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FOLIATIONS IN GENUS TWO

SELIM GHAZOUANI AND CORINNA ULCIGRAI

ABSTRACT. We prove a rigidity result for foliations on surfaces of genus two, which can be seen as a
generalization to higher genus of Herman’s theorem on circle diffeomorphisms and, correspondingly,
flows on the torus. We prove in particular that, if a smooth, orientable foliation with non-degenerate
(Morse) singularities on a closed surface of genus two is minimal, then, under a full measure condition
for the rotation number, it is differentiably conjugate to a linear foliation.

The corresponding result at the level of Poincaré sections is that, for a full measure set of (standard)
interval exchange transformations (IETs for short) with d = 4 or d = 5 continuity intervals and
irreducible combinatorics, any generalized interval exchange transformation (GIET for short) which is
topologically conjugate to a standard IET from this set and satisfies an obstruction expressed in terms
of boundary operator (which is automatically satisfied when the GIET arises as a Poincaré map of a
smooth foliation) is C'-conjugate to it. This in particular settles a conjecture by Marmi, Moussa and
Yoccoz in genus two. Our results also show that this conjecture on the rigidity of GIETs can be reduced
to the study of affine IETSs, or more precisely of Birkhoff sums of piecewise constant observables over
standard IETs, in genus g > 3.

Our approach is via renormalization, namely we exploit a suitable acceleration of the Rauzy-Veech
induction (an acceleration which makes Oseledets generic effective) on the space of GIETs. For infinitely
renormalizable, irrational GIETs of any number of intervals d > 2 we prove a dynamical dichotomy
on the behaviour of the orbits under renormalization, by proving that either an orbit is recurrent to
certain bounded sets in the space of GIETS, or it diverges and it is approximated (up to lower order
terms) by the orbit of an affine IET (a case that we refer to as affine shadowing). This result can in
particular be used, in conjunction with previous work by Marmi-Moussa and Yoccoz on the existence of
wandering intervals for affine IETs, to prove, a priori bounds in genus two and is therefore at the base
of the rigidity result.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

In this article we extend some aspects of the theory of circle diffeomorphisms and of flows on
the torus to the context of generalized interval exchange transformations and of foliations on higher
genus surfaces. Exploiting a renormalization approach, we are able in particular to prove a rigidity
result in genus two which can be seen as a generalization of a celebrated theorem by Herman in
genus one and proves a conjecture by Marmi, Moussa and Yoccoz in [45] in the case of generalized
interval exchange transformations which correspond to minimal surface flows in genus two. We start
by giving an introduction to geometric rigidity problems in dynamics and some key results on circle
diffeomorphisms and (generalized) interval exchange transformations.

1.1. Geometric rigidity in dynamics. A natural problem in the theory of smooth dynamical
systems is to establish which classes of dynamical systems are geometrically rigid in the following sense.
We say that a class of dynamical systems (whether it be an endomorphism of a manifold, a foliation
or a flow) is geometrically rigid (or just rigid) if a topological conjugacy (namely a homeomorphism
which intertwines the dynamics on the two systems, see below for the definition) between two elements
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in this class is necessarily differentiable. A natural problem in the theory of smooth dynamical systems
is to establish which classes of dynamical systems are geometrically rigid.

It is well-known that periodic orbits provide obstructions to geometric rigidity for hyperbolic
dynamical systems: for a diffeomorphism, the product of the derivatives along a period orbit is a
C'-conjugacy invariant. In particular, Anosov diffeomorphisms or flows can easily be deformed to
modify this conjugacy invariant, without changing the topological structure (by structural stability).
The absence of periodic orbits is on the other hand possible (and actually prevalent) in entropy zero
dynamics, which is therefore a natural setting to investigate geometric rigidity.

A fundamental class of (entropy zero) systems in which geometric rigidity has been shown to be
prevalent are (minimal) circle diffeomorphisms, a class of dynamical systems that have played a central
role in the development of the theory since the work of Poincaré onwards. In addition to asking
that there are no-periodic orbits (which in the setting of circle diffeomorphisms is equivalent to the
assumption that the rotation number is irrational), to prove that a diffeomorphism 7' : M — M is
rigid one often needs to impose a quantitative version of the absence of periodic orbits, for example
asking that there exists ¢ > 0 and a > 0 such that

(1) d(z, T"(z)) > TTCa’ forallne N, x € M

(where d is a distance function on M). When M is the circle S* = R/Z, it is well known that a
diffeomorphism T : S! — S! satisfies (1) for a full measure set of rotation numbers (actually with
a > 1). In this setting, indeed, (1) is equivalent to assuming that the rotation number p = p(T") of T'
is Diophantine® or, as equivalent terminology, satisfies a Diophantine Condition. (For this reason, an
assumption like (1) is sometimes called a Diophantine-type condition).

A celebrated result by Michael Herman [28], combined with later work by Jean-Christophe Yoccoz [70],
then shows that circle diffeomorphisms which satisfy a Diophantine Condition are geometrically rigid.

Let us briefly summarize some of the works and settings in which geometric rigidity has been verified,
that are perhaps surprinsigly few:

(1) In the above mentioned setting of circle diffeomorphisms, the first (local) result in this direction
of rigidity was obtained by Arnol’d in [1] by applying methods from KAM theory. The global
theory was brought about by the work of Herman [28] and completed by Yoccoz [70]. It was
later revisited in terms of renormalization theory, see [33,34].

(2) If one allows to replace the ambient Riemannian manifold by a minimal invariant closed set,
certain smooth unimodal maps of the interval [0, 1] are known to be geometrically rigid. These
were first numerically discovered by physicists Feigenbaum [19] and Coullet-Tresser [57] in the
late 1970s. A deep and rigorous theory, nowadays sometimes referred to as Sullivan-McMullen-
Lyubich theory was established only later, in the Nineties, through the introduction of complex
methods into the picture, see for instance Sullivan [56], McMullen [52, 53], Lyubich [42] and
Avila-Lyubich [6].

(3) In one-dimensional dynamics, several other classes of rigid dynamical systems were discovered
and much studied, such as circle maps with a critical point (see e.g. the works by de Faria
and de Melo [16,17] or by Yampolsky [68,69]), circle homeomorphisms which are differentiable
away from a point, known as circle maps with breaks (see for example the works [32,36,37] by
Khanin, Khmelev, Teplinsky, Kocic, Mazzeo, or Cunha and Smania [14,15] for more breaks) or
Lorenz maps (see Martens and Winckler, [50,67]).

(4) KAM theory establishes the local rigidity of Diophantine translations on the torus T¢ = R¢/Z¢
(see for instance [30] and references therein). However, no global rigidity result is known in this
context when d > 2.

1We recall that one says that p € R is Diophantine with Diophantine exponent 7 > 0 iff there exists ¢ > 0 such that
forall p,g € Z,q+#0, |p— % > 42%. Since rotations are homogeneous, multiplying by ¢ one gets (1) with a« =1+ 7.
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In the setting (4), geometric rigidity was proposed as a conjecture by Raphaél Krikorian (see [35]), who
asked, when M = T, with d > 2, is a higher dimensional torus, whether given any C*> diffeomorphism
T : M — M which is topologically conjugate to a translation of T¢ and whose rotation vector satisfies
a Diophantine Condition,? then the conjugacy is C' and actually C*°. A bold generalization of this
conjecture was suggested by Konstantin Khanin in his ICM address [35], namely that any minimal
T € Diff>°(M) where M is a smooth, closed Riemannian manifold which satisfies a Diophantine-type
condition as in (1) is geometrically rigid. Little evidence is available towards this conjecture and further
obstructions other than periodic orbits (related for example to the presence of invariant distributions)
may play a role in this greater generality.

1.2. Geometric rigidity in genus two. In this article we provide a new class of geometrically rigid
dynamical systems, by proving a global rigidity theorem for foliations on surfaces of genus 2 (Theorem
A here below), or, more in general, for a broader class of interval exchange maps (see Theorem B and
the remarks afterwards). The result for foliations is the following. We explain the meaning of some
key words just below (and refer the reader to § 6 for precise definitions of notions involved in the
statement).

Theorem A. Let S be a closed orientable surface of genus 2 and F a minimal orientable foliation on
S of class C3, with non-degenerate (Morse type) singularities. Under a full-measure® Diophantine-type
condition, F is geometrically rigid.

This result can be seen as a generalisation of Herman’s global rigidity theorem for circle diffeomorphisms,
reformulated in the language of minimal foliations on the torus (as we explain at the end of the next
section of this introduction).  We recall that in higher genus, foliations are necessarily singular.
Minimality in this context means that all bi-infinite leaves are dense (see Definition 6.1.3). By Morse-
type singularities we mean that the leaves of the foliation in a neighborhood of a singularity are level-sets
of a Morse function (i.e. a function with non-degenerate zeros). This is a generic (open and dense)
condition. These assumptions imply in particular that singular points of the foliation are saddles* and
that the holonomy of the foliation around each saddle points is zero (see § 6 for details). Finally, we
define the measure class on minimal foliations with respect of which the Diophantine-type condition
(which is given by Definition 6.2.2) has full measure in § 6.2.3.

Note that all the examples of geometrically rigid dynamical systems that we listed above, with the
exception of the local rigidity results given by KAM theory, are one-dimensional and combinatorially
equivalent to either a translation on a torus (in the case of circle diffeomorphisms, critical circle maps,
or circle maps with breaks), or an odometer (in the case of unimodal maps and Lorenz maps). Our
result is, to the best of our knowledge, the first (global) rigidity result on surfaces of higher genus,
which have a much richer® combinatorial structure.

2A translation of T? = R%/Z% with rotation vector p = (p1, ..., pa) is the map which sends z = (z1,...,z4) € T? to
z+p=(x1+p1,...,2a+ pa) € T<¢. We say that the vector p satisfies a Diophantine condition with exponent 7 > 0 if
there exists ¢ > 0 such that for every non-zero integer vector k = (k1,...,kq) € Z%, |(k, p)| = |kip1 + ... kapa| > c/||k||"-

3The space of topological conjugacy classes of such foliations can be parametrised by finitely many parameters, and
here full-measure means ’for almost every parameter’ with respect to the Lebesgue measure. This notion of full measure
on minimal foliations is also related to the Katok fundamental class, see § 6.2.3 for details. Furthermore, it corresponds to
a full measure set of (combinatorial) rotation numbers (see Definition 2.3.1) in the sense of Definition 3.3.1.

4Morse type singularities are simple saddles (with 4-separatrices or prongs) and centers: centers are excluded since if
there is a center, the foliation has closed orbits in the neighbourhood of the center and thefore is not minimal. A minimal
foliation in genus is two can have either 2 simple saddles (with 4 prongs each), or one (degenerate) saddle with 6 prongs.
The assumption of Morse singularities implies that we are in the first case, but is included in Theorem A only to have a
simpler statement: the case of one saddle with 6-prongs is also covered by Theorem B stated below, see also § 6.

5This richness can be formalized in various ways: flows on surfaces are described by more frequencies; the combinatorial
information in this setting can be described higher dimensional continued fraction algorithms, which produce cocycles in
SL(d,Z) with d > 2; the combinatorial information can also be encoded in a Bratteli-Vershik diagram with d > 2 vertices,
while odometers and rotations both correspond to Bratteli-Vershik diagrams with d = 2. Finally, in virtue of this higher
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Before we state the other main results of this article (in § 1.5 and § 1.6), we summarise the main
results on diffeomorphisms of the circle and (generalized) interval exchange transformations that
motivated our work.

1.3. Diffeomorphisms of the circle and foliations on the torus. Flows and foliations on surfaces
have been a topic of interest since the work of Poincaré, who singled out the analysis of flows on the
torus as the simplest toy-model to investigate the stability of the solar system. Poincaré introduced the
rotation number, which is an invariant which fully accounts for the combinatorial structure of orbits of
circle diffeomorphisms (and equivalently flows on the torus).

The rigidity theory of circle diffeomorphisms was started by Denjoy in [18]. Recall that two homeo-
morphisms f, g : S — ST of the circle St are topologically conjugate if there exists a homeomorphism
h:S' — S! (the conjugacy map) such that foh = go f. Denjoy in [18] proved that a sufficiently
regular circle diffeomorphism f with irrational rotation number must be topologically conjugate to the
rigid rotation R, with the same rotation number p, given by x — R,(x) := x4+ p. The existence of a
topological conjugacy implies in particular that f cannot have wandering intervals, namely there does
not exist intervals I C S! such that the iterates f*(I), n € Z are all disjoint.

A landmark result is the local rigidity theorem of Arnol’d [1], who successfully applied KAM theory
to show that under a suitable Diophantine-type condition on the rotation number p, sufficiently small
analytic deformations of z — x + p, whose rotation number is equal to p, must be analytically conjugate
to x — x 4+ p. Arnol’d went on to conjecture that such a statement should hold true without any
assumption on the closeness to rotations.

This global rigidity conjecture was proved to be true in the (more general) C* setting® by Michael
Herman [28] in a spectacular treaty, whose legacy still lives on. A few years later, Jean-Christophe
Yoccoz [70] succeeded in showing that Herman’s result indeed extends to all Diophantine numbers,
thus providing the optimal arithmetic condition in the smooth setting (and later on also the optimal
condition in the analytic setting, see [71]). Combining Herman’s [28] and Yoccoz’ [70] results, we have
the following theorem:

Theorem. (Herman [28], Yoccoz [70]). If p is a Diophantine number, then any T € Diff>(S!) of
rotation number p is C*°-conjugate to x — x + p. In particular, smooth circle diffeomorphisms of
Diophantine rotation number are (geometrically) rigid.

An equivalent geometric reformulation of the above theorem in the language of foliations on surfaces
is the following. Let S be a torus, namely a genus one closed orientable surface. Then, given any
minimal (orientable) foliation on S which is topologically conjugate to a linear flow on the torus with
Diophantine rotation number’ is smoothly conjugated (in the sense of foliations®) to the linear flow
foliation. In particular, the theorem implies that minimal foliations on genus one surfaces under a
full measure Diophantine-type condition are geometrically rigid. It is this latter statement that is
generalized by Theorem A to genus two.

1.4. Flows in higher genus and interval exchange transformations. The extent to which the
theory of diffeomorphisms of surfaces and flows on the torus generalises to flows on higher genus surfaces
and their Poincaré maps is a natural question. The objects which play the role of rigid rotations in
this context are standard interval exchange transformations (IETs for short), orientation-preserving
bijections of [0,1] which are piecewise translations (see Definition 2.1.2). These transformations

dimensional nature, one lacks in general Denjoy-Koksma inequality and a priori bounds, see a later subsection of this
introduction.

6Herman in his thesis [28] considers not just the not just C*° regularity, but also C", for r > 3 as well as the analytic
settings.

"Let us recall that a linear flow on the torus T? = R?/Z? is the flow (¢¢)ier : T2 — T2 given by x ~ x + ta, where
z,a € T2, This flow has rotation number p = as/a.

8We recall that the regularity of conjugacy of foliations is expressed in terms of the transverse structure; thus, this is
equivalent to the conjugacy of f and R,.
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naturally arise as Poincaré maps of linear flows on higher genus surfaces (namely translation flows on
translation surfaces, or, correspondingly, measured foliations®), see § 2.1.6. Linear flows on (translation)
surfaces in turn play the role of linear flows on (flat) tori. The non-linear counterparts are generalized
interval exchange transformations (or GIETS), which arise as Poincaré maps of minimal flows on
higher genus surfaces. Notice that in higher genus the presence of singularities is unavoidable and the
corresponding (orientable) foliations have singularities (corresponding to fized points for the flow).

1.4.1. Renormalization and combinatorics. To generalize Poincaré and Denjoy work, one needs first of
all a combinatorial invariant which extends the notion of rotation number. Such an invariant can be
produced by recording the combinatorial data of a renormalization process. Renormalization operators
in this context, similarly to the case of circle diffeomorphisms, are obtained associating to a given a
GIET T :I — I on I =]0,1], another GIET which is obtained by suitably choosing an subinterval
I’ C I and considering the induced map of T. The interval I’ is chosen so that the induced map is
well defined and is again a GIET T” of the same number of intervals. Correspondingly, at the level
of (minimal) flows (or foliations) on surfaces, this process corresponds to taking a smaller Poincaré
section. The image R(T) of T under the renormalization operator is then by definition the GIET
acting on I = [0, 1] obtained by normalising, i. .e. conjugating by the affine transformation which maps
I to I, so that the image is again a GIET on I.

A classical algorithm to renormalize standard IET is the Rauzy-Veech algorithm, also called Rauzy-
Veech induction (whose definition we recall in § 2.5), first introduced by Rauzy [55] and used starting
from the seminal papers by Veech [61,62] to study fine ergodic properties of standard IETs, see
e.g. [4,12,77]. The ergodic properties of this renormalization dynamics in parameter space is by now
well understood (see e.g. [3,5,9,76], or [74] for a brief survey).

Rauzy-Veech induction is well defined also on GIETs with no connections (as defined in § 2.1.3) and
can be used (as shown e.g. in [43,47], see also the notes [75]) to define a notion of rotation number
(see Definition 2.3.1) and irrationality for IETs and GIETSs (see Definition 2.3.2). One can then show
that two irrational GIETs with the same rotation number are semi-conjugated, a result that we call
Poincaré-Yoccoz theorem (see Theorem 2.1).

1.4.2. Absence of a Denjoy theorem and wandering intervals. One of the crucial differences between
GIETs and circle diffeomorphisms, though, is the absence of a Denjoy Koksma inequality'® and a
priori bounds. This has far-reaching consequences, the most spectacular of which being the absence of
Denjoy theorem: there are smooth GIETSs that are semi-conjugate to a minimal IET for which the
semi-conjugacy is not a conjugacy, in other words they have wandering intervals. This phenomenon,
first discovered by Levitt but for a non-uniquely ergodic example, was later expored by Camelier
Gutierrez [11], Cobo [13] and Bressaud, Hubert and Mass [8] for special (families of) uniquely ergodic
examples with periodic-type combinatorics. It is important to stress that this is is not a low-regularity
phenomena, nor it is related to special arithmetic assumptions, as these examples exist for AIETs with
almost every rotation number, as shown later in the work [44] by Marmi, Moussa and Yoccoz, which
actually indicates that the existence of wandering interval is in some sense typical''.

9A translation surface determines indeed a vertical (and a horizontal) measure foliation. The leaves of the vertical
linear flow are leaves of the measured foliation and the other foliation determines a transverse invariant measure.

10We recall that the Denjoy-Koksma inequality is an ergodic-theoretic statement which gives boundedness of Birkhoff
sums of bounded variation observables at special times: given f: I — I is a function of bounded variation on I = [0, 1]
and R, a rotation by p, if p,/g. are the convergents of p (given by pn/gn = [ao,...,an] where [ao,...,an,...] is the
continued fraction expansion of p), the Birkhoff sums ZZ”Z’O f(x) at times ¢, are uniformely bounded, independently on
ne€Nand z € I.

1Gee for example the statement of Proposition 5.3.1, which is taken from [43]: wandering intervals are shown to exist
for a full measure set of rotation numbers as long as the log-slope vector of the AIET has a typical projection on the
Oseledets filtration (and, conjecturally, as long as it projects on any positive Oseledets exponent).
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1.4.3. Cohomological equations and obstructions to linearisation. A crucial step in the KAM approach
developed by Arnol’d for circle diffeomorphisms is to solve a linearised version of the conjugacy
equation ho R, =T o h, which amounts to finding a (smooth) f which satisfy the functional equation
foR,— f =g fora given (smooth) g. This equation, known as cohomological equation, is easily solved
in the smooth setting using Fourier analysis in the case where R, := x — x + p is a rotation satisfying
a full measure arithmetic condition, under the necessary (and in this setting the only) obstruction that
g has to have zero-mean.

For a long time it has been unknown whether the cohomological equation could be solved under
suitable assumptions for IETs (or flows on surfaces such as translation flows), until the pioneering
work of Forni [23] (see also [24]), who brought to light the existence of a finite number of obstructions
to solving it. The existence of obstructions to solve the cohomological equation has been since
then discovered to be a characteristic phenomenon in parabolic dynamics, see for example the works
by Flaminio and Forni on the cohomological equation for horocycle flows [20] and [21] for nilflows
on nilmanfolds (which are other key examples of parabolic flows, in the sense that they present a
subexponential form of sensitive dependence of initial conditions, see for example the surveys [22,60]).
Forni’s work is a breakthrough that paved the way for the development of a linearisation theory in
higher genus.

Another breakthrough was achieved by Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz in their work [45] (and related
works [43,47]). In [43], in particular, they reproved Forni’s result on the cohomological equation
using a renormalization approach based on Rauzy-Veech induction, thus describing explicitely a full
measure Diophantine-type condition on the IET (a condition that, in analogy with rotations, they
called Roth type, see [43] and also [47] for a variation of this condition). Furthermore, the improved
regularity in their result could then be exploited in [43], combined with a generalization of Herman’s
Schwarzian derivative trick, to prove a linearisation result, showing that the high regularity (C" for
r > 2)-local conjugacy classes of smooth IETs form a submanifold of the expected finite codimension
(the codimension being related to the number of obstructions to solve the cohomological equation,
see [45]). An analogous result for the C!-local conjugacy classes was suggested as a conjecture in [45].
Recently, the first author has proved it in a special case, namely for the (measure zero) set of TETs
which have (hyperbolic) periodic-type rotation number (in the sense of Definition 2.3.3 below), which
hence correspond to periodic points of the renormalization operator.

1.4.4. Rigidity conjecture. In [45], Marmi, Moussa and Yoccoz formulate a number of fundamental
open questions and conjectures left open in the theory of linearisation of GIETs (see the Open
Problems section 1.2 in [45]). One of them, stated as Problem 2 in [45], is a geometric rigidity
question/conjecture'®?. They ask whether it is true that, for a full measure set of standard IETs Ty,
any GIET T of class C* to Ty and such that the value of a conjugacy invariant that they call boundary
(see below and, for a definition, § 2.7.4) is zero'?, is actually also C'-conjugate to Tj.

We prove in this paper that this conjecture is true in genus two (see Theorem B below). We also
show that the result in any genus can be reduced to a statement on dynamical partitions of affine IETs,
or equivalently, to problem concerning Birkhoff sums of piecewise constant observables over standard
IETs (see the comments below, or § 5 and in particular Proposition 5.2.1).

12Immedia‘cely before formulating it as a question, Marmi, Moussa and Yoccoz provide an heuristic rationale which
explains why it should be true and, just after, formulate a slight extension of what they now call ’one of the previous two
conjectures’.

LBMore precisely, Problem 2 in [45] is first stated for GIETs which are a simple deformation of Ty (i.e. a deformation
which does not perturb Tp in a neighbourhood of the discontinuities and endpoints, see [45]). Being a simple deformation
implies in particular that the boundary is the same than the boundary of Ty and the latter is indeed zero. Immediately after,
they say that the conjecture can be formulated in a slightly more general setting (not restricted to simple deformations)
using the boundary conjugacy invariant that they introduce later.
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1.5. Rigidity result for GIETs. We have already anticipated one of our rigidity results in the
language of foliations (Theorem A stated above). We will now formulate our main result in the
language of GIETs (Theorem B below).

We denote by Z; the space of standard irreducible interval exchange transformations with d branches
(see § 2.1.3 for the definition of irreducible). This space is a finite union of d—1 simplexes (see § 2.2)
and thus carry a natural Lebesgue measure. Full-measure sets and full-measure Diophantine-type
conditions are defined using this measure. Associated to a GIET T, there is an important C'-conjugacy
invariant, called the boundary of T and here denoted by B(T') (for the definition of B, which is based
on Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz boundary operator from [45,47], see Definition 2.7.1 and § A.1). Our main
rigidity result in the language of interval exchange maps is the following.

Theorem B (Rigidity of GIETs with d = 4 or d = 5). There is a full measure** subset F C Iy U T
such that the following holds. If Ty € F and a C3-generalized interval exchange map T, whose boundary
B(T) wvanishes, is topologically conjugate to Ty, then the conjugacy between T and Ty is actually a
diffeomorphism of [0,1] of class C1. In other words, almost every standard irreducible IET with 4 or 5
continuity intervals is geometrically rigid.

Thus, Theorem B proves the rigidity conjecture by Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz [45] for irreducible TETs
with d =4 or d = 5 intervals (which correspond to Poincaré sections of flows in genus two). The d =5
case implies Theorem A (see § 6) and, more in general, for d = 4, the analogous statement for minimal
orientable foliations in genus two with a degenerate saddle. The set F of standard TETs, which has full
measure with respect to the Lebesgue measure on Zy or Z5 ( (see footnote 14 and § 2.5.1 for details) is
described by a Diophantine-type condition that we call (RDC). We comment on its nature below (see
§ 1 and Definition 3.3.4 for the precise condition).

We remark that a great part of the intermediate results which are proved to deduce Theorem B (see
e.g. Theorem C and Theorem E stated below), are proved in greater generality, namely for any d > 2
(and hence for any genus in the language of foliations in Theorem A). The result which is exploited
in the proof and reduces the validity of the rigidity conclusion to d = 4,5 (and respectively genus
two foliations) is a result on existence of wandering intervals for affine IETs (and equivalently on
the control of Birkhoff sums of piecewise constant observables), which was proved by Marmi, Moussa
and Yoccoz in [44] and known only under a technical condition on Lyapunov exponents (which is
automatically satisfied for d = 4, 5).

1.5.1. Regularity of the conjugacy. The reader familiar with the theory of circle diffeomorphisms will
have noticed that Theorem B only gives that the conjugating map is of class C'. We believe that it
should be possible to prove that the regularity is indeed C'*® (i.e. that the derivative is a-Holder)
for some 0 < a < 1 but that indeed the conjugacy is not typically C2. We stress that this is not
due to a shortcoming in our approach, rather this loss of regularity is an essential feature of the
problem, which corresponds to Forni’s and Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz non-trivial obstructions to solving
the cohomological equation: Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz have indeed shown that asking for more regular
conjugacy forces GIETS to live in positive codimension submanifolds of the C!'-conjugacy class; the
codimension is an exact reflection of the aforementioned obstruction. In this a sense, GIETs are closer
to essentially non-linear rigid dynamical systems, such as unimodal maps and circle map with breaks
or critical points, for which the conjugacy is typically no more regular than C' and actually C'* for
some 0 < a < 1 in general).

1.5.2. The boundary assumption. We remark that the boundary condition (i.e. the assumption that
B(T') vanishes) is an essential assumption: two GIET that are topologically conjugate but have
different boundaries cannot be differentiably conjugated, simply because the boundary is C'-conjugacy
invariant. We note, for the reader who is familiar with the one-dimensional dynamics literature, that

Mere the measure is the Lebesgue measure on the parameter standard IETs Z4, i.e. a result holds for a full measure
set of IETs in Zg, if it holds for all érreducible combinatorial data and Lebesgue-almost every choice of lenghts of the
continuity intervals. See § 2.5.1 for details.
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the assumption that B(T) is zero, in the special case where T is a circle maps with breaks, reduces to
the classical assumption that the non-linearity ny (see § 2.4.1) has integral zero and that the special
pair (T1,T5), where T1, T are the two branches of T', corresponds to a diffeomorphism without break
points'®. The case where B(T') does not vanish is equally interesting, and some comments are made in
a subsequent paragraph.

Geometrically, when T is the Poincaré map of a minimal foliation on a surface, the boundary
B(T) encodes the holonomy around the saddles of the foliation (see §6). Thus, the assumption that
B(T) is zero is equivalent to the asking that the corresponding foliation has trivial holomony around
singularities (a condition that is automatic when the singularities are level sets of Morse functions). It
is using this remark that Theorem A can be deduced from Theorem B (see § 6).

1.5.3. The C°-conjugacy class in parameter space. The main result of this article does not yet give
a description of the C’-conjugacy class of IETs in parameter space. It shows on the other hand that
the C%-conjugacy class of almost every IET agrees with the C'-conjugacy class. Marmi, Moussa and
Yoccoz conjectured that, for almost every IET, the C!-conjugacy class is a codimension (d — 1) + (g — 1)
submanifold of class C! (see [45], Problem 1). As already mentioned earlier, a step towards this
conjecture has been taken in [26], which shows that it is locally true for (hyperbolic) periodic type
IETs (see Definition 2.3.3). The main result of the present article, combined with a complete proof of
the conjecture, would therefore automatically yield also a complete description of the C%-conjugacy
class of almost every genus two IET in parameter space.

1.6. A dynamical renormalization dichotomy and the strategy of the proof. The proof of
the rigidity results (Theorem B and its geometric reformulation in Theorem A) are based upon
renormalization methods. We prove in particular some results on the dynamics of renormalization and
its consequences, which we now state, which are valid for infinitely renormalizable GIETs with any
number d > 2 of intervals and we believe are of independent importance.

Let & denote the space of all GIETS of class C" on d > 2 intervals with an irreducible combinatorics
(see § 2.1.3 and § 2.2 for definitions). We consider, as renormalization operator R : X — X7, an
acceleration of Rauzy-Veech induction (which is in turn given by suitable, linearly growing iterates of
Zorich acceleration of Rauzy-Veech induction). The general statement that we prove on the dynamics of
this renormalization, which is valid for any d > 2 (and hence, correspondingly, for Poincaré sections of
flows on surfaces of any genus) is, informally, the following dynamical dichotomy (we refer to Theorem
3.2 for a precise statement):

Theorem C (A priori bounds or affine shadowing dichotomy). Let T' be a GIET in X, d > 2, whose
rotation number satisfies a full-measure'® Diophantine-type condition which we call (RDC). Then
there exists a bounded set K such that one of the two possibility holds.

(1) The iterated renormalizations (R"(T'))nen are recurrent to the bounded set K.
(2) The iterated renormalizations (R™(T))nen go to infinity at an exponentially rate, and the orbit
(R™(T)) is well-approxzimated by that of an affine interval exchange map.

The notion of full measure is defined § 3.3.1 (see in particular Definition 3.3.1). We comment below (in
§ 1.6.3) on the nature of the Diophantine-type condition. Let us say here though that this full measure
condition includes in particular as a (measure zero) special case all periodic-type combinatorics (also

15The boundary B(T) = 0 is indeed a vector in R" (see Definition 2.7.1 and § A.1), where x := d — 2g and g is the
genus of any (minimal) surface flow which has T as Poincaré section, see § 2.1.6. Asking that the sum of the entries of
B(T) is zero is equivalent to asking that fol nr(z)dz = 0 (see Lemma 4.2.3); when T is a circle diffeomorphisms with
break points (i.e. when the combinatorics of the GIET is of rotational type, the value of the entries of B(T') are related to
the values of the break points, and therefore asking that B(T") is the zero-vector means asking that there are no breaks,
see Remark 4.2.3.

16The measure on (combinatorial) rotation numbers is induced here by the Lebesgue measure on standard IETs, see
Definition 3.3.1 and § 3.3.1 for details.
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known as Fibonacci-type combinatorics in the one-dimensional literature, see § 2.3.4 for definitions). A
proof of Theorem C in this special case is much easier and is included both for didactical purposes and
for the reader not interested in the technical subtlety of Rauzy-Veech induction (see section § 3.2); the
periodic-type case (see Definition 2.3.3) also yields a stronger conclusion, namely the approximation in
(2) is up to a bounded error (see Proposition 3.2.1).

In the first case, Case (1), which we call the recurrent case, one can show that a priori bounds
on iterates of renormalization hold (see Proposition 4.2.1). The heart of the work in Case (2) is to
construct a vector v = (v1,...,vq) € R? that we call the affine shadow. This vector is such that %,
for 1 <4 < d, are the slopes of an affine IET whose orbit under renormalization gives the leading
divergent behaviour of the orbit of T' (see Theorem 3.2 for a precise statement). Thus, the quantities v;,
1 < i < d play the role of geometrical scaling invariants associated'” to T. Theorem C is an instance of
study of an infinitely renormalizable dynamics, whose orbit diverges in parameter space. Even in this
context, describing the way in which divergence occurr proves to be helpful to control the dynamical
behaviour of the system. An interesting occurrence of this phenomenon in one-dimensional dynamics,
similar at least in spirit, has been recently analysed for certain Cherry flows, in the work of Martens
and Palmisano [49].

1.6.1. Wandering intervals and a priori bounds. Another key step of the proof is to show that, if
one can prove that the affine IET that shadows T" given by (2) has wandering intervals by showing
that the dynamical partitions associated to the AIET are ezponentially distorted (a geometric notion
that we define in § 5.2, see Definition 5.2.2), then also the GIET T has wandering intervals (see
Proposition 5.2.1). Thus, the problem of existence of wandering intervals for GIETS is reduced by our
work to a question'® concerning affine interval exchange transformations, or more precisely Birkhoff
sums of piecewise constant functions over standard IETSs.

Since Marmi, Moussa and Yoccoz have shown that a large class of AIETs have exponentially distorted
towers and hence wandering intervals (see § 5.3.2 and in particular Proposition 5.3.1), it follows that
all GIETs which are shadowed by AIETs in this class (which includes typical AIETs for any d > 2,
see Proposition 5.3.1) have wandering intervals. When the number of exchanged intervals is d = 4 or
d =5 (i.e. when the GIET is a Poincaré section of a minimal flow on a genus two surface), the result
by Marmi, Moussa and Yoccoz [44] include in particular all ATETs with divergent shadow!®. Thus,
in this case, assuming that 7" is minimal (an assumption which rules out the presence of wandering
intervals) forces T to be recurrent, i.e. Case 1 of the dynamical dichotomy given by Theorem C to
hold. Thus, we can deduce in this case a result on a priori bounds:

Theorem D (A priori bounds in genus two). If T' is ¢ minimal GIET in Xj withd =4 ord =5
whose rotation number satisfies the full-measure condition (RDC'), then the acceleration R of the
Rauzy- Veech renormalization satisfies a priori bounds, namely there exists a constant K > 0 such that
the iterates R™(T') of T under renormalization satisfy

K P <|[DR™T)||c <K,  forallmeN,
where || - || denotes the sup norm on I =[0,1].

We refer to § 4.2.5 (in particular Propostion 4.2.1) for a more precise formulation.

17We remark though that the shadow v € R? is not uniquely defined, but its unstable component (which leaves in a
space of dimension g) is: two shadows v1,v2 of the same GIET T differ by an element of the central stable space FEcs(To)
of the Oseledets filtration of the standard IET Ty semi-conjugated to 7', see § 3.3.2.

18We remark though that it is not sufficient for us to simply show that the affine shadow has wandering intervals,
but we need to show that this happens in a special way, namely one needs to show the Birkhoff sums estimates proved
by Marmi-Moussa and Yoccoz in [44], as stated in Proposition 5.3.1, or, equivalently, that dynamical partitions are
exponentially distorted in the sense of Definition 5.2.2. It is possible that this is indeed the only way in which a wandering
interval can appear in an affine interval exchange transformation, but this may be difficult to prove.

\ore precisely, the condition v € E2(T)\Es(T) in Proposition 5.3.1 is automatically satisfied, see the proof of
Theorem 5.4.



A PRIORI BOUNDS FOR GIETS, AFFINE SHADOWS AND RIGIDITY OF FOLIATIONS IN GENUS TWO 11

Generalizing the aforementioned result by Marmi, Moussa and Yoccoz [44] (in particular Proposi-
tion 5.3.1) to cover all divergent shadows?" for a full measure set of AIETs with any d > 2 will remove
the restriction that d = 4,5 from the statement of Theorem D. Notice on the other hand that no
boundary condition appears in Theorem D, nor in Theorem C. The assumption that the boundary
B(T') is zero is indeed only required when we proceed to prove a conjugacy regularity result.

