holds for a certain contracting affine iterated function
system in R?, d > 2, then the Hausdorff dimension of the attractor is the minimum of d and the
singularity dimension [5].

The first motivating classical example in higher dimension is generalized baker map By : [-1,1]* -
[-1,1]? defined by

2z -1, Ay+1-1X) x>0

B)\(xvy) =
2z+1,Ay—-1+X) x <0.

The transversality condition implies that for almost every A € (%, 1], map By admits an absolutely
continuous ergodic measure [I1]. Generalizing Baker maps, Tsujii [I2] showed that the SRB measure
of any transversal solenoidal attractor T': S* x R - S x R defined by

T(I‘,y) = (&U,)\y + f(x))a

is absolutley continuous, where f is a C? function, ¢ > 2 a natural number, 0 < A < 1 and ¢\ > 1.
After that, inspiring Tsujii’s strategy, Rams [8] provided a geometric approach to prove the absolute
continuity of the SRB measure for a generalized map T : S' x R? - S' x R? defined by

T(l‘,y) = (f(w),g(x,y)),
1
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where f is a k to 1 expanding map and g is a contraction.

In this paper, we study a class of dynamical systems having the most extended structure called
generalized horseshoe maps. The generalized horseshoe map initially defined by Jakobson and
Newhouse in [4] to detect the SRB measure in the most general case. The generalized horseshoe
map is a piecewise hyperbolic map defined on a countable family of vertical strips. We show that
the two assumptions of area-expanding and the transversality of the unstable manifolds lead to
absolute continuity of the SRB measure.

Theorem A. For any transversal fat generalized horseshoe map, the SRB measure is absolutlely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

Theorem [A] has novelties in some ways. The continuity of the map is removed and, unlike the
classical case of skew-product, the boundary of strips have non-zero curvature. These conditions
accompanied by the infinity of the strips force further calculation for adaptation.

The generalized horseshoe map is defined in Section 2. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of the
existence of an SRB measure. The precise definition of the fatness and transversality conditions
are presented in Subsection 4.1. Subsection 4.2 consists of the essential lemmas to control the
distortions. Finally, the absolute continuity of the SRB measure is shown in Subsection 4.3.

2. GENERALIZED HORSESHOE MAP (GHM)

In this section, we introduce the model we are dealing with in this paper. Suppose that {S1,S2,--}
is a countable collection of closed curvilinear rectangles in S = [0,1]? whose interiors are non-
overlapping and covering S up to a subset of zero Lebesgue measure. Each S; is full height whose
left and right boundaries are graphs of smooth functions. Let F; = (Fj1, Fj2) be a C? diffeomorphism
on S; and let U; be the image of S; under F; which is full width and bounded by graphs of smooth
functions from top and bottom. Suppose that for constants 0 < a < 1 and Ky > 1, the map F on
S given by Flin s, = F; satisfies the hyperbolicity conditions described in [3], so the following cone
conditions hold:

H1 DF(CY)cC¥ and DF71(C3) cCs,
H2 |DF(v)| > Kolv|, forv e C* and [DF~(v)| > Kolv|, forv € CS.

where C; = {(v1,v2) : |v1] < alva|} and C¥ = {(vi,v2) : |v2| < afv1]}, and we use the max norm
ie. |[v] = [(v1,v2)| = max{|vi|,|v2|}. The map F with the above conditions is called the generalized
horseshoe map. Also, for each i and z € S;, the hyperbolic conditions yield [3, Lemma 4.1]

[Firy (2)] N
W [Fna(z)] =
| Fioa (2)| N
|Fiz(2)] ~ 7
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FiGURE 1. Stable and Unstable Strips in a Generalized Horseshoe Map

Fal 1
|Fi1x(z)| Ko

Let X% = {(ai){2) | a; e N}, [a]n = (ai)iL, and Figqy, = Fo, 00 Fy,.

The stable and unstable manifolds can be described in two following approaches.

o Analytical Definition.

