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TRANSITION SPACE FOR THE CONTINUITY OF THE LYAPUNOV
EXPONENT OF QUASIPERIODIC SCHRODINGER COCYCLES

LINGRUI GE, YIQIAN WANG, JJANGONG YOU, AND XIN ZHAO

ABSTRACT. We construct discontinuous point of the Lyapunov exponent of quasiperiodic Schrédinger
cocycles in the Gevrey space G° with s > 2. In contrast, the Lyapunov exponent has been proved
to be continuous in the Gevrey space G* with s < 2 [17, 37]. This shows that G is the transition
space for the continuity of the Lyapunov exponent.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a C" compact manifold, A(x) be a SL(2,R)-valued function on X and (X, T, u) be
ergodic with u a normalized T-invariant measure. Dynamical systems on X x R? given by

(z, w) = (T(x), A(z)w)

are called a SL(2,R)-cocycle and denoted by (7, A). In particular, if X = T" = R"/27xZ"™ and
T =T, :z— z+27w«a with « independent over Q, we call (T}, A) a quasiperiodic SL(2,R)-cocycle,
which is simply denoted by («, A). If moreover,

Aw) = seufa) = (7 )

with v(z) a 2m-periodic function in each variable, we call (o, Sg,) a quasiperiodic Schrédinger

cocycle.
The n-th iteration of the cocycle (T, A) is denoted by (T, A)" = (T™, A,,) where

AT 1z)--- Ax), n>1

An (:L‘) = 12, n=20 .
A (Trz)—L, n<-1
The (maximum) Lyapunov exponent L(A) of the cocycle is defined as
1 1
L(A)= lim — [ In|A, du =inf — | In||A, dp > 0.
() = tim ~ [ @) = ing [ A4 @) = 0

The limit exists and is equal to the infimum since { [, In ||An(:n)||d,u}n>1 is a subadditive sequence.
Moreover, by Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem, we also have

L(A) = Tim S In A, @)]

n—oo M

for p-almost every z € X.

Regularity of the Lyapunov exponent (LE) is one of the central subjects in smooth dynamical
systems, which depends subtly on the base dynamics 1" and the smoothness of the matrix A. In
the present paper, we are mainly interested in how the regularity of A affects the continuity of
LE for quasiperiodic SL(2,R)/Schrédinger cocycles. Our motivation comes from the pioneering
(opposite) results on the continuity of the Lyapunov exponent in C* and C* spaces.

e For any quasiperiodic SL(2,R)-cocycle, the Lyapunov exponent is always continuous with
respect to A in C* topology [2, 15].
e the Lyapunov exponent is not always continuous with respect to A in C'* topology [17, 15].
1
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It is well-known that the Gevrey spaces G°,1 < s < 0o are between the C'*° and analytic spaces.
Roughly speaking, a 27-periodic cocycle map A € G° means that A\(k:), the Fourier coefficients of A,
decay sub-exponentially like O(e‘kl/sh), while the Fourier coefficients of an analytic function decay
exponentially and the Fourier coefficients of a smooth function decay faster than any polynomials.
In this paper, we are interested in finding the optimal Gevrey space to ensure the continuity of
the Lyapunov exponent. More concretely, we prove that the Lyapunov exponent of quasiperiodic
Schrodinger cocycles is discontinuous in the Gevrey space G° with s > 2. In contrast, the Lyapunov
exponent is continuous in G* with s < 2 [17, 37]. This shows that G? is the transition space for
the continuity of the Lyapunov exponent.

It is known that a powerful tool to prove the continuity of LE is the large deviation theorem
(LDT) and avalanch principle (AP). Our results in some sense show that LDT breaks down for
general G*(S, SL(2,R))-cocycles with s > 2. One can also compare our result with the result in [37]
where Klein showed LE is continuous with respect to the energies E if the potential is in an open
and dense subspace of G*(S') with s > 2 where certain non-degeneracy condition is satisfied. Our
result shows that such non-degeneracy condition is necessary as the LE would be discontinuous if
the potential is sufficiently “degenerate”.

We finally remark that transition phenomenon seems to be a common phenomenon in quasiperi-
odic dynamical systems and always attracts people’s attention. For example, it was shown in [16]
that any Lagrangian torus with a given unique rotation vector of an integrable Hamiltonian can
be destructed by an arbitrarily C?¢~°-small perturbation. In contrast, it was shown that KAM
torus with constant type frequency persists for all C2%t9-small perturbations [43]. Thus C2? is the
transition space for the persistence of KAM torus.

1.1. Transition phenomena for quasiperiodic Schrodinger operators. The discrete one
dimensional quasiperiodic Schrodinger operators on ¢2(Z) are given by

(1.1) (Hxpz,0W)n = Unt1 + Un—1 + A0(z + naju,, n €z,

where a € R? is the frequency, = € S? is the phase, A € R is the coupling constant and v € C"(S%, R)
(r =0,1,--+ ,00,w) is called the potential. The spectral properties of operator (1.1) is closely
related to the Schrédinger cocycle (o, Sg ) € S¢ x C™(S%, SL(2,R)). Quasiperiodic Schrodinger
operators naturally arise in solid-state physics, describing the influence of an external magnetic
field on the electrons of a crystal.

Different from random Schrodinger operators, an important feature of one dimensional quasiperi-
odic operators is that the family {H, ; o} er undergoes a so called metal-insulator transition when
|A| changes from small to large. Indeed, besides the metal-insulator transition, various spectral
transition phenomena take place for quasiperiodic operators. Here we give some perfect examples.

Example 1.1 (Metal-insulator transition). Assume « is Diophantine ! and v(x) = 2cos 27z, the
following results were given by Jitomirskaya [29] in 1999,

e |\ > 1, Hyy 5 has Anderson localization for a.e. x,
e |\ =1, Hyy o has purely singular continuous for a.e. z,
e |\ <1, Hyyz o has purely absolutely continuous spectrum for a.e. .

Example 1.2 (Sharp spectral transition in frequency). We denote by
In ||ko R/Z
B(a) = limsup —M,
Loy € R is called Diophantine, denoted by a € DC(k, 7), if there exist £ > 0 and 7 > 1 such that
K
—, VYneZ\{0 } .
o \{0}

(1.2) DC(k,T) := {a € R : inf |na — j| >
j€z



where Hl’”R/Z = dist(z,Z). Let v(x) = 2cos 27z, i.e., the famous almost Mathieu operators,

o [\ > efle) H), 2 o has Anderson localization for a.e. x [4, 33] *
e 1<\ <ef@ H v.z.a has purely singular continuous for all x [4, 30] %,
e |\ <1, Hyyzq has purely absolutely continuous spectrum for all x [1].

9

Example 1.3 (Sharp spectral transition in phase). We denote by
In ”2$ + kaHR/Z

0(a, x) = limsup —

Let v(x) = 2cos 27z, i.e., the famous almost Mathieu operators,

o |\ > ed@®) [, ., has Anderson localization for Diophantine o [34],
e 1< |\ <&@ My, ., has purely singular continuous for all o [30, 31].
e |\ <1, Hyyzq has purely absolutely continuous spectrum for all « [1].

Although the transition phenomenon is common for quasiperiodic Schrédinger operators, how-
ever, the exact transition points are usually difficult to obtain as it depends sensitively on the
arithmetic properties of the frequency and phase. This paper will give explicit transition space for
the continuity of the Lyapunov exponent. For our purpose, we introduce the following space of
Gevrey functions and its topology.

For any smooth function f defined on S, let

4r? 1+ |k|)?
|fls,x = —3 s %Wfﬂc@(gl),
GSE(SY) = {f € C®°(SL,R)||fls.xc < oo} and G5(S!) = UkoG>*(St). Note that GF(S!) is
a Banach space. Obviously, G*(S!) is the space of analytic functions and for any s > 1, G*(S!)
is a subspace of the space of smooth functions. We equip G*(S') with the usual inductive limit
topology. That is, f,, converges to f in G*(S!)-topology if and only if |f, — fls,x — 0 as n — o
for some K > 0.