1.6.2. Boundary obstructions and convergence of renormalization. The next conceptual step of our
proof is to show that, when one is in Case (1), namely the recurrent case of the dynamical dichotomy
Theorem C (for example because one has ruled out case (2) by showing that it would imply the presence
of wandering intervals and hence non-minimality), one can prove results on exponential convergence of
renormalization. More precisely, we show the following result, which holds for any d > 2:

Theorem E (Exponential convergence of renormalization). Let T' be a GIET in X whose rotation
number satisfies the full-measure condition (RDC'). Assume that T satisfy the conclusion (1) of Theorem
C and that the boundary B(T) is zero. Then the orbit (R™(T))men of T under renormalization converges
exponentially fast, in the C' distance, to the subspace Iy of (standard) IETs.

The precise formulation of the theorem and the definition of C! distance are given in § 4 (see in
particular Theorem 4.1 and § 4.2.1). In this case, we can then conclude, using classical arguments,
that T is Cl-conjugated to a standard IET with the same rotation number (as shown in § 5.1).

We consider the proof of Theorem E to be a streamlined presentation and generalization to GIETs
of the now classical theory of Herman [28] for circle diffeomorphisms. Some of these steps are well
known in the literature on circle diffeomorphisms with singularities or are folklore, other require some
variations of the arguments which are specially required to deal with the increased complexity of
GIETs.

We first show that, under the assumptions of Theorem E, the dynamical partitions associated to the
GIET (whose definition is given in § 2.3.7) converge exponentially fast to the trivial partition into
points (i.e. their mesh, or the size of the largest interval, decay exponentially). This can be seen also
as a generalization of the arguments by Cunha and Smania in [14] for a measure zero class of circle
diffeos with break points (those which correspond to bounded-type, rotational GIETS) to almost every
rotation number and, more in general, to almost every GIET which satisfies a priori bounds thanks to
the recurrence given by the conclusion of Case (1) of Theorem C.

Exponential decay of the mesh can be used, as in the classical theory of circle diffeomorphisms and
its extensions to diffeos with singularities, to show that iterates of renormalization converge to the
space of Moebius IETs (GIETs whose branches are Moebius functions, see 2.1.4). These first two steps
do not require the assumption that B(T") is zero.

The boundary assumption becomes essential to proceed further. Indeed, requiring that B(T") is zero
restricts us to a positive codimension, renormalization invariant subset of the total space of GIETs
which contains standard IETs. We call this the linear regime, in contrast to the non-linear regime (see
§ 4 for the precise definitions). In the linear regime we show indeed that one is attracted to the space
of affine IETs first, and actually, in a second step, to the space of standard IETs Z,.

The distinction between linear (boundary zero) and non-linear (boundary non-zero) regime is a
generalisation of the difference between standard circle diffeormorphisms and circle maps with breaks,
whose renormalization theory extends in a non-trivial way that of circle diffeomorphisms. We believe
that the study of GIETs and renormalization in the non-linear regime is also very interesting and, to the
best of the authors knowledge, very little is known in this regime. The renormalization dynamics has in
this case a natural attractor which is the set of Moebius IETs, but the dynamics of the renormalization
operator in that case is much more intricate to analyse.

20More precisely, one needs to show that Proposition 5.3.1 holds for any shadow which has a projection on a positive
Lyapunov exponent, which is not necessarily the second as in the case when one assumes that v € Ex(T)\Es(T).
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1.6.3. The Diophantine-type condition. Finally, we comment on the Diophantine-type condition ap-
pearing in Theorem C (which is also the full measure condition implicitely underlying Theorem A and
Theorem B). The full measure condition, that we call Regular Diophantine Condition, or (RDC') for
short, is formulated in terms of the Zorich (also known as Zorich-Kontsevich) cocyle over the induction.
At each step of renormalization one can associate a matrix Z(n) € SL(d,Z). These matrices can be
considered as a multi-dimensional generalisations of the coefficients a,, appearing in the continued
fraction expansion of a rotation number. The Diophantine-type condition has two aspects (as many
Diophantine-type conditions introduced for IETs and GIETs, see e.g. [43,47]):

(1) A growth condition, which straightforwardly generalises arithmetic, Diophantine-type conditions
in the genus 1; one asks that the matrices Z(n) do not grow too fast (subexponentially with n
in our case).

(2) A Oseledets aspect, which is specific to the higher genus case: we demand that the product of
the matrices Z(n)--- Z(2)Z(1) is generic with respect to Oseledets theorem in a quantitative
way.

(3) A quantitative recurrence aspect, where certain series depending on whole history of the
Zorich-Kontsevich cocycle are required to be uniformely bounded along a subsequence of
renormalization iterates.

Our condition is in part reminiscent of the Roth type condition and restricted Roth type conditions
introduced by Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz (see [43] and [47] respectively) and fairly similar in spirit (Roth
type conditions also have a growth condition, usually denoted condition (a), as well as further conditions,
like condition (b) and (c) in the standard Roth type condition, which can be inferred from Oseledets
genericity), but it is significantly more restrictive.

First of all, we require a quantitative version of the conclusion of Oseledets theorem, in which the
convergence is made effective (see § 7.2). For technical reasons, we work with the natural extension (by
choosing an arbitrary past for the rotation number) and require the existence of an effective Oseledets
generic extension. When the (extended) rotation number is generic with respect to this effective
version of Oseledets, one can show that certain series, which depend on the whole matrices of the
cocycle (explicitely given by the forward series backward series (F) and (B) in the Definition 3.3.4
of the (RDC) condition), are finite. The above mentioned recurrence amounts to the request that
infinitely often, along a linearly growing subsequnce of times of the Zorich acceleration, these series are
uniformely bounded. Conditions of similar (albeit simpler) nature on standard IETs were used by the
second author in her work [59] on absence of mixing for special flows over IETs and appear as well
in recent results in her joint work with K. Fraczek [25] on deviations of Birkhoff averages for locally
Hamiltonian flows.

Examples of arithmetic conditions on classical rotation numbers which do not depend only on the
asymptotic behaviour of the continued fraction entries (as Diophantine or Roth-type conditions) but
instead depend on the whole record of the continued fraction entries are for example the Brjuno-
condition (see e.g. [71]) or the Perez-Marco condition [54]. In the theory of circle diffeos, conditions
which require recurrence to a set of rotation numbers with this type of control on the whole history
seem to appear in global rigidity results, see for example the Condition (H) defined by Yoccoz (see [71]).

While our condition is full measure (in the sense of Definition 3.3.1), it is likely not optimal. It
would be interesting, but probably very difficult, to describe the optimal Diophantine-type condition
for a GIET to satisfy the dynamical dichotomy in Theorem C.

1.7. Organization of the paper and reading guide. In the background Section 2 we give basic
definitions, in particular defining GIETs (as well as IETs, affine IETs and Moebius IETs), Rauzy-Veech
induction for GIETS, infinitely renormalizable GIETS, irrationality and rotation numbers. We also
summarize a number of classical tools and results which are used in the rest of the paper. These include
both tools from the classical theory of circle diffeos and one dimensional dynamics (such as distorsion,
distorsion bounds, non-linearity and Schwarzian derivative) as well as renormalization tools for IETs
and GIETs related to Rauzy-Veech induction, such as Zorich acceleration, invariant measures for the
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dynamics on parameter spaces, dynamical partitions and Rohlin towers produced by Rauzy-Veech
induction, special Birkhoff sums and decomposition of special Birkhoff sums. This section does not
contain any new result. The reader familiar with one or both these backgrounds can skip this section
or read it only quickly as a notational reference.

Section 2 contains the precise formulation and the proof of the dynamical dichotomy stated informally
in this introduction as Theorem C. In § 3.2 we first state and prove a (stronger) dynamical dichotomy
in the special case of bounded type rotation numbers (or Fibonacci combinatorics), defined in § 2.3.4.
This proof can be skipped by the reader interested in the full measure result. We decided to present it
first, even though it lenghten the paper, since it can be accessible to the reader that is not familiar
with Rauzy-Veech induction and already present all the key difficulties and ideas of the general proof.
The general case requires the definition of full measure set of GIETs and rotation numbers and the
definition of the Regular Diophantine Condition (RDC'), which are given in § 3.4 In § 3.5.1 we can
then give the precise formulation of Theorem C in the general case, which is Theorem 3.2. The rest of
the section is devoted to the proof. An outline of the main steps of the proof are given in § 4.1.

The main result of Section 3 is Theorem E on exponential convergence of renormalization in the
recurrent case. The proof takes the whole section and is split in several steps, such as a priori bounds
(§ 4.2.5) exponential decay of the dynamical partitions mesh in § 4.3 and convergence first to Moebius
IETs in § 4.4.1, then to AIETS (see § 4.5.1) and finally to IETS in § 4.6.

In Section 4, we prove the rigidity result for GIETs, namely Theorem B of this introduction. On
one hand we prove that, when one has exponential convergence of renormalization and the (RDC)
Diophantine-type condition, one can deduce that the conjugacy is C'. This is done in § 5.1. On the
other hand, in § 5.2, we deduce the existence of wandering intervals for a GIET from exponential
distorsion of the dynamical partitions of the affine shadow, see Proposition 5.2.1, stated in in § 5.2.3
and proved in § 5.3.3. Combined with the results on wandering intervals proved by Marmi-Moussa and
Yoccoz (recalled in § 5.3.1), this allows us to finish the proof of the rigidity result for GIETs as well as
Theorem D on a priori bounds in genus two (in § 5.5).

In Section 5 we prove Theorem A on foliations on surfaces of genus two. We first define foliations,
their regularity and their holomomies. We then deduce Theorem A for foliations in genus two from
Theorem B on GIETs with d = 4, 5.

In the Appendix, we include for convenience of the reader the proof of the (extension of) some classical
results, such as the distorsion bounds for GIETSs, the comparision between some of the distances used in
Section 4, as well as some results from [26], in particular on Lipschitz regularity of the renormalization
operator, which are used in Section 4.

2. BACKGROUND MATERIAL

2.1. Interval exchange transformations. The piecewise differentiable maps which arise as Poincaré
maps of a smooth, orientable foliation on a transversal interval are know as generalized interval exchange

transformations®'.

2.1.1. Generalized interval exchange transformations. Let us start by recalling the definition of gener-
alized interval exchange transformations, or, for short, GIETs.

Definition 2.1.1 (GIETS). Let d > 2 be an integer and r a positive real number. A C"-generalized
interval exchange transformation (GIET) of d intervals, or for short a d-GIET of class r, is a map T
from the interval [0, 1] to itself such that:

21The name generalized interval exchange maps is used since they generalize interval exchange transformations (see
Definition 2.1.2 below), which appear as Poincaré sections of measured foliations on transverse intervals, in suitably
chosen coordinates.
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(i) there are two partitions (up to finitely many points) of [0,1] = UL, It = UL, I? of [0,1] into d
open disjoint subintervals, called the top and bottom partition; the subintervals are denoted
respectively It, for 1 <i <d, and If’, for1<i<d;

(ii) for each 1 <i<d, T restricted to I} is an orientation preserving diffeomorphism onto If of
class C™;

(iii) T extends to the closure of It to a C"-diffeomorphism onto the closure of I? = T(I}).

We will call the restriction T; := T'|I} of T onto I}, for 1 < i < d, a branch of T. We think of
j €{1,...,d} as the label of the intervals Ijt- and I]l-’ = T(I;) and denote by A := {1,...,d} be the
alphabet consisting of labels. Notice that T is by construction invertible and that the inverse 7! is
also a C"-GIET, for which the top and bottom partition are reversed.

2.1.2. Standard, affine and Moebius IETs. Special cases of generalized interval exchange transformations
include standard interval exchange transformations (IETS), affine interval exchange transformations
(AIETSs) and Moebius interval exchange transformations (MIETS):

Definition 2.1.2 (IETs). A GIET T is an (standard) interval exchange transformation or a IET if
\I¢| = |I?] for every 1 <i < d and the branches T; of the map T, for every 1 <1i < d, are assumed to
be translations, i.e. of the form x — x + 6; for some §; € R.

Definition 2.1.3 (AIETs). A GIET T is an affine interval exchange transformation or an AIET the
branches T; of the map T, for 1 < i < d, affine map, i.e. of the form x — a;x + b; for some a;,b; € R.

Definition 2.1.4 (MIETs). A Moebius IET T is a generalized interval exchange transformation T
such that the branches T;, for 1 < i <d, are restrictions of Moebius maps, i.e. maps of the form

x = m(x) = ax—i—b’ where ad — bc > 0.
cr+d
Interval exchange transformations appear naturally as Poincaré first return maps of orientable
foliations on a surface on transversal segments. The discontinuities arise indeed from points on the
interval which hit a singularity of the foliation (or an endpoint of the transversal interval) and therefore
do not return to the transversal, while the intervals I;f are continuity intervals of the Poincaré map.
The smoothness r of the branches depends on the regularity of the foliation. When the foliation is
a measured foliation, one can choose coordinates so that the Poincaré map is a standard IET, while

affine IETs are Poincaré maps of dilation surfaces (see for example the survey [27]).

2.1.3. Combinatorial data. To encode the order of the intervals (from left to right) at the top and
bottom partition of a GIET, we adopt the convention (which became standard after its introduction
in [43]) of using two permutations, m and 7, of {1,...,d}): m (resp. m) describes the order of the
intervals in the top (resp. bottom) partition, so that, in order from left to right, they are

Loy Ty oo Ty (vesp 12,00, 12 0,5 12 )
We call the datum 7 := (7, 1) of these pairs of permutation the combinatorial datum of T', or simply
the permutation of T' (by abusing the terminology, even though it is a actually a pair of permutations).
The composition Lo m, also called monodromy, is a permutation (in the classical sense) which
encodes how T rearranges the partition intervals. The choice of keeping track of a pair of permutations
(instead than only the monodromy, which was used classically for IETs (see [61] or [55]), allows to keep

track of labels of intervals and plays a crucial role in the definition of irrationality of rotation numbers
of GIETs (see Definition 2.3.2).

We will assume that the combinatorial datum is irreducible, i.e. for every 1 < k < d we have

m{l,...,k} #m{l,... .k}
(this guarantees in particular that the GIETs cannot be reduced to a GIET of a smaller number of
exchanged intervals). We will denote by 62 the set of irreducible combinatorial data = = (7, ) with
d symbols.
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2.1.4. Singularities. We denote by uf, for 0 < i < d the endpoints of the top partition intervals and,
respectively by uf, 0 <i < d, the endpoints of the bottom partition, in their natural order, so that

0:=ub<ul < - <ul_| <ul:=1;
0:=ub <ut <<l <ufy:=1.
Then, with the chosen conventions, we have

Itt(j) = (u?,l,uﬁ), b G) = (u?,l,uz), for 1 <j <d.

s T

We will denote by |J| the length (with respect to the Lebesgue measure) of an interval J C I, so
|I7trt(j)\ =uf —u’_; and |I7lzb(j)| = ug - U?‘-r The points uf, ..., u}_; separating the top intervals are
called the singularities of T'. The points ul{, e ,ug_l are the singularities of 771.

2.1.5. Connections. A connection is a triple (uﬁ-,u?,m) where m is a positive integer such that
Tm(ué’-) = v!. Thus, a connection encodes a finite orbit whose starting point and end point belong to
the set of endpoints points {u,u}, - ,u}}. We say that T has no connections if no such triple exists.
This condition is also called infinite distinct orbit condition or Keane condition for standard IETs.
Keane indeed proved that a standard IET with irreducible 7 and no connections is minimal. When T°
is the Poincaré map of a transveral a flow along the leaves of a foliation on .S, connections correspond
to saddle connections on S, i.e. trajectories of the flow which connect two singularities. Thus, if the
flow along the leaves of the foliation has no saddle connections, any GIET obtained as Poincaré map

has no connections.

2.1.6. GIETs, surfaces and foliations. A generalized interval exchange map T can be suspended [51,75]
(see also Appendix A.1) to an orientable (singular) foliation F = F(T') on a closed oriented surface
S = S(T') such that the singular points of F are (possibly degenerate) saddles (with an even number of
prongs); we can make this construction so that all the discontinuity points of T" belong to singular leaves
of the foliation (see Appendix A.1). Furthermore, if the permutation is irreducible, both endpoints
also belong to a singular leaf. If T" is minimal, the associated foliation is minimal in the sense that all
regular leaves are dense (see Definition 6.1.3 in § 6). We denote by Sing = Sing(7") C S or Sing(S) C S
the the set of saddle points of F. If g is the genus of S and x = |Sing(S)| we have the following equality

d=29g+rk—1.

Notice that both the genus g and the number x of singularities can be recovered purely combinatorially
from the knowledege of the combinatorial datum , see [47,75] or [64] or Appendix A.1 for details.
Conversely, T' can be recovered from F by considering a first-return map on a suitably chosen transverse
arc J in S joining two singularities in Sing(.S), which we can identify with the interval [0, 1] (see also
Lemma 6.1.1). We develop this foliation point of view further in Section 6. Notice that choosing J with
endpoints at singularities, or on singular leaves, guarantees that the number of exchanged intervals of
T is as small as possible and equal to d.

Let F be a foliation on S which suspends 1. We can associate to each discontinuity of 7" a singularity
as follows. Let us say that F is a standard suspension if both endpoints®? suspension of I are singular
points of F. In this case, all the singularities of 7" are obtained by pulling-back a singular leaf*®. Then
we can define a map s from the set {uf), ..., u}} of singularities and endpoints of T' to the singularity set

22Usually7 in the IETs and translation surfaces literature, one often uses as suspensions the zippered rectangles
introduced by Veech [61] (see e.g. [75] or [64]) or the polygonal suspensions by Masur [51]. In zippered rectangles, one
endpoint is always at a singularity, while the other is usually not and belong to a separatrix, i.e. a singular leave, that is
either ingoing or outgoing. From the foliation point of view, all suspensions whose end points are on singular leaves are
equivalent and one can simply slide the singularity and assume that it is at an endpoint. This is convenient since it makes
it easier to identify singularities of the foliation with endpoints and discontinuities of the GIETs. Standard (translation
surfaces) suspensions are for example explicitely defined in [47]; the construction is included in Appendix A.1.

231f F is not standard, there can be singularities which are created by an endpoint of the section, namely which belong
to the leave passing through an endpoint.
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Sing(S) simply associating to the endpoints uf, and uf, the corresponding singularity (i.e. the endpoint
of the section in S) and to all other u!, 1 < i < d, the singularity, that we will denote s(u!), that is
reached when following the oriented leaf emanating from .

2.2. Parameter (sub)spaces. We define, for a given differentiability class r € Ry and number of
intervals d > 2 the space A" of generalized interval exchange transformations of class C" with d intervals,
namely

A= U X, where X :={T, T d-GIET of class C" with associated permation 7}.
WEGS
When there is no ambiguity on the differentiability class r, we denote X and X" simply X; and X
respectively.

The space of (standard) interval exchange transformations (respectively, affine interval exchange
transformations or Moebius interval exchange transformations) with combinatorics 7 will be denoted
by Z. (respectively, A, or M) and are subspaces of X" for every r > 0. Similarly, for any d > 2, let
us set

I,= | Zn, A= | A7, Mg:= |J M.

TESy €Sy €Sy
Clearly, for every r > 0, we have the inclusions

Tqg CAg C Mg C Xy

2.2.1. Parameter spaces of IETs. If T' € I, is a (standard) IET, T is completely determined from the

combinatorial datum 7 and the lengths of the top intervals Ijt-, 1 < j <d. Denote by A1, -+, A\g the
lengths of its continuity intervals, so that \; := \Iﬂ = v§ — ’U;»_l. Because the top intervals form a
partition of [0, 1], the lengths must satisfy the following equation:

(2) M4+ A =1

We will denote by Ay_; (for d — 1 dimensional simplex) the set of vectors in R% which satisfy (2).
We denote by A\(T") and call lengths vector the vector whose components are lengths of top intervals,
namely

)‘(T) = ()‘17 s 7)\d) - (’Iﬂ7 SR ’Icti’) €Ag-1.

Thus, the subspace Zy of d—IETs is parametrized by Ay_1 x &4 and Zy is a (finite union of) submani-
fold(s) of R? of dimension d — 1.

2.2.2. Parameters of AIETs. Let T be an AIET with combinatorial datum w. Let A € Ayz_1 be as
before the vector of lengths of top intervals. If we denote by p1,- - , pq the derivatives of T on intervals
of respective lengths A1, -+, Aq, we have that for each 1 < j < d, the length ]I]l?\ of the bottom interval

I jb = T(I;) is pjAj. Therefore, since also the bottom intervals form a partition, the lengths must also
satisfy

P1AL+ -+ paAa = 1.
This equation, together with (2) and the further restrictions that Vi, \; > 0 identify .4, to a submanifold
of R?? of dimension 2d — 2. For any affine interval exchange transformation 7', we denote by A(T") and
p(T') respectively
MT) := (A1, 0a) = (|18, | IE)),
p(T) = (p1,...,pa) = (DT1(21),..., DTy(za)),  xj €I; foralll<j<d,
where DTj(z;) := T}(z) is the value of the derivative of the branch T} of T" at any point z; in the

interval I; and is independent on the choice of x; since in an affine IET 7" is locally constant on I;.
We call A(T) the length vector and p(T) the slope vector of T.
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2.2.3. Shape-profile coordinates for GIETs. We introduce now a set of coordinates on X, which allow
us to endow X, and consequently X" with the structure of a Banach manifold. These coordinates,
that we will call shape-profile coordinates, where first introduced and used by the first author in [26]
and will play a central role also in the present paper.

Let T be a C"-GIET, with associated permutation 7 and let (I!)1<;<q and (I?)1<i<q be the top and
bottom partitions of [0, 1] associated to it. We make the two following observations.

(1) There is a unique affine interval exchange transformation Ay mapping I! to If .
(2) Furthermore, for all 1 < ¢ < d, there is a unique element ¢/ of Diff"([0,1]) such that the
restriction of T to I! is equal to

o =N(T;) :==a;0T; 0 b,
where b; is the unique orientation preserving affine map mapping I onto [0,1] and a; is the
unique orientation preserving affine map mapping [0, 1] onto Ig( 0
Notice that, using these coordinates, if p = p(Ar) = (p1,- .., pq) is the slope vector of the shape Ar,
one has?*
(3) DT (z) = DTi(x) = p; Dolr(bi(z)), forall z € If, 1 <i <d,
(where b; is as above the affine map which maps I? to [0, 1]).

The operation of associated to a GIET a shape and a profile can be inverted and therefore the map:

T (AT7 @T)v YT = (SO%'W U 7@%)

gives an identification between X7 and A, x (Diff"(]0,1]))? where A, the space of AIETs with
permutation 7. The AIET which appears as projection onto the first coordinate, namely A, will be
called the shape of T; the vector pr := (pk, -+, %) will be called profile of T.

We denote by P} (or simply Py or P when the regularity r or the number of intervals d are not

relevant or clear from the context) the space (Diff" ([0, 1]))d and so we have a canonical identification

Xl =AxPy,  Xj=AyxPj= ) A xP}.
TeG0
Using this parametrisation, we can endow &7; with the structure of a Banach manifold directly inherited
from that of Diff"(]0, 1]). Again, where there is no possible ambiguity, we will drop the indexes 7 and
r and simply write X = A x P.

In the sequel we use the following notation for f : [0,1] — R of class C",

I ler = g 159 o
where f() is the i-th derivative of f and || - ||oc denotes the sup norm. We extend this norm to
(C"(]0,1],R))? simply by taking the sum of the norms on each coordinate.

2.3. Renormalization of GIETs. We introduce now the renormalization operator V on the space
X7 of GIET defined (on the subspace of GIETs with no connections) by Rauzy-Veech induction.
Rauzy-induction as a tool to study standard IETs and their ergodic properties appears for the first
time in the seminal works by Rauzy [55] and Veech [61,62] and has been a standard tool in the theory
since then (see e.g. [4,12,29,58,59,77], ...). Rauzy-Veech induction as a tool to study GIETs and
the notion of rotation number of a GIET appear e.g. in the works [45,47], see also [75]. This section
follows partly [43].

24T his follows from the explicit expression of the GIET in terms of the profiles which is given by
T(x) = ul,iy_1 + |17 9 (bi(z)), where bi(z) = (v — ub,y_1)/|I{|,  foralla € I} = (ub, iy 1, ubyy), 1<i<d.

noticing that DAr(x) = |I?|/|I}| for every x € I and therefore p; = |I?|/|I}].
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2.3.1. Elementary step of Rauzy-Veech induction. Let T be a GIET on d intervals (as in Definition
2.1.1). Consider the partition endpoints u§ and u?, see § 2.1.4. Let A := max{u} ;,uY ;}. Thus
[0, A1] is the interval [0, 1]\ I%, () If the last interval before the exchange Il (a) 18 shorter than the last
interval after the exchange Igt(d), while [0, A\;] = [0, 1]\Ifrb(d) otherwise, i.e. if |Igb(d)| < |I7trt(d)|'

We define T; to be the first-return of 7" on the interval [0, A;]. One can verify that 77 is well defined
and is also a GIET on d intervals provided %71 #* ugfl. Define V(T') to be T1 normalised to be a map
whose range is [0, 1]: formally V(T') := N (T1) where N (T}) is obtained conjugating 77 by the unique
affine map mapping [0, ] to [0, 1], namely

() V(T) = N(T),  where N(T1)(z):= )\11T1()\1x), for all z € [0, 1],

The operation consisting in passing from T to V(T) is called the elementary step of the Rauzy-Veech
induction.

When one performs the elementary step of the induction, the associated permutation 7 changes.
Note that the new permutation only depends on the initial one and on whether ug_l > ug_l or not.
Iful, | < “271 we say that the bottom interval wins and we say that the top interval wins otherwise.
Furthemore, we can record the label of the interval which wins: if the interval which wins is Ijt. (i.e. the
top interval wins and Ifrt (d) = I;f we say that j is the winner). Similarly we say that j is the winner

also if IJI-’ wins, i.e. the bottom interval wins and Igb(d) = I}’.

One can show that if 7" has no connections, also 77 has no connections and therefore it is possible
to apply again an elementary step of the Rauzy-Veech induction to T;. Thus, if a GIET T has no
connections, Rauzy-Veech induction can be iterated infinitely many times.

2.3.2. Paths on Rauzy diagrams and rotation numbers. We define now the notion of rotation number
associated to a GIET, see e.g. [73,75]. The rotation number will be an infinite path on a combinatorial
graph describing the moves of the renormalization algorithm (see Defiintion 2.3.1).

We can form an oriented graph whose set of vertices is &4 and there is an oriented edge from one
permutation 7 to me if and only if there is a GIET with permutation m; whose image by the elementary
step of the Rauzy-Veech induction is a GIET with permutation my. This oriented graph is called the
Rauzy diagram. It has a certain number of connected components (which were classified by Zorich
in [38]) and are classically called Rauzy classes.

If a GIET has no connections, so then it is possible to iterate Rauzy-Veech induction infinitely
many times and get an infinite sequence T, V(T), V*(T), - ,V(T),---. For every n € N let m, be
the combinatorial datum of V*(T") and let 7, be the arrow from 7, to m,4+1 which corresponds to
the elementary step to pass from V*(T) to V**(T). To the infinite orbit {V*(T),n € N} we can
associate a path y(T') := y9y1 -+ - Yn - - in the associated Rauzy diagram passing through the vertices
T, W1, ,n, - obtained concatenating the arrows =y, describing the moves of the algorithm.

Definition 2.3.1 (Combinatorial rotation number). Given a GIET n T with no connections, its
combinatorial rotation number (or simply rotation number) is the datum of the Rauzy path v(T') =
Y12+ Yn - associated to the orbit {V™"(T),n € N}.

The terminology rotation number®® (which was used in the works by Marmi-Moussa and Yoccoz and
advertised in the lecture notes by Yoccoz, see [73,75]) has been chosen because for d = 2, i. e. for GIETs
with d = 2 intervals, which correspond to circle homeomorphisms, this piece of data is equivalent to the
datum of the usual rotation number. Furthermore, if 77 and 75 are (semi)conjugate, then v(T1) = (1),
i.e. the rotation number is an invariant of the (semi)conjugacy class. The converse (see Theorem 2.1

25We added the adjective combinatorial since it gives a conjugacy invariant which describes the combinatorial structure
of orbits (as in other examples from one-dimensional dynamics, like for example the kneading sequences for unimodal
maps) as well as to distinguish it from other possible generalizations of the notion of rotation number, such as rotation
vectors for higher dimensional tori or the Katok fundamental class which generalizes the asymptotic cycle role also played
by the rotation number.
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below) is also true for irrational rotation numbers (to be defined below, see Definition 2.3.2), a perhaps
more important reason which further supports that it is a good analogue of the classical rotation
number.

2.3.3. Irrational combinatorial rotation numbers and semi-conjugacy with a standard IET. If Ty is a
standard IET with no connection, its combinatorial rotation number v(7) has an additional property:
all indexes j in the alphabet A = {1,...,d} of labels of intervals are winners infinitely many times.
This property characterizes paths on the Rauzy diagram which come from standard IETs (or GIETSs
which are semi-conjugated to standard IETSs, see above). In particular, if a path v on a Rauzy-diagram
has this property that every j appears infinitely many times as a winner of an arrow of v (a path
on the Rauzy-diagram with this property is called co-complete, see [43,72,75]), then there exists?0 a
standard IET Tj such that v(7p) = .

Following [43,45], we give the following definition. Let T be a GIET with no connection and ~(7')
its rotation number.

Definition 2.3.2 (irrational or (co-complete) rotation numbers). The (combinatorial) rotation number
v(T) is said to be irrational (or co-complete) iff every j € A={1,...,d} is the winner of infinitely
many arrows of y(T).

The following result, which is proved in the notes [75] by Yoccoz, extends Poincaré theorem for circle
diffeomorphisms and further supports the terminology 'rotation number’. We will refer to it as Poincaré
theorem for GIETs.

Theorem 2.1 (Poincaré theorem for GIETS, see [73,75]). Let T be a GIET with co-complete rotation
number and let Ty be an IET with same rotation number. Then T is semi-conjugate to Ty.

In the rest of the paper, since we are interested in GIETs which are semi-conjugated to a standard
IET, we will always work GIETs with irrational rotation number in the sense of Definition 2.3.2.

2.3.4. Periodic-type (or Fibonacci-type) combinatorics. We can now define also GIET of periodic type
(which are analogous to maps with Fibonacci type combinatorics in the one-dimensional dynamics
literature):

Definition 2.3.3 (Periodic type). A GIET T is called of periodic type if it has no connections and
its combinatorial rotation number (T is irrational and periodic, i.e. there exists a p > 0 such that
Yntp = Tn for every n € N. The minimal p with such property will be called the period of y(T').

2.3.5. Definition of the renormalisation operator. The elementary step of the Rauzy-Veech induction
can be used to define an operator acting on an open subset of X" defined the following way. Set

V' ={T € X" | uly_(T) =ufj_(T)}.

Note that )" is a codimension 1 smooth submanifold of X”. In other words, V" is the subset of those
GIETs for which the rightmost top and bottom intervals have same length. It is exactly the set for
which the elementary step of the Rauzy-Veech induction is not defined. Thus the elementary step of
the Rauzy-Veech induction defines an operator V : X" \ V" — X" given by T — V(7).

A GIET T is said to be infinitely renormalizable iff V*(T') if well-defined for all n € N. Note that in
particular a GIET with irrational (i.e. co-complete, see Definition 2.3.2) rotation number is infinitely
renormalizable. However, not all infinitely renormalizable GIETs have irrational (co-complete) rotation
number (actually in parameter space, the "generic case" is expected not to have irrational combinatorial
rotation number).

26The IET is not necessarily unique, but any two standard IETs Ty and 71 with v(Zo) = v(T1) are topologically
conjugated, see [72].
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2.3.6. Accelerations. We will consider as renormalization operators R operators that are obtained
accelerating V), i.e. such that R¥(T) := V" (T') where is a suitably chosen sequence of iterates of V
(which depends on T'). For example, when T is of periodic type with period p (see Definition 2.3.3), the
natural renormalization operator to use is simply R := VP, so that R¥(T) := V¥(T') for every k € N.
A classical acceleration of V is the Zorich acceleration, which we will denote by Z and corresponds to
grouping together all successive elementary steps of Rauzy-Veech induction which are equal of type
top, or bottom, respectively: given T' with irrational v(7"), one can show that top and bottom both
win infinitely often; therefore, one can define the sequence (n)ren such that Z¥(T) := V™ (T) by
setting ng := 0 and, recursively, if ny is such the top (resp. bottom) interval of V™ (T') wins, setting
nk+1 to be the first n > ng such that bottom (resp. top) interval of V*(T) wins.

Accelerations can also be obtained considering inducing (ie. first return maps): if £ C X" is a
subset, we can obtain an acceleration of V, denoted by Vg, defined on the set of T' € X" which visit E
infinitely often: if (ng)ren is the sequence of successive visits of the orbit (V™ (T))nen to T (i.e. we set
n1 to be the first n > 0 such that V*(T) € E and, given ng, we set ngy1 to be the smallest n > ny
such that V*(T) € E), we can defined V& (T) := V" (T).

2.3.7. Dynamical partitions. We introduce the notion of dynamical partitions. Let T' be an infinitely
renormalizable T' and let R be a renormalization operator obtained by accelerating Rauzy-Veech
induction, as described above. Then the orbit (R™(T))nen is well defined and, by definition, for
every n € N the GIET R™(T) is obtained by rescaling the first return map of 7" on an interval of
the form [0, \,]. We will denote by I(™ := [0, \,] and by T}, the Poincaré map of T' to 1™, so that
RMT)(z) = Tn(Anx)/An or, explicitely, if If(n) denote the continuity intervals for R"™(T),

(n)
Tomz) 7% (A
(5) RM(T)(z) = & z) _ ’A( D forallz € 1)

_
-+

(n)
I

Notice that {I(™), n € N} are nested intervals with 0 as a common left endpoint. By construction T, is
a d—GIET. We denote by [ J(-n), for j = 1,...,d its continuity intervals, so that the interval (™ = [0, An]

(n)
is partitioned into (™) = nglf j(n) and for each 1 < j < d, T, restricted to I J(n) is equal to T%  where

qj(-n) is the first return time of I](") to I under T, i.e. the minimum ¢ > 1 such that 79(z) € I for

some (hence all) x € I j(n).