For any X = (2, )nez in the inverse limit space M = {(®n)nez, F(xp) =xpe1}, put

E*(X) = () DF"(z-n)(Ca(2-n)),

n>0
E*(X) = () DF"(2n)(Co(2n))-
n>0
E’(X) and E*(X) are stable and unstable directions at X. By the definition, E*(X) only
depends on the Oth position of X. By Hadamard-Perron Theorem, directions £E° and E“
are integrable (see [7] for a complete discussion).
Geometrical Definition.

For any finite word [a],, put
S[a]n = Sal n Fa_ll(Sa2~~~an)
and Ulq), = Fla],(S[a],) (see Figure|l). For any infinite word a € ¥, put
Wa =115, Wa=(1Ua}.-
n>1 n>1

Actually, the set A := Ug Mp>1Ulq), defines a topological attractor for F. The stable and
unstable manifolds W2 and W% are graphs of C! functions defined in any point of A.
Note that any point of A has a unique stable manifold and, probably, non-unique unstable

manifold.
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3. SRB MEASURE FOR GHM

There are classical approaches for finding SRB measures for Anosov endomorphisms which are
not applicable in our case because of the existence of discontinuities in the GHM. Jakobson and
Newhouse have already proved that the GHM has an SRB measure [3]. Salas has tried in [10] to
present a shorter proof, however, the proof seems not to be complete.

In this section, we provide a short proof for the existence of an SRB measure essentially based
on the absolute continuity of the stable manifolds. Roughly speaking, our method is to find an
invariant measure whose disintegration along unstable manifolds is equivalent to the Lebesgue
measure. First, we study the special case of skew-products inspired by Tsujii in [12] and then, we
deal with the general case in which the stable manifolds may have non-zero curvature.

3.0.1. Absolute Continuity of Stable Manifolds. The main tool to find the SRB measure is the
absolute continuity of the stable manifolds which is proved in [3].

Let So = U; int(.S;) and define inductively S, =Son F‘l(gn_l), for n>1. Let S = Ny50 Sy. Then
S is a F-invariant full Lebesgue measure set. Clearly S is W*-saturated, where W is the stable
lamination. Let D; and Dj be two disks in S transverse to the stable lamination and Hp, p, be
the holonomy map along the stable lamination, that is Hp, p, : D1 N S - Don S

Hp, p,(z1) = W?*(21) n Do,

where W?*(z1) is the unique stable leaf of W? through z;. Suppose that mp is the Lebesgue
measure induced by the Riemannian metric on the disk D. Jakobson and Newhouse used some
geometric and distortion conditions to prove the absolute continuity of stable lamination, meaning
that the measure mp, = (Hp, p,)«mp, is equivalent to mp,. Hence, there is a measurable map
J : Dy — [0,+00) which is integrable with respect to mp, such that for any Borel set A ¢ Do, we

have

mDQ(A):\/,;JdeQ.

3.0.2. Lifting to an SRB measure. Here, we use the classical lifting procedure and absolute conti-
nuity of stable lamination to generate an SRB measure for F' (see also [2]).

Suppose that p®: S — [0,1] is the projection along the stable leaves and let I; = p*(S;). Define
g9:Ui i > [0,1] by
g(z) =p° o F(,0).
In this case, g(I;) = [0,1], for each i, and also p® o F' = gop® on S. Since the stable lamination is
absolutely continuous and the stable leaves are of codimension one, Jacobian J of the holonomy

map is essentially smooth (see [9]), this leads g to be piecewise expanding. According to Folklore
theorem [I}, [13], g has an absolutely continuous invariant probability measure, ACIP, say fi4.

Proposition 3.1. The map F has an SRB measure.
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Proof. For a given continuous function ¥ : S - R, let 1 : [0,1] - R defined by 1 (z) = ¢(z,0).
Then we claim that
lim [ (e F7)dp,

n—00

exists. For given € > 0, there exists ¢ > 0 such that for any z; and 22 in S satisfying |21 — 22| < §, we
have |1(z1) — 9 (22)| < €. Since F is contracting along the stable manifolds, there exists ng > 0 such
that for any n + k > n > ng we have |[F"**(2,0) - F" o p® o F¥(x,0)| < §. Therefore

| [ @y [ @ | =| [ @0 F7*) @0 [ @oF) o g
[ @0 )@, 0)dug[ (60 F" o 0 F)(2,0)dny

<e.