We say a € R\Q is of bounded type if there exists M > 0, such that the continued fraction

expansion of «, denoted by p,/q, satisfying

In+1 < M@n, Vn €N.

Theorem 1.1. Assume « is of bounded type, for quasiperiodic Schrédinger cocycle (o, Sg), we

have

(1) For any v € G*(S') with s < 2, the Lyapunov exponent is continuous with respect to v in
G*-topology.

(2) There exists vg € G*(S') with s > 2, such that the Lyapunov exponent is discontinuous at vo
in G®-topology.

Remark 1.1. Part (1) of Theorem 1.1 was recently proved in [17] (Theorem 6.3 of [17]), we list
here for completeness. The main result of the present paper is part (2).

Remark 1.2. The bounded type « is dense in R.

Part (2) of Theorem 1.1 can be obtained in the same way as in [17] (See page 2367, proof of
Theorem 2 in [17]) from the following examples in SL(2, R)-cocycles.

Theorem 1.2. Consider quasiperiodic SL(2,R)-cocycles over S' with a being a fized irrational
number of bounded-type. For any s > 2, there exists a cocycle Dy € G*(S*, SL(2,R)) such that the
Lyapunov exponent is discontinuous at Dy in G*-topology.

214] proved the measure version and [33] proved the arithmetic version, actually [33] proved Anderson localization
holds for Diophantine phases.
3[4] proved the case 8 > 0, [30] proved the case « irrational and |A| = 1.
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1.2. A Brief review on the continuity of the Lyapunov exponent. As we mentioned above,
both the base dynamics 7" and the smoothness of the matrix A affect the regularity of the Lyapunov
exponent. This has been the object of considerable recent interests, see Viana [15], Wilkinson [51]
and the references therein.

If the base dynamics has some hyperbolicity, then the Lyapunov exponent is continuous. For
example, Furstenberg-Kifer [23] and Hennion [25] proved the continuity of the largest LE of i.i.d
random matrices under a condition of almost irreducibility. Bocker and Viana [10] proved continuity
of Lyapunov exponents with respect to the cocycle and the invariant probability for random prod-
ucts of SL(2,R) matrices in the Bernoulli setting. In higher dimensions, continuous dependence
with respect to A of all Lyapunov exponents for i.i.d. random products of matrices in GL(d,R)
was proved by Avila et al. [3]. If the base dynamics is a subshift of finite type or, more generally,
a hyperbolic set, then Backes-Brown-Butler [5] proved that the Lyapunov exponents are always
continuous among Holder continuous fiber-bunched SL(2,R)-cocycles.

If Ae C"(X,SL(2,R)), it is known that L(A) is upper semicontinuous; thus, it is continuous at
generic A. Especially, it is continuous at A with L(A) = 0 and at uniformly hyperbolic cocycles.
The most interesting issue is the continuity of L(A) at the nonuniformly hyperbolic cocycles, which
is found to depend on the class of cocycles under consideration including its topology. LE was
proved to be discontinuous at any nonuniformly hyperbolic cocycles in C°-topology by Furman [22]
(Continuity at uniformly hyperbolic cocycles is well-known). Motivated by Mane [10, 41], Bochi
[9] further proved that any nonuniformly hyperbolic SL(2,R)-cocycle over a fixed ergodic system
on a compact space, can be arbitrarily approximated by cocycles with zero LE in the C%-topology.

In this paper, we are interested in the quasiperiodic cocycles. The base system is a rotation on
the torus in this case, things are very complicated: it will depend on the smoothness of A in a very
sensitive way. If the cocycle is analytic, the Holder continuity of the Lyapunov exponent in the
positive Lyapunov exponent regime was proved by Goldstein and Schlag [25] assuming that « is
strong Diophantine. Similar results were proved in [14] by Bourgain, Goldstein, and Schlag when
the underlying dynamics is a shift or skew-shift of a higher-dimensional torus. For more results of
this favor, here is a partial list [12, 19-21, 2427, 39, 42, 44, 49, 52 53]. Later, it was proved by
Bourgain-Jitomirskaya in [15] that the LE is joint continuous for SL(2,R) cocycles, in frequency and
cocycle map, at any irrational frequencies. Jitomirskaya-Koslover-Schulteis [31] got the continuity
of LE with respect to potentials for a class of analytic quasiperiodic M (2, C)-cocycles. Bourgain [13]
extended the results in [15] to multi-frequency case. Jitomirskaya-Marx [35] extended the results
in [15] to all (including singular) M (2,C)-cocycles. More recently, continuity of the Lyapunov
exponents for one-frequency analytic M (m,C) cocycles was given by Avila-Jitomirskaya-Sadel [2].
Weak Holder continuity of the Lyapunov exponents for multi-frequency GL(m, C)-cocycles, m > 2,
was recently obtained by Schlag [11] and Duarte-Klein [20]. For the lower regularity case, Klein [37]
proved that for Schrodinger operators with potentials in a Gevrey class G* with 1 < s < 2, the LE is
weak Hoélder continuous on any compact interval of the energy provided that the frequency is strong
Diophantine and the LE is large than 0. While if we further lower the regularity of the potential,
Wang-You [17] constructed examples to show that the LE of quasiperiodic Schrédinger cocycles
can be discontinuous with respect to the potential even in the C'*°-topology. Jitomirskaya-Marx
[35] obtained similar results in the complex category M(2,C) by the tools of harmonic analysis.
Recently, Wang-You [1&] improved the result in [17] by showing that in C"-topology, 1 < r < 400,
there exists Schrodinger cocycles with a positive LE that can be approximated by ones with zero
LE. For other results about results on discontinuity of LE, one can see [18, 10].

1.3. Outline of the proof and the structure of this paper. The main results of this paper
are based on several improvements of the results in [17] where the authors constructed examples of
discontinuity of LE in C'*°-topology. We first give a quick review of the main ideas. We construct
D, € G*(SY,SL(2,R)) (s > 2) as the limit of a sequence of cocycles {A,,n = N,N + 1,..}
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in G5(SY, SL(2,R)) (s > 2), the sequence {A,,n = N,N + 1,...} possesses some kind of finite
hyperbolic property, that is, HA;? ()| ~ A" for most € S! and A > 1 with rt — 0o as n — oo,
which gives a lower bound estimate (1 — ¢)In A of the Lyapunov exponent of the limit cocycle
(o, D). Then we modify {4,,n = N,N + 1,...}, and construct another sequence of cocycles
{gn, n = N,N +1,...} with some kind of degenerate property such that A, — D, in G*-topology
as n — 00. Moreover, for each n, the Lyapunov exponent of (c, /Tn) is less than (1 — ¢)In A\ with
& > e, which implies the discontinuity of the Lyapunov exponent at Dy.

Compared to [17], the main technical improvements of the present paper are the following two
aspects:

(1) Since we need to construct examples in Gevrey space, we need explicit examples of Gevrey
functions. We find the C*°-bump functions are all Gevrey functions based on an opti-
mal estimate of the upper bound of its derivatives. Surprisingly, this easy but important
observation makes it possible for us to construct a counterexample in Gevrey space.

(2) Another technical difficulty (the most difficult part) is to prove the sequences {A4,}°

and {jn}zo: N converge in G*®-topology (s > 2). It is much more difficult than to prove
the convergence in C'*°-topology since one needs very delicate control of the derivatives,
and it is out of reach by the methods in [17]. We overcome this difficulty by developing a
G? version of the concatenation of finitely many hyperbolic matrices, i.e., Lemma 4.1 and
Lemma 4.2 in our paper. Our new Lemmas enable us to not only greatly simplify the proofs
in [17], but also optimize almost all estimates in [17]. Our construction is optimal since [17]
has shown that for the case of s < 2, the Lyapunov exponent is continuous.