Let us define

(n—=1)

d
Poi= P where PIi= {1, T(1"), T2V, T (L)}
j=1

One can verify that P, is a partition of [0,1] into subintervals and that, for each 1 < j < d, the
collection P} is a Rohlin tower by intervals, i.e. a collection of disjoint intervals which are mapped one
into the next by the action of T

We will say that {P,, n € N} is the sequence of dynamical partitions associated to the orbit (R™),en
of T" under the renormalization operator R and, when the renz)r)malization operator is clear, that P, is
n

the dynamical partition of level n. We say that the number q;

the (Rohlin) tower PJ. Thus, P, also gives a representation of [0, 1] as a skyscraper, i.e. a collection of
Rohlin towers, for T'. Notice that if n > m, then the partition P, is a refinement of P,,.

of intervals in a tower is the height of

2.4. One dimensional dynamics toolkit. We recall here classical and crucial tools in the theory of
circle diffeomorphisms and more in general in one-dimensional dynamics, such as non-linearity and
Schwarzian derivative.
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2.4.1. Non-linearity. For any C?> map f : I — J where I and J are open intervals such that Df does
not vanish, one can define the non-linearity function 1y to be the function 7y : I — R given by

_ D*f(x)
Df(xz)
The function 7y is called non-linearity since it measures how far f is from being affine and has the

property that 1y = 0 if and only if f is an affine map. Some easy but important consequence for the
non-linearity are the following.

ny(x) := (Dlog Df)(x)

Lemma 2.4.1 (properties of non-linearity). Let f: [ — J, g: J — K be diffeomorphisms of
class C2. Then the following properties hold:

(1) Chain rule for non-linearity: 740r =15+ Dg(ng o f);
(7t) Distribution property: [;ngor = [; 1+ [; g5
(i) Triangular inequality: [} |ngor| < [7 17| + [ |0g-

The second and third points are consequence of the first, which itself is an application of the chain-rule
for differentiable functions. We refer the reader for example to the Appendix of [48] for more details.

Definition 2.4.1 (mean and total non-linearity of a GIET). Given a C? interval exchange map
T :0,1] — [0,1], defined on the continuity intervals I; C [0,1] we define the non-linearity nr to be the
(bounded) piecewise continuous map from [0,1] to R given by

nr(z) =nrp(z), ifzrel;, 1<j<d,

where Tj : I; — [0,1] are the branches of T' obtained restricting T to its continuity intervals. We
subsequently define

=l

1 1
(@)= [ m@de,  INI@) = [ @),
We call N(T) the mean non-linearity of T and |N|(T) the total non-linearity of T'.

Mean non-linearity and total non-linearity play an important role in the theory of renormalization,
in particular since, seen as functions N(-) and |[N|(-) on the space x" of GIET (with r > 2) they
satisfies the properties listed in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4.1 (properties of mean and total non-linearity). For any r > 2, 7 € S,, the
mean non-linearity N(-) and the total non-linearity |N|(-) have the following properties:
(i) |N(T)| < |N|(T) for every T € X";
ii) N(-) is invariant under renormalization, i.e. N(V(T)) = N(T) for every T € X";
|(-) is decreasing under renormalization, i.e. [IN|(V(T')) < |N|(T) for every T € X";
(iv) N(T) is invariant under rescaling by (restrictions) of affine maps, so that in particular if a,b
are (restrictions of) linear maps, N(aoT ob) = N(T).

—~
—. o~
= =
==
~— —

Proof. Note that the branches of V(T') are compositions of restrictions of branches of 7. These
properties are thus easy consequences of Properties (i) and (ii7) of Lemma 2.4.1 applied to branches

of V(T). O

In light of (iii), the total non-linearity |N|(T) captures how close T is to the set of affine interval maps
(see in particular Remark 4.2.1). This will play a central role in proofs of convergence of renormalization.
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2.4.2. Distortion bounds. We now recall standard distortion bounds in one-dimensional dynamics and
derive from it an important consequence for the renormalization operator R.

Lemma 2.4.2 (Distorsion bound). Let T be a GIET of class C%. Let J C [0,1] be an interval such
that J,T(J),T?(J),---,T"(J) are pairwise disjoint and do not contain any singularities of T. Then
we have
’D(T")(x)
D(T™)(y)
The proof is an adaptation to GIETs of the classical proof. We included it in Appendix 1.2 for
complenetess.

1
‘ < exp|N|(T) := exp (/ ]nT(:L‘)]d:B) , forall x,y € J.
0

2.4.3. The Schwarzian derivative. We conclude this Section by introducing the Schwarzian derivative
which is a most classical tool in one-dimensional dynamics. If f : I — J is a C3 diffemorphism
between two connected intervals I and .J, define its Schwarzian derivative to be

3 20\ 2
suw—Df—3<Df).

Df 2\ Df
Non-linearity and Schwarzian derivative are related by the following equivalent expression for S(f):
1
(6) S(f) =Dy — 5t

The Schwarzian derivative enjoys the two following important properties :

(S1) S(f) identically vanishes if and only if f is the restriction of a Moebius map to its domain.
(S2) if f: I — Iy and g : Iy — I3, the composition g o f : I} — I3 satisfies the following chain rule
for the Schwarzian derivative:

S(go f)=5(g) o f(Df)* +S(f).
For f : I — J, where I and J are intervals, we denote by N (f) the normalisation of f given by

N(f):=bo foa, where a and b are respectively the only orientation-preserving affine map mapping
[0,1] onto I and .J onto [0,1]. Then, from (S1) and (S2) we can deduce®” that

(S3) SN(f)) =S (bo foa)=[IS(f) oa.

2.5. The Zorich cocycle. In this section we restrict the Rauzy-Veech renormalization V (which was
defined in § 2.3 for GIETs in X"\)") to the subset Zy C X" of standard IETs. This is the classical
setup in which the induction was introduced by Rauzy and Veech [55,61] and studied from the ergodic
theory point of view. We introduce the Rauzy-Veech and Zorich cocycle and recall the integrability
property and Oseledets theorem for the latter.

2.5.1. Invariant measures. Let us recall that Z; is isomorphic to Ag_1 X 62 (refer to § 2.2.1). A
natural measure on Z;, which we will call Lebesgue measure, is the product measure obtained taking
the product of the Lebesgue measure on R? restricted to the simplex Ag_; and the counting measure
28 the measure defined, for any 71, m € 62, by (71, me) = 1 iff 711 = 79 and 0 otherwise. Thus, for
any 0 < e < 1, asking that dp1(T1,T2) < €, where, for i = 1,2, T; is a GIET with combinatorial datum
m; and shape-profile coordinates (Ar,, ¢r1;), is equivalent to asking that m = m2, da(T7,T2) < € and
d?l(cpTl,cpTz) < €. on combinatorial data &Y. We refer to its measure class®® as Lebesque measure
class.

2Tproperty (S3) follows since by (S1) we have that S(a) = S(b) = 0 and thus, by (S2), S(bo foa) = S(foa) =
(S(f) o @) (a')?, which gives the desired conclusion since a’(z) = |I| for all z € [0, 1].

28The counting measure § on &Y is simply the measure defined by setting 6(S) to be the cardinality of S for any
subset S C &Y. It is here simply used to put a copy of Lebesgue measure on each copy of the simplex Ag x {7} indexed
by 7 € &Y.

29Recall that a measure class is an equivalence class of measures which have the same sets of measure zero.
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The domain of definition of an elementary step of Rauzy-Veech induction V (acting on standard
IETs) is hence

Ty :=T,\V" = {T = (7, \) € Iy, such that u},_; #u}_,;} = {T' = (7, \) € Iy, such that Ari(d) 7 Amy(d) }

and therefore it is a full measure subset of Z; with respect to the Lebesgue measure class (defined
above).

Le us fix an irreducible 7 € &Y (see § 2.1.3) and consider the action of V restricted to the space
T, = Ag_1 x R(7), where R(7) is the Rauzy class®® of 7 (see § 2.3.1). Veech proved in [61] is that the
restriction of V : Z, — Z; admits an invariant measure which is absolutely continuous with respect to
the Lebesgue measure on Z; (see above), but which is infinite. Dropping the dependence on 7 (or more
precisely on the Rauzy class R(w)) we will denote this natural measure by uy when 7 is fixed. This
seminal result started the study of V from the ergodic theoretical point of view. Veech also showed
already in [61] that V : Z, — Z is conservative and ergodic with respect to .

The acceleration Z defined by Zorich was introduced to have a finite invariant measure: in [76]
Zorich showed indeed that Z is defined on a full measure set of Z, and admits a finite invariant measure
that we will denote pz. It follows from the definition and [61] that also Z is ergodic with respect to

Hz.

Remark 2.5.1. Since both pz and py are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure
and Ty = UW€62I7T’ to show that a property holds for a full measure set of IETs for the Lebesgue

measure on Ly it is sufficient to prove that, for any fized irreducible combinatorial datum © € 62, the
it holds for pz (or pz) almost every T in I,.

2.5.2. Natural extension. Notice that Rauzy-Veech induction V is not injective (V is actually two-to-one)
and therefore neither )V nor its Zorich acceleration Z are invertible on the space Zy. One can consider,
though, its natural extension Z defined on the measure space (fﬂ, ft2): this is a map such that Z
is defined and invertible on a full measure subset of Z, with respect to the measure pz, and is an
extension of Z in the sense of ergodic theory, i.e. there exists a projection p : 7, — I, such that
pZ=Zop (i.e. p intertwines the dynamics of Z and 2) and the measure m 3 is the pull-back of m 4
via p, i.e. for every measurable set E C Z, mz(p~'(E)) = mz(FE). Notice that the invariant measure
m g preserved by the map Z is also finite.

One can describe explicitely a geometric realization of these natural extensions and the space 7, can
be identified with the the space of zippered rectangles introduced by Veech in [61] (consisting of triples
T = (m,\,7) where T = (7, \) is a standard IET and 7 is a suspension datum which contains the
information required to define a translation surface which has T as Poincaré map, as in § 2.1.6). We
will not make explicit use of this interpretation, so we will simply denote by T a point of 7, such that
p(T) =T (here if T = (m,\,7), p(T) = T is the IET T = (m, \) obtained forgetting the suspension
datum 7).

2.5.3. Basics on cocycles. We recall now basic definitions concerning cocycles and their accelerations.
We refer the reader for example to [65] for a comprehensive introduction to cocycles and Lyapunov
exponents. Let (X, u, F) be a discrete dynamical system, where (X, u) is a probability space and
F' is a p-measure preserving map on X. A a measurable map A : X — SL(d,C) (d x d invertible
matrices) determines a cocycle A on (X, pu, F'). If we denote by A, (z) = A(F"x) and by A% (z) =
Ap—1(z) -+ A1 (x)Ao(x), the following cocycle identity

(7) Ap T (x) = AR (F"z) Af ()
holds for all m,n € N and for all € X. If F is invertible, let us set A_,(x) = A(F~"z). The map

A7Y(z) = A(z)~! gives a cocycle over F'~1 which we call inverse cocycle. Let us set A_,(z) = A(F~"z).

30Let us recall that the Rauzy class of 7 is the subset of all permutations 7’ of d symbols which appear as permutations
of an IET T" = (), 7’) in the orbit under R of some IET (), 7) with initial permutation 7.
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for n < 0 we can set AC™(z) = A=Y (F~1z)... A1 (F~"x), so that (7) holds for all n,m € Z. Remark
that A" (z) = (AM(T—"z))~1. The inverse transpose cocycle (A=1)T is defined by (A=) (z) =
(A~HT(z) where M denotes the transpose of M.

2.5.4. Induced cocycles and accelerations. If Y C X is a measurable subset, the induced map (or first
return map, or Poincaré map) of F' on Y, which is defined p-almost everywhere by Poincaré recurrence,
is the map given by F"v®)(y) where ry(y) := min{r| F'y € Y}. The induced cocycle Ay on'Y is
a cocycle over (Y, uy, Fy) where Fy is the induced map of F on Y and py = pu/u(Y) and Ay (y) is
defined for all y € Y which return to Y and is given by

Ay (y) = A(FYW=ly) .  A(Fy) A(y),

where 7y (y) is again the first return time.
The induced cocycle is an acceleration of the original cocycle, i.e. if {ny}ren is the infinite sequence
of return times of some y € Y to Y (i.e. T"y € Y iff n = ny, for some k € N and ngq1 > ng) then

(8) (Av)k(y) = Anp s -1(Y) - -+ Any1(y) Any, (v)-

We say that x € X is recurrent to Y under T if there exists an infinite increasing sequence {ny }ren
such that Tz € Y. Let us extend the definition of the induced cocycle Ay to all x € X recurrent to
Y. If the sequence {nj}ren is increasing and contains all n € N* such that 7"z € Y, let us say that x
recurs to Y along {ny}ren. In this case, let us set

Ay (z) == A(y)AW (x), wherey:=F"z eY; (Ay)n(x) := (Ay)n(y), for n € NT.

If F is ergodic, p-a.e. x € X is recurrent to Y and hence Ay is defined on a full measure set of X.

2.5.5. Integrability. Here and in the rest of the paper, we will use the norm [[A|| = >;; |4;;| on matrices
(more generally), the same results on cocycles hold for any norm on SL(d,Z)). Remark that with this
choice || Al = ||AT]].

A cocycle over (X, F, p) is called integrable if [y In [|A(x)||dp(x) < co. Integrability is the assumption
which allows to apply Oseledets Theorem, also known as multiplicative ergodic theorem (the conclusion
of Oseledets theorem in the setting of the Zorich cocycle is recalled in § 2.5.10; for a more general
reference, see e.g. Section 4 in [65]). If A is an integrable cocycle over (X, F, u) assuming values in
SL(d,Z), then one can show that the dual cocycle (A~1)T and, if F is invertible, the inverse cocycle
A=Y over (X, F~! i) are integrable. Furthermore, any induced cocycle Ay of A on a measurable
subset Y C X is integrable (see for example [65], § 4.4.1).

2.5.6. The Zorich cocycle. Consider the Zorich map Z on Zy. Given T = (A, w) € Z; with no connections
and irreducible 7, denote by {I ®) ke N} the sequence of inducing intervals corresponding to Zorich
acceleration Z of the Rauzy-Veech algorithm V. Write Z5(T) := (7(®), A(¥)) and let T}, be the (non
normalised) induced IET, given by first returns of 7" to I (k). so that

d
Zk<T) _ (ﬂ(k)’é(k)/lj(k’)‘)’ where ’I(k)’ _ Z)‘S‘k) _ ’/\(k)"
j=1

Recall from § 2.3.7 that T can be represented as skyscraper over I®) and let
k N
¢® = q®(1) = (¢, a)

be the column vector whose entries qj(-k) are the heights of the Rohlin towers, the vector of heights or,

equivalently, the vector of first return times, since qj(~k) is also the first return time of I ](k) to 1.

For each T = T for which Z(T) = (#(U, \/|1M)|) is defined, let us associate to T the matrix
Z = Z(T) in SL(d, Z) such that ¢() = Z¢(®). The map Z: X — SL(d,Z) is a cocycle over (X, juz, Z),
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which we call the Zorich cocycle®! (also sometimes called Kontsevich-Zorich cocycle). Explicitely, if T
has combinatorial datum 7 = (7, 7,) and lengths vector A, the cocycle Z = Z(T) is given by
7 Z(T) _ I+ Ewb(d)m(d) if)\ﬂt(d) > )\ﬂb(d) (ie. top is winner),
Ia+ Er,(dymy () if A\r, (@) < Amy(a) (i-e. bottom is winner),

where I; denotes the d x d identity matrix, while F;; denotes the matrix which has all entries equal to
zero, but the entry 5 which is equal to 1.
Zorich proved in [76] that Z is integrable. Defining:

Zp = Zn(T) := Z(ZYT)), ZW™:=Z,_1 - Z1 Z
and iterating the above relation, we then get the following matrix product relation:
9) g(”) =z qO), where ¢O(T):=(1,...,1)7,

which gives the heights (i.e. return times) of the representation of T" as a skyscraper over the firt return
map T}, to I(™. For more general products with m < n we use the notation

(10) Q(m7n) = Zn—IZn—Q cee Zm+1Zm-
The following cocycle relation then holds for any triple of integers n,m, p:

(11) Q(n,p) = Q(m,p) Q(n,m), foralln <m < p.

Notice that by choice of the norm |q| = 7, [g;| on vectors and [|A[| = 3, ;[A;j| on matrices and since
return times are positive numbers,

(12) maxq") < o] < |Q(m.m)| g™, for any m < n.

2.5.7. Dynamical interpretation of the entries. The entries of the Zorich cocycle matrices have the
following crucial dynamical interpretation: if 7™ is the sequence of IETs obtained inducing on the
sequence I n e N of intervals given by the Zorich acceleration (so that Z™(T) is obtained normalising
T to an interval exchange acting on the unit interval), then the entry (Zn)i; of the n'* Zorich matrix

Zyp gives the number of visits of the orbit of x € Ij(-nﬂ) under T to IZ»(n) up to its first return to
J(n+1)

Correspondingly, the Zorich cocycle has also an interpretation in terms of incidence matrices of
Rohlin towers (defined in § 2.3.7). The Rohlin towers at step n + 1 can be obtained by a cutting
and stacking®?, which construction from the Rohlin towers at step n: more precisely, for any n € N

and 1 <4,5 <d, the Rohlin tower over I ](n) is obtained stacking subtowers of the Rohlin towers over
I™ (namely sets of the form {T%.J,0 < k < qgn)} for some subinterval J C Ij(n)). Then (Zy,);; is the

number of subtowers of the Rohlin tower over IZ-(”) inside the Rohlin tower over I ;nﬂ). It follows that

(n+1)
1

the Rohlin tower over is made by stacking exactly Zle(Zn)ij subtowers of Rohlin towers of

step n. Notice that 3¢ (Z,); is the norm of the 5 column of the matrix Z,,.

3INotice that there is also another cocycle, also sometimes called Zorich cocycle, which transforms lengths and is
actually the transpose inverse of the cocycle here defined.

32We do not give here a precise definition of cutting and stacking, which is a standard construction in the study of
ergodic theory and in particular of rank one and, more in general, finite rank dynamical systems.
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2.5.8. Length cocycle. One can check that the length (column) vectors (A¥)),cy that give the lengths
=1 J(k)] of the exchanged intervals of the induced map T} on the sequence of inducing intervals

{I ®) ke N} given by the Zorich acceleration also transform via a cocycle and that the cocycle is
exactly the transpose inverse (Z7)~! of the Zorich cocyle Z. Thus, we have that

A = Z(m,n)IA™ = Zm)t Z(m — 1)t Z(n — 1)TA0, for every 0 < m < n.
Let us also recall that, for every cocycle product B := Z(0,n) = Z (n) (T') , if we define the sub-simplex

(13) Ag =<\ = B\ AeEA CAqCRY

B -— _‘BT)\” d—1 d d
(where BT is as above the transpose of B), then (because of the relation between lengths and Zorich
cocycle), for any X' € Ay, if T" is the IET with length data A" and same combinatorics 7 than T, we
have that Z(")(T") = Z("(T) = B.

2.5.9. Cocycle action on log-slopes of AIETs. Let us now consider affine interval exchange T' € Ay that
it is infinitely renormalizable, and assume that its rotation number ~(7T') is irrational. Then, Zorich
acceleration is well-defined for T' (see 2.3.6). An important fact is that the action of Z on the slopes
column vector p(T) = (p1,- - , pa)' satisfies the following: if w(T') := log p(T) = (log p1,- - ,log pd)T
denotes what we call the log-slope vector of T' (whose entries are the logarithms of the slopes of T' on
continuity intervals), we have

w(RT)=Z(T)w(T), w(R"T) = Q(n)w(T), forall T € A4, n € N.

Thus, the way log-slope vector w(T') transform under V does not depend on the value of A(T) and is
linear and given by the Zorich cocycle.

2.5.10. Lyapunov exponents and Oseledets splittings. Zorich showed in [76] that for every irreducible
7 € &Y the Zorich cocycle Z : I, — SL(d,Z), as well as its traspose dual (Z7)~!, are integrable (see
§ 2.5.5) with respect to the Zorich measure pz (introduced in § 2.5.1). Let us consider the natural
extension Z : Iy — Iy (see § 2.5.2) with its invariant measure p 3. The cocycle Z over Z can be
extended to a cocycle, which we still denote by Z, over Z, by defining Z : Z; — SL(d, Z) to be given
by Z(T) = Z(p(T)) for every T' € Z,;. Then, Z is now a cocycle over Z which is still integrable (by
definition of Z and by construction of ju;, see in particular property (ié) of the natural extension, see
§ 2.5.2). Notice also that, by definition of the extension, if T' € p~'(T") (since then Z(T) = Z(T)), then
Zn(T) = Z(2"T) = Z(Z"T) = Z,(T) for every n € N.

As a consequence of Oseledets theorem for cocycles over invertible transformations and of the
celebrated works®® [7,23,63,77] it hence follows that there exists g (positive) Lyapunov exponents
A1 > ... > Ay > 0 (where g is the genus of the suspension T) such that for puz-almost every T' € 7,

there exists a splitting, namely, denoting by x the number of singularities of the suspension T (see
§ 2.5.2 and § 2.1.6), a decomposition

1 if i 0,

(14) R'= P Ei(T), where dimE;(T) = o
k—1 ifi=0

—g<i<g
(called Oseledets splitting) such that:

) i if ve By(T) and i >0
(15) hm —log 12 (TYw|| = =X ifve E(T) and i < 0,
0 if ve E(T).
33The symmetry of the Lyapunov exponents (i.e. the property that for every exponent A; also —\; is an exponent), is

a consequence of the symplectic nature of the Zorich cocycle (proved in [77], [76]), the hyperbolicity, namely the inequality
Ag > 0, was proved by Forni [23] and simplicity, namely A\; < A;11 for every 1 <14 < g was proved by Avila and Viana [7].
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We define the stable, unstable and central space for any n € N to be respectively

E"(T)=E(2"T) = @ E(2"T) E"(T)=E,(2"T]):= P E(2"T), EM:=E/(2"T).

S S
—g<i<0 0<i<yg

Then invariance of the splitting means that for any m < n we have that
Z(m,n)E(™ (2) = EM(2), where v in any index in {u, s, c}.

Furthermore, Oseledets theorem also guarantees a control of the angle Z (see e.g. Section 4 in [65])
between stable, unstable and central spaces (where the angle Z(V, W) between two linear subspaces
V,W C R? is defined as the minimum angle / (v, w) among all non-zero vectors v € V,w € W), namely
for every € > 0 there exists ¢ = c(e, 7)) > 0 such that

a6) i SRILEDD), B (D)

=0 for all distinct pair of indexes v1,vs € {u, s, c}.
n—+oo n

We say that a IET is Oseledets generic if it satisfies all the conclusions of Oseledets theorem listed
above. An application of the Oseledets theorem (or simply ergodicity combined with integrability) also
shows that if T" is Oseledets generic, then

(17) lim > log || Zu(7)] = 0.

n—+too n

[Notice that here we consider the elementary matrix Z,(T) = Z(Z£"T) and not Z(T") which is a
product of cocycle matrices.]

2.6. Birkhoff sums and special Birkhoff sums. The Zorich cocycle plays a crucial role also in the
study of Birkhoff sums of functions over an IET, through the study of special Birkhoff sums, which were
introduced in the work by Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz [43] as fundamental blocks to decompose and study
Birkhoff sums over an IET. We recall here both the definition of Birkhoff sums and special Birkhoff
sums, as well as the connection between special Birkhoff sums and the (extended) Zorich cocycle, while
in the next subsection § 2.6.2 we recall how special Birkhoff sums can be used to decompose Birkhoff
sums.

2.6.1. Piecewise continuous functions and Birkhoff sums. Given a GIET T, let us denote (using a
notation inspired by [43]) C(T) :=C (I_Igzlljt) (or for short C (I_II;), the space of piecewise continuous
functions f : [0,1] — R which are continuous on each continuity interval I}?, for 1 <j<dof T and
extend to continuous functions on the closure of each I; (so that right and left limit as x tend to the
endpoints of each I’, exist). Notice that as subspace, it contains the space I' = r®.=r (I_I;lzll ;) of
functions which are piecewise constant on each interval I;, 1 <5 <d.

Given C (I_I;l:lI;), the Birkhoff sum S, f(x) of f over T denotes the sum of f along the orbit up of

x under T to time n, i.e. S, f(z) := Z?;ll (T7z). We stress that in this paper we consider in general
Birkhoff sums over a generalized IET, while in [43] and the consequent works one usually restricts the
attention to Birkhoff sums over standard IETs.

2.6.2. Special Birkhoff sums. Assume that T is infinitely renormalizable and let {I(™),n € N}, where
I™ = [0,a,)], be a sequence of intervals obtained by the Zorich (or more in general by a further)
acceleration of Rauzy-Veech induction and let {T},,n € N} be the corresponding induced GIETS, T,

T
being the first return of 7" on [0, a,]. Let ¢ = (q%n), e ,qc(ln)) be the corresponding vector of first
return times, or equivalently, of heights of the Rohlin towers in the representation of 1" as a skyscraper
over T, (see § 2.3.7).
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The (sequence of) special Birkhoff sums f (") e N, is the sequence of functions f™ : C (T(")) =
C(uI ](n)) — R obtained inducing f over T,, namely given by
PO
£ () =5, Z f(Tﬁ ) ifeell”, forany1<j<d neNl.

One can think of f as an induced function, obtained inducing the function f on the interval 1(")
via the dynamics of the first return map. One can check that by construction, for each n € N, (™ is

continous on each Ij(n), 1 < j < n and belongs to C(T™). If z € Ij(n), one can think of f((z) as the
Birkhoff sum of f along the Rohlin tower of height qj(»n) over [ j(n).

2.6.3. The ewtended Zorich cocycle. In the special case when f € I'®) := I'(T), one then has that

(n)

f™ e 1™ .= 1(T™), ie. f™ is piecewise constant on each I ;- If we identify each piecewise constant

function £ in I'™ with the column vector, which by abusing the notation we will still denote by

(n)

™ whose j*" entry is the value on (any) point of I;7, ie.

£ = (F (@), f (), wherezj € M1 <5 < d,

then one can see that f(™ transforms according to the Zorich cocycle defined in 2.5.6 (or the corre-
sponding acceleration if {I™, n € N} where obtained by an acceleration), i.e.

fm = zm) f0), £ = Z(n,m) ™, for every n>m,n,m € N.
where Z(™ and Q(m,n) are the Zorich cocycle matrices defined in § 2.5.6 (compare in particular the
above relation with the height relation (9)).
More in general, given a function f(® € C(T) for some n € N, we can recover f(**1) from f(™
and T, by writing
(Zn)ij—

(18) f(n+1)(x) = Z f ( )k (z )) , for any x € I(”H)

where (Z,);; is the (i,) entry of the n'* Zorich matrix Z,, which, as recalled in § 2.3.7, gives the
number of visits of the orbit of x € IJ(HH) under 7;, to Ii(n) up to its first return to I®*1)). This
relation, which can be proved simply recalling the definition of special Birkhoff sums and Birkhoff
sums, can be understood in terms of cutting and stacking of Rohlin towers: the relation indeed mimics
at the level of special Birkhoff sums the fact (recall in § 2.5.7) that the Rohlin tower over I ](nﬂ) is
obtained by stacking (Z,,);; subtowers of the Rohlin tower over I (") and hence, correspondingly, the
special Birkhoff sum f("*1)(z) is obtained as sum of (Z,);; values of the special Birkhoff sum f(™) at

points of IZ-( ),

2.6.4. Decomposition of Birkhoff sums. Special Birkhoff sums can be used as follows as fudamental
building blocks to study Birkhoff sums, see e.g. [43,46,47,58,59,77]. Given an infinitely renormalizable
T and f € C(T), let {I™ k € N} be the sequence of inducing intervals given by Zorich induction.
Consider first the special case in which 2o € ™% for some ng € N. Then, if follows from (18)
that, if 1 < j < d is such that zg € IJ(»nOH), the Birkhoff sum S, f(z) for any 0 < r < q(nOH) can be
decomposed as

bng—

Z FO (") + Sy flan), with @™ = (Thg) (w0)s @1 = (Tag)"™ (o)

where by, = by, () is such that 0 < b,y < 391 (Zn,)ij and Sy, f(21) is a reminder which is not a

special Birkhoff sum of lever ng, i.e. if jy is such that z; € I](-O %) then 0 <r < q](-o ), Repeating this
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decomposition for Sy, f(x1), we then obtain by recursion the following geometric decomposition of the
Birkhoff sum S, (z¢) into special Birkhoff sum:

(19)  Spf(xo) = Z Z Fm (xgn)) , where 0 < b, < || Z,,]], mén) el™ for0<l<b,—1.
n=0 (=0

From here, we also get the estimate

no
S: £ @)l < S NZall 1F©N, it eI 0 <r < gt
n=0

For the general case of a Birkhoff sum S, f(z) for any = € [0, 1] and r € N, we can define ng = no(x,r)
to be the maximum ng > 1 such that I™ contains at least two points of the orbit {T%z,0 <i < r}.
(This guarantees that r is larger than the smallest height of a tower over (n0) but at the same time
that it is smaller than a over I("0+1) Then, if 29 = T%(x) is one of the points in 1(") we can split the
Birkhoff sum S, f(z) into two sums of the previous form, one for T’ and the other for T~! and therefore
get

no
(20) 1Sk @) < 2D N Zall £, for any @ € [0,1]\ 100FD.
n=0

2.7. Boundary operators. We introduce here some operators on the space of GIETS, first defined in
the work of Marmi, Moussa and Yoccoz [43] and known as boundary operators, for their correspondence
with a boundary operator in cohomology (see § 2.7.2).

2.7.1. Boundary operator for observables. Let T' € X] be a GIET and let f be a function in the space
C(T) introduced in the previous section § 2.6.1. By definition of the functional space, on each of the
continuity intervals I7trt(i) = (ul_{(T),ul(T)) of T, for 1 < i < d, f has a right limit at ut_,(T) and
a left limit at ul(T). We denote by f"(u;) and f'(u;) respectively the right and left limits at the
discontinuity point u;. Explicitely,** if we denote by f; the i*" branch of f obtained restricting f to I,
we have:
I (ug) = im, Fre(i+1) (), fllus) == lim fr, ) (2).
CE%’UJi .’ﬂ‘)'llli

We also set by convention f!(ug) := 0 and f"(ug) := 0. Let now S = S(T) be the suspended surface
corresponding to T (see § 2.1.6). Let d = 2g + k where g is the genus of S and « the cardinality of the
set Sing(T) of singularities, which we will label by {1,...,k}. Recall that each of the u; corresponds
to (the label of) a singular point s(u;) € {1,...,k} (see 2.1.6).

For each f € C(I_IIj(n)) and for each 1 < s < k, set
Bs(f) = Z (fT(’LLl) — fl(ul)) .
0<i<d s.t s(u;)=s
This defines by a map
B = G(UIND) — R
f L (Bs(f))lgsgn-

A combinatorial definition of the correspondence between endpoints and singularities as well as of the
boundary operator following [47] is given in the Appendix, see § A.1.

341ndeed, since u; is the left endpoint of Ifrt(iH), we have to use fr,(i+1)(®) to take the right limit, while to take the
left limit we have to see u; as the right endpoint of I:r‘(i) and consider fm(i)-
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2.7.2. Cohomological interpretation of the boundary operator. When one restricts the boundary operator
to piecewise constant functions, one recovers a standard boundary map in homology. The intervals
(I}(T))i<a can be put into one-to-one correspondence to curves on S, whose endpoints belong to the
singularity set Sing(7") (each of them indeed embed onto a segments S;, whose endpoints can then
be slided along the leaves of the foliation until they become singularities in Sing, see Appendix A.1).
The (relative) holonomy classes of these curves actually form a base of the relative homology group
H; (S, Sing, Z) (see e.g. Viana [64] or [75]). A function that is constant on each of the If(T)s thus
defines a class in H;(S,,Sing, R) = H;(Sy, Sing,Z) ® R. The boundary operator defined above is
nothing but the standard boundary operator for relative homology

9: Hn+1(sg>SingaR) - Hn(S¢ R)

restricted to the case n = 0.

2.7.3. Renormalization invariance of the boundary operator for GIETs. The following Proposition was
proved in in [45], see also [75].

Proposition 2.7.1 (properties of the boundary, see Proposition 3.2 in [45]). The boundary B :
Co( Ui IH(T)) — R™ has the following properties:
(i) For any ¢ € C(T), B(¢)) = B(¢oT).
(ii) If T is once renormalizable, for any o € C(T'), B(vo) = B(v1) where 11 € C(V(T)) is induced
from g obtained considering special Birkhoff sums.

2.7.4. Boundary of a GIET. We define now the boundary of a GIET (see also [44]).

Definition 2.7.1 (boundary of a GIET). Given T € X, we define the boundary of T' to be B(T) :=
B(log DT'), where B is the boundary operator on Co(L; IH(T)) defined by Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz (see
§2.7.1).

The following Remark gives an equivalent expression for the boundary in terms of the shape-profile
coordinats (from § 2.2.3) which will be useful in the sequel. Recall that give T' € X we denote by
(A7, ok, - %) its coordinates for the product structure X = A x P. We denote w; := w;(T) the
logarithm of the slope of A7 on the i-th interval.

Remark 2.7.1. Given T = (Ar, ¢k, -+ ,p%) € X, let w(z) and logDyr(z) denote the piecewise
continuous function in Co(L; IF(T)) which are respectively equal to w; and to log D% on It. Then we
claim that

B(T) = B(w) + B(log Dy).
This can be seen since the derivative DT of a GIET T is related to the functions Dor and w by
DT = e“Doprp, or, equivalenty, DT(x) =€ log Dgojf(:c), for all x € I;, 1< <d.
Thus, from the definition of B in terms of right and left limits of a function in Co(U; I}(T)), we have
that B(logDT') = B(w) + B(log D).

Proposition 2.7.1 (proved in [45] as Proposition 3.2) has the following implication for the boundary of
a GIET:
Lemma 2.7.1 (properties of GIETs boundary). Consider T € X*.

(i) For any + € Diff*(]0,1]), B(x Lo T o)) = B(T).

(ii) If T is once renormalizable, B(V(T')) = B(T).

Thus, the Lemma shows that the boundary of a GEIET is both a conjugacy invariant (by property
(7)) and a renormalization invariant (by property (ii)).
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Proof. Property (¢) follows immediately from the definition of boundary, since the values of the (left and
right) derivatives at the endpoints are invariant by conjugation. Property (i7) is simply a reformulation
of property (ii) of the observable boundary B (see Proposition 2.7.1, proved in [45] as Proposition
3.2) for the observable 1) = log DT, after remarking that ¢1 = log D(V(T')) (which follows from the
definition of the induced map and the chain rule, taking the log and comparing the result with the
definition of special Birkhoff sums, see § 2.6.2). g

3. AFFINE SHADOWING

In this section we state and prove the dynamical dichotomy for orbits of irrational GIETs under
renormalization (stated below as Theorem 3.2), which is the main result at the heart of our rigidity
results (both Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 6.2.2) and can be used to prove a priori bounds for minimal
GIETs. The precise formulation requires the definition of a full measure Diophantine condition on the
rotation number (which we will call regular Diophantine condition, or RDC for short, see § 3.3.5) under
which it will hold. We will later show (in Section 3.3.1 that this Diophantine condition is satisfied for a
full measure set of rotation numbers (see Definition 3.3.1 in § 3.3.1 for the notion of full measure).

For expository purposes and to increase readability (in particular for the readers who are not familiar
with the technicalities of Rauzy-Veech induction) we first treat separately (in § 3.2) the case where the
rotation number is assumed to be periodic (also sometimes known, in the one-dimensional dynamics
literature, as Fibonacci combinatorics case). In this case the Diophantine-type conditions simplify
drastically and the proof is less technical (and yields a stronger result, see Proposition 3.2.1), but all
the ideas needed for the general case are already there.