The first equality holds by the g-invariance of pg. So we have shown that {[ (¢ o F™)du,} is a
Cauchy sequence in R and it converges. Define

() = lim [ (FoF™)dp,.
Obviously i is a linear operator on the space of continuous functions ¢ : S - R. Also ji(1) =1 and

Qi is non-negative that is (1)) > 0 for ¥ > 0. So, by Riesz representation theorem, there exists a
unique measure called pg such that for any continuous map v

() = [ wdur.

By the definition of fi, ur is F-invariant and the disintegration of ur along any unstable manifold
W* is the pullback of pg by the holonomy map Hyyw : W* — [0, 1]. O

4. ABSOLUTE CONTINUITY OF THE SRB MEASURE

Our approach for proving the absolute continuity of up is based on two general assumptions of
transversality and fatness which are appeared in a more specific way in [8, 12]. In this context,
some more special assumptions are needed for the simplicity of calculations. Recall that F;(x,y) =
(le(xvy)szZ(xvy)) Put

D?Fy(2)] := max Fiia(2)|}
DEEN= o oy @t R

We assume that

A1 there exists a constant Cg > 0 such that sup;s; sup.cg, |[D?*F;(2)| < Co,
A2 JFi = Fileigy - Filyﬂgx and SUpP;>1 JFi < 00,

A3 SUP;o1 SUP.es, F (w)=z (Fity (2) Figa (W) Figy (2) < o0,

A4 |Fiy(2)|,|Fi2z(2)| < 1/8 for any z € S and i > 1.

According to [3, Lemma 4.2] and using there exists a positive constant C such that for any
two close points z and w lying on an unstable piece in \S;,

< C1),
|an(w)| eXp( 1)
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where C; = v/2(1+a)Cy. Theoremwill be proven by using these general and special assumptions.

4.1. Fatness and Transversality Conditions. Let J be an interval strictly containing I = [0, 1]
and S = [0,1] x J. Suppose that S; and U; are the neighborhoods of S; and U; in S respectively
such that each F; can be extended to a C? hyperbolic diffeomorphism FZ : 5’, - U, which has the
same properties as F; and ps(é’i) = I;. For any word a € XY, define U[a]n in a similar way as
U[a]n. Denote the intersection of U[ ], With the stable manifold W*(x) through the point (x,0)
by Ulq), (7). Define the notation U 1, (%) in a similar way. Let d([a],) = max, |Upq, (7)|-

Definition 4.1. The generalized horseshoe F' is called fat if there exist K1,€ >0 such that

[ a),| < K1(d([a])) ™,
holds for all [a], € ¥, where I{q), = p*(S(a],.)-

To define the transversality condition, we need a bit of notation. For any x € UI; and a € X,
put Wy (z):= WgnW?(z). For 6 >0, two words a, b € X3 are o-transversal if

dd W (z) - —W,, @) > s

holds for almost all z, where ds is the metric induced by the Riemannian metric on the stable

ds(Wy(x), Wy (xz))>d or

manifold. Two finite words [a], and [b],, are d-transversal if for any u,v € 35, the two infinite
words [a], u and [b],, v are d-transversal. Note that for any two d-transversal finite words [a],
and [b],, if a; # by then

(5) vol(Utay, N Upsy,,) < 07 'd([a]n)d([b]m)-
For any r < |J| and a € 35, let n be the biggest number satisfying d([a],) > r. Let M(r) be the
set of all such finite words [a],. Put
MI7(r) = {([@]n,[b]m) € M(r)*; [a], and [b],, are § -transversal}
and MYT"(r) be the complement of MI"(r).
Definition 4.2. The map F satisfies the transversality condition if for some &> 0

limsup 72 Z vol (0 n U )’I HI[b]m’ < 0o.
r—0 ([a]n,[b]m)EM(]SVTT(T)

Example 4.3. Let [; = [0,1/2] and Iy = [1/2,1] and for 1/2 < b < a < 1, consider piecewise affine
map F = (f1, f2) on [0,1]? with

filz,y) = 2z, (a+22(b-a)y+ (1 -a)2z(a-1)), for(z,y) € I x[0,1],

faly) = (22 =1, (a+ (2= )(b-a)y). for(z. ) < I x [0,1],
see Figure [2| below.
Put |
a_
= : f Z .Dx Cg 7.D Cg >
v f1(Z§I=1f2(w) ( fl( (Z)) yfz( (w))) 5
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I ——

F1GURE 2. Image of F™ for a = 0.8 and b =0.55. Left, for n =1 and right for n = 5.