A key technique in the construction of A, (z) comes from Young [51], which was derived from
Benedicks and Carleson [0]. Based on this technique, Wang-Zhang [19] developed a new iteration
scheme to prove LDT for Schrodinger cocycles with a class of finitely differential potential. They
proved that for C? cos-like (Morse) potential with a large coupling, LE is weak-Holder continuous.
In this aspect, we also give an improvement of the non-resonance lemma proved in [19], which plays
an important role in our proof. For more applications of Benedicks-Carleson-Young’s method to
quasiperiodic Schrédinger operators, we refer readers to [7, 8, 50].

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we give some basic concepts and prepara-
tions for SL(2,R) matrices and Gevrey functions. The main idea of the proof will be sketched in
Section 3. In Section 4, we give the details of the construction, which is the key part of this paper.
Finally, We give the proof of some basic properties of Gevrey functions in Section 5.

2. PREPARATIONS AND SOME TECHNICAL LEMMAS

For # € S, let

sinf cos@

Ry — <COSH —Sln9> € SO(2,R).
Define the map
5:SL(2,R) — RP' = R/(xZ)

so that s(A) is the most contraction direction of A € SL(2,R). That is, for a unit vector §(A) € s(A),
it holds that ||A - 5(A)|| = ||A]|~!. Abusing the notation a little, let

u: SL(2,R) — RP' = R/(nZ)
be determined by u(A) = s(A™!) and @(A) € u(A). Then for A € SL(2, R), it is clear that

Al 0 >
A=nr, (I ) Re_,,
< 0 fAalt 2

where s,u € [0,7) are angles corresponding to the directions s(A),u(A) € R/(7Z).
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2.1. Hyperbolic sequences of SL(2,R)-matrices. For a sequence of matrices {--- A_1, Ag, Ay, },
we denote

A=A, 1+ A1 A
and

AT =AT) - ATL

Definition 2.1. For any 1 < u < A, we say the block of matrices { Ag, A1, -+ , A,—1} is p-hyperbolic
if

(1) [[Aill < A, Vi,

(2) AT = w02, i,

and (1) and (2) hold if Ag,--- , A,—1 are replaced by A;il, e ,Aal.

The following lemma is due to Young [54] which tells us when the concatenation of two hyperbolic
blocks is still a hyperbolic block.

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 5 of [51]). Suppose that C satisfies |C|| > u™ with p > 1. Assume that
{Ag, A1, , An_1} is a p-hyperbolic sequence, and assume that /(s(C~1),s(A™)) =20 < 1. Then
A" - CJ| > plmbm0=2) g,

2.2. The Gevrey functions.

2.2.1. Basic properties. In the following, s > 1, K > 0 will always be some fixed constants. We
give some basic properties on the product and composition of Gevrey functions whose proofs will
be given in Section 5. Abusing the notations a little bit, for any f € G*%(I), we denote

dn? (L +[KD? ok
|fls,x = |f|GS»K(1) = 3 Sllip WW f|CO(1)-

Proposition 2.1. Assume f,g € G>5(I) and € > 0 is sufficiently small, we have

(1) [fals,x < |fls,xlglsx-

K
(2) For any e > 0, ]8]‘“\87(14_5%)[( <.

(3) Assume |f — 1| x < e, then

1 L
‘— —1 y <el2
f 5,(14e58)K
(4) Assume |f — 1|5k < ¢, then
‘\/7 -1 1 § 6%.
s,(14esF+16)K

(5) Assume |f|s. i <€, then arcsin(f) € G>*(I) and

[sin f|

Sl

, |cos f—1] 1 <eglz,

1
s,(14+e5H8)K s,(14+e5H8)K

2.2.2. Explicit examples. Given a C'°°-bump function, an interesting question is to investigate the
decay rate of its Fourier coefficients (equivalently, the growth rate of its derivatives). In this part, we
investigate the Gevrey exponent of various C°°-bump functions, the proofs will be also postponed
to Section 5. We remark that our estimates of the upper bound of the derivatives of C*° bump
functions are even optimal, we refer readers to [30] for more details.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that 0 < v < oo and

- e_ﬁ x#0
f(w)—{o 7



then there is some C > 0 such that

n,— ;l/ l-‘rl
|f<"><x>|s{c““> S VA

0 =0
As a corollary, f € GH%(R).
Corollary 2.1. Assume that 0 < v < oo and
f(z) = eﬁ, x # 0.
Then there is some C > 0 such that for any x # 0, we have
1FM(z)] < C”eﬁ(n!)H’%, Vn € N.

Corollary 2.2. We define a 2mw-periodic function as follows

)

_ 1 1
g(x) = ce ((””*01*’“’)”+<cl+(’“+1)”*“”) x € (c1+kmyer+ (k+1)m)
0 xe{cl+k7r,cl+(/<:+l)7r}

then there is some C > 0 such that for any x € S', we have

1™ (z)] < Cme—<2\x—1c1\V+2\rfclrﬂy)(n!)1+%, Vn € N.

1
As a corollary, g € G*T (Sh).

1 1 1 1
Let Ip,1 = [61— 5,C1 T 5]7In,2: [62— 5, C2 + /3} and I, = I 1 U In2-
an an an q

n

Lemma 2.3. Assume 0 < v <1, 8> 1 and § > 0 satisfy 0 < 16_5 < 1. For anyn > N, there

exist an absolute constant C' and a 2mw-periodic function fy, € GH%’C(Sl) such that
I

=1 €—
=10

€(0,1] z€l\
=0 z € SN,

and
v8

1-év
|fn|1+%,(} < (ng)qn

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2
We first introduce some notations. Let p,/q, be the continued fraction expansion of «. The
general settings of the cocycle («, A) are
® g1 < Mgy, n €N,
o AcGMu(SY) with0 < v < 1.
Let M, N > 0 be sufficiently large such that

1 1
E:M*m<6:ZM%%A:JW>A,1<B<<
v

Denote by v = v. For n > N, we inductively define

In A1 =In X, —10%)71, Ay =A%

ln)Tn\:l =In\, + 104q3_ﬁ, Av = ALFE
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o0 —~
Choose gy sufficiently large such that > 104q;7_1 < &, then Moo > A1728 and Ao < A1H22,

i=N+1
We define
e The critical set: Cy = {¢1,c2} where ¢; € [0,7) and ¢3 = ¢1 + 7.
e The critical interval: I, 1 = |¢1 — %,cl + %} yAno = [02 — iﬁ, co + %] and I,, = I, 1 |J In 2.
dn dn dn dn

e The first return time: For x € I, we denote the smallest positive integer ¢ with T iy € I,
(respectively T~%x € I,) by 7 (z) (respectively r;, (z)), and define r¥ = mingey, 7 (z).
Obviously, r > 4.

e The sample function: The 27-periodic smooth function ¢q is defined as

_ 1 1
sin ¢g(z) = ce ((””*01*’“’)”ﬂcl“’““”*”)”), x €1 +kme+ (k+ 1), keZ,

where c is sufficiently small.

o
Remark 3.1. To ensure 7% > L we must require 3 > 1. To ensure ) 10q] ! <&, we must
i=N+1
require Sv < 1. Thus our construction is possible only if v < 1. Indeed, it is essential since if v > 1,
the LE is continuous [17, 37].

Remark 3.2. By (5) in Proposition 2.1 and Corollary 2.2, we have ¢y € GH%(SI).

In,i i 1 . 1 . In In,l In,2
For C > 1, we denote by - the sets |¢; — cp G + 7 K 1,2 and by & the set - &
Let A = <8\ )\91> . Theorem 1.2 follows from the following two propositions whose proofs will be

given in Section 4.