The general case is then treated in § 3.4. The statement of the affine shadowing dichotomy is
given in Theorem 3.2. The required Diophantine condition (introduced in § 3.3) is defined using an
acceleration of the Zorich induction Z, which we denote by Z and call Oseledets regular since it is
obtained requesting that the estimates given by Oseledets theorem are effective (see § 7.2 for details).

3.1. Scaling invariants and mean (log-)slope vectors. Let us first define the average slope vector
(and the log-average vector) associated to a generalized interval exchange map. These quantities will
play a central role in our study of renormalization, in particular to define affine shadowing. Recall that
in § 2.2.3 we introduced the shape-profile coordinates of a GIET, so that we can write T' = (A, P(T))
where Ar is an AIET called the shape of T and P(T") = (¢1, ..., paq) is its profile (refer to § 2.2.3).

Definition 3.1.1 (average vectors p(T') and w(T') for a GIET). Let T be a GIET in X, with r > 1.
The shape-slope vector p(T') associated to T is by definition

p(T) = p(AT)a Z'fT:(ATﬂDla---a(Pd),
i.e. it is the slope vector of the affine interval exchange A1 which gives the shape of T .
We also define the shape log-slope vector, or, for short, the log-slope vector w(T') to be
w(T) =1log p(T) := (log p1,...,1og pa),  if p(T) = (p1,---,pa)-

Note that, since for every 1 < j < d the slope p(Ar); of the j* branch (Ar); is also given by the
average value of T” on I; (see § 2.2.3), we can also define explicitly

(21) o(T) = (ully /11 DTl(:U)d:n,...,ulcl’ i DTd(;v)dx>.

For the reader familiar with one-dimensional dynamics literature, these quantities can be seen as the
key scaling ratios that we want to exploit to encode the dynamics of renormalization.

Remark 3.1.1. If R is an acceleration of V corresponding to inducing on intervals (I, )nen, using the
notation in § 2.53.7 and recalling the explicit form of the renormalization R™(T) given by (5), which
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relates the branches of R™(T') with iterates of the induced map (and since by the chain rule one can see
that conjugation with an affine map does not change the derivative) we have that

(22)  p(R'T) = <‘ I{zn)‘ [ PRI, T fggn)y Ié(n)DRn(T)(x)dx>

1 g™ 1 (n)
(23) =|—F / D(1Ty" ) (x)dz, --- — / D(T% ) (x)dx
‘I{n)‘ IYL) ’Ic(ln) ’ Ién)

3.2. Affine shadowing in the periodic type (or Fibonacci type) case. In this section, we
assume that 7" is a infinitely renormalizable generalized interval exchange map of periodic type (see
Definition 2.3.3) and in addition that it has hyperbolic Rauzy-Veech period matrix A, or, for short, that
T is of hyperbolic periodic type. Thus, there exists a ng > 0 such that the rotation number is periodic
with period kg, namely if n = iko + r for some i € N and 0 < r < ng then y(V*o+7(T)) = ~(V"(T)).
(We remark that even though the rotation number is periodic, the orbit of 7" is not in general periodic).

In this case, we will use, as renormalization operator, the acceleration of Rauzy-Veech induction
which corresponds to the period kg of the rotation number 7', namely the operator which, by abusing
the notation we will still denote by R, given by

R™T) := V™ (T) = (V*)(T),  for all n € N.
Notice that this definition of R is used only in this section.®

The following proposition gives the dynamical dichotomy for (hyperbolic) periodic-type IETSs, so in
a setting which is a special case of Theorem 3.2, but in this special case it actually yields a stronger
conclusion (as remarked after the statement). (as it can be seen comparing the conclusions in Case 2
of Proposition 3.2.1 here below and Theorem 3.2 stated later on).

Let us write R = E, @ E. @ E, for the splitting of R? into respectively the stable space Ej, the
central space E, and the unstable space E, for the action of A on R? (corresponding to eigevectors
with norm respectively smaller, equal and greater than 1).

Proposition 3.2.1 (Affine shadowing dichotomy for periodic type). Let T be of hyperbolic
periodic type, with rotation number of period ky. Denote by wy, := w(R™(T)) € R¢ the shape log-slope
vector (as defined in § 3.1) of R™(T), where here R := V¥ is the acceleration corresponding to the
period. Then, either

(1) (wp)nen is bounded, or
(2) there ezists v € E,, such that
wp = A"+ 0(1)
i.e. the difference w, — A™v is bounded.

Note that cases (1) and (2) can be merged, since case (1) can be reformulated in the form of case (2)
with the additional request that v = 0. The proposition then states that the sequence (wy)nen (of
log-slopes vectors for the shape R™(T)) can be approzimated (up to a bounded error) by the linear
evolution of a vector v under the action of the period matrix A. The vector v will be called the (affine)
shadow.

We remark that in this special case of periodic type rotation number, the conclusion is stronger
than the result we will prove for a full measure set of rotation numbers, i.e. Theorem 3.2: here in
Proposition 3.2.1, the difference w,, — A™ v in Case 2 is bounded, while in the general case we will be
able to approximate the evolution of (wy,),en by a linear evolution of a shadow vector only up to a
lower order (but in general not bounded) error, see the conclusion of Case 2 in Theorem 3.2.

In the rest of this section we prove Proposition 3.2.1. The reader who is interested in the general
case and familiar with Rauzy-Veech induction can omit this section and move directly to § 3.3 (for the

35Note also that the operator R here defined also satisfies the requirements of the acceleration which defines R in the
general case, since in the periodic type case all requests on the acceleration R are trivially satisfied for every iterate of
the orbit of T under V or any of its powers.
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Diophantine condition on ITETS) and § 3.4. The following outline of the proof though may be useful
also to follow the strategy of the proof in the general case.

Sketch of the Proof of Proposition 3.2.1. First we show, in Lemma 3.2.1 (which is the most important
one), that, thanks to a basic (and classical) application distortion bounds (in the form given by
Lemma 2.4.2), up to some uniformly bounded mistake, the shape log-slope vector wy, transform linearly
via the cocyle (which is this case is just given by applying repeatingly the period matrix). We refer to
this result (i.e. Lemma 3.2.1) as linear approzimation. The projection Pg(w,) of w, onto the stable
space Fs is controlled through Lemma 3.2.2, which is valid for any T with periodic rotation number
and shows that the part in the stable space always remains bounded.

We then consider iterates of renormalizations of T" and consider separately two cases: (1) if the slopes
are bounded, we are in Case 1; otherwise, (2) if the slopes are not bounded, in virtue of the control of
the stable part (given by Lemma 3.2.2), the component in the unstable space is also unbounded. To
prove that in this case we are in Case 2, namely we can build an affine shadow, we wait for a time
when this compoment is large compared to the mistake that one makes when comparing the actual
growth of the slopes with how it transforms linearly. If one starts renormalizing from that moment, the
slope change almost linearly up to a mistake that is more and more negligible as slopes in the unstable
space grow exponentially fast. Thus, adjusting using smaller and smaller corrections (see (26) and
(28)) allows to find a vector shadowing the slopes. This is done rigorously through definition (26) of
the shadow and the proof of Proposition 3.2.1 presented below.

Lemma 3.2.1 (Linear approximation for periodic type GIETS). For any periodic type T with
period matriz A there exists a constant Kt such that w, = w(R"T) satisfies

llwnt1 — Awnl|| < K7,  foralln €N

Proof. Since T is of periodic-type with period kg and R = V¥o, for any n > 0 we have that for each
x € [0,1],

1
RV () = X(R“T)k@)—l(m,
where ) is a rescaling ratio (more precisely, one has A = |I((*+1k0)| /| [("k0)|) and where 0 < k(z) < K

is uniformely bounded independently on n (here k(x) is indeed constant®® on each continuity interval
for R""1T). Thus, by chain rule, we have that D(R"T)(\z)/)\) = DR"T'(\z) and, taking logarithms,

k(z)—1
(24) log DR™T(z Z log DR"T ((R"T)' (1)),
where y := Ax is the point that corresponds to x under the linear rescaling. If we now consider

pn = p(R"T), by definition of the shape slope vector p (see§ 3.1 and in particular (22) in Remark 3.1.1),
for any n € R and any 1 < j < d, there exists by mean value theorem a point v, ; € [0, 1] such that

(25) (pn)j = DR"T (yn;j) , (wn);j = log(pn); = log DR™(T) (yn,;) -

Thus, if for each 0 < ¢ < k(z) — 1, we let j, € {1,...,d} be the index such that (R"T)‘(y) belongs the
(j¢)"* continuity interval I;fz (n) of R™T, applying the distorsion bound given by Lemma 2.4.2 to R"T
and taking logarithms, we have that

[log DR™(T) ((R"T)"(y)) = (wn)sq

where Dy = fol Inr|dt and (wy,);, is the ji* entry of w,.

< Dr

36)\ore precisely, recalling the Rohlin towers point of view from § 2.3.7 and the dynamical interpretation of the cocycle
entries from § 2.5.7, for every x belonging to the jth continuity interval of R*"1T, we have that

d
= 7() = Z Z8) = Z Q(nko, (n + 1)ko)i;-

=1
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Applying now the formula (24) to the point & = yn11,j, where © = y,41,; is given by (25), and
denoting by k; = y,11,, since we showed at the beginning that k; < K, we get
kji—1
(Wnt1)j = Y, (wn)j, + BE(n,j),  where |E(n,j)| <k;jDr < KDr.
£=0

Note now that leigl(wn)jz is exactly the j-th entry of A (because by definition (R"T)*(y) belongs
the jp-th interval of continuity of R™T). The Lemma is thus proven with Kp := K Dy. U

Lemma 3.2.2 (Control of the stable part). For any hyperbolic periodic type T with periodic matriz
A there exists a constant Mt > 0 depending only upon the constant Kt in Lemma 3.2.1 above such
that for alln € N

|[Ps(wn)|| < Mr,
where Py : R = E, ® E, — E, denotes the projection onto the stable space Es for the action of A on
RY.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2.1, we have |[wp+1 — Awy,|| < Kp. Projecting onto FEy, since Ps commutes with
the action of A, one gets

Ps(wni)l] < [[APs(wn)l] + K7

Since A contracts Es by a factor v < 1, we get that the sequence (a,)nen given by ay, := ||Ps(wn)]|
satisfies

an+1 < yap + K.
One can then check that any sequence with such this property is bounded. This concludes the proof. [

Proof of Proposition 8.2.1. Consider now the projection Py : RY = E, & E; — FE, onto the stable
space E for the action of A on R?%. We distinguish on two cases:.

Case 1: The sequence {P,(wy)}nen is bounded.

In this case, by Lemma 3.2.2, P4(wy,) is bounded as well thus w, is bounded. This shows that we are
in Case 1 of Proposition 3.2.1.

Case 2: The sequence {P,(wy)}nen is unbounded.

In that case let us show that we can define the shadow v € R® to be:
m .

(26) V= Z AiZ(Pu(wi — Awi_l)) + Pu(wo).
i=1

We will show at the same time that the series converge and hence v is well defined. Let us formally
compute A™v which, splitting the series and changing index in the finite sum (using ¥ = n — i) to
exploit the telescopic nature of the finite sum, gives:

n—1 0o
Ay = Z Pu(Akwn,k — AkJrlwn,k,l) + Z AniZ(Pu(wZ — Awi_1>) + A"(Pu(wo)),
k=0 i=n

= Pu(wn) — Pu(A”wo) + i fln_Z(Pu(wz — Awi_l)) + A"(Pu(wo))

i=n

Since E" is invariant by the action of A, P,(A"wy) = A™(Py(wo)). Moreover, since by definition
v € BY, we get that

(27) Pu(A" —wy) = A" — Py(wy) = Z AT Py (wi — Aw;i_1)).
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Since the map A is uniformly expanding on E, and, by Lemma 3.2.1, ||wp+1 — Awy|| < K7, there
exists ¢ < 1 such that

(28) A" (P (w; — Aw;i1))|| < Kpc™", for all i > n.

Using this estimate in (27) gives that

[Pu(A™ — w,)|| < K7 3 .
j=0

Since v € E* and Ps(wy,) is bounded by Lemma 3.2.2, we have that, for some C'4 > 0 (depending on
the angle between E*® and E")

[[A"0 — wy|| < Ca (|[[Pu(A™0 — wp)|| + [[Ps(A"0 — wy)]])

= Ca (||Pu(A™0 — wp)|| + 1|0 = Py(wn)|]) S Ca | Kr > + My | < +oc.
j=0

This shows at the same time (taking n = 0) that the series defining v converges and hence v is well
defined and that the difference A™v —wy, is uniformely bounded, so property (2) of the Proposition 3.2.1
holds. This concludes the proof. O

3.3. The Diophantine-type condition for the general case. We now turn to the general case.
This section is devoted to the definition of the Diophantine-type condition under which we will prove the
general case of the affine shadowing dichotomy in § 3.3.5. The main difference with the periodic-type
case, is that some return times that were bounded in the special case, are now only bounded on average;
the Diophantine condition for the general case (see Definition 3.3.4) is devised to provide a not too
sparse sequence where they are nevertheless uniformly bounded, exploiting the hyperbolicity of the
(Zorich acceleration of the) Rauzy-Veech cocycle. The renormalization operator which will be used is
an acceleration of the Zorich renormalization Z corresponding to accelerating along this sequence.

The section is organized as follows. We define first a notion of full measure on irrational rotation
numbers, see § 3.3.1. We then introduce in § 3.3.2 a notion of Oseledets genericity (corresponding to
having an Oseledets generic extension, see Definition 3.3.2 and the comments thereafter). In § 3.3.3 we
define sequences of good return times; this is a technical condition (which corresponds to occurences of
two consecutive bounded positive matrix in the cocycle, see Definition 3.3.3) which we want to assume
on the accelerating sequence since it will help to control the size of the dynamical partitions. Finally,
in § 3.3.5, we define the Regular Diophantine Condition (see Definition 3.3.4).

3.3.1. Notion of full measure. Let T be an infinitely renormalizable GIET with irrational (i.e. infinitely
complete, see Definition 2.3.2) rotation number v(7'). By Poincaré-Yoccoz Theorem 2.1, there exists®
a standard IET Tj with the same rotation number v(T") = v(Tp) such that T is semi-conjugated to Tp.

Recall that the Lebsgue measure class on Zg = Ag_1 X 62 (refer to § 2.2.1 for the notation) is the
measure class of the restriction of the Lebesgue measure on Ay 1 C Ri and the counting measure on
combinatorial data in 62.

Definition 3.3.1 (full measure for rotation numbers). We say that a set F of rotation numbers has
full measure if it contains the set of rotation numbers of a full measure set of classical IETs, i.e.
F O {yT), T € I}, where I, C I, is full measure subset of the set T = Ngq_1 x & with respect to
Lebesgue measure class on I),.

We say that a property holds for almost every irrational GIET if and only if the set of rotation numbers
{v(T), T € G} for which it holds has full measure in the sense above.

37The IET T is not necessarily unique, but it is unique for a full measure set of rotation numbers.



36 SELIM GHAZOUANI AND CORINNA ULCIGRAI

Equivalently, we could have asked that, for each given irreducible combinatorial datum 7 € 63, F
contains the rotation number of almost every IET in Z; with respect to the Zorich pz or Masur-Veech
measure iy (see Remark 2.5.1 in § 2.5.1).

3.3.2. Oseledets generic extensions. Let T € I be a (standard) IET for which Zorich acceleration Z
is defined. The following definition summarizes the Oseledets genericity-type properties that we will
require in the Regular Diophantine Condition.

Definition 3.3.2 (Oseledets generic extensions). We say that an IET T has an Oseledets generic
extension if there exists a sequence of invariant splittings, i.e. decompositions

(29) RI=TWar®ar®  pneN

into spaces an) with a € {s, c,u} which are invariant under the dynamics, i.e. such that

Q(m,n) F((lm) = F,(I”), Va € {s,c,u}, Vm <n,
of dimension
(H) dim T = dim T = g, dimT® = dimT(™ = ¢, VneN,

such that, for some 8 >0 and C = C(T) > 0,

(O-s) 120 o) = [|Q(0,n)v|| < C e for alln €N, for allv e T,

(O-u) 1(ZM) o) = |Q(0,n)Lo| < C e for alln €N, for allv e T,

(O-c) lim ! log || Z™v|| =0, for allv e TV,
n—4+oo N

and furthermore, for any € > 0 there exists ¢ = c(e,T) such that
(O-a) | sin A(Fg?)(f),FgZ)(T))] > c(e)e™ ", for all ay # az, a1,a2 € {s,c,u},
where the angle Z(V,W) between two linear subspaces V,W C R% was defined in § 2.5.10.

[The choice of labels O-u, O-s, O-c is for Osedelets Stable, Osedelets Unstable and Osedelets Central
conditions, while O-a stands for Oseledets angles condition.]

The reader has certainly noticed the similarity with the conclusion of Oseledets theorem (as recalled
in § 2.5.10): we will indeed show that 7" has a Oseledets generic extension if the conclusion of Oseledets
theorem holds for an extension T' of T. The spaces 1“2"), T((;n), F&n), n € N, will then be respectively
the stable, unstable and central space for (the n'" iterate Z(T") of) the (extended) Zorich cocycle. By
exploiting Oseledets theorem for the natural extension of Z we will prove in § 3.3.1 that uz-almost
every T has an Oseledets generic extension.

Remark that while the sequence {an), n € N} is uniquely defined by T, the sequence {Fq(f”), n € N}
is not; on the other hand, we only require the existence of a such sequence. The choice of an (invariant)

sequence of unstable spaces satisfying O-u and O-ais equivalent to the choice of an extension T of T.

3.3.3. Good return times. We introduce now a property of a sequence of iterates of the induction that
will play an important technical role in the proof of exponential convergence of renormalization.

We say that a matrix A € SL(d,Z) is positive matriz if its entries A;; are strictly positive for each
1 <i4,57 <d. We say that A is a Zorich cocycle matriz if it is a product of matrices of the Zorich
cocycle, i.e. there exists a p > 0 and T' € Z, such that A = Q(0,p)(T). We say in this case that p is
the Zorich length of A.

Good return times are those that correspond to a double occurrence of a fixed positive matrix A:
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Definition 3.3.3. Given a positive integer p > 0, the sequence (ny)ren s z sequence of p-good returns
of the Zorich cocycle if there exists a positive Zorich cocycle matriz A of length p such that

Q(ng,ng + 2p) = AA, forall k € N

and ngy1 — ng > 2p so that Q(ng,ngy1) = QrAA for some non-negative matrix Qp € SL(d,Z). We
say that (ng)ren 18 a sequence of good returns if they are p-good returns for some positive integer p.
We also say that (ng)ken is sequence of A-good return times if we want to specify the matriz A.

From ergodicity of Z, one can easily show that almost every IET admits a sequence of good returns.
Recurrence of (fixed) positive matrices in the cocycle are useful in the study of standard IETs to
guarantee some balance in the size of the floors (and heights) of the Rohlin towers in the dynamical
partitions, a key property exploited in almost all works on IETs starting from the seminal work of
Veech [61]. We will show in Section 4 that it can also be used to get some estimates on the size of the
dynamical partitions at recurrence times for the renormalization, when combined with a priori bounds
(see in particular § 4.3).

The notion of good return may look quite special, but actually a weaker notion (see Remark 3.3.1
just below) is sufficient (and essentially corresponds to returns to bounded sets**). On the other hand,
proving the stronger form in Definition 3.3.3 costs no additional effort from the technical point of view
(see § 3.3.1) and simplifies the notation.

Remark 3.3.1. The definition of good return can be weakened, by considering (ny)ken such that for
each k we can write Q(ng, ng+1) = QrAx By, where Q is a non negative matriz, while Ay, and By, are
two positive cocycle matrices such that ||Ag|| and ||Bg|| are uniformely bounded in k.

3.3.4. Notation for Zorich accelerations. Let us introduce the following terminology and notation for
accelerations of the Zorich cocycle. If (ng)ren is a sequence with ng := 0 (which will be in our case a
sequence of good returns on which Oseledets theorem can be made effective, see § 7.2.1), let us denote
by Z and Z respectively the acceleration of the Zorich map Z and the associated acceleration of the
Zorich cocycle (see § 2.3.6 § 2.5.4) given by:

ZMT):=2"(T),VkeN, Z=Z(T)=Q(0,n;).

Then Z is a cocycle over Z. We will say that Z and Z are accelerations along the sequence (ng)ken-

We will also denote by Zj, and Q(k, k') for k' > k
(30) Q(k, k) = Q(ni,nw),  Zr = Zi(T) = Q(k, ki + 1) = Q(ng, ngey1).

If T has an Oseledets regular extension (in the sense of Definition 3.3.2), let (I' ;E)N) for z € {s,c,u}

the the sequences of stable, central and unstable spaces provided by Definition 3.3.2 and denote by
(31) P R? — (M), for x € {s,c,u}, n e N.

the standard orthogonal projection (in RY) to the subspace P&"). Then, for the acceleration along the
sequence (ng)ren we adopt the notation:

(32) ) .= () Pk .= p(re) for x € {s,c,u}, n €N,

and refer to f;k), x € {s,c,u} as the stable, central and unstable spaces respectively for the acceleration;

the operators f’&k) ‘R — fék), for x € {s,c,u}, are the corresponding projections.

38In the case of standard IETs, a (future) occurrence of a positive matrix with bounded norm corresponds indeed to
returns to a compact set in simplex A4 of lengths vectors, while a time which follows an occurence of a positive matrix
with bounded norm correspond to a compact set in the suspension datum space of parameters (see for example [58]).
Therefore, at time ny + p the induction visits a compact set for the natural extension domain Zy. In § 4.3, we show that
the double occurrence of a positive matrix, together with a priori distorsion bounds, can also be used to prove some
geometric control on dynamical partitions.
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3.3.5. The Regular Diophantine Condition. We can now formulate the Diophantine condition, that we
call Regular Diophantine Condition (or RDC'). The central Diophantine-type condition is expressed
in terms of convergence of two series (see the forward and backward conditions (F') and (B) in
Definition 3.3.4 below), describing the forward and backward growth of an acceleration of the cocycle
along good returns. It will be crucial for us to consider times when not only these sequences converge
(we will show that these series always converge along a sequence of effective Oseledets acceleration
times, see Definition 7.2.1), but they are uniformely bounded. The accelerating sequence is required to
be not too sparse, namely has linear growth (see (ii)) and that the matrices of the further acceleration
grow subexponentially (see Condition [S]).

Definition 3.3.4 (Regular Diophantine condition, or RDC). We say that a (standard) IET T and its
rotation number v(T') satisfy the Regular Diophantine Condition, or for short the (RDC), if:
(i) T has an Oseledets generic extension (in the sense of Definition 3.3.2),
(ii) there exists a sequence (ny)ken of good return times (see Definition 3.3.3) growing at linear
rate, i.e. such that limy_,o 7= < 400,

and, if Z), and @(k‘, K", for k <K', denote the matrices of the Zorich cocycle acceleration along (ny)ken
as defined in (30) and ¥ and P.(k), for x € {s,c,s} denote the spaces and projections defined in
(32), we also have that:

(iii) there exist constants K* = K*(T) > 0, § > 0 and an increasing subsequence (km)men growing

at a linear rate, i.e. such that limsup,, . 5= < 400, such that the following conditions hold:

(Condition [B]) Z Q (K, ) ol PO (| Zk_s|| < K~ for all m € N;
(Condition [F]) ST QKm, k)g(k)u I[PR|]|Zr-1]| < KT, for allm e N;
k=km+1 “
(Condition [S]) i 28 [1QGEm Fms )l _
k—+o0 m
(Condition [A]) A(fg’im),f‘g‘;m)) > 0§ for all xy # x2 € {s,c,u} for allm e N;

[Here the letter [S] is chosen to remind of Subexponential, [A] for Angle condition, while [B] and [F]
stay respectively for Backward and Forward respectively since they impose a certain control of growth
on the forward or respectively backward iterates of the (accelerated) cocycle.]

We will prove in Section 3.3.1 the following Theorem that shows that the (RDC) condition is
satisfied by the rotation numbers of a full measure set of (standard) IETs:

Theorem 3.1 (full measure of the (RDC')). The set of (standard) IETs in Iy which satisfy the (RDC)
condition in Definition 3.53.4 has full measure with respect to the Lebesgue measure on Zg.

Section 3.3.1 is fully devoted to presenting the proof of the Theorem 3.1. Recalling the Definition 3.3.1
of full measure set of rotation numbers, we immediately have:

Corollary 3.3.1 (full measure (RDC) rotation numbers). The set of rotation numbers which satisfy
(RDC) has full measure.

3.4. Affine Shadowing under the Regular Diophantine Condition. We will now state and
prove the general case of the affine shadowing. The Regular Diophantine Condition for (irrational)
GIETs, which is the condition we will need to prove affine shadowing, is defined through the standard
IET conjugated to it:

Definition 3.4.1 ((RDC) for GIETS). We say that an infinitely renormalizable generalized IET T with
irrational rotation number satisfy the Regular Diophantine Condition (RDC) iff its rotation number
~Y(T) satisfies the (RDC') given by Definition 3.3.4.
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This condition is satisfied by a full measure set of GIETs with irrational rotation number (in the sense
of Definition 3.3.1) by Corollary 3.3.1.

The main result is Theorem 3.2 below, formulated as a dichotomy, which shows that, if the evolution
of a GIET under renormalization escapes (i.e does not stay bounded in the C' sense, see the remarks
after the statement), then the evolution of its shape slope vector can be shadowed by the orbit under
renormalization of (the slope vector of) an AIET (hence the name affine shadowing). The dichotomy
is expressed in terms of the evolution of the shape log-slope vector w(T') which we recall is defined to
be the log-slope vector w(Ar) of the shape Ap of T, see § 3.1.

3.5. The affine shadowing dichotomy. We can now state the main result. We will consider as
renormalization R the acceleration of Z corresponding to the sequence (ng,, )men given by the (RDC)
in Definition 3.3.4 and separate two cases according to whether the shape log-slope vectors along the
orbit of renormalization are bounded or diverge. Consider therefore

R™T) := ZFn(T) = 2% (T),  w(R™T) = &km) = (m) for all m € N.

Theorem 3.2 (Affine shadowing lemma). Let T be a GIET which satisfies the Regular Diophantine
Condition (RDC). Let (ng)ren be the accelerating sequence of s given by the (RDC) (see (ii) in
Definition 3.3.4). Then we have the following dichotomy. Either we are in:

Case 1 (recurrence): The sequence {wy }nen is bounded along renormalization times, i.e. there exists
aV >0 such that

|w(R™T)|| = [lwny,, || <V, for all m € N,

or, alternatively, we have:

Case 2 (affine shadowing): There exists v € E,, such that w, = Q(n,0)v + o(wy) for every n € N,
i.e.

N

lim ————

=0, where  v™ := Q(n,0)v.

Case 1 is called recurrent case since asking that the sequence (||wn||)nen is bounded along the
subsequence (ny,, Jmen turns out to be equivalent to the fact that the iterates {R™ (1), m € N} stay
at C'-bounded distance from Z; C X, together with their inverses; furthemore, in this case, one
can show that the orbit {Z™(T), n € N} of T under Zorich renormalization is recurrent (along the
subsequence (ng,, )men) to a subset which is bounded in the space x7; of GIETSs (in view of the conditions
imposed on the recurrence sequence (ng,, )men, which are in particular good return times in the sense
of Definition 3.3.3, as requested by the (RDC') in Definition 3.3.4).

Case 2, on the other hand, shows that the orbit {w,, n € N} can be approximated, up to a lower
order term, by the orbit {Q(n,0)v, n € N} of the log-slope vector v under the Rauzy-Veech cocycle.
If this case, if T is an AIET Tj with the same rotation number «(7T) = v(7T') and log-slope vector v,
the shape log-slope vectors of the orbit {Z™(T')},en of the GIET T under renormalization can be
shadowed (up to lower order terms, i.e. can be approximated in the first order) by the shape log-slope
vectors of the orbit {Z"(T)},en of the affine IET T. For this reason we call the vector v the affine
shadow of T'.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 3.2.

390ne can show that such an AIET always exists. Indeed it is shown in [44] that the cone Aff(vy,v) of AIET with
rotation number v and log-slope vector v is not empty as long as v is orthogonal to the length vector A of the standard
IET with rotation number ~ (which is unique since one can show that IETs whose rotation number satisfies the (RDC)
are uniquely ergodic). Since by assumption v shadows w, (see the statement of Case 2) and the growth of {wy }nen is
slower than the growth of the norms of {Q(n,0)}nen, it follows that v does not project to the leading Oseledets eigenspace,
thus Aff(vy,v) is not empty and any To € Aff(v,v) is an affine shadow.
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3.5.1. The shadowing lemma, general case. We now turn to the proof of Theorem 3.2 in the general
case, assuming the Diophantine-type condition (RDC') namely that the rotation number of T € X3 is
a good rotation number (see Definition 3.3.4). With the definition of good rotation number comes
a sequence (ng)reny and a subsequence (ng,, )meny we will be working with throughout the proof of
Theorem 3.2. As in the previous section, we first give an outline of the proof (see also the sketch of the
proof of Proposition 3.2.1 in the previous section about the periodic-type special case).

Outline: We first prove (in § 3.5.2) a linear approzimation result (Lemma 3.5.1, which is a generalization
of Lemma 3.2.1 in the proof of Proposition 3.2.1) that shows that, thanks to the classical distortion
bounds given by Lemma 2.4.2, the error between w,, and the linear evolution of the log-slope vector
transform under the cocyle is comparable to the norm of the cocycle matrices. In § 3.5.2 we then
define the candidate vector v to be the shadow and show that it is well defined (see Lemma 3.5.3).

There is a natural candidate for the shadow (what we call the shadow is the vector v in the statement
if Theorem 3.2). At each step of renormalization, when trying to approximate wy,, ,, by Z (k)wn, , an
error is made in both the stable and unstable direction. Philosophically speaking we can ignore the
error in the stable direction as it will be eaten away by further steps of renormalization. In the unstable
direction, we get an error whose size is controlled by ||Z(k)||. Provided ||(Z(k)|| is not too big we
can add a very small correction v at the start which is going to be magnified by the renormalization
(to reach a size of the order o||vg||, where a = exp(A\) > 1 and X is the smallest positive Lyapunoff
exponent).

The heart of the proof is given by Proposition 3.5.1 in § 3.5.4, which shows that the basic dichotomy
we are trying to prove holds for the unstable part. We refer to this result (i.e. Lemma 3.2.1) as linear
approzimation. Lemma 3.2.1 The projection Pg(wy,) of w, onto the stable space Ej is controlled through
Lemma 3.2.2, which is valid for any T with periodic rotation number and shows that the part in the
stable space always remains bounded.

We then consider iterates of renormalizations of T' and consider separately two cases: (1) if the
log-slopes are bounded, we are in Case 1; otherwise, (2) if the log-slopes are not bounded, in virtue of
the control of the stable part (given by Lemma 3.2.2), the component in the unstable space is also
unbounded. To prove that in this case we are in Case 2, namely we can build an affine shadow, we wait
for a time when this compoment is large compared to the mistake that one makes when comparing
the actual growth of the slopes with how it transforms linearly. If one starts renormalizing from that
moment, the slope change almost linearly up to a mistake that is more and more negligible as slopes in
the unstable space grow exponentially fast. Thus, adjusting using smaller and smaller corrections (see
(26) and (28)) allows to find a vector shadowing the slopes. This is done rigorously through definition
(26) of the shadow and the proof of Proposition 3.2.1 presented below.

3.5.2. Linear approzimation error estimate. We start with the following lemma which is valid for any
infinitely renormalizable T" and is a direct generalisation of Lemma 3.2.1 to the non-periodic case. In
this proof, though, we use the notation and decomposition for special Birkhoff sums introduced in
§2.6.2 and § 2.6.4.

Lemma 3.5.1 (linear approximation in the general case). For any infinitely renormalizable GIET T,
for any no > ny1 we have

[ns = Q1 m2)wn, || < K (m1)|Q(nr, ma)|| < Kr ||Q(na,ma)ll,  where K (n1) == [N| (V™)(T))
and K7 := |N|(T), where |N|(T) denotes the total non-linearity of T (see Definition 2.4.1).

As a special case of the above formula, setting n; = 0 and ng = nj, and recalling that w, = wy,, and
Zy = Q(ng, ng41), we then have:

Corollary 3.5.1. For all k, we have ||@p1 — Zeow|| < Kr||Zk||-

Before proving the Lemma, we state and prove an intermediate step, which will be used also later
and connects the shape log-average vectors with values of special Birkhoff sums of f :=log DT



A PRIORI BOUNDS FOR GIETS, AFFINE SHADOWS AND RIGIDITY OF FOLIATIONS IN GENUS TWO 41

Lemma 3.5.2 (shape log-averages and special Birkhoff sums). For any irrational T, for every n € N
and 1 < j < d, there exists a point (™

xg-n) € I](n), such that (wyp); = f](n) (az§-n)),

where fj(n) is the j*" branch fj(n) of the special Birkhoff sum f of the function f :=log DT and where
(wn)j is the §t entry of the shape log-slope vector wy, = w(V™(T)). Moreover, for any 0 < m < n,

||f](”) — (wn)jlloo == sup f;")(:ﬁ) — (Wn)j‘ < |N|(2™(T)) < [N|(T).

(n)
melj

Proof. For any n € R and any 1 < j < d, using the chain rule and recalling the definition of special
Birkhoff sums (see § 2.6.2) we have that

(33) log (DT%”)(2) = § o f(2) = [ (@), for all w € 1",
J

Thus, recalling that w,, = log p,, (see Definition 3.1.1), by mean value theorem and by Remark 3.1.1
(see in particular equation (23)), for any n € R and 1 < j < d, there exists a point

("IL)

(34) 2 er™ suchthat (p,); = DTG )@\™),  (wa); = log(pa); = FO (V).

Thus, the classical distorsion bounds (Lemma 2.4.2), taking logarithms, shows that special Birkhoff
sums of each continuity interval have bounded fluctuations, namely

1M (@) = (wa)y| = |fP (@) = fO @) < IN|(T),  forallneN, 1<j<d, zel".

This proves the estimate by |N|(T).

Fix now any 0 < m < n; to prove the estimate by |N|(Z™(T')), one can apply the estimate that
we already proved to the GIET T := Z™T and the function g := log D(Z™T). Notice that for any
n > m, since by the cocycle property of Birkhoff sums f(" = f(»=m) o f(m) and fm) = log D(T},),

f() is a rescaled version (obtained by conjugating by a linear map) of gn—m),

Finally, Property (i) in Proposition 2.4.1 gives that |N|(V™*(T)) < |N|(T). This concludes the
proof. O

We can now prove the linear approximation stated as Lemma 3.5.1.