Choose mgp € N such that (a/2)™0 () ~ 0. By the construction, for [a], € M(r), n ~ O(logr/loga)
and d([a]m) < . By the construction, if ([a],, [b],) € MY T"(r) then a;j = b;, for j = my,...,n.

NTr(m b ceM 1 r a:=b | =
M6 ( )(;)—{([a]n,[ ]n) (]SV ( ): J Ja] ma'-'7n}'

By (5)), for ([a]n,[b]n) € M?Tr(m)(r) we have vol(Upq,,, N Upp),,) <0° 1( ) and hence

vol(Upay, N Upy, ) €67 () 227 (7 max(J -, Jpnm)

bnm

<6 1( )2 —(n— m)(2a)n m 5—1 2( )n m

Then,
-2 5 vol (Upay, 0 Uty ) a1 o),
([aln,[0]n)eMT7(r)
2m0
2 38 > vol (Uta}, 0 Upb), )M 1al, s,

M= (@], [6]0)eMY T (1)
< 5 14—n Z( )n m

< 5_1r(10g @)/(bg a) ,

which converges.

4.2. Control of Distortions. In the following, we describe the distortion properties of the GHM
through some propositions and lemmas. The easy case is the control of distortion along the stable

manifolds comes from classical distortion control.
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Proposition 4.4. (Bounded Distortion Property Along Stable Manifolds) There exists K >0 such
that for any [al], and any z,w € S belonging to a small stable piece in Ula

n?
-1
|DIF ]

D% o) |

-1 <K foranyi=1,...,n,

where D? is the derivative along the stable manifolds.

The next proposition is actually Lemma 2.2 in [§]. However, the two generalizations on the
model, the infinity of the strips and the non-zero curvature of stable manifolds force more delicate

details to prove.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose that [a)], is an arbitrary finite word. Then there exists a constant Ko

such that for almost all x1 and z2 in [0,1] we have

[ULa],, (1)
—_— <
UL}, (22)]

and similarly for U[a]n. This constant is independent of the choice of [a]y,.

K2_1< 2

Proposition [£.5] and the following discussion are the key ingredients needed to prove our main
goal. For the proof of Proposition [4.5] we need more subtle details. First, we change the coordinate
from the standard one to the coordinates induced by splitting EY & E?.

To simplify, abuse of notation, denote diffeomorphism F,, : S,, = U,,, for i =1,...,n by F. For
z € S, and the unstable curve ~ through z, consider splitting R? = EY @ ES, where EY contains
the unit vector tangent to v at z and E7 is tangent to the local stable manifold through z. For
ve EY@FES let |v| = |v], be the max norm which is defined before. Let A, be an affine automorphism
of R? such that

o A (2)=2
1 1
ol )L

: DZA[O] . [b(z)] B
1

Note that |a(z)],|b(2)| < o and in this case a(z) = a(z)Fr.(2) and b(z) = B(2)Fiy(2), where

la(2)],|8(2)| < 1. Let E~' be the local representation of F~! in this coordinate which means

Fl= A;,l_l(Z)F‘lAz. Then, the matrix DF~'(z) is diagonal. Let

DEL - I:gla: .?1y:| _ A}l_l(z)DFflAz.
92z G2y
So, for any w € U,,, one gets
o Trda, ., da(w) = Fyy + b(F~Y(2)) Foy — a(2) Fhy — a(2)b(F~1(2)) Fia,
o Jrda, ., Gy (w) =b(2)Fay + b(2)b(F~1(2)) Fay — Fiy = b(FY(2)) i,
. JFJAFfl(Z)gQ,;(w) = —a(F71(2)) Fay - Fay + a(2)a(F~Y(2)) Fiy + a(2) Fiz,
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o Jrda,a., G2y(w) = —a(F~H(2))b(2) Fay = b(2) P + a(F ™ (2)) Fiy + P,

where Jy =1-a(F™1(2))b(F(2)) and the partial derivatives of F; and F, are evaluated at

A, (w).