Proposition 3.1. There exist functions ¢,(x) on S' (n= N,N +1,---) such that

dn—1

(Dn [¢n — Pn-1li11 g < An "% for some K >0, ifn > N,
(2)n An(z), Ap(Tx),--- ,An(T“f(x)_l(a;)) is Ap-hyperbolic for x € I, where An(z) = ARz _p, (1),

(3)n, It holds
(@)n sn(z) — 53 (x) = ¢o(z) =€ %7
(B)n [sn(@) = s, (2)] > $ldo(@)| > ce 070,z € I\ 1,

where s,(x) = s(A (z)), s, (z) = s(A7"" (z)),

n

0

(4),, It holds
1

+
<A
14,1l

— n

14,1l

—~
<A,

GHeE (1) =

1
G1+7'K(In)

Proposition 3.2. There exist functions ¢n(z) on S' (n = N,N +1,---) such that

(D) |on(z) — gzgn(x)|1+%K < 0q;? for some K >0, ifn > N,

(2)n An(z), gn(Tx), e ,gn(T”T(x)_l(a;)) 18 Ap-hyperbolic for each x € I, where gn(a:) = ARE_Q; (@)’
2 n

(3)n, It holds



where 3n(x) = s(A% (2)), &,(z) = s(Ax"™ (z)).

Proof of Theorem 1.2: By (1)’s in Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2, there exists D,, € Gl K
such that [[A, —Dyl[;, 1 ; — 0 and [ —Dyll;; 1 ¢ — 0. Then Theorem 1.2 is a direct conclusion
of the followings: ’ ’

(a) L(Dy) > (1 — 42)In A,

(b) L(A,) < (1=46)In X, Vn>N.

Step 1: Proof of (a). We say = € St is nonresonant for A, () if

dist(T'z,Cp) > qiﬁ 0<i<aqn,
N

3.1 .
(3.1) dist(T*x, Cy) > q%, qk—1 <@ < qx, N <k <n.
k

The Lebesgue measure of the set of all nonresonant points = € S! is at least 2m(1—>" v <, 1/ q,f _1),
which is larger than 27 (1 —¢/2C7) for N > 1. For any x satisfying the nonresonant property (3.1),
let jo be the first time such that 79z € Iy and let ng be such that 770z € Ing\Iny+1- In general,
let j; and n; be defined so that TVix € In\In,+1 and let TJi+1x be the next return of T7z to
I,,,. It is obvious that j;41 — j; > q;i. By condition (2), we have {A, (T%z),--- , A, (T7+ ~12)} is
Aoo-hyperbolic (See also [54] for similar arguments).

Since T9ix ¢ I, 11, by (3), of Proposition 3.1 and the definition of ¢g, we have
L(sa(T9), y(TH)) > ce™ " B,
On the other hand, it holds that

. . S . 1 . . v
2 (s(A7 (T 7)), s(AL (TP ) ) > S (su(TP2), 5, (T02)) 2 e e,

By Lemma 2.1, we have
AL ()| > || A% (2)] - [|ASH T (T || - Z(s(AR7 (Ti)), s(ART T (1))

> || Adi ()] ’)\%H_M(l_a)ce_wuqzi“.

Inductively
s—1
4% ()| > (142 (@) - Mz - [ ee™ " hers,
i=0
S s—1 q
Notice that js — jo = > ji — ji—1 = > =5+, thus if s is sufficiently large, we have
i=1 i=0
e s—1 .
. . —10% e s
Jo S qjc\; S st, H)CC q”iJrl 2 )\ 4(.75 ]O).
1=

It follows that .
. 1—-38), Coys
g @) = 2?7 2 AL
Now we are ready to prove the main result. From the subadditivity of the cocycle, the finite

Lyapunov exponent of a cocycle converges to the Lyapunov exponent. Thus there exists a large

sg > Ny such that

1 .
L / In | D¥*0 (2)||dz — L(a, Dy)
]so T

By (1),, of Proposition 3.1, there exists Ny > Ny, such that for any n > Nj, it holds that

1 ; 1 i
1 /mupiso (2)lldw — == /muAZ;O (2)||dz
J T ,750 T

S0

<e.

<e.
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On the other hand
1 i
- / In [|AZ° (2)||dz > (1 — 26)In Ao — C= > (1 — 3¢) In A
so JT

Q

Thus we finish the proof of (a).

Step 2: Proof of (b). The following two lemmas have been proved in [17].

Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 4.1 of [17]). Suppose A and B are two hyperbolic matrices such that | A|| = A}
and || B|| = A5 withm,n > 0 and A1, A2 > 1. If A(s(A))||u(B), then || BA|| < 2max{A7" 5", A5 }.

Lemma 3.2 (Corollary 4.1 of [17]). Let minr, = minge;, min{i > .0|T":17(m0d 27) € 1}, and let
min{i > 0|T"z(mod 27) € f2}, Then M~20 < w7

max r, = max < et

1
Z‘Eﬁjn

Let --- <mj_1 <nj <njp1 <--- be the returning times of = € {—g to {—g. Moreover, we let n;

be the first returning time of x € I,, to I,, after n;. Similarly, we denote by n;_ the last returning
time of x € I, to I,, before n;. Obviously, it holds that n;_1 <n;_ <n; and n; < n;y <njiq1. By
Lemma 3.2, we have

| —

§M )(’I’Lj+ —’I’Lji).

Since T™x € I,,, by Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 3.1, we have

Ay Ay A < 2ma {7 ), A 1))

nj, —ng,ng—nj < (1—

< gmax{ng —njmi—n;_} o A= M 720 (g, —ny )

It follows that

Hgn(Tnjﬂx) . --gn(T”fflx)H < A1 i-1= 3 MUy g ) o A (mgpa—ny 1) (1= 5 M)

Thus for any even k,
k_
Hjn(Tnkx) e gn(x)H < A(l_iM%O)Zf:ol(wﬁz—mj) < )\"k(l_iM74O)7

which implies that L(A,) < (1 —6§)InA.

4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.1 AND 3.2

In this section, we aim to prove Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2 which are the main technical
parts of this paper. The proof is split into the following three subsections.

4.1. Key Lemmas. Let 2 < s < 00, 0 < v < 1, K > 0, a € R\Q be bounded, p,/q, be the
continued fraction expansion of & and A > 1 be sufficiently large. Without loss of generality, we
may assume 2 < s < 3 since we are mainly concerned with the case s is sufficiently close to 2.
Recall that for any f € C°°(I), we denote

472 (1+ |K|)?

|flsrc = ——sup

k
35U W\a fleo(D),

the Gevrey norm of f restricting to 1.
In the following, we prove a Gevrey version of the concatenation of hyperbolic matrices. It
greatly simplifies and improves the proofs in [17].

Lemma 4.1. Let
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where ey, ez,0 € GSK(I) satisfying

~T00

(4.1) inf ‘H(x) - E‘ > ce™% > min {inf e1(x), inf eg(x)} ,

zel 2 zel zel

1 an
(4.2) p—" K,]tan@]&K < Ce™, eost| ¢, |cot O], < C,
S,
(4.3) e o < CAT3In1, =12,
Then, for e(x) := ||E(z)||, it holds that
4.4 inf e(z) > cinf - inf e
44 fele) 2 clferl@) Jgheale) e,
(4.5) lels i < C?lenls kleals k.,
_ _ _ 2

(4.6) le 1|s,(1+n)K < C2|e1 1|s,K|e2 1|s,Keqn-

Let s(x) = s(E(z)) and u(x) = u(E(zx)), we further have
(4.7) ‘g —s

—13 2 —13 2
(K <le; |s,K|el|s,K7 |U|s,(1+n)K <le; |57K|e2|s,K7

1
where n = A~ oo -1,

Proof. For simplicity, let us omit the dependence on x in the following computation. Direct com-
putations show that
o e2e3 cos? 0 + eZey ? sin § (e5% — €3)sinfcos
N (e52 —e3)sinfcosf e ey cos? O+ e3e;?sin?6)
It is obvious that

2 2.2 2 2 2

e? +e 2 =eledcos® 0 + eles

—e?el cos® f (1 + 62_4 tan? 6 + 61_462_4 + 61_4 tan? 0) =b.