Proof of Lemma 3.5.1. Fix any np € Nand 1 < j <d. As in the proof of the previous Lemma, let T;
be a point in Ij(m) such that (wy,); = f;m)(fj) where f := log DT and and fj(m) is the j*" branch of
the special Birkhoff sum f("2) (see § 2.6.2). Thus, using one step of the decomposition of (special)
Birkhoff sums introduced in § 2.6.4, if for each 0 < ¢ < Q(n1, n2)i;, we let jo € {1,...,d} be the index

such that ng (%) belongs the interval I j(»f),

Q(n1,n2);—1
(35)  (wn)i=/ST@) = Y f(TfF).  where Q(ning)j = Y Qni,na)y.
=0 1<i<j

By the previous Lemma 3.5.2,
(36) 1757 = @an)iclloe < K (m1) < K,

where K(n;) and K7 are defined as in the statement of the Lemma.
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Note now that, by the dynamical interpretation of the cocycle entries (see § 2.5.7) and matrix
multiplication,

Q(n1,n2);—1
Z (wn)j, = Z Card{l1 <{<Q(ni,n2)j, je=1}(wn,)i=

(37) =0 1<i<d

= > Qn1,na)ij(wn, )i = (Q(n1,m2) wny), -

1<i<d
Thus, combining (35) and (37) and estimating the difference through (36),
Q(n1,n2);—1

(@) — @nm)wn )| < D (T ) — @n)i] < Q1 m) K (m1) < [Qn1. o) | K-

(=0
Since this holds for every 1 < j < d, this completes the proof. O

3.5.3. Building the shadow. We can now construct the affine shadow v and show that it is well
defined. For each k € N, consider the error between w,, and the linear evolution of w,, ,, namely

Wny, — Zk—lwnk,1~ Let P, : R% — I‘Q(Lk) be the projection on the unstable space at stage k (for the Zorich
induction). Set

er = Py(W0r — Zy—1@r—1) = Pu(wn, — Zrp—1wn, ;)
and formally define

+o0
(38) V= Z v + Py(wo), where vy, == Q(0,n1) Yer = Q(0,k) ey
k=1

We just need to check that this series converges.
Lemma 3.5.3. The series in (38) converges and hence v is well defined.

Proof. Recall that by one of the assumptions in the (RDC') (see Definition 3.3.4), T' is Oseledets
generic; thus there exists C' = C(T") > 0 such that

Q(0, nk)‘_rl (Tt < Ce ", for every n € N,

where we can take A > 0 to be A := 6,/2 where 6, > 0 is the smallest positive Lyapunov exponent of

the Zorich cocyle. Since ey, € Fq(ln’“), by Lemma 3.5.1, we can bound ||ex|| by Kr|[P¥|[|||Zk—1]|, so that
we can estimate

+o0o +00 +oo _ N
oIl = 1Puwolll < > okl = ||Q(07nk)|}i(T<nk))€k|| < CEp Yy e ™[[PP|[[|Zkll,
k=1 k=1 k=1

The assumption that 7' is Oseledets generic also implies that Hf’&k)Ha which is comparable with
A(Fq(f”“), Fg”k)), grows subexponentially fast, i.e. for every e > 0 there exists C1 = C1(T, €) such that
|yf>§f)yy < Che for every n € N. Finally Condition (S) of the (RDC') (see Definition 3.3.4) shows that

also || Zp_1|| < Coef® 1) for some Cy = Cy(T,€) > 0 and every k € N. Choosing € < \/2, guarantees
that the series converges and thus that v is well defined. O

3.5.4. Control of the unstable part. The following Proposition is at the heart of the desired dichotomy.

Proposition 3.5.1 (unstable part shadowing). We have the following dichotomy. Either v # 0 and
in this case

(1) for any € >0, Py(wn) = Q(0,n)v + o(|[Pu(wn)|[) = Q(n, 0)v + o([[Q(0, n)v||)
or, otherwise, v =0 and in this case

(2) there exists K(T) > 0 such that for all m € N, |Py(wp, )| < K(T).
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Proof. Assume to begin with that v # 0. Because T is Oseledets generic, Q(0, ny)v grows exponentially
fast. Recall that by definition,

v ="Pyu(wo) + > Q0, 1) I Pu(@ — Zj—1@j1).
j=1

For each given k € N, multiplying by Q(0,%) = Q(0, n;,) and recalling the cocycle relation (11), we get
(39)

Q(0,k)v = Q(0, k)Py(wo) + Z QJ, k)PU(wnj - ijlwnjA) + Z Q(kaj)_IPU(wnj - ijlwnjfl)'
j=1 j=k+1

Let us show that the first two terms of the RHS sum up to P, (wy, ). Indeed, since P, and Q(j, k)

commute for all j < k + 1, and by the cocycle definitions @(j, k)Z;—1 = Q(nj,ng)Q(nj—1,n;) =

Q(nj—1,n,) = Q(j — 1,k), we can write

k k
Z @(]7 k)Pu(wnJ - Zj—lwnj,1) - Pu (Z @(]a k)wnj - @(] - 17 k)wnjl) = _Q(07 k)Pu(WQ)+Pu(OJk),
j=1 Jj=1

where the last equality exploits the telescopic nature of the sum. Thus, the sum of the first two terms
of the RHS of (39) yields

k
Q(Ov k)Pu(WO) + Z Q(j7 k)Pu(wn] - ~j—1wnj_1) = P’u(wnk)
j=1

We now show that the third term in the RHS of (39) grows subexponentially fast. Indeed |[Py(wn; —
Zj_lwnjfl)H < K7|[Pu||]1Z;-1]| (by Lemma 3.5.1). Recall that by the condition Condition [F]

o0

> H@(km,k)ffl(m!! IPu(k)|[ 1| Zx-1(T)]| < K.
k=km+1 "
We thus obtain, for special times k;,s
1@k 0)0 = Pulwong, Ml < K30 11QUkwm, )b Il [Bu (| 11Z1 (D] < K K.
k=km+1 "

We now interpolate. Consider arbitrary n € N and let m be such that ng,, <n < ng, . We have
Q(0,n)v — Py(wy) = Q(0,n)v — Py(wy) + Q(nkm7n>Pu(wnkm) = Q(Nky, s n)PU(wnkm)'

One the one hand we have

Q<07 n)v - Q(nkman)Pu(wnkm) - Q(nkmn 77,) (Q(km)v - Pu(wnkm))
from which we get
1Q0,n)v — Q(nk,,, n)Pu(wn,, ) < [|Q(nk,,, n)|| KK
We have
Q(Nky, 1) Pu(Wny, ) — Pulwn) =Py (Q(ng,,, n)Wn,,  — Wn)
and thus by Lemma 3.5.1

1Q (ks n)Pulwny,, ) — Pulwn)l| < Kr[[Pu(n)[[[|Q(n4,,, )]

and putting the last two inequalities together we obtain
1Q(0, n)v = Pu(wn)l| < Kr(|[Pu(n)| + K)||Q(1k,,, n)]|-

Since n < ng,, ., ||Q(ng,,,n)|| < QMg s Nkyyy) = Q(Bmy kmy1). The Diophantine-type condition
Condition [S] ensures that L log ||Q(nk,,, nk,.,,)|| tends to zero which implies that for any e there
exists Ce > 0 such that

HQ(nkm’nk7n+l)H < Ceeem'
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Similarly, n < ng,.,. Recall that the angles between E(Ln), F((;n) and an) decrease at most subexponen-
tially fast (by condition O-a) for all € > 0, there exists D, > 0 such that

[[Pu(n)]| < Dee™.

Since ny,, grows linearly in k£ (by Condition (RDC') in 3.3.4, item (4i7) ) we deduce the existence of
D! > 0 such that
[Pu (s, )| < Dee™.
We conclude by showing the existence of A > 1 such that for m large enough,
1Q(0, n)ul[ = A™.
Write _
Q(nv nknz+1) Q(0,n)v = Q(0, km+1>v'
Since v belongs to the unstable space of the cocycle, there exists A > 1 such that for m large enough
[1Q(0, kms1)v|] = (A)™. We thus get
(N)™ < 11Q(n, M) Q0 n)0]| < [|Q(n, g, ) IHQO, )]
To conclude, observe that ||Q(n, ng,,,,) < |[Q(Nky, s ks )|| < Cee®™ which implies
1Q(0, m)v]| > CoNme™ = G exp((log N — e)m).

Take € > 0 small enough so log \' —€ > 0 and set A = exp(log ' —¢). For any sequence b,, growing faster
than A" for A\ > 1, a sequence a,, growing subexponentially fast is o(b5,) for any € > 0. Applying this to
||Q(0,n)v|| for the sequence growing at rate A and to ||Q(0,n)v — Py (wy,)|| growing subexponentially
fast we obtain that for any positive ¢,

1Q(0, n)v = Py(wn)l| = o(||Q(0, n)v[[).

A similar reasoning shows that ||P,(wy,)|| is larger than (X)™ for m large enough and that we also have

1Q(0,7)v = Py(wn)l| = o([[Pu(wn)|[)-
We are left with the case v = 0. In that case we still get

—+00

Pu(wnk) = Pu(wnk) - Q(nka O)U - = Z @(]7 k)_lpu(wnj - ijlwnj,l)
j=k+1

(same calculation as in 39 above). Thus we get, at special times ny,,

+oo

[1Pu(wn,, ) < K7 ) ||@(j7km)|}%‘”||f)i||||2j*1”'
J=km “

By condition (F') we get that for all m € N,
[Pu(wny, Il < K7 K.
U

3.6. Control of the central part. We now turn to controlling the central component of (wy,)nen
along the subsequence (ng,, )men. Here the control will exploit the invariance of the boundary operators
defined in § 2.7.1 and § 2.7.4.

Proposition 3.6.1. For any T satisfying the (RDC') there exists Co(T) > 0 such that we have
(1) if v=0, ||Pc(wnkm)|| < CC(T)7 for allm € N.
(2) if v#0, |[Pe(wn)[| = o(|[Pu(wn)][)) for all e > 0.

We need a couple of Lemmata. Recall that B, : R — R® denotes the boundary operator (see § 2.7)
at T,
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Lemma 3.6.1. For alln € N,
(Bn)|rgn) =0.

Proof. The B,, are uniformly bounded (as the sequence B,, takes finitely many values in £(R%,R").
They are also invariant under the action of the Zorich cocycle thus for any w € I'?,

By (w) = Bnk(Q(n,n + k)w).
By definition of an), Q(n,n + k)w tends to 0 when k tends to infinity which implies B, (w) =0. O

Lemma 3.6.2. There exists constants D,, and A\, < 1 such that for alln € N,
H(Bn)wu")H < DyAy.

)

Proof. By invariance of the Fl(f ’s, we have that for any v € I'?,

By(v) = Bo(Q(0,n) ).
Since T is Oseledets generic there exists constants D!, > 0 and )\, < 1 such that ||Q(0,n) tv|| < DA™
Thus
[1Bn(0)]] < [|Bo| Dy, Ay
U

Lemma 3.6.3. For all € > 0 there exists constants D.(€) such that for any n € N and any w € an),

lwll < De Z(Le, TGV @ T0)|[ By w]].
Proof. From the following three observations:
(1) by Lemma 3.6.2, L(F&n),Kean) < DjA7 for a certain Dy} > 0.
(2) we have that dim(I'{"”) ® I'™) = dim(KerB,,).

(3) by Oseledets genericity for any e there exists D.(e) > 0 such that A(an),Fq(ﬁ) @ an)) >
De(e)e "

one can deduce that there exists a constant D.(e) > 0 such that Z(I';, KerB,) < DCZ(FC,D(LH) ®
(n)

I's™). O

We are now ready to present the proof of Proposition 3.6.1.

Proof of Proposition 3.6.1. Recall that B is a renormalization invariant (see Lemma 2.7.1, property
(7)), therefore, by Remark 2.7.1, we can write

B(T™) = B(log D¢") + B(wy) + B(ws) + B(w;)
where " € P is the profile of 7™ and wh,we and wyy are the projection of w, on Fq(ln), F((;n) and an)
respectively. By the a priori bounds for the profile given by Lemma 4.2.4, there exists a constant
M = M(T) such that ||log D¢"|| < M for all n > 0, thus B(log D¢™) is uniformly bounded by a
constant L = L(T') > 0. Also B(w?) = 0 by Lemma 3.6.1. Assume that v # 0. We have in that case
Bl < [IBIT)]] + L + [[B(wp)|l
By Proposition 3.5.1, w¥ = Q(0,n)v + o(]|w||) for any € > 0. By invariance of B we get
1Bl < BT + L +[|B(0)|] + of[|wy |[)-
Since ||[wS|| < Dc(€)e™ (by Lemma 3.6.3 we get that
[lwrll = o(lwn )

for all e. Assume now that v = €. The exact same reasoning as above gives

1Bl < [IB(T)[[ + L+ [[B(wn)l-
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But by Proposition 3.5.1 we have wy, < K(T) for all m > 0, and by Condition [A] combined with
Lemma 3.6.3 we obtain |jwy, || < D.d|[B(wy,)|| for m > 0. Putting everything together we get the
existence of K. = K.(T) such that for all m >0

[l | < Ce(T).
O

3.7. Control of the stable part. We now 3.2 by establish bounds for the projection of (wy,),en on
the stable part of the splitting. We have the following.

Proposition 3.7.1. For any T satisfying the (RDC') there exists Cs(T) > 0 such that we have
Py (wny, )| < Co(T),  for allm € N
Proof. The proof is a rather straightforward application of Lemma 3.5.1. Writing
Wpy, = Wny, — Zk:—lwnk,l + Zk_l(wnFl — Zk—ank,Q) ot D Zl(wm — Zowno) + g Zowno

which can be rewritten as i
wnk - Z Q(]) k)(wn] - Zj—lwnj,1)7
j=1

we get by projecting on stable spaces and applying Lemma 3.5.1
k
1Pl < Kz - 11Q(K, ) g 1P 11 Z-1 -
j=1
We then see that since T satisfies the (RDC), by (Condition [B]) in Definition 3.3.4 the right-hand
side of the inequation is bounded by K --- Kt at special times ny, which concludes the proof of the
Lemma. O

3.8. Proof of Theorem 3.2. The proof of Theorem 3.2 ensues easily from Propositions 3.5.1, 3.6.1
and 3.7.1. Indeed assume that v of Proposition 3.5.1 is non-zero. Condition (S) and (B) imply
that Ps(wy) grows subexponentially fast in which case Ps(wy,) = o(Py(wy)), and by Proposition 3.6.1
[|IPs(wn)|| = o(]|Pulwn)||€)). We thus have w,, ~ Q(n,0)v. Otherwise, v = 0. In this case Propositions
3.5.1, 3.6.1 and 3.7.1 imply that at times ng,, Ps(wy), Pe(wy) and Py (wy,) are uniformly bounded by a
constant x(7") > 0 which implies the theorem.

4. CONVERGENCE OF RENORMALIZATION IN THE RECURRENT CASE

In this section we prove exponential convergence of renormalization for irrational GIETs in the
recurrent case, i.e. Case 1, of Theorem 3.2. The key steps of the proof follow conceptually the main
steps in the work of Herman [28] on circle diffeomorphisms, thus generalizing his results to GIETs.
Although a lot of the material contained in this section is similar to Herman’s work or further extensions
of his theory, we believe it does not appear under this form (to the best knowledge of the authors)
anywhere in the literature about GIETSs. Some steps in particular require a careful treatment to be
generalized to d > 2, see for example § 4.3 or Lemma 4.5.1.

We will show more precisely that, under suitable assumptions that we now comment upon, the orbit
{R™(T), m € N} of an acceleration of Rauzy-Veech induction (that, a posteriori, can be taken to
be simply Zorich acceleration) converge at an exponential rate to the space of IETs. This will then
allows to show in the next section 5.1 that the GIETs for which we have this form of exponential
convergence of renormalization are C'-conjugated to a standard IET. We will first show that if T is
a GIET satisfying the Regular Diophantine Condition and that Case 1 of Theorem 3.2) holds, the
Cl-distance between Z"(T) and the subspace M, of Moebius IETs (see Definition 2.1.4 and § 2.2)
decrease exponentially. To show convergence to the space of linear IETs (affine first and standard
then), we exploit the boundary operator B(T) of a GIET (see Definition 2.7.1 in § 2.7.4), which is
a renormalization invariant based on the boundary operator defined by Marmi, Moussa and Yoccoz
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in [45]. The boundary gives an obvious obstruction to the existence of a C! conjugacy, so it is necessary
to ask that B(T') = 0 to prove convergence to the subspace Z; of standard IETs.

The main result of this section is thefore the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1 (Exponential convergence of renormalization). Assume that T € XC:Z’ satisfy the
(RDC') Diophantine condition. There exists K1 = K1(T) > 0 and o = a(T") < 1 such that if B(T') =0,
we have

dei(Z™(T),Zy) < K1 a™.

The dg1 which appears in the statement of the theorem, defined in § 4.2.1 below, is the C!-distance with
respect to the shape-profile parametrisation X3 = Ay x Py introduced § 2.2.3 (see Definition 4.2.1).
Although our goal is to get a control this C!-distance, we are going to work with the a distance d,,
defined using total non-linearity on the profile coordinates, see § 4.2.1, since (as we hinted when
describing the properties of total non-linearity, see the comments after Proposition 2.4.1) this quantity
does not increase under renormalization (and, as we will show, decreases strictly along the subsequence
of good return times (ny)ren given by the (RDC), see § 4.5.2). We relate de1 and d,, in § 4.2.2.

The boundary B(T') is a vector b = (bs)s € R" (where we recall that « is the cardinality of singularities
of any surface suspension of 7', see § 2.1.6), which encodes information about geometric obstructions
given by each singularity. It is philosophically important to distinguish on three cases:

(1) The case b = 0, which contains all standard IETs which we call the linear regime.
(2) The case Y ;<4< bs = 0 (which contains all affine IETs) which we call the affine regime.
(3) The case where b is arbitrary, which is the non-linear regime.

Thus, asking that > ;<. bs = 0 is a necessary assumption to prove convergence to A4 and the request
that B(T) = b = 0, is a necessary assumption to prove convergence to Z;. While article is concerned
with establishing a rigidity theory for the linear regime, we stress that some of the results we prove
in this section apply to the other cases too (as explained already in the Outline in § 4.1 below).
The non-linear regime, in particular, is of independent interest and provides a natural higher genus
framework which generalizes the much studied space of circle diffeomorphisms with break points.

4.1. Outline of the proof. Let us give an outline of the main steps of the proof of Theorem 4.1 and
describe the organization of the section.

(1) A priori bounds. We first show (in § 4.2.5) that the uniform bound on (wy,, )men implies that
the iterates of accelerated renormaliation R™(T) := Z™m (T') (corresponding to the special
sequence (n,, )men given by the (RDC)), as well as their inverses R™(T) !, m € N, remain in
a bounded set for the C!-topology. This is what is often called an a priori bound, and in our
case replaces the Denjoy-Koksma inequality for circle diffeomorphisms.

(2) Ezxponential decay of the partitions mesh. In § 4.3 we then show that such a priori bounds,
combined with the fact the times (ng, )men are good return times (see Definition 3.3.3) imply
that the size of the dynamical partition associated with T" at step n decreases at an exponential
rate (with respect to n). While in the study of circle diffeomorphisms this is an easy step,
as no particular arithmetic hypothesis is needed, it is an important step to deal with in the
treatment of GIETs, which requires new ideas. Indeed, when renormalization has more than
two dynamical towers (d in this case), these are not a priori related as in the case of circle
diffeomorphisms. In order to compare different towers, we exploit a quite subtle geometric
argument based on renormalization, which exploits good return times and a priori bounds to
prove first balance of some relative dynamical partitions and then infer, through distorsion
bounds, the needed decay of the mesh size (see in particular § 4.3.2 for details).

(3) Convergence to Moebius IETs. The exponential decay of the size of the dynamical partition
is easily shown to imply convergence of Z"(T') to the space of Moebius IETs with respect to
the C3-norm, as shown in § 4.4. This part is completely standard, and is where is made use
of the Schwarzian derivative. This step is exactly the same as in the case of circle maps, and
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it is the reformulation of Herman’s theory in renormalization terms due to Khanin and Sinai
(see [33,34], which generalize [32,66]).

The intuition behind be true is the following: convergence to Moebius allows for a simplifica-
tion of the discussion and at this point the total non-linearity will be a good enough measure
of the complexity of the maps we are dealing with. As we have seen in § 2.4.1, the total
non-linearity is a decreasing function, which is the average of the absolute value of a mean-zero
function. Renormalization operates enough cancellation between positive and negative values
of nr to get it to cancel altogether at the limit.

(4) Convergence to AIETs. While the first steps do not require any particular hypothesis on the
value of B(T), under the additional hypothesis thast the sum of the components of B(T) € R?
vanishes (namely, that we are in the affine regime listed below) or, equivalently, that [np = 0),
in § 4.5 we show that Z"(T) actually converges (exponentially fast) to the space of affine IETs.
This step makes use of the fact the times (ng, )men are good return times.

(5) Convergence to IETs. Finally, under the extra hypothesis that B(7') vanishes altogether
(which annihilates any potential contribution of the central part of wy,), § refsec:IETs we show
convergence at an exponential rate to the space of standard IETs. A technical (but important)
tool for this part of the proof is some partial differentiability properties of Z which are proved
in Appendix 1.4.1.

For the rest of the Section, we will assume that 1" is a GIET such that:

(1) the rotation number v(T") satisfies the Regular Diophantine Condition (RDC) in Definition
3.3.4;

(2) the sequences denoted by (ng)ren and (kpn,)men are the sequences of good recurrence times
given by Definition 3.3.4;

(3) the conclusion of Case 1 of Theorem 3.2 holds true, i.e. the sequence (||wy,, ||)men is bounded.

4.2. Preliminaries: distances and a priori bounds. In this first section we define the distances
which we will use (see § 4.2.1 and § 4.2.2) and the boundary of a GIET (in § 2.7.4 and § 4.2.4) and
then show show that being in Case 1 of Theorem 3.2 ensures a priori bounds, see § 4.2.5.

4.2.1. Distances on parameter space. To define the distances de1 and d;, on X7, for any r > 2, let us
consider for each 7 the shape-profile coordinates decomposition X7 = A, x P" where P" = Diff" ([0, 1])¢
with r > 2:

- since A, identifies with a subset of R x R%~2 an is endowed with a distance d4 induced by
the Euclidean distance of R% x R4~2;

- on P" = Diff"([0, 1])%, for r > 2, we can endow each of the coordinates of P” with either the
distance de1 or or the distance d,, on Diff?([0,1]) D Diff"([0, 1]), namely

dei(e1,92) == o1 — @2lloo + (01 — ©2)'[|0o
= sup (1 — @2)(x)]+ sup |pi(x) — @a(z)],
0<z<1 0<z<1

1
dn(sm,m)::/o o1 — N |dir,

where 7, denotes the non-linearity (see § 2.4.1).

It is well know that de1 is a distance and one can show that d,, is also a distance (see Appendix 1.3.1);
it is the distance induced by the L'-norm on C°([0, 1], R) via the homeomorphism between Diff?([0, 1])
and C°([0, 1], R) given by f — ny.
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We can then endow P with the distances d?l and dnp defined taking the sums of the corresponding

distance on each coordinates, namely, if @7, € P have coordinates (cplT_, ce goi}_) for 1 = 1,2, setting
d d
dcl (SOT1 ) ()OT2 . Z dcl SOTl QDTZ) d SOT1 5 SOTQ . Z SDTI ’ SOT2
J=1 J=1

Through the shape-profile coordinates identification X = A, x Py (introduced in § 2.2.3) this hence
defines also two product distances on X 5’, namely d4 X dgl and d g X dﬁ, which can then be extended
to Xy = U ego Xy using the discrete distance®® on the combinatorial data &°. Abusing the notation,

we will still denote by d¢1 and d,, the distances on X; obtained in this way.
In analogous way to d¢1, one can also define for any k£ € N distances dox on X" for any r > k.

We conclude the subsection with a useful intepretation of the total non-linearity as distance from
the (sub)space of ATETs:

Remark 4.2.1 (interpretation of total non-linearity as distance). Notice that, for every f € Diff%([0, 1]),
if we denote by I the identity map I(x) = x, since ny = 0, we can write |N|(f) = dy(f,I) where
|IN|(f) denotes the total non-linearity (see Definition 2.4.1). Thus, if At is the shape of T, which has
shape-profile decomposition Ay = (Ar,(1,...,I)), since d, on X for r > 2 is defined as a product
distance™,

dy(T, Ag) = d,(T, Ar) = |[N|(T), forall T € Xj.

4.2.2. Ck-bounded sets. Since we are working with invertible maps which are piecewise diffeomorphisms,
when we describe a bounded set we also need to have lower bounds on derivatives, or, equivalently,
upper bounds on the derivative of the inverse. For fixed k, on Diff?([0, 1]), with = > k it is customary
to introduce the distance djE (f,9) = dex(f,9) +der(f~1,g71). We then say that a set K C Diff" ([0, 1])
is Ck-bounded if it has bounded diameter with respect to the distance difk.

Similarly, we therefore define, at the level of GIETS,
A% (Ty, To) = der(T1, To) + den(Ty 1, T57Y),  for all 1, Th € AP

Definition 4.2.1 (C*-bounded sets). We will say that a set K C X* is C*-bounded iff it is bounded
with respect to dck, i.e. contained in a ball with respect to dzf,k

Lemma 4.2.1 (Equivalent characterizations of C!-bounded sets). For k=1, K C X! is C'-bounded
in the sense of Definition 4.2.1 iff, equivalently, one of the following conditions hold:

(1) there exists a constant vic > 1 such that (vi)™! < ||DT || < vic for every T € K.
(2) there exists a constant Cx > 0 such that ||log DT||s < Cx for every T € K;

Proof. The lemma follows from the explicit expression for DT in shape-profile coordinates, given by (3),
which shows that if ' = (A7, pr) and p = p(T") is the average slope vector of T' (see Definition 3.1.1),

(40) IDT | < ol max, D6l

Asking that K is C!-bounded (i.e. that K has bounded diameter with respect to da—Ll, see Definition 4.2.1),
in view of the definition of dg1 in shape-profile coordinates, is equivalent to asking that ||p(T")|| and
|p(T71)]], as well as ||D¢h||s and [|[Dgh_1||o for 1 < i < d, are bounded above by a constant
depending on K only (notice that the other parameters describing A4, as well as the sup norm of the

40The discrete distance do on & is simply the distance given by d(m1,m2) = 1 for any w1, 72 € &° unless m; = mo (in
which case d(m1,m2) = 1).

HIndeed, given any A € Aqg, dy(T, A) depends on da(Ar, A) and d? (¢r, Pp(A)), where o7 = Pp(T) is the profile of
T, but since Pp(A) = (I,...,I) where I(z) = z is the identity in Diff" ([0, 1] for any A € Ajg4, the profile component is
independent on A € Ag, while the first component, namely d4(Ar, A), is clearly minimized by the shape A = Ar of T,
for which it is zero.



50 SELIM GHAZOUANI AND CORINNA ULCIGRAI

profile coordinates, are always bounded). In view of (40) (applied to T" and its inverse), this shows
that there exists a constant v > 0 such that ||[DT||oo, [|D(T7H|eo < vic-

The equivalence with (1) now follows simply by the formula for the derivative of the inverse, which
shows that a lower bound on |DT(z)| for all z € I is equivalent to an upper bound for ||[DT™!|| .
The equivalence between (1) and (2) is clear.

When studying convergence of renormalization, using dzTLk or dgr is equivalent, as shown by the
following remark. The use of d?k on the other hand is important for us since we study the global
dynamics or renormalization and recurrence to bounded (but not shrinking) sets.

Remark 4.2.2. On each C*-bounded set, dz,ck and dpx are comparable: in particular, for any subset
Y C XF and any infinitely renormalizable T € X%, dox(R™(T),Y) converges to zero (exponentially) if
and only if dgk (R™(f),Y) converges to zero (exponentially).

4.2.3. Distances comparision. Let us consider and compare the two distances d, and de1 on each
profile coordinate, namely on Diff" ([0, 1]), where r is an integer r > 2. Recall that the definition of
K c Diff"(]0,1]) is Ct-bounded was given in the previous § 4.2.2.

Lemma 4.2.2 (dg1 and d,, comparision). For any K C Diff"([0,1]) which is C*-bounded, there exists
a constant L = L(K) > 0 such that for fi, f € Diff?([0,1])

dei(f1, f2) < d5 (1. f2) < Ldy(f1, f2).

The proof of this lemma is included for completelenss in Appendix 1.3, together with the proof of the
next lemma (consequence of the definition of distances on GIETs and classical distorsion bounds), that
provides a comparison of distances from AIETs, which will be useful later:

Corollary 4.2.1 (dc: and d,, distance from AIETS). For any d > 2 and any T € X] with r > 2, there
exists L = L(T) such that

der(VH(T), Ag) < dgy (V(T), Ag) < Ld,(V'(T), Ag),  for allm € N.

4.2.4. Boundary stratification and regimes. Consider the boundary B(T) of a GIET T (see Definition 2.7
of a GIET in § 2.7.4), which is given by B(T') := B(log DT') (where B is the Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz
boundary operator for observable Co( U; I}(T)), see § 2.7.1). For each value b € R, we can define the
following subspaces
X(b):={T € X | B(T) = b}.

In view of property (7i) in Lemma 2.7.1, since X'(b) is invariant under the action of V (and consequently
under that of Z), these subspaces are invariant under renormalization. Moreover, Z; (resp. Ayg) is
a subspace of X(b) for b in the linear-regime b = 0 (resp. in the affine regime > ;... bs = 0). As
remarked in the introduction of this section § 4, in order for a GIET T to converge to IETs (resp. ATETS)
under renormalization, T' needs therefore to already belong to X' (0) (resp. X' (b) with b in the affine
regime).

Lemma 4.2.3 (Affine regime and vanishing of non-linearity). The affine regime corresponds to the
assumption that the mean non-linearity vanishes, i.e.

1
ST bo=0, where (b)", =B(T) &  N(T)= / nr(x)dz = 0.
1<s<k 0

Proof. On one hand, by definition of non-linearity (see § 2.4.1 and in particular Definition 2.4.1), on
each continuity interval I} = (u},u},,) for 1 < j < d, we have that nr(z) = Dlog DTj(z) so

. d d—1
N(T) :Z/ﬂ () do = Z( lim  DTj(x)— lim D:/;@)).
j=171;

=0 z—(uj ) :L’—>(u§)7L
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One can then check that this is the same than Y%, bs simply by recalling the definition of B(T') =
B(log DT) and boundary of an observable (see § 2.7.1) and remarking that summing over all possible

values of s(u;) € {1,..., K} gives a rearrangement of the above sum over singularities u}. O

Remark 4.2.3. If T is a circle diffeomorphisms with breaks (i.e. a piecewise differentiable homem-
orphism, with d — 1 breaks (i. e. d—1 points of discontinuity of the derivative), T can be seen as a
d-GIET in X} (with a rotational combinatorics). In this case k = d— (since g=1 and d =29+ Kk —1)
and the values e, where by are the entries of B(T) for 1 < s < d — 1, encode the breaks, which are
well-known C-invariants in the theory of circle diffeos with break points. In this case, the assumption
that B(T') is zero, i.e. that each entry bs is zero, is equivalent to asking that T is indeed induced from a
circle diffeomorphism (i.e. there are no breaks).

4.2.5. A priori bounds. Let us first show that in the recurrent case (Case 2 of Theorem 3.2), we have
a priori bounds which hold along the orbit {R™(T') };nem where R is the acceleration of V along the
subsequence {nyg,, }men given by the (RDC).

Notation: To lighten the notation, we denote by || || the sup-norm on the domain where f is defined,
so.if f oI = R, [[flloc = [[fllLoe (1) = supzer [ ()]

Proposition 4.2.1 (a priori bounds). The iterates {DR™(T), m € N} belong to a C'-bounded set (in
the sense of Definition 4.2.1), i.e. there exists a constant Ko = Ko(T) > 0 such that

Ka(T) ™ < [DR™(T)||ow := |[DT"n)|| oo = |[DT,, || < Ka(T),  for ali m € N,

The Proposition can be easily proved using the shape-profile decomposion X7 = Ay x P? (see § 2.2.3).
We will first show (in Lemma 4.2.4 here below) that the profile coordinates always satisfy a priori
bounds along the orbit of renormalization, simply as a consequence of the classical distorsion bounds
(given by Lemma 2.4.2). The assumption of being in the recurrent case 2 of Theorem 3.2) provides the
required bounds for the shape coordinates.

Let Pp : X2 — P2 = (Diff?([0, 1]))d be the projection on the profile coordinates P37 (see § 2.2.3).

Lemma 4.2.4 (bounded distorsion for the profile). For any GIET T € X2 there exists a constant
M = M(T) (which depends only on the C*>-norm of T and T~' and hence is uniform on C?-bounded
sets) such that for any T GIET renormalizable under Rauzy-Veech induction n times we have

IPp(VY(T)) = (1d)|er <M, |[Pp(V(T)") — (1) < M,
where (Id)? = (Id, - ,1d) € P = (Diff2([0, 1])).

Proof. Let ¢! be a coordinate of Pp(V*(T)). By definition of profile, ¢/, is obtained by composing
the restrictions of T to pairwise disjoint intervals and then rescaling. More precisely, if we denote

by q; = q](”) the height of the Rohlin tower PJ and by fk for 0 < k < gj, the restriction of T' to
the floor Tk( " )) of PJ, then ! = N( j(n)) where T qu ffj_2 o---0 fyo f1 and N(-) is the
normalisation operator which produces a diffeo of [0, 1]

Since ¢J is a diffeomorphism of [0, 1], by chain rule and mean value, choosing y € [0, 1] such that
Dyl (y) =1,

sup D), () = sup Den(@) _ sup DN 02 /i) (@) = sup (qu_lo‘ofxg)(x)

z€[0,1] we01] Dh(y)  wyeon) DN (f4 o0 f)(y) 1 D(f% oo fN)(y)’

so that we can now apply the distorsion bound given by Lemma 2.4.2. Since we can reverse the role
of x and y, recalling the formula for the derivative of the inverse function, we can then deduce from
Lemma 2.4.2 that, for all z € [0,1],

max { Dy (a), (De(a)) | <exp ( [ 1 fnr(a)lde) = exp / DT (a) /DT ()| )

RIS
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where the last equality uses simply the definition nr = %—277: and shows that the RHS depends on the
C? norm of T and T~ only. This, recalling the definition of total non-linearity (see Definition 2.4.1),
shows that
J
1%, sup [ log Dy, (x)| < [N[(T).
Since the exponential is Lipschitz on bounded sets of R, there exists a constant L > 0 (which depends
on the C2-norm of T and T~ only) such that

sup (D}, (2))* = 1| < L sup |logDg}(z)] < LIN|(T),  forall1<j<d.
z€[0,1] O<x<1

Since these inequality holds for all the components of the profile, this proves the lemma. O

Proof of Proposition 4.2.1. Let us consider R™(T) := Z*n(T) = T("mn). Denote by w™ := Wy, the
shape log-slope vector of R™(T') and by p™ := py, ~ be the slope vector, so p" = exp(w™).