Fol(z)

Lemma 4.6. Under the notations above, there exist positive constants Co, C3 and C4 such that
for any point w close to z lying on the same unstable curve, we have

(6) |912(2)] < Ca,

(7) |92y (w)] 2 Cs,
’g2y(w)|

These constants are independent of the choice of z and w. Also,
1 1

(9) o ()l 1
|92y (w)] ~ K3

Proof. Due to the above conditions and the explicit formula of g1, it only suffices to estimate the

value of

_ a(2)b(F~1(2))Fi(2)
H(z) = B

As mentioned before, |a(z)| < |Fa,(z)| and [b(z)| < |F1,(2)|. So,
|(Fiy (2) Pow (F1(2))) Fia (2))]
|(Fra(2) Fay(2) = F1y(2) F2e (2)) (1 = Fiy (F71(2)) Fou (F~1(2)))]
|Fiy (2) Fou (F 7 (2))]
- |Fay ()]
The last inequality holds by and the last term is bounded due to This proves @
For and (8), we claim that |goy(w)| > C|Fiz(2)|, for some positive constant C. First, note

[H(2)| <

0 b
that D4, Ffl(Az [1]) belongs to the stable cone C; and so is a multiple of some vector [1] for

~1]0 _ §1y(w)]
por (1]t

[ b-b(F~(2)) ]

|b] < . Thus,

is a multiple of

~ba(F1(2))+1

and hence,

= mna {1y ()} 72, )1} < 17y ()] max { 21

[gly(w)]
§2y(w)
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yvzi \T/Uwi

F[:ll]z (’7)—' Zi w;

FIGURE 3. Position of z;, w;, v, and vy,
Since Ap-1(;y is uniformly bounded, using and , one gets
- 110 _1]06(2)
Dy F! [1] > K‘DAZ@»F 1[ ) ]

s K ‘f(z)(—b(zmmz(w)) + Fro(Au(w)))

> K' (|Fio(Az ()] = 0| Fia (A (w))]) 2 K”|Fia(2)],

for some positive constants K, K’ and K”. This proves (7)), because inf__g|Fi5(z)| > 1. On the
other hand, by using , , and in the explicit formula of go,(w),

|G2s(w)| < C(a)|Frz(Az(w))] < C_Y|Flur(z)|

This proves . Using one gets

|§1x(z)| < i
192y (2)] ~ Ko’
so for w sufficiently close to z, equation @ holds. O

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 4.5

Proof of Proposition[f.3 Fix [a],. Let z € Up,y, (x1) N S be an arbitrary point and v be a C?
unstable curve through z. Let w =~ nUpg, (z2). There exist 1y, € Ulaln (z1) and 7o, € Ulaln (x2)
such that for j =1, 2, the following holds:

a1, (Uta) (@) = 1D° gy, (75) 1Ura),, ().
So, by Proposition 4.4} it suffices to show that
(10) K< % <
D5 Fr, |

holds for some K. Let z; = F[’al]l(z) and w; = F[’al]i(w), fori=1,...,n. As before, we use the affine
coordinates induced by splitting R? = E7 ® EZ. at z;, where . contains the tangent vector to
F [_al]i(v) at z; and E7 is tangent to the stable manifold at z;. Let Fa_l_l be the representation of Fa_l_1
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in this coordinates and B; be the small parallelogram centered at z; using the max norm. One has
that

DSF -1

| - aﬂ | < const. | Zi al ( 21)’

|D F | i-1 |D wit'q; (Uwi)|
where v,, and vy, are the unit tangent vector to F (U .(x1)) at z; and F (U (x2)) at wy,
respectively (see Figure [3]). For proving , it is needed to show that