sin? 0 + e %e5 % cos? 0 + e3e; 2 sin? 0

Thus

b+\/b2—4_\/5 1++V1—4b2
2 N 2 ’

ws) Y T i B
b+Vb?—4 b\ 14 v1—4b2

By (4.1) and (4.8), we have

(4.8) e=

‘ . > i . e
(4.10) glﬂlge(x) > cglﬂrg e1(x) glﬂlg ea(x) - e

By (1) in Proposition 2.1, (4.3) and (4.2), we have

|62_4 tan? 6 + 61_462_4 + 61_4 tan? 9|8 K

§|€2_1|§,K| tan0|§,K + Jer ! §7K|e2_1|§,K + Jer ! §7K| tan@@,[{
(4.11) SCA™39n- 16200 CAT391 4 O\~ 300120 < \ a1,

The last inequality holds since « is bounded and A is sufficiently large.
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Let n; = A"209 1 and Ny = Az -1, by (4.11) and (3)-(4) in Proposition 2.1, we have

1
(4.12) ‘ 1 5 T -1 < )\_%Q'nfl‘
1+ey*tan?60 + e; ey * + et tan? 0 s(14m) K
(4.13) ‘\/1+€2_4taH29—|—€1_462_4+€1_4tan29— 1 < ATl
87(1+771)K
1 L
(4.14) 75 55 | < AT,
1+ey tan? 0 + ey ey + ey tan o.(Ltm) (L) K

By (1) in Proposition 2.1, (4.3), (4.2), (4.12), (4.13) and (4.14), we have

1 -112 j,—1p2 1 ‘ 1

- <le e

‘b T L RS
(4.15) < 02624%)\—%1”71(1 + A_%anl) < ATt

‘\/5 - le1], 5 leals g lcos O] g ‘\/1 +eyttan?0 4 e eyt + ey tan? 6

s,(14m1) s,(1+m1)K
(416) < 20 ’61’3,K ‘62’3,K '
1 1 1 1 1
b = e1 eo cos 6 1+e;%tan20+ e te;* + e tan2 6

.(Lm2) (L+m) K SRS oK 2 Loz s.(1m2) (Lm ) K

(4.17) < 20| s,k leg s, e

By (4.15), (3) and (4) in Proposition 2.1, we have

“/1—413_2—1 SA_l_lszlfl’

s,(14+m)2 K
A1 — —2
(4.18) l’ / # _ < )\‘éf‘thl’
8,(1+n2)(1+m )2 K
2 1
(419) ‘ - - S /\—12—3f1n—1’
1++1—4b2

5,(14n3)(14+n2) A4+ )2 K

where 72 = A~ T 01,
By (4.16), (4.17), (4.18) and (4.19), we have

1++vV1—4b2
el (14mK = R e < C2lesl. xles]. .
(14n) s,(14m K 9 s, K s, K
s,(1+m K
1 2 ,
|e_1|s (I4+n)K 7 <C2|€1_1|s K|€2_1|s el
? b / _ ) )
s,(14n)K I+v1 4b=2 s,(14n)K

We finish the proofs of (4.4)-(4.6).
Now we prove (4.7). By polar decomposition procedure, we have s(x) = 5 + 6(E(x)) where
s(x) is the most contraction direction of E(z) and #(E(z)) is the eigen-direction of E'(z)FE(x)



corresponding to the eigenvalue ||FE(x)

13

|2. Let a = ejes, ¢ = adou= 2(e3 — ey ?)sinfcosf and

U= (a®—-a"2)cos?0+ (¢ — ¢ 2)sin? 0. It’s easy to calculate that
VU2 +u?+U
(4.20) tan s(z) = tan(Z + 0(E(z))) = u _vorrw Y
2 VU2 +u?—-U u
. N . ~T
Since |6 — 7/2| > ce™% > min « inf e (x), inf es(x) , we have
zel zel
(4.21) U > celede2an — eles? — ey el > 0.

(4.20) and (4.21) imply that

(4.22)

s(x) = arctan (sgn(u) <\/ Z—j +1+ %)) .

A direct calculation shows that

(4.23)

gi=—= cot 0 +

U (e1e2)? — (e1e9)? (e1e5")% — (ere; ') 2 con

u 2(e3 — e57) 2(e3 — e57)

Without loss of generality, we only consider the case g(x) > 0. A direct computation shows

ds 1 1 dg

dr 21+ ¢g2dz’

Cedeotf1 —eieyt + (e3t —ey?)tan?0  edcot
2 1—ey? ’ 2 ’

1
14 g2

1

= 4e7* tan? 0 .
! 4e7* tan? 0 + h?

By (4.3), (4.2), (1) and (3) in Proposition 2.1, we have

’h’ - 1’5,(1+771)K -

It follows that

’9\5,(1+n1)K < Cles ’g,K’ cot Q\S,K

Y (et —ert)tan? 6

—4

9 _
‘1—61 €y 1 S)\_qn717
37(1+771)K
’h2 o 1‘57(1+771)K < ’h - 1‘5,(14,-771)[(‘}1 + 1’5,(1-1—771)]{ < 4Nt
1
7 B 5~ 1
de; " tan“ 0 + h

In—1

<A4NT T2

S C‘el‘g,Ka

' 1—e%ey? + (et —ep*) tan?6
87(1+T]1)K

—4

< 2 tan 02 gler ! x < Olert[d e,

s,(1+m)2K

1
14 g2

By (2) in Proposition 2.1 and (4.3), we have

s

5—8

<
s,(1+n)K ‘

1

_ ~ 1 _
1+ g2 ’ag’s,(l-l-n)K < 02161 ! g,KCQq”\elfg,KK)\”q"*l < ey 1\2,1{\61@,1(-

s,(1+m)2K

Similar results hold for u. Thus we finish the whole proof. O
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Consider a sequence of maps

‘e GSK(I,SL(2,R)), 0<{<n-—1.

Let s'(z) = s[E(2)], u'(z) = u[E(2)], e'(z) = [|E(2)|| and A’(z)
polar decomposition, it holds that
Eg(l‘) = Rul(w)AZ(l‘)Rg sl(x)'

I
7 N
(]
O/—{T
B
=
/—e\\
8 o
Nt
N
N———
oS}
2

Set for each 0 </ <n —1,
EF1Hg) ... EYz), 1<k<n-—{
Ej(z)={ b=

(E{*,f(x)) , I<k<-1

ENEN

—~
8

~
o

e
For k > 1, let sf(x) = s[BL(2)], ul(x) = s[E%,(2)], e () = | EL(x)]| and Al (x) = (
Again by polar decomposition, it holds that

(z)
Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < {<n—1<¢5, 1 <& < 1055 and Oy(z) =: w1 (z) — s(x) + . Assume that

~ 100
(4.24) mf ‘5 - 9@(3)‘)‘ = :1025 s%(x) — uz_l(x)‘ > ce T > og?%iff_l {glcrég ez(x)} ,
1 am
(4.25) 7 , |tan Hg\s’K < Ce™, |cos Hg]s’K , |cot 95\871( <C,
cos Or |, i
—14¢
(4.26) ) o < (Jeflor) < OATI,
Then it holds that
4.2 fe0(z) > e 2am f
@21) fnfen(w) 2 c"e H;fgﬁ
n—1
(4.28) lenls.emr < C* T 1€k
(=0
n—1
_ _ 2
(4.29) () s, amae < C [T 1) s ™o,
/=0
0 0 . -1 —Lgm_
(4.30) |87 = S0, gy S AT T ] S AT

1
where n = A~ 8000 m—1,

Proof. We prove it by induction. In the case of the product of two matrices, i.e. n = 2, it follows
from Lemma 4.2. Now, we assume for k < n — 1 and for all possible ¢, we have
k—1
y .
(4.31) inf ef (x) > cFe=2kam H inf e (z),

el el
xr j:O xX
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k—1
k L
(4.32) ‘ek‘s(l—l—n)sz <C? H le ﬂ’s K,
7=0
~y
(433) ‘(ek) 1’8 (14n) 2kK C2k H ‘ E—H 1’8 4kqm7
7=0
¢ skam— 1
(434) ‘Sk_l Sk s’(1+n)2kK S )\ 9
n—{ _ , n—{ Skam— 1
(4.35) Up_ ] — Uy s (LT < A9

1
where n = A\~ 000 9m -1,
Clearly, (4.34) implies that for £ = 0,1,

‘SZ—SfL . <Z)\ 9]qm1<2)\—§qm1
2n—2
s5,(147) K =
w - uz:f < Z _§J‘1m 1< 2)\_§Qm 1
s,(14n)?"—2K —

Combining the above with (4.24), we have
(4.36) inf ‘uﬁj(m) - s"_l(x)| > cem,

inf |s 1(z) — uo(:n)‘ > cem,
zel

Let 0,_1(x) = u"~}(x) — s"~!(z), then

_ _1
Op—1— 601 < ‘uﬁ_i —u” < 2T 9dm-1,

G (22K (1) G (14m2" 2K (1)

Note that
1 B 1 1

cosf,_q  Cosbp_q cos(én_l —0,—1) —tanb, sin(én_l — Hn_l).