By the chain rule, since the induced map T("m) is related to R™T" through conjugation by a linear
map, see (4), and by the explict expression for DR™T in shape-profile coordinates (see in particular
(3)), we have that, denoting by (Ein’ . ’E'Lrin) the profile coordinate of R™(T),

(41) [[DT )| = |[DR™T| e (0,1) < max [p!"|[[¢]"[[oc-

Loe (10m)) ~ 1<i<d

We remark now that:

(1) by Lemma 4.2.4, all coordinates of P (R™(T')), and therefore max;<;<q Hfﬁnnom are uniformly
bounded;
(2) by the assumption that we have made on 7', the sequence ||wy,|| = [|wn,, || is bounded, so also
maxj<i<d |£:”\ = max;<i<d le<" | is uniformly bounded.
Using these two facts to estimate (41) we get the desired upper bounds. For the lower bounds, it suffices
to estimate similarly the inverse (DR™T)~! (which has slope vector e <", which is also bounded) and
recall the formula for the inverse function (see also the proof of Lemma 4.2.1). O

4.3. Exponential decay of the dynamical partitions mesh. We will now prove exponential
estimates on the decay of the size of the sequence of dynamical partitions {P,,n € N} along the
sequence (K, )m given by the (RDC). Since the sequence (ky,)n, grows linearly, we can then deduce a
posteriori that the mesh decay exponentially (see Corollary 4.3.1).

Throughout this section, {P,,n € N'} denotes the sequence of dynamical partitions (as defined in
§ 2.3.7) associated to the orbit 7™ := Z"T' n € N of T' under the Zorich acceleration Z. Let us
measure their size by mesh(P,,), given by definition mesh(P,) := sup;cp_ |I|. Then

Proposition 4.3.1 (Partition mesh decay). There exists 0 < a1(T) = a1 < 1 such that for allm € N
mesh(Pp, ) < af"

To prove this Proposition we will crucially exploit both that (nk, )men are good return times, and
that, at the same time, there are a priori bounds. More precisely, we will show that if the double
occurrence of a positive matrix occurr at a time where also the shape log-slope vector is bounded, then
this produces enough geometric control on ratios of floors in the dynamical partitions of the generalized
IET to in particular produce a controllable decay of the mesh (see Lemma 4.3.1). We encode here in
the definition of good bounded distorsion sequence the simultaneous presence of good return time with
a priori bounds.

Definition 4.3.1 (good C!'-recurrence sequence). Let us say that the sequence (T, )men s a good
C!-recurrence sequence if (n;,)icn is a sequence of p-good returns (in the sense of Definition 3.3.3) for
some p > 0 and K > 0 such that

1
ESHDTanSIQ VmeN.
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We call each time n,, in a good C'-recurrence sequence (nm)men a good Cl-recurrence time.

A good C'-recurrence describes iterates of renormalization that are are recurrent to certain C'-bounded
sets in the space Xy (in the sense of Definition 4.2.1, see Lemma 4.2.1) and at the same time are good
returns,*? from which the choice of the name.

The crucial step in proving exponential decay of the size of dynamical partitions is the following.

Lemma 4.3.1 (Key lemma for mesh decay). For every good Cl-recurrence sequence {nm,men (which
is in particular a p-good recurrence sequence for some p > 0) there ezists a constant 0 < ay < 1 such
that

mesh (P, +p) < o mesh(Py,,).

The proof of this key Lemma will take all of § 4.3.2. Let us first show that the Lemma allows to finish
by induction the proof of exponential decay of the partitions mesh.

Proof of Proposition 4.3.1 (from Lemma 4.3.1). Notice that, if we are in Case 1 of the conclusion of
Theorem 3.2, the sequence (ng,, Jmen is a good Cl-recurrence sequence, since the sequence (n)gen
(and therefore any of its subsequences) is, by the (RDC) (recall Definition 3.3.4) a sequence of
good-returns and {|DT,, ||,m € N} are controlled above and below by the a-priori bounds in
Proposition 4.2.1. Without loss of generality, we can also assume (disregarding some good times if
needed) that ny,, ., — ng, > p (notice that this new subsequence still grows linearly). Thus, iterating
the key Lemma 4.3.1, we get that, for any m > 1,

mesh(P"m) < mesh(P"*m-1+7) < aymesh(P" m-1) <. < (7)™ mesh(P"™0) < (ag)™,

where the last inequality holds trivially since mesh(P) < 1 for any partition of [0, 1]. O

Let us also deduce that the whole sequence (mesh(P")), oy decay exponentially. We record separately
the following elementary servation since it will be used again in this section.

Remark 4.3.1. If a decreasing (i.e. non increasing) sequence (aj)ren decays exponentially along a
subsequence with linear growth, then the whole sequence (ay)ren decays exponentially. To see this,
assume that there exist a subsequence (kpy)men such that k,,/m has a finite limit and 0 < 6y < 1
and K > 0 such that ay,, < K(0p)™ for every m € N. Then, if £ > 0 is such that m > kpy41/C for
all m € N, setting 01 := (90)1/{ we still have 0 < 67 < 1 and, for each k € N, choosing m such
that kp < k < kmy1 and using that (ar)ken s not increasing, we see that ap < ay,, < K(fp)™ <
K (0p)km+1/t = K+t < Kok,

Since mesh(P™) is descreasing in n and both (kp,)men and (ng)ken grow linearly (see Property (i7)
and (7i7) in Definition 3.3.4), Proposition 4.3.1 combined with the above Remark gives the following
stronger conclusion.

Corollary 4.3.1 (exponential decay of the mesh). There exists 0 < a(T) = as < 1 such that
mesh(Py,) < af for alln € N.

We will now focus on proving the key Lemma. We first isolate and prove, in the next § 4.3.1, an
intermediate technical step in the proof. The proof of the key Lemma is then given in the following
§ 4.3.2.

42\We remark that recurring to a C'-bounded sets (in the sense of Definition 4.2.1 only controls the profile coordinates
as well as the log-slope vector of the shape, but does not control the lengths coordinates, which are always bounded. The
request that the C'-recurrence is also a sequence of good returns plays an essential role in controlling ratios of dynamical
partition elements, see Lemma 4.3.1.
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4.3.1. Balance of continuity intervals via good C'-recurrence sequence. Let A be the lenght vector,
whose entries )\;n) =1I J(-n)|, 1 < j < d be the lenghts of the continuity intervals of the induced map T,
on I, We say that \(™ is v-balanced for some constant v > 1, iff

)

1

- <
v 1
It is well known, in the study of standard IET, that the occurrence of a positive matrix produces
balanced lenghts vectors (a fact which has been exploited since the seminal work by Veech [61]). It
turns out that the same is also true for GIETSs, as long as one has a priori bounds. More precisely, we
will prove in this section the following:

Lemma 4.3.2 (Balance of continuity intervals). Given a positive Zorich matrizv A € SL(d,Z) of lenght
p (see § 3.3.3 for terminology) and K > 0, there exists a constant v = v(A, K) which depends only on
K and the norm ||A|| such that, if n is such that Q(n,n +p) = A and K~ < ||DT,|| < K, then the

lenghts vector X at time n is v-balanced.

Proof. Without loss of generality, by replacing T' with 7™, we can assume that n = 0. Consider the
dynamical partition P,. By construction, since (0, p) = A this partition consists of || A|| intervals. Let
Fy be the largest, so that |Fy| > 1/||A]|. Let jo be the index of the Rohlin tower PJ° which contains
Fy as a floor. Since every floor F in PJ° can be written in the form F = T*F for some 0 < i < [|A],
by mean value we have that |Fy| < [|[DTT||F| and thus, from the distorsion bound on DT}, and the
analogous one for DT, ! (which holds by the formula for the derivative of the inverse function) we get
that

I
|Fy| = KA = || A|| KAl
(where the last inequality is by the choice of |Fp|).

|F'| > |Fp| for all F' e Pgo.

(0)

Now, since A is positive, each continuity interval /\jo , for any 1 < j < d contains at least one floor

of the tower P°. The previous lower bound hence shows that min;<j<i )\5-0) > (||A||K”A”)_1. Since

maxi<j<i )\§-O) < 1, this proves that A(©) is v-balanced for v := ||A||K!I4Il and concludes the proof. [

4.3.2. Decay of the mesh at good C'-recurrence times. The goal of this section is now to prove the key
Lemma 4.3.1. The main idea behind the proof, which is split in several intermediate steps, is that a
good Cl-recurrence times produces relative balance of the dynamical partitions, i.e. if one studies the
dynamical partitions of the induced map T},,, corresponding to a good C'-recurrence time n,, (that we
call relative partitions), one can show that after p (Zorich) renormalization steps (hence at the time
N + p in the 'middle’ of the double occurrence of the positive matrix A) one can have a good control
on the ratios of all partition elements (i.e. we show that this relative partition is balanced, see Step 2 of
the proof for the precise statement). Moreover, this partition is made by a subset of the intervals of
the dynamical partition P, , sufficiently well spaced to be able to infer (via the classical distorsion
bound) the desired decay of the mesh.

Proof of the key Lemma 4.3.1. Let ny be a given good time; let A be the positive matrix whose double
occurrence gives the corresponding good return time and let p be its Rauzy-Veech length. In the proof
we will work with four different renormalization times, namely ng,n; + p and ng + 2p (which are,
informally, the times just before, in the middle and just after the double occurrence of A) an the initial
time n = 0. For brevity of notation, let us use the notation

Ly = ny, by = npyp, Lo :=ngizy

Thus, £y is the time just before the occurrence of AA, ¢1 is the time in the middle, and ¢5 just after.
We split the proof in several steps.
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Step 0: Persistence of a priori bounds up to time fo. By assumption, since ¢y := ny, is a C'- recurrence
time, ||DT},|| < K. We claim that since ¢5 — £y = 2p, for some K; > 0, we actually have a that

1
(42) K <||DT,|| < Ki, for all £ < n < fs.

To see this, remark first that (by definition of A-good return times and the cocycle relations, see 2.5.6),
we have that ¢(¢2) = A2 ¢(0) and therefore, for all £y < n < fy, writing DT, (x) (for any z in the domain
I™ of T,,) by the chain rule as a product of at most ||A||? terms of the form DTy, (z;) (or equivalently,
considering the logarithm and decomposing the special Birkhoff sums f (”)(:L‘) as sum of special Birkhoff
sums f(0)(x;), see § 2.6.2), we have that

IDT,|| < ||DTy |1 < Ky = KA,

To prove the lower bound, we can use D(7), ). By decomposing it in the same way as a product of
at most || A||? terms of the form DTegl(:ci) and exploiting twice the formula for the derivative of the
inverse function as well as the lower bound ||DTy,| > K1,

1
DT

which is the desired lower bound ||[DT,|| > K.

_ _ 2 1 l1Al”? )
= ||ID(T, 1)H < HD(TZOI)HHAH — <HDTEH> < KlAl? — K,
o

Step 1: Balance of continuity intervals at time ¢;. Consider now the induced map 7, at time ¢;. Since
/1 is the time before an occurrence of A, i.e. Q(¢1,¢2) = A, and, by Step 0, we have the derivatives

bounds (42) for n = ¢1, Lemma 4.3.2 gives that the lenghts )\yl) =|I ](121)’ of the continuity intervals of

Ty, are va-balanced for a constant v > 0 (depending on the matrix A but independent on the choice of
the Cl- recurrence time), i.e.

1 A
— < max —L— <uyu.

va ~ 1<ij<d \(&1) —

1

Step 2: Balance of the relative towers of step £y over £1. The induced map T, on I") since 41 > £y,
can also be seen as first return map of Ty, on the subinterval I¢t) ¢ 1) Consider hence the
corresponding dynamical partition of 1) into subintervals which are floors of Rohlin towers (see
§ 2.3.7) for the map T}, seen as acting on a skyscraper with base I (&) (see Figure 1). We will call this
dynamical partition (and resp. its Rohlin towers) the relative dynamical partitions (resp. the relative
towers) of step £y with respect to step ¢; and denote it P (£, 1) (resp. P’ (lp,f1), 1 < j < d). We
claim that this relative dynamical partition is balanced, in the sense that there exists a constant v; > 0
(which depends on A and K but not on the initial choice of C!- recurrence time £g) such that all floors
Fy, F, of towers P({y, ¢1) have comparable lenghts, i.e.
1 |H

<l <u, forall = (Ty,)M LY, 1<j<d, 0< ki ks < gj(lo, 1),
141 ’FQ‘

where q](-éo’zl) is the height of the relative Rohlin tower P7 (£, ¢1). Since /1 is just after an occurrence

of A and therefore (/1) = A ¢%), the heights of each of these relative towers P7 (g, £1) is at most || A].
Since K;' < ||DTy,|| < Ki by Step 0, it thefore follows that, for every floor F of the relative tower
PI (b, 1),

1 F
Ay < ’(n0|) <l
K ;]
Therefore, since the base intervals | I j(€1)| are v4-balanced by Step 1, this shows that floors are v-balanced

A
for 1y := Kll ”1/,4.
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Step 3: Decay of mesh in the bases of step £y relative partition. Let us now think of the same relative
partition P(£y,f1) not as Rohlin towers, but as a partition of I0) (as shown in the lower row of

Figure 1). Notice that each of the continuity intervals I j@O), 1 < j < d, is partition into a union of at
most ||A|| elements of I(0). Therefore,

(43) mingep(gyz,) || minzepgy.,) | 1
]IJ(£°)| ~ Al max;epeg,e) |~ va JAl

where the last inequality follows from the balance of the partition P(¢y, ¢1) proved in Step 1.

Step 4: Propagating the decay of mesh in the base through distorsion bounds. In this final step, we infer
the decay of the mesh by an argument very similar to Step 3, only not at the base, but in the floor of
the Rohlin tower of P(¢y) which contains the interval of P(¢;) which relized the mesh. The classical
distorsion lemma will allow us to propagate and repeat the estimates of Step 3 to other floors of P(¢).

Notice first of all that the elements of the relative partition P (¢, ¢1) are a subset of the elements of
the partition Py, , consisting exactly of all elements of Py, which are contained in the interval I (o) | as
illustrated in Figure 1 (this is because T}, is by definition the first return of T" to I (b)),

Let Fy be an interval of Py, such that mesh(Py, ) = |Fi|. Then, since the partition Py, is a refinement
of Py,, F1 belongs to a floor of one of the Rohlin towers 7350 of Py,, say the j&b one. Let us call Fy this
floor. Then we can write (referring the reader to the schematic representation in Figure 2 for a picture)

Fy = Tkon(go)’ and F| =Tk (I;), for some I, C Ij(-fo).

By construction I; is an element of Py, and contained in [ ](fo) and hence, by the initial remark of this
step, it is also an element of P({y, ¢1). As in Step 3, by positivity of the matrix A, there is at least
one (and actually at least d — 1) other element of Py, that we will call I, such that Iy C I j(fo). Let

Fy = T* (1), so that I, C Fy, i.e. it belongs to the same floor than contains F;. Since Fy and Fy are
by construction different, Fy C Fy\F> and therefore |Fy| < |Fy| — |Fa| (refer again to Figure 2). Thus,
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recalling the choice of Fj and using that |Fy| < mesh(Py,) (simply since F is an element of Py, ), we get

" mesh(Pe) _ IRl _|RI=1Bl_ | IRl
mesh(Py,)  mesh(Py,) | Fol | Fol
We therefore now want to estimate the ratio |Fa|/|F| which appears in the last estimate. Remark first

that, by mean value theorem and then the classical distorsion bounds (namely Lemma 2.4.2), for some
I(ZO)

Jo

T,y €

4 4 14
L] |Fol _ Rl/1,"1  ITRLP/TE] DT (@)
(L] B/ 1D | Tko Io| /| Io| IDT*o(y)|

< exp [N|(T).

Using this estimate and then Step 3 (in particular (43)) to estimate I2/|I J(-fo)\ from below), we get
| Fy| - 1 | 15| 1
- b)) = N|(T)v||All
Rl = o [NIT) [100)] = exp NI A

Thus, using this estimate in (44) and setting o := exp ([N|(T)w1||A]|) "}, we get that mesh(Py,) <
(1 — cov1)mesh(Py,). Recalling that £; = ny,4, and €y = n,y,, this proves the key lemma. O

4.4. Convergence to Moebius maps. Moebius interval exchange transformations were defined in
§ 2.1.2 (see Definition 2.1.4); we recall that M  denotes the space of Moebius IETs (see § 2.2). In
this section we show that the decay of the mesh of the dynamical partition given by Proposition 4.3.1
implies fast convergence of Z™(7T') to the subspace My of Moebius IETs. These are by now classical
arguments, well known in the study of circle diffeomorphisms and circle diffeomorphisms with break
points.

4.4.1. Estimates of the distance from MIETs. Let T € X3 be infinitely renormalizable. Recall that
{Pn, n € N} denotes the sequence of dynamical partitions (as defined in § 2.3.7) associated to Zorich
renormalization orbit {Z"T, n € N}.

Proposition 4.4.1 (distance to Moebius via the mesh). There exists a constant L(T) > 0 such that
we have

des(Z"T, M) < L(T) mesh(Py,), for alln € N.

The proof of this statement, which we give below, uses the Schwarzian derivative (whose definition was
recalled in § 2.4.3). It is a modern reformulation of the miraculous cancellations that Herman brought
to light in his celebrated thesis [28].

Consider the shape-profile coordinates A x P introduced in § 2.2.3. We first state and prove a
Lemma which relates the C? distance from M to the Schwarzian derivatives of the profile coordinates.
Recall that d3 is defined analogously to d} replacing || - ||c, with || - [|c, (see § 4.2.1).

Proposition 4.4.2 (distance to Moebius via the Schwarzian). For any K C X3 which is C3-bounded,
there exists a constant C = C(K) such that for any T € K

d
des (T, M) < C(K) Y [IS(¢)llco;
=1

where, for each i, S(pk) is the Schwarzian derivative of the coordinate @i of the profile of T.
The proof of this Proposition is given in the Appendix 1.3.4. We now prove Proposition 4.4.1.
Proof of Proposition 4.4.1. For any n € N, let ¢ € Diff3([0,1]), for 1 < j < d, denote the j-th
coordinate of the profile of Z™T (in the shape-profile coordinates of § 2.2.3). By definition of profile,

ol =N (T](n)), where Tj(n) is the j'» branch of T(™ = Z"T and N(-) denotes the renormalization

operator which, to any diffeomorphism f : I — J of a connected interval I onto J, associates
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N(f):=bo foa, where a and b are respectively the only orientation-preserving affine map mapping
[0,1] onto I and J onto [0, 1].

or brevity, let us denote by ¢; := q; ’ the height of the Rohlin tower | Let fF, for 0 <k < g,
For b let us denote by g; == ¢." the height of the Rohl Pj. Let f¥, for 0 <k < g;

denote the restriction of T to the floor Tk( " )) of the Rohlin tower P/. Then, since by definition of

2

-1
renormalization T( Q- f]q’ o f;.]] o---0 fyo f1, we can write

Pl = N(T) = N(FEY o N(FE ) 0 o N(F1) o N (f9).

Thus, by the chain rule for the Schwarzian derivative (see (S1) in § 2.4.3), if we introduce the following
notation for partial products:

{N(ff) o N(fFHoN(f9), fork=0,...,q;— 1,
0

k.
05 for k = —1,

one can verify by induction that

QJ_l

(45) Z SN(fF)) o g (D(¢f™1))2.

We now use two observations. The first, which follows by Property (S3) of the Schwarzian derivative
(see § 2.4.3) since the domain of ff is the interval T (I j(n)), is that the Schwarzian derivatives of each
f]’»“ satisfies

(16) ISV Nee = TIPS e
where || - ||oo denotes the sup norm on the domain where the function is defined (so the Lo ([0, 1])
norm for N'(fF) and the LOO(Tk(I](-n))) norm for S(fF).

The second important observation is the claim, that follows from the classical distortion bounds
(see Lemma 2.4.2), that the derivatives of d);? are uniformly bounded above and below, i.e there exists
Dy (T) = D1 such that for all j < d and k <17,

D' <DW(ff)o---oN(f}) o N(f])) < Ds.

The proof is the same than the proof of the profile a priori bounds in Lemma 4.2.4: by chain rule and
mean value, choosing y € [0, 1] such that Dqﬁ;’? (y) =1,

D¢fi(x) D(ff oo f)(=)

D N k O «-- ON 1 ON 0 — —
xil[t)l,)l] ( (f]) (fj) ( J)) xil[tjl?l] ng?(y) z;:ﬁ”) D(f o- ofk)(y)

so we can then conclude by applying the a priori bounds given by Lemma 3.2.1.
We can now estimate (45) using these two observations, together with the remark that ||S( ka)Hoo <
IS(T)]|oo since fF is a restriction of T, thus getting that

q;—1

1S(¢2)]loe < NIS(T)llee D S T2
k=0

Since for any 0 < k < g;, we can estimate ]T"“(Ij(}"))\2 < \Tk(I](”))| mesh(P,,), we obtain that
1S(eM)lleo < IS(T)[lsc DF mesh(Py).

To conclude, it suffices now to apply Proposition 4.4.2, which shows that the distance dgs(Z"T, M) is
controlled by the sum over j = 1,...,d of the Schwatzian derivatives above and hence gives the desired
estimate in terms of mesh(P,,). O
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4.4.2. Exzponential convergence to MIETs. Combining Proposition 4.4.1 with the decay of the partitions
mesh given by Proposition 4.3.1, since the sequence (ng,, Jmen grows linearly with m, we get (reasoning
as in the proof of Proposition 4.3.1 in § 4.3) that iterated renormalizations of T' converge exponentially
fast to Moebius IETs:

Corollary 4.4.1 (Exponential convergence to Moebius IETS). Let ay = aa(T') be as in Corollary 4.3.1.
There exists K3(T') > 0 such that for any n € N

des(Z2"T, M) < K3(T) af.

4.4.3. Parameters of MIETs. Let us gather here some basic properties of Moebius diffeomorphisms
and, as a consequence, of Moebius IETs which will be useful in the following sections.

Consider first the group M([0,1]) of orientation preserving Moebius diffeomorphism of [0,1]. If
m € M([0,1]), then one can check that:

(m1) the sign of D?m is constant (i.e. m is either convex or concave) and log Dm is monotone;

(m2) The mean non-linearity N(m) = log Dm (1) — log Dm (0);

(m3) Given u € R, there exists a unique*® m,, € M([0, 1]) with mean non-linearity N(m,) = u.
These observations translate into the following properties Moebius IETs. Recall that if M is a MIET,
then each branch M; is a Moebius diffeomorphism of I? into I? (see Definition 2.1.4). Since by definition
of non-linearity ny;, = DM?/DM; (see (see § 2.4.1) and DM; is continuous and non-zero on each I7,
the following remark then follows immediately from (ml).

Remark 4.4.1 (Sign-coherence of non-linearity for MIETSs). If T' is a Moebius IET, the sign of the
non-linearity nyr is constant on each of the continuity intervals I;, 1<j<d, of T.

We now deduce from (m2) and (m3) the finite-dimensionality of M, and characterize subsets which
are der-bounded in the sense of Definition 4.2.1 in terms of a priori bounds.

Lemma 4.4.1 (Finite-dimensionality and bounded subsets of My). The space My of MIETs on d
intervals finite-dimensional space of dimension 3d — 2. More precisely:

(M1) Given M € My, M is completely determined by its shape Ap; and the mean non-linearities of
each branch, i.e. by a vector n = (n1,...,nq) € R? such that n; = N(M;) for 1 <i < d, which
fully determine the profile coordinate vy ;

(M2) The vector n of mean non-linearities is fully determined by the right and left limits of log DM
at endpoints of the top partition; in particular ||n|| < 2||log DM||so;

(M3) If K € My is such that MIETs in K satisfy an a priori bound, i.e. there exists a K > 0 such
that K= < ||[DM || < K for each M € K, then K is C¥-bounded for every k € N.

Proof. Since Ay is a finite dimensional space of dimension 2d — 2 (see § 2.2.2), to show Property (M3)
and the finite-dimensionality, it is enough to show that the vector n = (n1,...,14) € R?, which gives
d additional parameters, determines the profile oy = ((p}\/[, e gpﬁ/[). For each 1 <1 < d, since cle
is obtained from the branch M; by rescaling, by definition of n; = N(M;) and the rescaling property
(vi) of non-linearity (see Lemma 2.4.1), we should have N(¢%,) = n; and this determines ¢%, by (m3).

Property (M2) now follows from (m2), that shows that 7 is fully determined by the values of log DM.

Finally, if we want to show that a subset of M € M is der-bounded (in the sense of Definition 4.2.1,
i.e. contained in a ball for the distance dsz, by definition of the distance dgx as product (see § 4.2.1),
the shape parameters do not matter since they are always contained in a ball of fixed radius for d4.

43The (unique) Moebius diffeomorphism m,, with m.,(0) = 0, m(1) = 1 and mean non-linearity u is indeed explicitely
given by

xre

2| Wl

o )

It can be found for example as a special case of the formula in Appendix 1.3.1.
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Thus, the only potentially unbounded parameters are the coordinates of u. Now, by (M2), these are
bounded if are controlled by ||log DM ||, so K is contained in a ball for dé property (M3) therefore
follows. Finally, since My is finite dimensional and the distances dgx, k € N, are all induced by a norm,
they are all equivalent. Thus, (M 3) follows. O

4.5. Convergence to AIETs. We now turn to improving the convergence to Moebius IETs to a
convergence to AIETs, under the additional hypothesis that we are in the affine regime, namely that
>or_ bs =0 where (bs)s = B(T). We recall that this assumption is equivalent to asking that the mean
non-linearity N(7T') = fol nr(z)dz vanishes (see Lemma 4.2.3).

Our approach to convergence to AIETS is to study the total non-linearity |N|(Z™(T")) (see Defini-
tion 2.4.1) and to show that it converges to zero as n grows.

4.5.1. A combinatorial lemma. We first need an easy (but crucial) combinatorial Lemma.

Lemma 4.5.1. Given any a;; € R, fori,5 € {1,--- ,d}, denote by

d d
Ai = Zaij Aj = Zaij.
j=1 i=1

For any given 0 < ¢ < 1/d, there exists ¢ <1 such that, if
(1) L, A; =0, or equivalenly, > aij = 0; (zero-average assumption)
(2) aij/Ai > c foranyi,j€1,...,d (balance assumption),
(which implies in particular that for every i, all a;j, for 1 < j < d, have the same sign of A;);
Then we have that

d d
STIA <AL
j=1 i=1

Proof. We first prove the Lemma for d = 2. By assumption (2) and definition of A;, we can write:
a1l = c1 Aq, a2 = (1 —c1) Ax, where c < ¢; <1 —c,
ais = co As, a1z = (1 — c2) Ao, where c <y <1 —c.
Thus, by definition of A7 and since Ay = —A; by (1), we now have
Al = 1A + Ay = (c1 — c2) Ay, A% = (I —c1)A1+ (1 —c2)As = (c1 — c2)As.
Now, since |c; — 2| <1 — 2¢, we thus get
|AY + A% < (1= 20) Ay | + |As.
The general case can be reduced to the the case d = 2 by grouping together positive A; and negative
A; as follows. Let us define
By = Z A;, B_ = Z A;.

A;>0 A;<0
We can further write B. = by + by and B_ = b_4 + b__ where:

b+_|_ = Z Qij, b+— = Z Qg

A;>0,A;>0 A;>0,A;<0
b7+ = Z Qg b__ = Z Qi
A;<0,A;>0 A;<0,A;<0

We claim now that we can apply the case d = 2 of the lemma {b;;, 7,j € {4+, —}}. Indeed, assumption
(1) holds since their sum is B, + B_ = Y% | A; = 0, while |by | > > 4,50 ¢|Ai| = ¢|B|, and similar
estimates hold for the other coefficients, so also the balance assumption (2) holds. Thus, denoting by
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Bt :=b,, +b_, and B~ :=b,_ + b__ the conclusion of the lemma for d = 2 proved above together
with the trivial remark that if b1,. .., by have the same sign then Z;?:l |bk| = | Z?Zl bi| gives

d d
DA =BT+ BT < d(IBy| + [B-]) = ) _|4il,
j=1 i=1

which is the result for d > 2. O

4.5.2. Non-linearity decrease at C'- recurrence times. The following key Lemma, which is based on
the linear algebra Lemma 4.5.1 above, will be used to show that every C!- recurrence time ny,
(which corresponds to a double occurrence of a positive matrix A together with a priori bounds, see
Definition 4.3.1), the total non-linearity decreases by a definite factor after renormalizing.

Lemma 4.5.2 (Non-linearity decrease at C!- recurrence times). Let L > 0, let p be positive integers and
let A be positive Zorich matrices of lengths respectively p. There exists a constant as = as(L, p, ||A]]) <
1, such that the following holds. Let M be a Moebius IET such that:

(1) the total non-linearity vanishes, i.e. |N|(M) = fol ny(x) dz = 0;
(2) the distorsion bound L= < |[DM || < L holds;
(3) one has Q(0,2p) = AA where Q(0,n) = Z1(M) - -- Z,,—1(M) is the Zorich cocycle associated to
M.
Then |N|(ZP(M)) < ag|N|(M).
Proof. Consider the dynamical partitions P, n € N, associated to Z"M, n € N (see § 2.3.7). Let
{1 :=pand let M!:= Z0(M).

Step 1: Partition balance at time £1. We first claim that the assumptions (2) and (3) imply that, at
time ¢ = p, all floors Fz-k of the partition Py, are balanced, i.e. there exists v; > 1 such that

B
vt < le <1, for alllﬁkiﬁqi@l), 1 <iy,10 < d, where FF := M* (Ii(gl)),

k2

i
This can be seen (as in the proof of mesh decay key Lemma 4.3.1 in § 4.3.2) in two steps, by considering
the three times ¢y := 0,¢; := p and ¢y := 2p. First, since Q(¢1,¢1 + p) = Q(p,2p) = A > 0, from

Lemma 4.3.1 we get the continuity intervals I j(él) in the base (1) are all v-balanced for some v = v(A).

Then, since the number of floors qj(-gl) in each Rohlin tower Pgl is bounded by || A|| (using here that
Q(0,¢1) = Q(0,p) = A), by the C!- recurrence assumption (2), the balance on the base can be
transported to show vy := vK/I4ll balance for all floors of the towers, as desired (we refer the reader to
the proof of Lemma 4.3.1 for more details).

Step 2: decompositions of non-linearities. Let us now consider the two non-linearities that we want to
compare, namely N(M) and N(M?') for M* = ZPM and decompose them as follows. On one hand,
for each continuity interval I; := I! for M, since we can write I; = U?Zl(h N Pfl), we can write the
mean non linearity of the branch M; of M, that we wil denote by N;, as

d
(47) N; = /[ N, (z) doe = Z Nijs where n;; 1= N, () de.

APt
LNP;

On the other hand, by definition of M as induced map, on the continuity interval I Jl =1 ](-Zl), since the

branch M jl is the composition of the restrictions of M to the floors Ff of the Rohlin tower Pgl of height

qjl- = q](.gl), exploiting the distribution property of non-linearity (i.e. property (i) in Lemma 2.4.1) we
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can write

qj—1 d d
(48) /11 nM];(x) dx = ,;) /Fk na(x)de = /77?1 nr(z)de = z:l/ﬁlm- Ny (x)de = Zlnw
J = J J 1= J g 1=

Step 3: Linear algebra lemma assumptions. We now want to apply the linear algebra Lemma 4.5.1, to
the quantities

nij = ’ N, (x) de, i,7€{1,...,d}.
IiﬂPj

In Step 2 we have already shown both that N; = Z;i 1 N4j, by (47), and that the non-linearity of M !
that we will denote N7, satisfies N7 = 3°¢_; n;;, by (48). Moreover, by the assumption N(M) = 0, we

have that ¢ | N; = Y4, [ 1. M (7) dz = 0, which shows that assumption (1) is satisfied. We will now
show that also assumption (2) holds for a;; := n;;, 1 < 4,5 < d. We use here that M is a Moebius IET.

Remark first of all that since M is a Moebius functions (see Remark ?7?)

(1) for each 1 < i < d, nu,(x) has constant sign on I; and therefore 7;;, which are obtained
integrating 1z, (x) on subintervals of I;, have the same sign that »; for all j =1,...,d;

(2) ||logDM]||se < L (by the assumption (2) of the Lemma), so e™/* < [[DM;||o < €*;

(3) mas is uniformly bounded above and below on each branch by (1) above;

(4) the floors of P, are balanced by Step 1.

These remarks can be used to conclude that also assumptions (2) of Lemma 4.5.1 holds for {n;;, 1 <
i,j <d}.

Step 4: Conclusions. By Step 3, we can apply the linear algebra Lemma 4.5.1 and we get the existence
of a constant ¢’ > 0 such that

d d
(49) Smel <X [ manl
i=1 j=1 7L

Since both M and ZP(M) are MIETs, the signs of nys and 7y, are constant on each branches of M
and M respectively (by the considerations in the previous Step), so that have

IN7| = |/ UIve :/ N ], |N;| = \/ | = / |-
It 1!
J J

With this observation, since N7 is the total non-linearity of the j-th branch of M; = ZP(M) (see Step
1, (48)), the inequality (49) given by Lemma 4.5.1 can be rewritten as

NI(27 (M /|an Z\Nﬂ|<czwr—cz|/ Il = ¢INI(T),

which proves the Proposmon for ag :=¢. O

4.5.3. Ezponential decay of the total non-linearity. We now have everything we need to show that
the total non-linearity decreases exponentially along the orbit under renormalization and therefore
conclude exponential convergence to the subspace Ay of AIETs:

Proposition 4.5.1 (exponential decay of the total non-linearity). There exists constants K5 =
K5(T) >0 and 0 < a5 = as(T) < 1 such that for alln >0

IN|(Z"T) < K5 ol
We prove this Proposition below. This will then be shown to also imply convergence to AIETs:

Corollary 4.5.1 (exponential convergence to AIETs). For K5 > 0 and a5 < 1 as in Proposition 4.5.1,
des (2T, Ag) < K5 af, for alln e N.
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In the proof of Proposition 4.5.1, we use the distance d,, which was defined in § 4.2.1 and is used here
as a technical tool for this step of the proof. We will also use the following proposition:

Proposition 4.5.2 (see [26] and Appendix 1.4.2). Let K C X3 be a C3-bounded set. Then there exists
a constant K = K(K) such that V is K-Lipschitz on K with respect to d,.

The Proposition was proved by the first author in [26]. We include a proof in Appendix 1.4.2.

Proof of Proposition 4.5.1. For simplicity of notation let us denote in this proof Ny, := |[N|(R™T) the
total-non linearity of R™T := Z™m (T). Since by Corollary 4.4.1 d,(R™T, M) < Ksak, by definition
of distance from a set, for every m € N we can find an Moebius IET M, in M, such that

(50) dy(R™T, M) < (K + 1)a.

Thus, since |[N|(Z"T) is descreasing in n (see (iii) of Lemma 2.4.1) and we can assume without loss
of generality that ny,, , > ng,, + p, writing [N|(ZP(R™T)) as a d,, distance (see Remark 4.2.1) and
using the triangle inequality for d,

(51) Npg1 = [N[(R™T)) < [N|(ZP(R™T)) < |N|(2°My,) + dy(ZPR™T, 2P M,y,).

Since the times (ng, )nen (by the (RDC) condition) are p-good return times, for every m we know that
Q(ng,,,nk,, + 2p) = AA for a fixed positive matrix A and furthermore the a-priori distorsion bounds
given by Proposition 4.2.1 holds (so that ny, are C! recurrence times in the sense of Definition 4.3.1).
We can therefore apply the non-linearity decrease Lemma 4.5.2 to the Moebius IET M, followed by
once more the triangle inequality for d, (recalling Remark 4.2.1) and by (50) to get

INI(ZP M) < as|N|(Mp) < a3 (IN[(R™T) + dp(R™T, Mm)) < a3 (Nim + (K3 + 1)ag") .
Combining this with (51), we get
(52) Noi1 < ag(Non + (Ko + 1)) + dy( ZPR™T, 2P M)

Bounded set for Lipschitz control. In order to estimate d,(ZPR™T, ZPM,,) in the next step by using
the Lipschitz property on bounded sets given by Proposition 1.4.1, let us now show that there exists a
C3-bounded set K such that R™T', as well as the iterates V*(R™T) with 0 < n < n,, where n, is such
that V" (R™T) = ZP(R™T), all belong to K.