ZIOngzz a; (Uzz')|_10g|Dwz a; (Uwz)|
=1

is uniformly bounded. By the Holder continuity of logarithm, there exists C' > 0 such that the
above term is less than C' times of the following quantity,

n
Z |DZ’L a; (Uzz) D'LU'LF (’le)| < Z |‘Dzz a; (Uzz Uwz)l Z |DZ7, (lz DwzFaz ||'le|
1=1 i=1

Since |vy,| = 1, using the mean value theorem, the second term on the right is less than

max |D%F; |Z|zZ wz|<max|D2 |Z|zZ wl,

zeS i=1

which is bounded, independent of n, since |z; — w;| < const. dy, (2, w;) < const. K ¢ where d, is the
metric induced by the Riemannian metric on the unstable curve. Hence, it is suffices to show that

Z |Dzz a; (Uzz Vs, )|
i=1
is bounded and the bound is independent of n.

0
In these affine coordinates, one has that v,, = [1] Also, for sufficiently large i, vy, € C¢,, where

Cj is from Lemma Let vy, = (u14,u2,;) and Dy, , F,~ 1(vwl ) =(&,mi). So,
i = Jre(wi-1)ur i1+ gry(wi-1)ugi1
i = Gow (Wi—1)u1i-1 + Goy (Wi-1)U2,i-1-
Since |Dwi_1ﬁ”1(vwi_l)| = |nil, w1 = &/|ni| and ug; = 1. Then, by @, one has that

Sl o il
ni < | mil

Now, we try to bound the sum of the last fraction. By ({] , for sufficiently large ¢, one has that

|D2iF71(’UZi — V)| = |12 (20) |7

g?x(wz 1)“12 1
2y(wz 1)u2z 1

>|gay (wi-1)|(1 - 04)-

|771| |g2m(wz l)ulz 1 +g2y(wz 1)u22 1| _|92y(wz 1)|

+1‘

So,

| uy ’ |€l| < 1 (lglx(wz 1)|| " 1|+ ‘gly(wz 1)‘)
7/ 'L
Imil — 1 3 |92y(w2 1) |92y(wz 1]
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On the other hand, by and equality §i,(zi—1) = 0, for sufficiently large ¢ there exists 7,1 such
that

g1y (Wi-1 1y (Ti-1 1yy (Ti-1
()l sl el
G2y (wi-1)| G2y (wi-1))| |92y (wi-1)|
2
< — max|D*F~Y(7)||wi_y - zi1].
Cy re
Then, by @ and inequality |z; — w;| < const. K*, one has that
i 1 ( )“
— {5 |U1i-1| + C .
il < (1= 2>K2' Vo
Supposing inductively that |ug ;1] < 2C (KL) , one gets
20 1\*2 _/ 1 \+!
il 2 () el
| Z| (1-CHEKF \ Ky Ky
Assuming that Cy < i and Ky > 3, one gets
~ 1 i—1
]ul Zl <2C (—) .
K KO
Therefore,
1 i—1
S D, F (u, —vwl)]<ng|u1,\<ZCgCZ( ) .
i=1 0
The last sum converges and this finishes the proof of Proposition [ O

Remark 4.7. Fiz two finite words [a], and [b]y,,

e there exists a constant K3 such that the components ofU (@) N U, (z) have length not
smaller than Ks - |U[a]n(a:)|,
e there exists a constant K4 such that
gt o el (b))
d([a]n)d([b]m)

The first part of the remark above is a simple application of the classical bounded distortion

property. The second part follows from Proposition .5 and the fact that Fiaq,16],. = F{6],. © Fla],-
Let Bi(z) = {w e W*(z) | ds(z,w) < r} for r € (0,+00). Combining Proposition [4.5| and Remark
one gets the following corollary:

Corollary 4.8. Ifr < K3K;'d([a],) and B:(z) intersects Ula], then z € U[a]n.