By (5) in Proposition 2.1 and (4.25), we have

1
é )\_m‘b’nfl .

cos(én_l —0,—1) —tan b, sin(én_l —0h-1) —

Gs,+m?2—1K

By (3) in Proposition 2.1, we have

1
(4.37) = — <2
cos(Op—1 — Op—1) —tanb,_1sin(@p_1 — 1) [gs.im2n-1k
By (4.25) and (4.37), we have
1 1
(4.38) S <o|l— < 20
COS 911—1 Gsv(1+’7)2"71K(1) COS en_l GS’(1+’7)2n71K(I)
Similarly

< 2C.

cot 0,
n 1GS’(1+W)2n71K(I) =

(4.39) ‘tan frs

o -
< 2Ce¥™, ‘cos 0p—1

GS»(1+77)2”71K([) Gs,(1+n)2"*1K(1) ’
(4.32), (4.33), (4.36), (4.38) and (4.39) imply that we can apply Lemma 4.2 to the product

Ep(z) = B""(2)Ep_y(2) = Ep_y(2)E°(2),
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which implies that

inf €0 (x) > cinf €2, (z) inf e"(z)e —Um > (e H inf ef

zel zel xel zel
n—1
¢
|69L|s,(1+n)2"K < 02|€n 1| ,(14n)2(n— 1)K|en 1l (42— ¢ < c2r H le"]s.x
(=0
0y—1 2 ,2q) —1\-1 1 2n 4 ~1
(€)™ s amenic < CPEP @) (1o el (€0 ) T e e < Ot HI s,
By Lemma 4.2 and (4.26), we have
0 0 0 \-13 0 |2
‘sn—l - Sn|s’(1+n)2nK < |(en-1) |s7(1+n)27l*2K|en—l|s,(1+77)2"*2K
n—2 n—2
6n—6,12ng;), 013 dn—4 02
S | (DT | [
£=0 (=0
n—2
.
< ClOnel2nqm H ‘(6 1‘2(1_“])2” g < <\ gnqm 1
j=0
thus
0_ 0 0 0 -
|57 — s”‘s,(1+n)2"K = ‘3 n—l‘s,(l—l-n)Q"K +|sn1 — Sn‘s,(l—i—n)Q"K < AT

Similar results hold for u”, we finish the proof since (14 7)?" <1+ A~ s0004m1 for n < <. O

In the following, we will fix 0 < vp < 1y < 1, 32:1+i>3 :1+i>2 B > 1 such that

0 <72 =pBry <7 = Pr; <1. Let 61 > 0 be sufficiently small such that 0 < 1= ”16 < 1. Recall
that

e The critical set: Cy = {¢1,c2} where ¢; € [0,7) and ¢3 = ¢1 + 7.
e The critical interval: I, 1 = [cl — q%,cl + qiﬁ} yIno = [02 — q%, co + q%] and I,, = I, 1 |J In 2.

e The first return time: For = € I,,, we denote the smallest positive integer ¢ with T ix eI,
(respectively T~z € I,,) by 1 (x) (respectively . (z)), and define rf = mingc;, r(z).

Obviously, r > 4.

Remark 4.1. If a is bounded, we have rF < q,(f for some C only depending on «. See [32] for the
proof.

4.2. Proof of Proposition 3.1. We prove Proposition 3.1 by induction. Instead of r,jf (x), some-
times, we use 7= for short when the difference between rX(z) and r;f are negligible. Recall that

InApp1 =), —10%5" v = w18, Av = A75

A1 = In A, +10°)070, y = mB, Ay = A
We first construct ¢n(x) and Ay (z) such that (1)y — (4)n hold.
Construction of ¢n(z) and An(x): Let ¢1,co € T with ¢; € [0,7) and ¢ = ¢; + 7. We define a
2m-periodic smooth function ¢y by

_ 1 1
sin(¢g(z)) = ce <<1‘*61*’”)”1 +<01+(’€+1>’T*z)”1), x € [c1 + km,e1 + (k+ 1)),
for some 0 < ¢ < ﬁ. In view of Proposition 2.1 and Corollary 2.2, it’s easy to see

1
(1) ¢ is a G periodic function for some C' > 0.
(2) [¢olcosty < § and for i = 1,2, |po(x)| > ce”l#=¢l™ for some ¢ > 0.
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Let A(x) = A- Rz _40(x) = <g\ )\91> ‘Rz () by [54], there exists a large A\g > 0 depending on

oo, 1 and € such that if A > Ag,
{A(z), - A(TTN(”C x)} is Any — hyperbolic,Vz € Iy.

Let sy(x) = s(A’";(x)), SN( ) = s(A7"~(z)) for x € Iy. Let ey(z) be a 2m-periodic C°-
function such that ey (z) = ¢o(z) — (y(x) —Sn(x)) for x € In. Let én(x) = en(x) - fn(x) where
fn is defined in Lemma 2.3 and ¢y (z ) () + én(x) for z € St

Verifying (1)n and (4)N of Proposition 3.1: Let ny = )\]_\,8000 n=rf <, e(z) = || Az + La)||
and I = Iy,
Eé(az) = A(a: + Ba) =A- R%-¢O(I+€a)‘
For 0 </ <n—1, since z + la ¢ I, one can easily verify that
inf [|A(z + o) = A,

s Br1 71
. 1 — — = 1 > -1 = -4
(4.40) 91615 ‘ 5 95(3;)‘ 91615 |po(x + ba)| > ce™ N = ce” IV |

(4.41) ) Mg = g e = A
By Corollary 2.1 and Corollary 2.2, there is some C' > 0 such that
(4.42) |cos byl gsi.0(py = [sin(o(x + €av))|gsrory, |0t Op| oy oy = [tan(do(z + Lav))|gsr.o () < C,

COs 6( C S111{ @ —|— éa | £| I |C0t(¢lh($ +£Oé))| C < C ]Nl
’ 1L S1s e .
Gs1» (I) 1 ( O(CU )) Gsl,C([) G 1C( ) G*s1 (I) —

Set gny—1 =1, (4.40)-(4.43) imply that all the assumptions in Lemma 4.2 are satisfied. It follows

+

inf 4, ()] 2 XRRTRR 2 E, A g asmieqry) < CTRNE < 5
xe

)

orty—rt 4arfqll _le\Lf ~10
S C N)\ Ne NaN S AN 5 |eN|Gsl,(1+nN)C(I) S )\Nlo.
G317(1+77N)C(IN)

1
14,1

Similar results hold for 7, we omit the proof.
By the definition and Lemma 2.3, we have

[ON = Plgsr.arnvio sy = |eN]gsraimmc gy < lenlgsnamme o [Nl gsnamme g

v
T=01v1

<AV (Ogh ) < AT,

The last inequality holds since "16 - <1 and A\ > ein .

Verifying (2)n of Proposition 5.1: Let Ay(x) = A+ Rz 4\ (x). Obviously, Ay(z) = A(z) - R

—én(z)

Lemma 4.3 ([17]). For x € Iy, it holds that

rt rt
AJ\JTV (‘T) =A N(‘T) ’ R—éN(x)

and
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+ : :
Thus, for any z € Iy, {An(x), ..., AN(T"N®~12)} is a Ay-hyperbolic sequence.