We already know that the a priori bounds given by Proposition 4.2.1 hold for R™T = Z™m (T'), namely
Kyt < [IDR™(T)||oo < Ka(T). Since ny,, is also a p-good time and therefore Q(ng, , i, +p) = A, we
get that all the branches of V*(R™T) for 0 < n < n,, are obtained composing at most ||A|| branches of
R™T. This shows that a priori bounds also hold for all V*(R™T') for 0 < n < np, when the constant
K is replaced by K|2|A”.

Since we have already proved that (Z™T),en converges exponentially fast to M with respect to
the C3-distance (by Corollary 4.4.1) and Moebius IETs which satisfy a priori bounds, by (M3) in
Lemma 4.4.1, belong to a C3-bounded set (in the sense of Definition 4.2.1), this implies that, for any
m which is large enough, the GIETs {V"(R™T), m € N,0 < n < n,} as well as the corresponding
Moebius maps {V"(M,,), m € N,0 <n < n,} are contained in a set, that we will denote IC, which is
C3-bounded subset of X3 (see Lemma 4.2.1).

Lipschitz estimate and final arguments. By Proposition 1.4.1, Z is Lipschitz on the bounded set I
constructed in the previous step. Let K be the corresponding Lipschitz constant. Since by the previous
step we can apply the Lipschitz property n, < ||A|| times to (52) so that, recalling (50), we get

Niy1 < agNy, + (043(K3 +1) + KM (Fy + 1)) ay',

from which on can derive the existence of K4 and a4 such that N, < K4 aj* for every m € N.

Since |N|(Z™T) is decreasing (see Lemma 2.4.1, Property (ii7)) and (ng,, )men grows linearly (recall
Properties (i¢) and (¢i7) in the Definition 3.3.4 of the (RDC)), Remark 4.3.1 now allows to find
constants K5 > 0,0 < a5 < 1 to concludes the proof of Proposition 4.5.1. O
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We can now prove Corollary 4.5.1.

Proof of Corollary 4.5.1. In view of Remark 4.2.1, d,(2"T,Aq) = |N|(Z"T) goes to zero at an
exponential rate by Proposition 4.5.1. Therefore, since by Corollary 4.2.1 there exists a constant
L = L(T) > 0 such that de1(Z2"T, Aq) < Ld,(2"T, Ag), we deduce that also de1 (Z™7T, Agq) goes to
zero at an exponential rate.

Furthemore, we have also shown that (Z"7T),cy converge exponentially to M, with respect to des
(see Corollary 4.4.1), thus for every n, we can find a MIET M,, such d¢s (Z™T, M,,) is exponentially small.
Since C3-convergence implies in particular C'-convergence, it follows that dei(M,y,, Ag) is exponentially
small. Since My is finite dimensional (see Lemma 4.4.1), it follows that de1 and des, restricted to My
(which contains A;) are comparable. Thus, we conclude that also dgs(M,,, Ag) is exponentially small
and finally that des(R"T, . A4) decay exponentially. O

4.6. Convergence to IETs. We now want to get convergence to the set of standard IETs (under the
assumption B(T') = 0. The idea behind this last step is the following : the logarithm of the slopes of an
ATET transform under Rauzy-Veech induction under the action of Zorich-Kontsevich cocycle. Either
this vector belongs to the stable space in which case the logarithm of the slopes converge exponentially
fast to zero, which is equivalent to convergence to IETS; or it belongs to the unstable space in which
case it grows exponentially fast and iterated renormalizations are unbounded in C'-norm which in our
case is impossible. The only thing we need to show is that we can follow this argument when the GIET
we are starting with is not an AIET but only exponentially asymptotic to the set of AIETS.

Recall that we have a special sequence ng, (as T satisfies the (RDC') of Definition 3.3.4) for which we
know that:

(1) |lwn,, || £ K for a uniform constant K > 0;
(2) since (n,, )men grows linearly in m, the difference (ng,,,, — n,,)/m tends to 0;

(3) there exists a constant C; > 0 and € > 1 such that for all k¥ and ¢ > we have for all v € r{m
1Q (g, g +4) vl| = C18[[o]].
For any n > 0, recall that we write
Wy = w, +ws +wp € Fg") ® F((:") & Fg"),
where wy € an) for a € {s,c,u} are the components of w,, with respect to the the decomposition of
R? of (the extension of) T' given by Definition 3.3.2.
Consider the errors e, := wp+1 — Z(n)wy, (similar to those used in § 3.2, but here defined using the

whole sequence of Zorich renormalization times, and not only the special times given by the (RDC)).
Let us decompose also those according to the invariant splitting, writing, for each n € N,

en 1= Wpyl — ZpWp = efl + 6% + 6% S an) € EBF((;n) © Fg,:n)

By Proposition 4.5.1, we know that |N|(Z"T) < K5 af for as = a5(T") < 1. Thus, by Lemma 3.5.1, we

get that ||ey|| < Ksaf. Because the angle between an), 1" and I'{” decays at worst subexponentially
fast, we can find K4 and ag < 1 such that

(53) max{|[ey |, llez]], [lenl[} < Ko ag.

Because the action of the cocycle preserves the decompositions R% = an) @ F&") we have

(54) Wiy = Znwy, +eq, for all a € {s,c,u}.
We deal with the decay of w?, wt, and w; separately, that of wy being the most delicate.

Lemma 4.6.1 (decay of the unstable component). There ezists K7 = K7(T) > 0 and a7 = a7(T) < 1
such that
lwpll < K7 a7
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Proof. One can first observe that, for all n,k > 0, by the definition of e, and by (54), we get the
telescopic sum identity
j—1
wi; = Q4 fup + > Qn+i+1,n+jen
i=0
which we re-write, solving for w! and using cocycle identities (see (7)), as
j—1
(55) Wl =Q(n,n+j)wh i =Y Qnn+i+1)" ek,
i=0

Step 1: control at special times. We first show that the sequence (wi),en is bounded along the
subsequence (ng,, )men given by the (RDC'). We recall that:

(1) llessyill < Ko ag™, by (53); |
(2) there exist constants C; > 0 and 8 > 1 [|Q(ng,,, g, + 1) *w? || > C7lo~"

Ny 41

We thus get from (55) at n = ny,, and j = j(m,m’) :==ny_, —ny,

m

j(mvm/)_l .
lwr, I < Cyto I 4 3T Ot gt
i=0
from which get
j(m,m’)—1
et || < CTlo7 I K 4 O taghe ( > M%) < Cplo MK + O Caag,
i=0

where in the last inequality we used that, since § > 0 and ag < 1, the series >.5°, 6 %a} converges and
denoted by Co = C(T) its value. Since we can take j(m,m') =ny,_, — ng,, arbitrarily large by letting
m’ go to infinity, we can infer the existence of C5 = C5(T') such that

llwn,, || < Caag*™.
Step 2: interpolation to all times. We can now estimate all n € N by interpolation as follows. Given

n € N, Consider m such that ng,, <n <ny, ,,. Then, by the linear approximation Lemma 3.5.1,

en ~ Qi mem, | < INIT o)) [[ Qe )
and hence, by invariance of the splitting,
(56) [lwptll < [1Qk, )| (INI(T )Y 4 [[ett, ][]
To estimate (56) and conclude, we now use that:
(1) by Step 1, we have that |[w?, || < Cog*™;
(2) by the (RDC), ||Q(nk,,,n)|| < Q(ng,,, Nk, iy)|| = 0(e™) for all € > 0;
(3) By Corollary 4.5.1 along the subsequence (ng, )m, we know that |N|(T(n)) < Kyay*™.

Since ng,, grows linearly with m, we have that m < Cny,, < Cn for some C' > 0 and also that

(ks — My, )/m tends to 0. Thus, for m sufficiently large, for ¢ = 4 and i = 5, since n < ny,,,, we
can estimate o, ™ < a?km“ai_ “m < a(a; 1™, This final remarks together with (1) — (3) above allow
to deduce the claimed exponential decay of (56). O

We now turn to showing that also (w),en decays at an exponential rate.

Lemma 4.6.2 (decay of the stable component). There exists Kg = Kg(T) > 0 and ag = ag(T) < 1
such that

lwpl < Ks o
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Proof. Again, because T is assumed to satisfies the (RDC) we know that there exists a constant
Cy = Co(T) > 0 and a constant § = §(T) < 1 such that for all k € N and m € N and all v € T'y(T(m))

1Q(1ge s ke, + 5)0]| < Co[|0]].

We also have for all n >0

n—1
n = Q(O’n)wg + Z Q(ian)ez
1=0

We now group terms by paquets of terms between ny,, and ny Let my, be such that ng,, <n <

m—+1°

M, 1+ We thus have
my "Rjt1 "k
= Q(07 n)w(s) + Z Z Q(nk] +1, nkj+1)Q(nk]+17 )ekajJri
j=0 =0

. We recall that
(1) 11Q(nk; + 4, nk;,,)]] < 1Q(ng,, ny 1 )| = o(e7) for any € > 0;
@) li€s, yill < Koag™? s
(3) 1k, + )0l < Cab o]

Putting all this together we get

nk +i

HQ(nkj +i’nkj+1)Q(nkg+1v n)e, nk 4l £ C(e)e TCr0" nk]+1K6a6

for some constant Cc > 0 depending on €. Since ny; grows linearly with j we get the existence of a
constant Cy > 0 such that

HQ(nkJ + i,nij)Q(nkHl,n)eiijH < Cyf™
for some 6’ < max(ag,0). From this we obtain
[lwnl| < max(Callwoll, C2)(6')"
and we get the result for any constant ag such that 8’ < ag < 1. O
Finally, we show now how to control the central part. Here the boundary assumption is crucial.

Lemma 4.6.3 (decay of the central component). There exists Kg = Ko(T) > 0 and ag = ag(T) < 1
such that

lwpl] < Ko ag.

Proof. Recall that B(T) = B™ = 0 for all n > 0. But we also have B = B(w¥) + B(w) +
B(wg) + B(log ¢™) where ¢™ € P is the profile of (™. By Proposition 4.5.1, we have || B(log ¢")|| <
Cs||logD(¢™)|| < Cs K40} where C5 = ||B||. By Propositions 4.6.1 and 4.6.2 we finally get that

1Bl < CsKyaf + K7 o + Ks of.
By Lemma 3.6.3, [[wi|| < Do Z(Te, I @ I7)|| B(w)||, which leads to
|wE)|| < Do Z(Te, T & T™)Cs Kol + Ky ol + Ks o,

But since T satisfies (RDC'), we know that Z(T';, I @ I'?) decreases subexponentially fast, from which
we get the conclusion of Proposition 4.6.3. O

Combining the Lemmas which give individual control of the components of (wy,)nen, We can now prove
exponential convergence to IETs:
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Proof of Theorem /4.1. The control on the unstable, stable and central components of w,, respectively
given by Lemmas 4.6.1, 4.6.2 and 4.6.3, imply that ||w,|| converges to zero as n grows at an exponential
rate. We already proved that d,(R"T, Aq) goes to zero at an exponential rate (see Corollary 4.5.1)
and that therefore, by Corollary 4.2.1, also do1 (R™T, Ag) does. Since if A € Ay is such that w(A4) =0,
then p(A) = 1 and therefore A € Z;, we conclude that dei (R™T,Zy) goes to zero at an exponential
rate. O

5. RIGIDITY FOR GIETS
In this section, we prove our main rigidity result for GIETs.

Theorem 5.1 (GIETS rigidity in genus 2). Let T € X(;’ be an irrational GIET withd =4 ord =15
continuity intervals and with zero boundary B(T) = 0. For a full measure set of rotation numbers, if T
is CO-conjugate to a standard IET Ty, then the conjugacy is in fact a diffeomorphism of class C'.

Remark that the case of GIET with d = 4 or d = 5 and © minimal correspond to genus two, i.e. any
minimal flow on a (compact, orientable) surface with genus two has as a Poincaré section (for a suitable
chosen transverse arc) which is given by such a IET. This result will hence imply our foliation rigidity
result, which is essentially only a reformulation in geometric language of the d = 5 case, see Section 6.

In this section will actually prove a more general result (see Proposition 5.2.1 below) which is valid
for minimal IET with any d > 2 and yields a partial result also for IETs with any d > 5 (i.e. a rigidity
statement conditional to an assumption on the position of the shadow in the Oseledets filtration). This
technical condition is automatically satisfied when d = 4, 5.

Strategy outline: Recall that the main result of Section 3, namely Theorem 3.2, tells us that if T
satisfies the (RDC'), two scenarios can occur : either the orbit of T under renormalization is recurrent
to a certain bounded set, or the orbit of 7" is somewhat shadowed, in the first order of approximation,
by an affine IET. The proof then splits into two steps.

Step 1. The first step, in § 5.1, is to show that in the recurrent case, applying the results of Section 4
about convergence of renormalization, T" is indeed C'-conjugate to Ty. This step is simply based by
interpolation and Gottschalk-Hedlund theorem and is by now quite standard also for GIETs.

Step 2. In 5.2, the second step is then to show that in the divergent case (where there is an affine
shadow), the map T must have a wandering interval, and therefore was not C°-conjugate to Tp in the
first place. We first of all show that the conclusion of shadowing allows us to compare the Rohlin towers
for T to that of an AIET; we then exploit a result Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz [44] giving the existence of
wandering intervals for AIETSs to conclude.

This two points together imply Theorem 5.1, as summarized in § 5.4. The only place where the genus
2 (i.e. d = 4,5) assumption is needed is in Step 2, in the use of Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz result [44] for
AIETs.

5.1. Regularity of the conjugacy. In this section we show that convergence of renormalization in
the C'-norm implies C'-conjugacy to the linear model. We prove the following

Proposition 5.1.1 (exponential convergence gives a.s. C'-conjugacy). Let T be a C'-GIET of d
intervals satisfying (RDC) and assume that {Z™(T)}nen converges exponentially fast to the set of
IETs with respect to C'-distance, namely there exists K1 > 0 and 0 < aq < 1 such that

dei1(Z™(T),Zy) < Ky af.
Then T is C'-conjugate to an IET.

First we show how a statement on the Birkhoff sums of log DT implies Proposition 5.1.1. This is a
classical result for diffeomorphisms of the circle and also, by now, for GIETs in view of the work by
Marmi, Moussa and Yoccoz (see [43,45,75]).
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Lemma 5.1.1. Let T be a GIET of class C' with irrational rotation number. Assume that there exists
K > 0 such that for all x € [0,1] and for alln € N

n—1

> log DT(T*(x))

i=0
Then there exists an IET Ty such that T is conjugate to Ty via a C* diffeomorphism of [0, 1].

|Splog DT ()| = <K.

Proof. The proof follows from an application of Gottschalk-Hedlund theorem. The map 7T is not a
homeomorphism, but by following the arguments by Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz (see for example [43],
Corollary 3.6), one can extend T" to a homeomorphism of a Cantor space and therefore apply Gottschalk-
Hedlund theorem, which gives that there exists a continuous function ¢ which solves the cohomological
equation

poT — ¢ =1logDT.

We deduce from this cohomological equation that the measure m := e¥Leb is invariant under the
action of T'. Up to normalising m so it has total mass 1, we get that

=2 / et
0

conjugates T to a GIET which preserve the Lebesgue measure, in other words a standard IET. The
map ¢ being of class C' with Di)(x) = ()| the lemma is proven. O

Now that we have this Lemma, the proof is reduced to showing that, assuming convergence of
renormalizations, Birkhoff sums are uniformly bounded, i.e. the assumptions of Lemma 5.1.1 hold. Let

us first isolate in a Lemma the relation between convergence of renormalization and convergence of
special Birkhoff sums of f :=log DT.

Lemma 5.1.2 (Special Birkhoff sums of log DT via renormaliation). Let T be an infinitely renormal-
izable GIET and let f :=log DT. If dpr(Z*(T),Z4) converges to zero exponentially, then there exists
K >0,a <1 such that

1F®loe < Ka¥,

i.e. the sup-norm || f*)||o of the special Birkhoff sums f*) on their domain I*) also converges to zero
exponentially.

The Lemma shows in particular that exponential convergence of renormalization to the space of TETs
714 gives exponential decay of the sup norm of special Birkhoff sums of f = log DT.

Proof. For every k € N, the k' image by renormalization Z*(T) and the induced map T}, are conjugated
by an affine map (see (5)),

(57) sup DZ*T(z) = sup DT} (x), sup D(ZFT)"Hz) = sup D(T;")(z).
z€[0,1] zel(k) z€[0,1] zel(k)

(%)

Furthermore, since f = log DT, if we consider a point x € I jk
chain rule,

, taking logarithms and applying the

(k)
(58)  log DT}, (z) = log D(T%

)(z) = S, 0 (log DT)(z) = S, o f(w) = fF)(),  forallwe I},

These two equations show that ||f*)||, is controlled by ||log DR¥(T)||ss, Which in turn is controlled
by déﬁ(DRk(T),Id) (see Lemma 4.2.1). Since the assumption that dei(Z*(T)),Z4) converges to zero

exponentially implies, by Remark 4.2.2, that the same type of convergence also with respect to dgl,
this concludes the proof. O

We can now proceed with the proof of rigidity, i.e. of Proposition 5.1.1.
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Proof of Proposition 5.1.1. In order to verify the assumption of Lemma 5.1.1, consider z € [0, 1] and
arbitrary n € N and let us estimate the Birkhoff sums S, f for f := log DT. By the geometric
decomposition of Birkhoff sums described in § 2.6.4, if k,, is defined to be the largest k such that the

orbit {z,...,T" 1z} visits I(*») at least twice, then we have
km

(59) |Snlog DT ()] =[S f(z)| <23 1 Zk|[IF*)]],  for any x € [0,1].
k=0

Since by assumption R*(T) converges exponentially fast to the space of IETs with respect to the
Cl-distance, by Lemma 5.1.2, || f*®)|| < KaF for some K > 0 and a < 1. Thus, using this estimate in the
decomposition (59) and recalling that by the (RDC') (see in particular Condition (C') in Definition 3.3.4
that implies that ||Zk|| also grows subexponentially) we have that, for a chosen ¢ > 0 such that
efa < ag < 1, there exists K{ such that

km 00
1Snlog DT ||oo < K7 Y eFak < K = K] > o < oo, for all n € N.
k=0 k=0

Thus, we can apply Lemma 5.1.1 to conclude that T is C''-conjugate to an IET Tj. U

5.2. Wandering intervals and distorted towers. In this section we state the main result (namely
Proposition 5.2.1 below) that we will use to prove the existence of wandering intervals in Case 2 of
Theorem 3.2. We recall that in this case the sequence {w,(T"),n € N} of shape log-slope vectors of
the orbit under renormalization of the GIET T is shadowed by the orbit of the the log-slope vector
v := w(Tp) of an AIET T with v in the unstable space. We show in this case that the presence of
wandering intervals for T' can be reduced to the existence of wandering intervals for Ty. We then
exploit the result by Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz [44] that shows that, if v has a non-zero projection on the
second, positive, Lyapunov exponent, then one can show the existence of wandering intervals. This
allows us to conclude that in genus two (i.e for irreducible IETs with d =4 or d = 5 intervals), where
every log-slope vector as above automatically projects second Lyapunov exponent, one can conclude
that Case 2 cannot occur if we assume that T is topologically conjugated to its linear model Tp. Notice
in particular that to extend the rigidity result in Theorem 5.1 to any genus is therefore reduced, by the
results in this paper, to extending the work of Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz [44] to treat v in the Oseledets
eigenspace of the other non-zero Lypaunov exponents.

5.2.1. Distorted towers. Let P, n € N, be the sequence of dynamical partitions defined in § 2.3.7 and
let P/ for 1 < j < d be the corresponding Rohlin towers (refer to § 2.3.7 for definitions). Recall that

each Pj is disjoint union of the q](n) intervals T (I ](n)), for 0 <k < qj(»n).

Let us recall that J C [0, 1] is a wandering interval for T if its images, i.e. the elements of the orbit
{T*(J),i € N}, are all disjoint. In this case, one has in particular >-5°___ |T%(J)| < 1 (where we recall
|T%(J)| denotes the Lebesgue measure). Notice also that, since 7' is continuous on T%(J) for every
i € N, for every n € N, J (as well as any of its images), should be fully contained in a floor of a
Rohlin tower. The presence of a wandering interval then forces the dynamical towers a very degenerate

geometry, that we now describe introducing the notion of distorted towers.

Definition 5.2.1 (distorted towers). We say that T' admits a sequence of distorted towers if there
exists a constant C' > 0 and infinitely many n € N such that
(60)

Leb(P’) < C' max
0<k<q!™

Tk(IJ(."))‘ = Cmax{Leb(T*(L"), 0<k<qg™},  foralll<j<d.

Thus, if the towers are distorted, the size of each tower is comparable to the size of its largest floor.
Let us recall that if T is minimal, the sequence of dynamical partitions has to converge to the trivial

partition into points, i.e. the mesh of the partitions P, denoted by mesh(P,,) and defined as the

maximum length of intervals in P,,, has to go to zero as n grows. The existence of distorted towers is
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therefore incompatible with minimality and can be used to prove the existence of wandering intervals,
through the following Lemma:

Lemma 5.2.1 (sufficient condition for wandering intervals). If T' admits a sequence of distorted towers,
then T has a wandering interval.

Proof. Let us recall that minimality of a GIET T is equivalent to the non-existence of wandering
intervals. Thus it is sufficient to show that if 7" admits distorted towers, it cannot be minimal.
Let (n¢)eeny be an increasing sequence of n for which (60) holds. Since Py, is a partition of [0, 1],
Leb(Py,) = 1. Thus, since Py, = U;lzlpﬂ;e, for every £ € N, at least one tower should be large, i.e. there

exists j(£) such that Leb(Pj.) > 1/d. By the distortedassumption (60), this implies that

. Leb(Pjt) .

- C _%>O

TR = max TR
0<k<q " 0<k<q

mesh (P,,) := [pax, max

for every ¢ € N. This shows that mesh (P,,) does not go to zero as ¢ grows and hence contradicts
minimality and proves the Lemma. O

Remark 5.2.1. One can show furthermore, following arguments analogous to those used at the end
of the paper [44] by Marmi, Moussa and Yoccoz for affine interval exchange transformations, that if T
has a sequence of distorted towers, the complement of the union of the orbits of the wandering intervals
has zero Lebesgue measure.

5.2.2. Ezxponentially distorted towers. For AIETs with wandering intervals and, as we will show, also
for GIETs which are shadowed by them, one can prove the existence of distorted towers by proving
quantitative estimates on the size of the towers floors and by showing that in each tower they achieve
a maximum and then decrease with a stretched exponential rate. Therefore, let us give the following
definition:

Definition 5.2.2 (exponentially distorted towers). We say that T' has a sequence of exponentially
distorted towers if for some constants C > 0,c > 0 and v > 0 such that for infinitely many n € N
in each Rohlin tower (P),, 1 < j < d, there is a floor Fy = Fy(j) of the form Fo = T* (Ij(n)), where

ko = ko(j) is an integer with 0 < ko < qj(-n), such that for every xg € Fp,

\TiF0| = ‘TkOHIj(‘n)‘ < Cexp(—cli]") |Fy, for every — ko <i < q](n) — k.

Remark 5.2.2. If T has a sequence of exponentially distorted towers, in particular it has a sequence
of distorted towers (in the sense of Definition 5.2.1 above), because > 52 exp(—cli|Y) is convergent,

so |Pi| and the size |Fy| of the corresponding floor Fy = Fy(j) are comparable for every 1 < j < d and
every n with exponentially distorted towers.

5.2.3. Reduction to the affine shadow. The main result that we prove in this section is the following.

Proposition 5.2.1 (Reduction to affine distorted towers). Let T be an irrational GIET with a
rotation number v that satisfies the (RDC'). Assume that we are in the affine shadowing (Case 2) of
Theorem 3.2 let v be the shadow of T'. Then, if an AIET with rotation number v and log-slope vector v
has exponentially distorted towers, then T also has exponentially distorted towers and has a wandering
interval.

Thus, Proposition 5.2.1 shows that one can reduce the proof of existence of wandering intervals (which
follow from the existence of distorted towers by Lemma 5.2.1) to the study of AIETs. The proof of this
Proposition will take all of § 5.3.3. The work by [44] by Marmi, Moussa and Yoccoz in § 5.3.2 shows
that exponential distorsion of towers holds indeed for many AIETs. Their results together with this
Proposition will then be used in the proof of the rigidity result for GIETs with d = 4,5 and boundary
ZEro.
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5.3. Towers distorsion via Birkhoff sums. In this section we will control distorsion of towers via
Birkhoff sums and then prove Proposition 5.2.1. We fist explain how the size of Rohlin towers floors is
related to Birkhoff sums, see § 5.3.1. We then recall, in § 5.3.2, the results by Marmi, Moussa and
Yoccoz in [44]. The proof of Proposition 5.2.1 is given in § 5.3.3.

5.3.1. Partition size estimates via Birkhoff sums. The following simple Lemma, based on the distorsion
bounds in Lemma 2.4.2, show how control on the size of the floors of dynamical partitions for T can
be obtained by estimating Birkhoff sums for the function f :=log DT

Lemma 5.3.1 (reduction to Birkhoff sums). Given an infinitely renormalizable T, there exists a
constant Cp > 1 such that, for each n € N and 1 < 5 < d, for any two floors F1, Fy of the Rohlin tower

P}n) of the form Fy = T (I§n)) and Fy = Tkl(Ij(n)) for some 0 < k1 < ko < qj(n), for any point x € Iy
we have

1 F
—— exp(Sky—k, log DT (z)) < 1] < D7 exp(Sky—k, log CT(x)).
Cr | F|

Proof. By definition, Fp = T*2=*1(F}). For short, let k := ko — k1 and write F, = T*F;. By mean
value theorem, there exists € I} such that |Fy| = |F1|D(T*)(Z). Thus, by the classical distorsion
bound in Lemma 2.4.2, we have that for any other x € Fy, D(T*)(x)/Cr < |Fy|/|Fs| < CoD(T*)(x),
where Cr := [|nr|dz. Thus the result follows from the chain rule that relates log(D(T*)(z)) with
Sk log DT (x). O

5.3.2. Wandering intervals in affine IETs. We now recall the estimates proved by Marmi, Moussa and
Yoccoz in [44] to show the existence of wandering intervals for AIETS and that will be also the starting
point for our proof of existence of wandering intervals for GIETs. The type of estimates that they
prove give stretched exponential decay of the size of floors in each Rohlin towers, which in particular
implies that towers are exponentially distorted.

Let Ty be a standard IET with irrational rotation number v which is Oseledets generic. Let
(61) 91 > 92 > e > Gg > 0, Rd =F; (To) D EQ(T()) DD Eg(To) D Eg+1(T0) = ECS(TQ)

be the g positive Lyapunov exponents and the corresponding Oseledets filtration for T, which we
completed with the central stable space E°(Ty) which corresponds to zero and negative exponents, so
that if

v € Ei(To)\Ei-1(To), lim log [0/ logn = 6;, where 0™ := Z(™y,

Given a vector v € R?, we can identify it as usual with a piecewise constant function in C(Tp), that
we will denote by vg(x). We will denote by S%vg(x) the Birkhoff sums of the function vy over Ty (see
§ 2.6.3) where we added the apex 0 to recall that the Birkhoff sums are with respect to Tp. Similarly,
let (P°),, with the apex 0, for n € N, be the dynamical partitions for Ty. The following estimates are
proved*? in [44].

Proposition 5.3.1 (Marmi, Moussa, Yoccoz, [44]). For almost every Oseledets generic IET Ty and
any vy € Eo(To)\Es(Ty), there exists Co > 0 and 0 < vo < 1 such that, for everyn € N and 1 < j <d,

44Proposition 5.3.1 is not explicitely stated in this form in [44] but can be deduced from the results in the paper, in
particular from the estimates in § 3.7. The floor Fp in Proposition 5.3.1 in the Rohlin tower over 5 (in [44] indexing of
intervals is by letters a € A of an alphabet of cardinality d) which they call I8 (n). Estimates of the form (62) are
explicited stated only for a point z* in any non-empty intersection of intervals L(;:ax)(n) (as stated in Proposition add
ref) but from the arguments in the proof it is clear that they hold for any point in any L(f:ax)(n). The interested reader
may notice also that the estimates in § 3.7 are stated for a specific vector v (chosen to generate the 1-dimensional space
associated to the second positive Lyapunov exponent 02 in the Oseledets splitting, which is determined once a past is
given). As the authors remark at the beginning of section § 3.7.1 though, the same estimates also hold for any other
vector v € E3(Tp) in virtue of Zorich’s estimates on deviations of Birkhoff averages in [77].
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there is a floor Fy of the Rohlin tower (P°)) with the property that for every xo € Fy, the Birkhoff
sums Sovg(xo) of the function vo(z) over Ty satisfy

(62) SOv0(z0) < Co — |i]°, for every i € N.

Notice that the estimate (62) implies in particular (by Lemma 5.3.1) that the dynamical towers
of T are exponentially distorted (in the sense of Definition 5.2.2). We remark that the assumption
vo € Esy(Th)\Es(To) plays an important role in their result: while conjecturally, an analogous result
should hold for any vy € E»(Tp), the proof in [44] uses this assumption crucially*®. In the case of
d = 4,5, though, the assumption vy € E2(Ty)\E3(Tp) is automatically satisfied since there are no other
positive exponents (see the proof of Theorem 5.1 in § 5.4 for details). In the special case of rotational
GIETs, this also provides a generalization to almost every GIET of a result by Cunha and Smania for
bounded type GIETS (see [14]).

5.3.3. Proof of Proposition 5.2.1. Throughout this section we assume that T is an irrational GIET
which satisfies the (RDC') and denote by (n)ren the sequence of renormalization times given by the
(RDC) (see Definition 3.3.4). We assume furthermore that we are in case 2 of Theorem ?7?, so that
one can define a shadow v for T'. Recall that to the vector v we can associate a piecewise constant
function v(x) € C(T') given by v(z) = v; for = € I;. To simplify the indexing, in analogy with the
notation Q(k, k') := Q(ng, ny) already introduced in § 3.3.4, we will use the notation

Wy = Wn,,, k) .— v(”k)’ k) .— v(nk)’ k) .— f(nk)7

to denote respectively the vectors wy, and v(™ and the special Birkhoff sums of the functions v(z) and
f(x) along the subsequence.

As we saw in § 5.3.1, we can estimate ratios of floors in a tower estimating Birkhoff sums. The
key estimate to reduce the existence of exponentially distorted towers for the GIET to the one for
the shadow is given by the following Lemma. Recall that we denote by S, f the Birkhoff sums of a
function f over T, see § 2.6.3.

Lemma 5.3.2 (shadowing interpolation). Let f :=log DT. Then for any ey > 0 there exists a constant
C = C(eg) > 0 such that, for any n € N, any 1 < j < d and any floor Fy = TiO(I](n)),
1Sif(x) — Siv(z)| < Cil, for any x € Fy, for any i € N.

Before giving the proof, we remark that, when S,v(x) is a special Birkhoff sum, i.e. z € T ](m) for

some m and n = qj(-m), one has that Syv(z) = vj(m) (see 2.6.2) and furthemore, from the definition of

Wm, one can show that there exists an Z such that S, f(Z) = (wy,);. Thus, in this special case, the
Lemma follows from the shadowing given by Theorem 3.2, which gives that [[v(™) — w,,|| < [Jo™)|°.
The general case will be obtained by interpolation (from which the name shadowing interpolation),

exploiting the geometric decomposition of Birkhoff sums into special Birkhoff sums described in § 2.6.4.

Proof of Lemma 5.3.2. Fix any i € Z. We will consider the case ¢ > 0. The case ¢ < 0 can be treated
analogously replacing Birkhoff sums for T with Birkhoff sums for 7-!. Let k; € N be the largest k € N
such that the orbit segment {z,...T%(z)} intersects I("*) twice. Then, by the geometric decomposition
of Birkhoff sums in § 2.6.4 (see (20)), we can estimate, for any = € Fp,

(63) 1Sif (x) = Syo(@)] < 23 1 Ze| 1 F® (2) = 7 (@)|oo-
k=0

451 the proof, in order to control Birkhoff sums, the author introduce and exploit an object called limit shapes,
which is used to describe fluctuations of Birkhoff sums. Limit shapes of a full measure set of IETs are in turn controlled
exploiting returns to a set Vs which gives quantitative control on the location of local maxima of Birkhoff sums at various
scales. The assumption that vo € FE2(Tp)\E3(To) plays an important role in the proof that Vs has positive measure, since
it provides an explicit, smooth dependence of the limit shape on A. This dependence is not explicit in the case of other
Lypaunov exponents other than 62, which makes the generalization not straighforward.
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Notice that here v € C(T') is piecewise constant, the special Birkhoff sums 7(¥) () (which are piecewise
constant on the continuity intervals of 1(™) can be identified with the vector o(*) = (55“) ; €RL To

estimate the sup norm of the difference of special Birkhoff sums f (k) (z) — ), when z € T ](n) we add

and subtract the constant (wy);, i.e. the 4t entry of the vector @y, = Wy, -
For any n € R and any 1 < j < d, by mean value theorem and by Remark 3.1.1 (see in particular

(n)
equation (23)) there exists a point xﬁ»n) in I J(n) such that (p,); = D(T% )(xgn)) Thus, recalling that
wp, = log p, (see Definition 3.1.1) and f := log DT, using the chain rule and recalling the definition of
special Birkhoff sums (see § 2.6.2) we get that

(n) n n n n
(wn); = log(pn); = log (DT (a) = 8 o £ (&) = £ ().

Moreover, by another simple consequence of the classical distorsion bounds (Lemma 2.4.2), is that
special Birkhoff sums of each continuity interval have bounded fluctuations, namely there exists Cpr > 0
such that for any n € N

(@) = @)y| = £ @) = fP M) < Or, forallze 1!V, 1< <d.
Thus, using this estimate for a time n of the form n; and the property of the shadow given by the
conclusion of Theorem 3.2, we get that, for any € > 0, for some ¢ > 0,

IF9@) =7 < sup sup [£(w) = (way)l + |G — 5]
1<5<d g )
J

< Ot fum, = ™| < O+ cll™)||° < Cllo™|

for some C/. > 0. Inserting this estimate in (63) and using that, by assumption of the (RDC), there
exists C. > 0 such that || Zy(T)|| < Cee?* for any k and that, for any vector in R” and hence in
particular for v we have that [[v(™)]| < Cye? for every n € N where > 0 is any exponent 6 > 61 (and
actually, for v, one can actually choose any 6 > 03) and ny grow linearly (see Definition 3.3.4), there
exists C’ > 0 such that

k:i ki
sup [S; f(x) — Spo(x)] < 207 Y | Zk[|[[o"H ]| < €D eFee?
zeFy k=0 k=0
ki 0o
_ C/eeki(1+29) Z 6—&(1+29)(ki—k) < Cleeki(1+29) Z 6—6(1+29)j < C//(eki)el
k=0 j=0
for some C” > 0 independent on k; and €; := (1 + 26). To conclude we will now show that |i| > ce?*:
for some ¢ > 0 and any 6] < 6, so that the above estimate can be written in the desired form Cpli|
for some €y going to zero as € goes to zero and Cy depending on € (and hence €p).