4.3. Proof of Theorem The analytical approach in [12] needs the explicit formula of F' and
it is not applicable here, although the sufficient condition for the SRB measure pp to be absolutely
continuous prepared in [12] is still the key tool to prove Theorem

For the SRB measure pp, there exist probability measures yu, along the stable manifolds W*(x)

which we may write

uF=fuxdug(x)-
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Tsujii proved the following remarkable proposition in [12].

Proposition 4.9. For a positive real number r, let

a2 = [ (na(B2(2)))%dz
and
1
10y =17 [ s 2da

If iminf, o I(r) < oo then up is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure and
its density function is square integrable.

We use the geometric approach of Rams in [§] in order to prove that the SRB measure is an
ACIP. Denote the inverse branches of g by g; for i € N and let g[q4], := ga, ©*** © ga,,- Due to Adler’s
Theorem [I] and there exist positive constants [ and L such that

l< % <L,
dx
so clearly the following inequalities hold
l d L
(11) THia1 < —91a1, < 7 H1alal
and
L
(12) L [a]n[b]m]| < 7|I[a]n||l[b]m|'
Remark 4.10.
e For any two 0-transversal finite words [a], and [bl,,, any two subword [a]; = (a;,...,a;)
and [b]F = (by,...,b;) are d-transversal.
o For any 0<cy < co,
log co —log c;
> |I[a]n|£1+l—,
(aln;er<d([aln)<ca ogm

where m is the infimum of g on Usen I;. The inequality holds since an interval of length ca,

contains at most (logcy —logey)/logm disjoint intervals of length c;.
Now, we are prepared to prove Theorem [A]

Proof of Theorem [A] For sufficiently small 7, let N(r) € N be the biggest number such that for any
ie{l,...,N(r)}, inf,es, D°F(z) >r. For any a € SN = {(ai)2y]a; € {1,...,N(r)}}, let cylinder
Z[a), be the set of all words in X ) that begin with [a]n. Then, the cylinders {Z[41,;[aln € M(r)}
form a finite disjoint cover of Zﬁ(r), and

(13) lim > [lap,|=1.
[a]neM(r)
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Since pp is invariant, for any x € [0,1], z € W*(z) and r > 0,

ny(Fh (B3(2))
(14)  e(B3(2)) = lim > y“k, )wp > Tfa), -
" °°[a]mBﬁ<z>nU[(a];<x>¢® (g")'(v) mE ] By () Uy, ()42
yel(q),,.9" (y)=2

Fix a small positive r and let R = K3 L Kor. According to Corollary and , one has that

pae(Bg(2)) < L > [ {a], |
[a]n GM(R),ZGU n(T)

Then
lpal?< 2?3 > 1(Uag, () 0 Upsy,, (2) a1, | b1,
[a]neM(R) [blmeM(R)
and
(15) I(r)y<r20? % > vol(Uiay, 0 Uy, ) a1, by, -

[a]lneM(R) [b]meM(R)

Now, for d > 0 put

IIm(r) =r2L? 3 vol(Utay,, 0 Uy )M agl b),0
([a]n,[b]m)eM?T(R)

and similarly put 17" (r) for the sum corresponds to My ""(R). By , I(r) < IIm(r) + INTT (7).
In view of the transversality condition, there is dg such that I (‘;X Tr(1) < 0o. Hence, to bound I(r),
it is sufficient to bound Ig;”(r). Following Rams [§], for i > 0, put

(16) L(r)y=rL* Y 3 S vol(Upenial, 0 Uteliislo Mielifaln el (6]
[aln [b]m [c]:
where the sum is taken over such words that ([¢];[a]n,[c]i[b]m) € M(STOT(R) and a; # by. So,

Ig;r(r) =Io(r)+-+ Li(r) + -
According to Remark and one gives

> > e eyl < 1,

[alneM(R) [b]lmeM(R)
and so Ip(r) < K5 for some constant K.