Verifying (3)n of Proposition 3.1: (sy — sg\,)(:zlt) = (S — y)(x) + én(z) which implies that

(sn — sy)(x) = ¢o(z) on %’, since |en(z)| < Ay in Iy. Thus we have
_ 1 v 01
(s = ) (@)] = [¢o(@)] = Ay = ce™ 00N,
on IN\II—J(\)’ since A > eI .

Inductively, we assume that ¢y (z), ..., ¢n—1(z) have been constructed such that Proposition 3.1
holds for N <1i¢ <n—1, ie.,

4i—1

g1 : 1
(Di 16i(@) = dim1 (@) ]y (14nye < A 1™ where 1 = [[7Z)y (1+ A ©0%) — 1.
(2); For each z € I, A;(z), Ai(Tx),--- ,Ai(T’“j(””)_l(az)) is A;-hyperbolic.

(3); We have

(@) s5i(x) — i) = do(z) = € 15
)i Isi(e) i@ > gloo(a)| > 7o, e AL
(4); Tt holds
~r?: 1 _rE
||Arii||GS1,(1+m)C(]n) <N, HA i” | < )‘i ‘.
i U Ggen o,

Now we construct ¢, (z) and verify (1), — (4).

Constructing ¢n(x): From (2),—1, we have that

+ B v B v
HA;n_f(x) (:E)H .e—(loqnﬂ) 1 > )‘Zn—? .e—(loqnﬂ) 1 > )\g—ﬁ)qn—l, rel, 1.

Combing the above with (3),_1, for each = € I, A,_1(z), Ap—1(Tx),- - ,An_l(TT”t(x)_l(:n)) is
An-hyperbolic. Let 5,(z) = s(A™ (z)), ,(z) = s(A=™ (2)). Let e,(z) be a 2r-periodic C>-

function such that e, (z) = ¢o(x) — (8),(z) — Su(z)) for x € I,,. Let é,(x) = ep(x) - fu(z) and
bn(z) = ¢(z) + é,(x) for z € St

Verifying (1), and (4), of Proposition 3.1: For any = € I, let j; be defined so that T7iz € I,_1\I,
. . 1,
and let TV+'x be the next return of T7x to I,,_1. Let n, = H;:}V(l + A, 0%y _ 1 ng < ¢F,

ef(z) = 1 Aji1—je (@ + Jea)|| and I = Iy,

m_

2 ~Sipp1—de (z+jea)-

, . eo() 0
E(z) = Ajl+1_j€(x + jea) = R“J’e+1*jz(x+j”1a) < 0 (eﬁ(x))_l>

By (2)n—1, we have

; ; In—1
inf {| Az, (@ + o) | = X2 = A2 0<f<ng - 1.



By (3)p—1, for 0 < ¢ <mng—1,

. ™ . .
:%:Iéf.; ‘5 - ef(x)‘ = ‘Sjul—jz(x + jear) — ujz—jeﬂ(x + ]fa)‘

1 sy
> B |Sn—1(33 + jear) — s;_l(gj +jea)| > ce In v _ Ce_q;il‘

By (4)n—1, we have
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1 Y Je+1—Je
£ n—1 4e(Je+1—Je)
€] e it | = < < MU= el
G Sl P B o1 G5 1+ 1)C

Je+1—Je n—1

0|—1+€ -5 -
|€ G (+nn—1)C S )‘n—l é >‘n—1
By (1)n-1, we have [¢,—1 — ¢ols.(14n,_1)c < 2A7T0. By Proposition 2.1 and similar arguments as

above, we have
|cos 06|G517(1+"77L71)C(_[) , [tan 9€|GS1’(1+%71)C(]) <,

1
cos 6y

71
|cot O] sy .(14m, ey < Cedm .
G n—1 (I)
Gsl,(1+nn,1)C(I)

Thus all the assumptions in Lemma 4.2 are satisfied, it follows

no—1

Z o Ger1—de) _ —~rit
[ A+l gsr.atmmrc < o H et | gs1.mm_ K < o W e WL
£=0
1 2ng 4noq’ et N—1 —r,f
HA ” < O H |(e) |GS17(1+%71)K <A
Gs1,(14m;)C =0

50dn—1
‘en‘Gslv(lJrnn)C(]n) < )\n 20 .

Similar results hold for 7.
By the definition, we have

|¢n - ¢n—1|G51v(1+ﬂn)C(S1) = |én|GS1,(1+nn)C(gl) < |€n|Gsl,(1+nn)C(1n)|fn|Gs1,(1+nn)C(§1)
v
T=d1v7

1
< )\ 2 (C'oq )Qn e < )\;Eq”*l‘
The last inequality holds because « is bounded.

Verifying (2),, of Proposition 3.1: Define A, (z) = A - Rz_4,(z)- Obviously, Ap(z) = Ap_q(x) -

R_én(m).
Lemma 4.4 ([17]). For x € I, it holds that
'f‘+ 7";3;
Ann (‘T) = An—l(x) ’ R—én(r)
and
A" (x) = R - AT ().

en(T—Tn ) n—1

Thus, for any x € I,, {A,(z), ..., An (T’"” @)=12)} is a A,-hyperbolic sequence.
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Vem’fyz’ng (3)n of Proposz'tz'on 3.1 (sp — sp)(z) = (5, — 5),)(x) + én(x) which implies that (s, —
sh)(x) = ¢o(x) on L2, since |en(7)|ge.atmc < A, 77" in I,. Thus we have

—gn_ 1 _ 0.8
(5n = s (@)] > [do(@)] = A% > om0,

on [ \I"
Thus we finish the proof by letting K1 = li_)m (1+n,)C.

4.3. Proof of Proposition 3.2. For any n > N, let é,(z ) = —(sp(x) — 8/, (x)) - fu(x) be a 27-
periodic smooth function such that it is —(s,(x) — s},(z)) on 10 and Vamshes outside I,,. From (3),

in Proposition 3.1, we have that é,(z) = —@o(z) - fa(v). Then we define On(x) = () + En(x)
and A,(x) =A- RE ()"

Verifying of (1), of Proposition 3.2: Tt follows from the following Lemma.
Lemma 4.5. |é,|gs.c < e 1% forn > N.

Proof. By (5.7) in Lemma 2.2, we have |[¢ollgsi.c(,) < e =342 for some C' > 0. On the other

hand, we choose §5 sufficiently small such that 52—{13— 5 = T 6_ 5 < By, by Lemma 2.3, we have
8
53— 1-03
’fn’sz,C < (ng)qn
Thus
8
B LB sp—1=053 _1m
€nlgsacsry < |dolasio falgscgy < e 2 (O <e i
g

Verifying (2), of Proposition 3.2: Since for each = € I,, {A (x), An(Tx), e ,An(T“ﬂm)_laz)} is
An-hyperbolic and ¢, (z) = qbn(x) on SI\I,,, we see that {A,(z), A,(Tz), - ,An(T’"’f(I)_lx)} is

An-hyperbolic. Thus §,(x) = s(A’"”( ) and &, (z) = s(A; T (x)) are well defined.

n

Verifying (3),, of Proposition 3.2: Notice that §,(z) — &, (x) = sp(x) — s, (z) — é,(x). Thus from
the definition of €,(z), it holds that

I,
~ ~/ n
(@) v e

Thus we finish the whole proof by choosing v = 52%1 and K = max{K,,C}.

5. THE PROOFS OF TECHNICAL LEMMAS

5.1. Proof of Proposition 2.1. The following two Lemmas will be used frequently.

Lemma 5.1 (The Formula of Faa di Bruno, see Theorem 1.3.2 in [38]). Assume f and g are two
smooth functions in an open interval (a,b), let h = go f, then

k1 ko kn
(1) ) (n)
() () — I A A LA
() = > Feilka! Y (f(w))< 1 ) < o |\ Tl ’
k142ko+...4nkn=n n

where k = k1 + ko + ... + k.



Lemma 5.2 (Lemma 1.4.1 in [38]).
k!
—  RF=R(1+R)"!
1o |
It 2t o kylko!.. k!
where k = k1 + ko + ... + ky.
By Stirling formula, one has
n\” ny\”"
. — <nl < — .
(5.1) <e) _n_C’(e) vn

Lemma 5.3. For any 0 < e < % and any o > 0, we have
n? < (20)7e77(1+¢e)".

Proof. Note that = e whn(l+e)tolnz et f(z) = —zIn(l +¢€) + o lnz, then

(1+a)
fl(z)=—In(1+¢)+ %.

It follows that max |f(x)| = f(ln(1+€)) —0 + 0 In - Hence

1+€)

(1105)96 = <1n(10+ a)>a = (%U)U

We finish the proof.
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0

Proof of Proposition 2.1: The proof of (1) and (2) can be found in [ 1]. Now we prove (3), note

that ( )(n) = (;ln—)fl By Lemma 5.1, we have

1\ " nl (=DFR! (0 @
(5:2) <}> - 2 kgl k! fEE (1' Bl

k1+2ko+...4+nkn=n
where k = k1 + ko + ... + k. Recall that
472 (1+ |n|)?

|f|sK 3 Slrle ﬁm f|00 1)
it follows that

3 S:(1+¢) n=0
5.3 £ 21— ‘ (n)( ‘< i) .
(5.3) gﬂrell\f( 2)] 2 51 —e)  Sup f < %ZIFH(Z!)) n>1

Let ¢ = %(1 —¢). By (5.2) and (5.3), for n > 1, we have

g k o
| T ) () ()
P SR U LR W o —

s\ k2 s\ kn
» nl K (2D (n!)
=¢ 2 Tl ol cFC 18 ( or )\l '

k14+2ka+...+nkn=n

By (5.1) and Lemma 5.3, we have

n'<C‘( ) f<C< ) (1+€?11)”6_2(371+1).
Thus

< Os=Dk—3k <E)(s_l)n (1+ 5$)(S_1)".
e

£\
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It follows that
1 (n)
(7)

where k = k1 +kao+...4+k;, and the last inequality follows from Lemma 5.2 and (5.1). For sufficiently
small € depending on s, we have

o k!
< c In! (e> (1+ 6371L_1)(S—1)nKn Z m(eéc_lcs)k
k14+2ko+...4+nkn=n 1:K2:...Rp-
1 p—

<ezc2C%(n))® [K(l + 550_103)(1 + 5$)(S_1)r,

(1+ 6%0_108)(1 + Eﬁ)(s_l) <1+ i&?%, e2¢720% < 3.

Hence by Lemma 5.3 again,

Ar? 1 2 1 "
isup ( +1|n|)n o= §€3|7’L|2 <1+_55J1r8> §€1_12
3o (K +emm) s L Fleo
By the definition, we have
‘— -1 L < €T12.
5,(14e518)K
For (4), note that |(vz)"| = |3+ (3 —n+ 1)3;5_"] < (n+2)!y/|z||z|~™. Similar to the proof of

(2), we have
(n) L 9 s 2 s L 1, Loys+n]"
(V)| < ere it m+ 22 [K (1423710 (1 4 e77)HD)]

By Lemma 5.3, we have

—-n

2 2
AT u (1+[n]) < 6%|n|4 14 1€s+116 <e i2
Co(I) 2

5o (K ss%w))" (n1)s

o f

The proof of (5) is exactly the same as (2) since |arcsin(™ z| < 27!, |sin™ z|, | cos™ z| < 1 < n!
for any n € N. Thus we finish the proof.

5.2. Proof of Lemma 2.2. We inductively prove for x > 0,

n i)
(5.4) S = 3 S
(5.5) laM ()| < v +2)"T (v +n)" 1<i<n.

Assume for k < n, (5.4) and (5.5) hold, then for k = n + 1, we have

n n+1 T.H_l(lj) )
f(n—H)(x) = 2; % - Z xw-iZ-Z:l_ n e—,%u = 2; Z.Ziu-i-n—i-l e_iy’
i =
where
—al(v)(v+n) i=1
a al (v —alw)iiv+n) 2<i<n.
an(v)v it=n-+1
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By (5.5), we have

! W)|(v +n) < (2v+2)" T (v +n)"T < (20 +2)" T (W 4 4 1) i=1
laf ] < 4§ lafy ()] + [af () (iv + n)| < (20 +2)" T (v 4 04 1) 2<i<n.
la? (V)] < (20 +2)" T (v 4 )" < Qv + 2" (v 4 4 1) i=n+1

(5.4) and (5.5) imply that

(2v +2)" (v +n)"t
(5.6) | £ (x |<Z e e T

Notice that

L <2(z’u+n)>i+"/u’
v
it follows that

1 n ) ) . i+n/v
1f™ ()] < e T (20 + 2)" i (p + )" (LV - ")> i

v

(-7 < ¢TI Oy ) ) < ¢TI Cn ()

5.3. Proof of Corollary 2.1. By the same argument as in Lemma 2.2, we have for any x > 0,

n " a(v) 1
(5.5) ) =3 B o
i=1
(5.9) laM ()| < v +2)"T (v +n)" 1<i<n.

(5.8) and (5.9) imply that

[
|$|iu+n e
i=1
Notice that ,
1 _ 1 w+n iHn/v
sup ———e =" < )
z€R |x|w+n v

it follows that

FARIE

. i+n/v
V(v 4+ n) (zy—i—n> < e\f\” ()t
14

5.4. Proof of Corollary 2.2. For any k € Z and z € [c; + k7, c1 + (k+ 1)), we have
g(x) =cf(x —c1 —km)f(c1 + (k+ 1)m — z).

Let us firstly show that g € C*°(S!), for which we only need to verify the derivative exists for
x = c1 + km. By a direct calculation, we have

> Z FOR (@ — e — km)(—DF B ey + (k+Dr—2) e +kr<z<e+(k+ D

o) =<0 '
S . fO (@ —c; — (k= Da)(=1)*fFE () +kr—2) e+ (k—Dr<az<ec +kn
k=0

We inductively prove that
(5.11) g™ (er + k) = g™ (e + k) = 0.
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Assume (5.11) holds for all £ <n. For k =n+ 1, by Lemma 2.2, we have

o |97 = e+ k)
z\c1+km r—Cl — km
> (Z) ¢~ TR Ok ((n — k)Y e err R OR((k)1)
< lim ™= =0.
N1k r—c —kr
h 97 = g e + k)
x le1+km T —C — km
5 () ¢ T ok — Ry T OR
< lim 0 = 0.
x ‘c1+km |l‘ —C1 — k‘7T|

Thus
ggrnﬂ)(cl +km) = g(_nH)(cl + km) = 0.

By (1) in Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, we have

_ 1 _ 1
’9‘870 S ’f( _ cl)‘&C’f(cl + 77— ')‘S,C S ce 2lz—cq [V e 2]z—cy—7|V )
We thus finish the proof.

5.5. Proof of Lemma 2.3. Define

Let

)

wo(x) =<0

wi () = {wo(—az) x>0

where wy(z) = % It’s easy to verify that
0 x> 2
S S
e (et
— — 1<z <2
e (71«%2)1/6 _|_ e (171)1/5
wy(z) =<1 -1<z<1.
1
e @+2)1/3
— — —2<zr<-1
e (x+2)1/5 +e (71.71)1/5
0 < =2

By similar arguments as Corollary 2.2, we have w; € G'T(R).
Then we define f,, to be a w-periodic function such that

fa(z) = w1(10g; (z — c1)), z € [01 - g,q + g] )

From the definition, we have that f,(f) (z) = (10g,)°" - wgr) (y) where y = 10¢2(z — ¢1). By the
definition of G'*%-norm, there exists C' > 0 such that

Br (. \ 148
")y < (Can)” (1)
jg}’ilfn (z)] < i e
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Thus

(r) 2 v

n (2)[(1+7r - 1 =5
sup |fn( )‘(1 . ) qg ( )6 v < (Cqﬁ)qn )
vel,  Cr(rl)tv
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