Now, fix ¢ > 0. By Remark and the definition of M (R), one has that

R KuR
"o (el <) S aeny
The above inequality also holds for d([b],,). Hence
ST

From , and , we have

(o soopora Hal ).l (Fel)?
O & I el ael el

vol(Upelitaln 0 Utelib]m)-
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For fixed [a],, and [b],,, one has that

U Wegitar, "Utenoln) = U Freg (Ugar, 01U,

since the contraction of each map FJ., along the vertical direction is at least Kyd([c];)/|J| times
and its expansion along the horizontal direction is at most LI~1/|I, [c],|- Therefore

e, - KyL oo ;
(19) Z - a(le) 7 vol(Uregial 0 Uteliblm) < mVol(U[a]n NUs),,)-
So, (19) and Proposition imply that
L°K3K} 1e),]
Ii(r) < —_2 4 N sup ———.
Let

ni= inf  D°Fi..(2) and 7= sup D°Fj.,(2).
- zeU;.V:(lR)S ' zeUN(R)S '

By bounded distortion property, Propositionﬂ we have K1 <7 /m < K (where K is independent

of the choice of [¢];). So by and the fact that n;|J| < d([c];) <7]J], and Remark we get
2log K4 + logn; —logn;

|I[a]n|_1+ g 14 g1 gﬁgl+2logK4+logK

[eli(alner(R) logm

for some [¢];

logm

and the same holds for Iy . Therefore

512 773 2 I .1
L < L ;7{321(4 ( +210gK4+logK) wp e, '
Sol3 K3 J| d([c]:)

The fatness condition implies that

logm

el g, (a(elo) < alaenr,
il ©

where M =sup,., D°F(z) <1, so

Ii(r) < const. M,
and thus are uniformly summable. O

REFERENCES

[1] R.L. Adler, F-expansions revisited, Recent Advances in Topological Dynamics, 318, 1-5, 1973.

[2] V. Araujo, M. J. Pacifico, E. R. Pujals and M. Viana, Singular-Hyperbolic Attractors Are Chaotic, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc., 361, 5, 2431-2485, 2009.

[3] M. Jakobson and S. Newhouse, Asymptotic Measures for Hyperbolic Piecewise Smooth Mappings of a Rectangle,
Asterisque- Societe Mathematique de France, 261, 103-159, 2001.

[4] M. Jakobson and S. Newhouse, A Two Dimensional Version of the Folklore Theorem, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.,
171, 89-105, 1996.

[5] T. Jordan, M. Pollicott and K. Simon, Hausdorff Dimension for Randomly Perturbed Self Affine Attractors,
Commumnications in Mathematical Physics, 270, 519-544, 2007.



16 ABBAS FAKHARI AND MARYAM KHALAJ

[6] M. Pollicott and K. Simon, The Hausdorff Dimension of A-Expansions with Deleted Digits, Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc., 347, 3, 967-983, 1995.

[7] F. Przytycki, Anosov endomorphisms, Studia Mathematica, 58, 249-285, 1976.

[8] M. Rams, Absolute continuity of the SBR measure for non-linear fat baker maps, Nonlinearity, 16, 1649-1655,
2003.

[9] H.L. Royden, Real Analysis (third ed.), Collier Macmillan, 1988.

[10] F.J. Sdnchez-Salaz, Sinai-Ruelle-Bowen measur for piecewise hyperbolic transformations, Divulgaciones Math.,
9, 1, 35-54, 2001.

[11] B. Solomyak, On the Random Series 3 +A™ (an Erdos Problem), Annals of Mathematics, Second Series, 142, 3,
611-625, 1995.

[12] M. Tsujii, Fat solenoidal attractors, Nonlinearity, 14, 1011-1027, 2001.

[13] P. Walters, Invariant measures and equilibrium states for some mappings which expand distances, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc., 236, 121-153, 1978.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, SHAHID BEHESHTI UNIVERSITY, TEHRAN 19839, IRAN

Email address: a_fakhari@sbu.ac.ir

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, SHAHID BEHESHTI UNIVERSITY, TEHRAN 19839, IRAN

Email address: m_khalaj@sbu.ac.ir



	1. Introduction
	2. Generalized Horseshoe Map (GHM)
	3. SRB measure for GHM
	4. Absolute Continuity of the SRB Measure
	4.1. Fatness and Transversality Conditions
	4.2. Control of Distortions
	4.3. Proof of Theorem A

	References