Since by definition of n; the orbit segment {z,...T"(x)} (or, respectively, in the case i < 0, the
orbit segment {z, 77 (z),...T(x)}) intersects I"™:) at least twice, |i| is greater than the height
of one Rohlin tower over I(™1). Since the sequence (ng)keN is a sequence of p-positive times (see
Definition 3.3.4 and Definition 3.3.3), the matrices Q(ng, ny + p) are positive matrices, it is now a
standard argument to see that, since each Z,, increase subexponentially, for any 6] < 61,

. () (n;—p) o |Q(0, ng, — p)|

> L > St > L

il = 1520l =Y - d
1RO, n )l o 12|
— Qi —pyn) | T dl| Zny, 2, [ [ 2, 1

for some ¢p > 0. Since {ng}ren grow linearly, this also shows, as claimed, that |i| > ce1%i and hence
concludes the proof. O

> coelinki

We can now prove Proposition 5.2.1. We isolate first a remark which will be used also later.



74 SELIM GHAZOUANI AND CORINNA ULCIGRAI

Remark 5.3.1. Birkhoff sums of piecewise-constant functions in C(T) transform well under semi-
conjugacy, in the following sense. Assume that T1 and Ty are two semi-conjugated GIET, i.e. there
exists a surjective h : [0,1] — [0, 1] such that ho Ty, =Ti oh. Let v Given a vector v, if fori=1,2,
vi(x) denotes the piecewise constant functions vi(x) € C(T;) associated to v and S;v; the Birkhoff sum
of v; under T;, we claim that we have that

S2uy(z) = Stuy(h(x)) forallm € N

and for all x which belong to a continuity interval for S2vy. The equality follows indeed from conjugacy
relation hoTQk’ = le oh for k € N and the observation that, since vy is piecewise constant on continuity
intervals, va(x) = vi(h(x)).

Proof of Proposition 5.2.1. Let us call T any AIET with the same rotation number of T and log-slope
vector given by the shadow v. Since the GIET T and the AIET T have the same irrational rotation
number, they are both semi-conjugated to a common standard IET Tj, via semi-conjugacies that we
will call respectively h and h. In particular, since semi-conjugacies map (floors of) Rohlin towers to
(floors of) Rohlin towers, the floors of Rohlin towers PJ for T can be put in one to one correspondence
with corresponding floors of the Rohlin towers for T, that we will denote by ffz.

We will now show that if T has exponentially distorted towers, also T has them. Fix n € N and
1 < j <dandlet Fy be the floor given by Definition 5.2.2 of exponentially distorted towers for T and
Fp the corresponding floor for 1. We want to show that Fpy satisfies the estimates in Definition 5.2.2.
Consider therefore the floors £ := T  Fy which belong to the same Rohlin tower PJ and correspondigly

the floors F; :=T" FO in 77]

Since T i ‘isan AIET with log-slopes vector v, log DT (x) coincides with the piecewise constant function
v(x) in C(T) given by v. It follows also that the Birkhoff sums S;v(z) of ¥ under 7" are constant on Fp.
Therefore, exploiting Remark 5.3.1 twice (for the semi-conjugacies h and h), we have that

Siv(Z) = Siv(x), for every x € Fy, and every T € F\.

Thus, by Lemma 5.3.1 we have that, for every i such that F; is a floor of the Rohlin tower ffl,

F; 1
| | — exp(S;v(x)), for all x € Fp.
|F 0! Oz
Thus, together with another apphcatlon of Lemma 5.3.1, this time to the floors of P, we get
|Fil [Fol _
< xp(S; f(x) — Siv(x)), where f =log DT.
[Fol [F; | Cr

Thus, applying Lemma 5.3.2 and then the exponentially distorted estimates given by Definition 5.2.2
for T', we get that

T'Fo|  |F L |Fil _CrC , : / "
< 76XP(CO\ it < SLZ exp(—lif + Colil*) < C" exp(—¢fi]")
[Fol |l [Fo| = Cp
for some C’, ¢ > 0, thus shovvlng that also T has exponentially distorted towers. It then follows by
Remark 5.2.2 and Lemma 5.2.1 that 7" has wandering intervals. (]

5.4. Final arguments in the proof of Theorem 5.1. We have now all the ingredients to finalize
the proof of Theorem 5.1 according to the Outline shown in the initial subsection of this section.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Let T be an irrational IET in X} U A3 and assume that its rotation number
~(T) belong to the full measure set obtained intersecting the (RDC') with the full measure condition
on rotation numbers in Proposition 5.3.1. Assume furthermore 7" is conjugated to an IET T (which
hence has rotation number 7). This implies in particular that T is minimal.

Strategy. Let (ng)ren be the sequence given by the (RDC') and consider the shape log-slope vectors
Wi = w(Z™(T)). By Theorem 3.2, either (wy)xen is bounded (i.e. we are in Case 1), or we are in Case



A PRIORI BOUNDS FOR GIETS, AFFINE SHADOWS AND RIGIDITY OF FOLIATIONS IN GENUS TWO 75

2 and it shadows a vector v in the unstable space E* (for the Oseledets regular extension of Tp, see
Definition 3.3.2). We will show now that by the results in this section minimality is incompatible with
Case 2, so we are forced to be in Case 1 and in this case will conclude that the conjugacy is smooth.

Case 2 implies the existence of wandering intervals. Let us assume first that we are in Case 2 and show
that this contradicts minimality. Let v be the shadow given by Theorem 3.2 in Case 2 and consider
the Oseledets filtration for Ty given in (61). Since we are assuming that d = 4 or d = 5 and that
Ty is Oseledets generic (which is part of the (RDU)), we have that g = 2 and there are exactly two
simple positive exponents 6; > 0y > 0. Thus E3(Tp) = E“(Tp). Since as part of the conclusion of
Case 2 of Theorem 3.2 we also know that v € E* (unstable space for the extension of Tj used in the
Definition 3.3.4 of the RDC), we know that v ¢ E°(Ty) = E3(Tp), so v € E1(Tp)\E3(Tp).

We will now show that v ¢ FEq(Ty)\E2(Tp), so that we can conclude that v € Eo(Ty)\E3(Tp). Let
us argue by contradiction: if v were in Eq(T)\F2(Tp), it had a projection on the largest Oseledets
exponent (which has a positive Oseledets eigenvector). In this case there would exist a time n € N
for which the entries of v( = Z(y were all positive (or all negative, in which case we can replace v
with -v and reduce to the previous case) and as large as we like. By the properties of the shadow (see
the conclusion of Theorem 3.2 in Case 2), this would imply that the same is true for w,. This would
in turn imply that p, = exp(w,) has all entries (strictly) larger than 1, which is impossible since by
definition the entries of p,, are the shape log-slopes of R™(T") (see (5)) and R"™(T") cannot be either
everywhere expanding. Thus, we conclude that v ¢ Ey(Ty)\E2(Tp).

Since we now have that v € Ey(T)\E3(Tp) and we are assuming that v belongs to the full measure
set of rotation numbers under which Proposition 5.3.1 holds, the estimates (62) of Proposition 5.3.1
hold for the Birkhoff sums S;vg. If we now transport these estimates through the conjugacy between
T and Ty, since the conjugacy maps vg(z) € C(Tp) to the function v(z) € C(T') given as usual by
v(z) = vj if 2 € I, we also have that the Birkhoff sums S;v of v(z) under T satisfy the same estimates,

i.e. for every n € N and 1 < j < d there exists a floor Fy of the Rohlin tower PJ such that
Sdvo (o) < C — |i], for every x € Fp, i € N.

This, by Lemma 5.3.1, shows that the AIET with rotation number « and log-slope v (namely the affine
shadow of T') has exponentially distorted towers and wandering intervals. Proposition 5.2.1 therefore
implies that also T' has wandering intervals, which contradicts minimality. We conclude that Case 2
cannot happen when T is minimal.

Case 1 implies rigidity. We now assume to be in Case 1. Since by assumption we also have that B(T") = 0,
by Theorem 4.1 there is exponential convergence of renormalization, namely de1 (Z™(T),IET) < Kjaf.
Thus, we can apply Proposition 5.1.1 and conclude that T is C'-conjugate to an IET.

Notice now that IETs with rotation number satisfying the (RDC') are uniquely ergodic (since by
construction the times (ny)x are good return times, so they correspond to returns to a compact subset
in the space of IETs and this implies ergodicity by the seminal results by Veech, see [61] or [73]) and
therefore there is a unique IET with rotation number . Thus, we conclude that the IET has to be Ty

and that the conjugacy between T and Ty is C'. U

5.5. A priori bounds in genus two. We can now prove Theorem D in the introduction, namely
a priori bounds in genus two, which follows from Theorem 3.2 and Proposition 5.3.1 using the same
reasoning than in the proof of Theorem 5.1.

Proof of Theorem D. Consider the same full measure set of rotation numbers defined at the beginning
of the proof of Theorem 5.1. If Case 2 of Theorem 3.2 holds, then, as in the proof of Theorem 5.1, we
get a contradiction to minimality. Thus, Case 1 of Theorem 5.1 holds. The a priori bounds then follow
by Theorem 4.2.1. 0
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6. RIGIDITY OF FOLIATIONS.

In this section we translate our rigidity result on GIETs in the language of foliations on surfaces
of genus two. We first give some preliminary definitions on foliations (see § 6.1). We then deduce
Theorem A from Theorem B in § 6.2 (see also Proposition 6.2.2).

6.1. Preliminaries on singular foliations and holonomy. This section we define regularity of
singular foliations and holonomy around a singular point. The section follows partly [2] and [39-41].

6.1.1. Foliations singularities and regularity. Throughout this section, Sy is closed orientable smooth
surface and all foliations are orientable. We consider foliations on Sy with a finite number of singularities,
and we further ask that those singularities are of saddle type, as in Figure 3 below. Formally:

Definition 6.1.1 (saddle-type singularity). A singular point p of a foliation is of saddle-type if,
locally, in a neighbourhood of p, there are charts for which the topological model of the foliation is
given, equivalently, by either:

(i) the level sets in R? of the function (x,y) — xy around 0;

(ii) the integral curves of the vector field y 0z + x 0y.

More generally, one can allow degenerate saddles,*® which are defined by level sets of a smooth function
with a zero of order two or higher*”. Let us denote by F the singular foliation on Sy and by Singr C Sy
be the finite set of (saddle-like) singular points of F. We define now what it means for F to be of class
C". This definition is due to Levitt [41].

Definition 6.1.2 (Foliation of class C"). We say that the foliation F is of class C" iff:

(r1) the leaves of F in Sy \ Singr are locally embedded C"-curves;

(r2) for any two smooth open transverse arcs I and J which are joined by leaves of F, the holonomy
map I — J is a C" diffeomorphism on its image and extends to the boundary of I to a
C"-diffeomorphism.

The subtlety covered by this definition is the following: it can happen that a foliation of S;, when
restricted to Sy \ Singr, is as regular as desired in the standard sense, but when considering open
transverse arc based at a singular point, holonomies from this arc have a critical point at the singularity,
or be much less well-behaved altogether. The above definition excludes such cases.

We remark that, as special case, foliations defined by C" vector fields with non-degenerate critical
points (which equivalently implies exactly that the leaves in a neighbourhood of each critical points
are locally defined by C" Morse functions) are of class C" in the above sense. It is however not the case
that every C" (or even smooth) vector field gives rise to a C" (or smooth) foliation, see Appendix 1.5.

Moreover, it is also not always the case that the differentiable structure of a C"-foliation near a
singularity p (i.e. in a punctured neighbourhood of p) is defined by a C"-Morse function. The obstruction
for a foliation to be C"-smooth in the sense of Definition 6.1.2, i.e. for the C"-smooth structure to
extend at the singularity, can be encoded through holonomies around singular points, as we explain in
the next subsection.

6.1.2. Holonomy around singular points. We describe in this paragraph how to construct an invariant
of a saddle p of a C"-foliation which essentially encodes the obstruction for F to be defined as the
level sets of a regular function. We give the definition of simple saddles (4-prongs), but construction
straightforwardly generalises to the case of saddles with an arbitrary even number of prongs.

Consider a 4-pronged saddle p of a C"-foliation as in Figure 3 below, together with smooth four
transverse arcs, each of which intersecting one of the four separatrices and whose endpoints pairwise

46Degenerate saddles are also called multi-saddles, since they are saddles with more prongs. Since we are considering
only orientable foliations, the number of prongs needs always be even.

47Condition (i) describes the level sets of the foliation given by level sets of the function (z,y) — Im(2?) := Im((z+iy)?).
More generally, one can for example consider the foliation whose leaves are level sets for Im(2") (or Re(z™)) for some
n > 2.
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belong to the same leave, as shown in Figure 3. We call these arcs Iy, I, I,, and I; (for down, right,
up and left respectively) and, correspondingly, we call vg, v, v, and v; the point of intersections of
these intervals with the separatrices emanating from p. We identify each of these arcs with the
interval (—e, €) and assume that 0 is the point of intersection with the separatrix (i.e. vg, vy, v, and v;
respectively. By definition of foliation, there exists a function f in a neighbourhood U of p which
contains I; U I, U I, U I; such that:

(i) f is a continuous function on the whole U/ and is equal to 0 on the separatrices;
(ii) f is C" on U \{separatrices}, i.e. on the complement in U of the separatrices containing p.

Let us call quadrants the connected components of U \{separatrices}. Starting from the lower right
quadrant (which contains the right endpoint of I;) and modifying f in successive adjacent quadrants,
one can assume, without loss of generality, that

(iii) f is a C"-function also on the separatrices through v,, v, and vy, so on all of U, possibly with
the exception of the separatrix through vy.

We stress that in general f is not C" in the whole neighbourhood U and we cannot modify f any
further (since it was already chosen on the initial quadrant).

I,

14

FIGURE 3. A saddle

Recalling that I; is identified with (—e¢,€) and 0 is the coordinate of the point vy intersecting the
separatrix, by construction, f restricted to Iy defines a continuous function f : (—e, €) — R such that:
(i) fisC" on (—e,€)\ {0};
(ii) f extends to a C"-function to both [—¢, 0] and [0, €].
We define the C"-honolomy of F around this saddle as the r-jet defined by the difference between the
value of the extension of (the restriction to I; of) f to the right interval I;, identified with [0, €], at 0
and the value at 0 of its extension to the left interval I, identified with [—¢, 0]. This is a measure of
the obstruction for f to extend to a C"-function to the whole neighbourhood U of the saddle.

6.1.3. Minimality (or quasi-minimality) for a foliation. The notion of minimality of a foliation (which
is sometimes known as quasi-minimality in the literature) is the following.

Definition 6.1.3 (Minimality of a foliation). We say that a (singular) foliation is quasi-minimal, or
simply minimal, iff every regular leaf (i.e. every leaf which is not a point or a separatriz) is dense.*®

4BNotice that if the foliation comes from a flow, this is not the usual notion of minimality: the orbits of fixed points,
which correspond to singularities, are indeed not dense. Moreover, if there are saddle connections, these are also not dense.
One can in addition ask that also the orbits of separatrices (i.e. leaves which emanate from a singular points and therefore
are not regular leaves) are dense; in this case, though, these orbits are only dense in the past or in the future only.
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6.1.4. Relation with GIETs. Let us recall that any C"-generalized interval exchange transformation can
be suspended to a C” foliation on a surface S, of a certain genus g > 1 (see § 2.1.6 and Appendix A.1
for details). This operation can, for a large class of foliations (which includes all minimal foliations),
be inverted, see [2] or [40]. In particular, we have the following Lemma:

Lemma 6.1.1. Let F be a minimal C"-foliation on S,. Then there exists a smooth arc J in Sy,
everywhere transverse to F and joining two saddles, such that, if we identify J with [0, 1], the first-
return map of F on J, when identified with [0, 1] is a minimal C"-GIET.

We refer to [2] or [39-41] for a proof of this Lemma.

An important observation, especially to the purpose of our reduction of rigidity of foliations (Theorem
A) to rigidity of GIETs (Theorem B) is the following relation between holomomies around singularities
as defined above and the boundary B(T) of the GIET as defined in Definition 2.7.1 through the
boundary operator defined by Marmi-Moussa-Yoccoz in [45]:

Lemma 6.1.2 (Boundary as holomomy). If F is minimal and T is a GIET obtained as first-return
map of F on an arc J identified with [0,1] as in Lemma 6.1.1, then the exponentials (exp(bs))9_; of
the entries of the boundary B(T) = (bs)’_, are exactly the holonomy of F around singularities of F.

Proof. Let J be a standard arc such that T can be identified to the first-return of F on J. We can
isotope J to a transverse curve that contains the arcs Iy, I}, I, and I; (represented in Figure 3) as
subarcs and such that the intersection of the separatrices with J, which we called vy, v¢, v, and vy,
are exactly the discontinuities of T and 7! that are involved in the computation of the value of the
boundary B(T') at the singularity p. We can chose the parametrization of J by [0,1] (for which the
first return of F is T') so that T" is a GIET of class C". This parametrization induces parametrizations
of the subarcs I, I3, I and Ij.

To compute the holonomy around the saddle p using T', we can start from the parametrization of
Ij by (0, €), extending it and transporting it around, to define a function f on U which is constant on
leaves of each quadrant*® and whose values on Ij are given by the parametrization. The request that
f is constant on leaves means in particular that we want that f(x) = f(T'(x)) for every x € J. We can
easily define such f in the lower quadrant, containing Ij. To extend f to adjiacent quadrants (going
around p in counterclockwise direction), starting from the adjacent quadrant containing I,., first I, and
then each time the new subarc, should be reparametrized using®® either 7 or 7!, depending on the
parity of the step (since to reach the successive subarc we move along leaves in a quadrant either in
the same, or with opposite orientation, according to the parity).

The (right or left) germ of such a reparametrisation at each intersections of J with each separatrix
(i.e. at a singularity v € {vg, v, vy, v} of T of those involved in the computation of the boundary value
at p) is the (right or left) derivative DT (v) of T or of T~! at v. We thus realise the germ of the
holonomy around the saddle as a product of values of derivatives of T or 7! at the singular points
which correspond to separatrices at p; recalling the definition of the boundary operator B acting on
observables (see § 2.7.1), one can see that the logarithm of such a product is exactly the alternating
sum of right/left derivatives of Dlog DT at singularities which gives the value b, of the boundary
B(log DT') at the singularity p. Thus, the holonomy around p is exactly exp(bp). O

6.2. Conjugacies of foliations and rigidity. We now define linear foliations and restate the
existence of topological conjugacy to a linear model in terms of minimality.

4Recall that a quadrant, as defined in § 6.1.2, is a connected component of the complement of the separatrices in the
neighbourhood U of p.

50For example, to reparametrize I, one should use the change of variables y = T'(uqg + ) — u,. More generally, if u is
the previous discontinuity and v the next, we either have v = T'(u) or v = Tfl(u) and should use, respectively, a change
of variable of the form y = T(u +x) —vor y =T~ *(u + x) — v.
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6.2.1. Linear foliations. A special class of foliations are those are given by closed 1-forms, which we
will call linear (since their holonomies belong to the linear group). Examples of linear foliations include
foliations whose leaves are trajectories of linear flows on translation surfaces (see Remark 6.2.1).

Definition 6.2.1 (linear foliations). A linear foliation L is a foliation on S, defined by a smooth,
closed 1-form w such that w vanishes at only finitely many points which are (multi)saddles, described
by level sets of smooth functions near a zero of finite multiplicity.

The local integration of w defines a (non atomic, smooth) transverse measure to the foliation £ as
well as an Euclidean structure of the space of leaves of the foliation. One can then show that the first
return map of a linear foliation on a transverse curve is a standard interval exchange transformation
with respect to the Euclidean structure induced by w on this transverse curve. This shows in particular
that the holonomies are linear, from which the name linear foliation.

Remark 6.2.1. We remark as an aside that a result of Calabi [10] (see also [18]) shows that under
a technical condition®' linear foliations in the sense of Definition 6.2.1 are actually given®® by linear
flows on translation surfaces.

6.2.2. Linearization of minimal foliations. The following important result classifies topological conju-
gacy classes of minimal foliations (see also [31]):

Proposition 6.2.1 (Topological conjugacy of minimal foliations). A minimal foliation F on Sy is
topologically conjugate to a linear one. Furthermore, if the linear foliation is uniquely ergodic, it is
the unique linear representative in the topological conjugacy class of F.

Proof. The first part of the statement is equivalent to the fact that a first-return map of F is topologically
conjugated to a standard IET. By Lemma 6.1.1, there exists a transverse arc J to F and a smooth
identification of J with [0, 1] such that the first return map upon J under this identification is a minimal
GIET which we call T. Consider any invariant probability measure®® p for 7. By minimality of T', u
has no atoms and gives mass to any open subset of [0,1]. Thus, the map ¢ :  — [; du conjugates T
to a GIET which preserves the Lebesgue measure (as ¢ maps p onto the Lebesgue measure), which is
by definition a (standard) IET.

Finally, if the IET T is uniquely ergodic, but there were two linear foliations topologically conjugate
to F, one could find a different IET 77 which is topologically conjugate to T. The pull-back of the
Lebesgue measure via the conjugacy would then produce an invariant measure for 7' (in addition to
the Lebesgue measure), contradicting unique ergodicity. O

6.2.3. Measure (class) on minimal foliations. A linear foliation, up to smooth isotopy fixing the set of
singular points Singr, is locally determined by the class defined by w in H!(S,, Singr,R). We can
therefore endow the space of linear foliations with fixed singularities, up to isotopy, with the affine
structure of Hl(Sg, Singr,R) = R%  In view of Proposition 6.2.1, topological classes of (singular)
minimal foliations on S, are therefore parametrized by (relative) cohomology classes in H!(S,, Singr, R).
The cohomology class associated to F is known in the literature as Katok fundamental class.>*

51The assumption of Calabi [10] is equivalent (as remarked in [78]) to asking that any cycle obtained as a union of
closed paths following in the positive direction a sequence of saddle connections is not homologous to zero. This is in
particular the case when there are no saddle connections. In this special case the result was proved independently also by
Katok in [31].

52Calabi’s theorem in [10] gives a condition under which a given a closed 1-form is harmonic. In the language of
foliations, this means that the linear foliation is the vertical foliation of a holomorphic differential in some complex
structure.

53The existence of such a measure follows for example by Krylov—Bogolyubov theorem: even if 7" is not continuous, it
can indeed be extended to a homeomorphism of a Cantor space (see [43], Corollary 3.6 or the lecture notes [75]). A direct
proof of the existence of an invariant probability measure can also be found in Katok’s work [31].

54Katok also showed in [31] that the fundamental class is a local smooth (and topological) conjugacy invariant for
foliations with only Morse saddles with a non-atomic invariant measure which gives positive measure to open sets.
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The Lebesgue measure on R? induces a measure class (i.e. a notion of measure zero sets) on linear
foliations. Notice that a full measure set of such foliations are uniquely ergodic by a classical result
of Masur [51] and Veech [61]. Therefore, through Proposition 6.2.1, we also have a measure class on
(topological conjugacy classes of) minimal foliations. The notion of full measure in Theorem A is
defined with respect to this measure class. It is well know that this notion of full measure is related to
the notion of almost every (standard) IET, by following remark (see e.g. [59]):

Remark 6.2.2. To show that a result holds for minimal foliations on surfaces of genus g > 1 under
a full measure condition in the sense above, it is sufficent to prove that it holds for Lebesque-almost
every (standard) IET (in the sense of § 2.5.1).

6.2.4. Rigidity of foliations in genus two. Our rigidity Theorem 5.1 can be reformulated in the language
of foliation the following way, by first extending the definition of the Diophantine-type condition to
foliations:

Definition 6.2.2 ((RDC) for linear foliations). A linear foliation is said to satisfy the Regular
Diophantine Condition (RDC) if there exists a normal transverse arc such that the IET which arise
as Poincaré section satisfies the (RDC') (given by Definition 3.3.4).

It is likely that if the (RDC) holds for one choice of section, then it actually holds for any IETs which
arise from any other choice of normal sections (similarly to what one can show for example for the
Roth-type condition for IETS, see the Appendix of [43]), but we do not dwell into this, since is not
needed for our purposes.

Proposition 6.2.2. Let F be a C3, orientable, minimal foliation on a surface Sa of genus two. Assume:

(i) F is topologically conjugate to a linear foliation L satisfying the (RDC);
(ii) the C'-holonomies of F all vanish;
then F is actually C*-conjugate to L.

Remark 6.2.3. We remark that the statement of Proposition 6.2.2 concerns not only the foliations
in Theorem A, which have only (two) simple saddles, but also foliations on Se with one degenerate
saddle with 6-prongs (whose linear models are linear flows on translation surfaces in the stratum H(2)
of Abelian differentials with a double zero), as long as the holomomy around the singularity vanishes
(i.e. (ii) holds). This is the case when the leaves in a neighbourhood of a singularity are given by a
level set of a C* function with a zero of order two.

Proof of Proposition 6.2.2. By definition of the (RDC) for a (linear) foliation (Definition 6.2.2), there
exists an arc J C Sy such that the Poincaré map of £ to J, identified with [0,1], is an IET Ty
which satisfies the (RDC'). The Poincaré map of the foliation F on J is a GIET by Lemma 6.1.1.
By assumption (i), 7" and T are topologically conjugate; the conclusion is equivalent to showing
that the conjugacy is C!. Since the saddles of F are Morse, by Proposition ?? the boundary B(T) =
B(log DT') = 0. Therefore we can apply Theorem B to conclude that the conjugacy is differentiable. O

The proof of Theorem A now also follows:

Proof of Theorem A. By Theorem 3.1 and Remark 6.2.2, the (RDC)) is satisfied by a full measure
set of minimal foliations (in the sense of § 6.2.3) in genus two (and in any other genus). Moreover
for a Morse saddle, all holonomies vanish (see § 6.1.1 and § 6.1.2). Thefore Theorem A follows from
Proposition 6.2.2. (]

7. FULL MEASURE OF THE REGULAR DIOPHANTINE CONDITION

This section is fully devoted to the proof that the Regular Diophantine Condition has full measure,
i.e. Theorem 3.1. The condition has three parts (see Definition 3.3.4): the existence of an Oseledets
regular extension, i.e. condition (7), follows simply from Oseledets theorem applied to the natural
extension and is proved for a full measure set of IETs in § 7.1.1, while the existence of good return
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times (condition (i) is easy to prove using ergodicity of Rauzy-Veech induction and is treated in § 7.1.2.
The harder part to verify is Condition (iii), in particular the convergence of the series (S) and (B).
As a key intermediate step towards the proof of convergence of the series in Condition (iii), we
define in § 7.2.1 an acceleration of Zorich induction Z that we call effective Oseledets acceleration and
denote by Z. The accelerating times are given by a sequence (n)reny where Oseledets theorem (for
the natural extension) can be made effective, i.e. the hyperbolicity control (both in the future and in
the past) can be made quantitative (see § 7.2.1 and Definition 7.2.1). We show that such sequences
exist for almost every IET and, the same time, we can also guarantee that the accelerating sequence
(nk)ken along which one has the effective Oseledets control is a sequence of good return times (see
Proposition 7.2.1). For the times (nx)ken, one can prove that the series given by (B) and (S) both
converge. The subsequence (k;;,)men in the RDC (see Definition 3.3.4, Condition (iii)) is then chosen
to provide a further acceleration given by returns to a set which allows to ensure that the bounds on
the series (B) and (5) are uniform, see § 7.3, which contains the proof of Theorem 3.1, for details.

7.1. Full measure of Conditions (i) and (ii). Let us first verify that almost every IET has a
Oseledets generic extension, i.e. Condition () of Definition 3.3.4 is satisfied (see § 7.1.1) and has a
sequence of good return times as required by Condition (i), see § 7.1.2.

7.1.1. Full measure of generic Oseledets extensions. Let us first prove that a.e. IET has a generic
Oseledets extension, in the sense of Definition 3.3.2. Full measure is here defined in the sense of the
Lebesgue measure on Zy defined in § 2.5.1. The proof is simply an application of Oseledets theorem
for the natural extension of the Zorich accel

Lemma 7.1.1 (Full measure of Condition (7)). Lebesgue almost-every IET T € I has a Oseledets
generic extension.

Proof. By Remark 2.5.1 it is enough to show that for every fixed irreducibe m € &Y, Lebesgue-almost
every T € Z, has a Oseledets generic extension (as defined in Definition 3.3.2). Consider the natural
extension Z : Z, — I of the Zorich acceleration Z : Z, — Z, defined in §2.5.2 and let p: I, — I be
the natural projection and iz the invariant measure preserved by Z, which gives uz as pull back by

p. Recall from § 2.5.10 that the (extented) Zorich cocycle Z : T, — SL(d,Z) is a cocycle over Z (see
§ 2.5.2), is integrable w.r.t. ;1 and has Lypaunov exponents which, by the symplectic nature of the
cocycle and the results by Forni [23] and Avila-Viana [7] are:

(64) —91§—92§'-'§—99<0<99§91§'-'§91.

where d =29+ — 1.

Since Z : T, — I is ergodic w.r.t. us and Z is integrable w.r.t. u s, the conclusions of Oseledets
theorem for invertible maps hold for uz-almost every T € and gives the existence of an invariant
splitting as in (29). Since p 4 is the pull-back by p of the measure iz, it follows by Fubini theorem that
for pz-almost every T there exists an extension T such that p(T) = T. Let E(n)( T) be the subspaces
given by Oseledets for 7. For € {s,c,u}, if E )( T') are respectively the stable, central and unstable
spaces for T given by Oseledets, we set r{ .= g )( T'). Invariance and property (H) therefore follow
(the latter since Ag > 0 so both an) and I’;(En)u have dimension g.

Since Z,(T) = Zn(T) for every n € N (by definition of the cocycle extension, see § 2.5.10), the
remaining properties in the Definition 3.3.2 then from the conclusions of Oseledets theorem for T": (O-c)
and (O-a) are immediate from (15) and (16); both (O-s) and (O-u) hold for any choice of 0 < 6 < 6,
(with a constant C' > 0 depending on 7" and the choice of §: (O-s) follows directly from (15) for i < 0,
to verify (O-u) notice first that (15) for ¢ > 0, since 6 < 6, implies that

_ log||Q(0,n)] o)
lim = >60>0,

n—00 n
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where Q(0, n)]r(o) denotes the restriction of Q(0,n) to the invariant space r&o). Therefore, there exists

¢ > 0 such that

1Q(0,n)w| > ce™|w|,  forallweTl®, forallneN.
Given any v € D(LO), consider w := Q(0,n) 'v which by invariance of the splitting belongs to D(LO).
Then, by the previous inequality applied to w, we get (O-u). O

7.1.2. Construction of good return times. Condition (i7) in Definition 3.3.4 concerns the existence of
good return times. Let us show that sequences of good return times can be easily constructed exploiting
visits to certain sets. Recall from § 3.3.3 that we say that A € SL(d,Z) is a Zorich cocycle matrix of
(Zorich) length p if it can be obtained as product of p matrices of the Zorich cocycle, i.e. A = Q(0,p)(T4)
for some Ty € 7.

Lemma 7.1.2 (Construction of good return times). There exists a positive Zorich matriz A € SL(d,Z)
and a set Ga C Lg with ps(Ga) > 0 such that if (ng)ren is such that 2™ (1) € G o for all k € N, then

A

(nk)ken is a sequence of good return times for T = p(T).

Proof. Let A be a positive d x d matrix which can be obtained as product of p matrices of the Zorich
cocycle, i.e. such that A = Q(0,p)(Ta) for some T4 € Z,. Let T4 have combinatorial datum 7. Consider
the set G4 C Z; given by

TATN

Ga = Ay x {r}, where A 42 := {/\—m,
Then, if we consider T given by A and m with A € A 42, then Z(?P)(T) = AA, i.e. the Zorich cocycle
matrices at T start with a double occurence of A (see § 2.5.8). It follows if Z"+(T") € G4, then
Q(ng,ni + 2p) = AA (since Z acts as a shift on the sequence of matrices (Z,)nen associated to T,
i.e. the sequence of cocycle matrices associated to Z™ (T') is (Zyn,+n)neN)-

Let us now define G4 := p~1(G4) where p is the projection p : 7, — I. Recall that if 7" is such
that p(T) = T, then Z("(T) = Z"W(T) for every n € N. Therefore, if Z(")(T) € G 4, we have that
Q(ng, nk + 2p) = AA. This shows that visits to Ga produce sequences of good returns as desired. [

N e Adl} .

7.2. Effective Oseledets. We are going to consider sequences where the estimates given by Oseledets
theorem can be quantified in an effective with uniform constants along the sequence.

7.2.1. Effective Oseledets return times. Let T' € I, be Oseledets generic for the (extension of the)
Zorich cocycle Z over the Zorich natural extension Z. Let I‘g(gn) for € {s,c,u}, n € Z be the spaces
given by the Oseledets splittings for 7. Recall that, for any pairs of non negative integers m < n,

Q(m,n) denotes the matrices of the Zorich cocycle (see § 2.5.6) and that Q(m,n) maps ™ to T
for any z € {s,c, u}.

Definition 7.2.1 (Effective Oseledets sequence). Given C1 > 0 and € > 0, a sequence (kpy)men 1S a
(C1, €)—effective Oseledets sequence for T, if for some 6 > 0 we have:

(EO1) \|Q(nk,n)|r<nk>||oo < Cpe 9=k for every n > ny,

(EO2) [1Q(n, nk)_1|1“§f’k)||°° < Cpe0w—mn) for every n < ny,

and furthermore, for some ca(e) > 0, the angle A(I‘g(cn), F?(Jn)) for distinct x,y € {s,c,u} between i
and an) (defined as in § 2.5.10) satisfies

(EO3) 12T, T > ea(e) emmel . for alln e 2,

and the Zorich cocycle grows subexponentially along the subsequence, i.e.

(EO4) i o8 1@ i)l _
k—+o00 k
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We say that (ng)gen is an effective Oseledets sequence for T' if it is (Cy,€)—effective Oseledets
acceleration sequence for some € > 0,Cy > 0.

7.2.2. Construction of effective Oseledets sequences. Effective Oseledets sequences (see Definition 7.2.1
above) can be obtained (using Oseledets and Lusin’s theorems) as return times to certain good sets
sequences for the natural extension Z (see § 3.3.1 for details). We stress that working with the natural
extension is an essential technical tool to impose backward conditions like (EO2) and (76) for n < ny
(see § 3.3.1 for details). Exploiting ergodicity of z , let us show that:

Proposition 7.2.1 (Effective Oseledets good returns). For any irreducible m € 62, there exists eg > 0
such that for every 0 < € < €, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that pz-almost every T eI,
which admits a (C,€)-effective Oseledets sequence (ny)xez which is also a sequence of good returns for
T = p(T)). Furthemore, the sequence is given by considering returns of the forward orbit {Z"T, n € N}
to a set G C fﬂ.

To prove Proposition 7.2.1, we will construct a good set in fd, denoted by G for Good (the hat is to
stress that it is a set in the domain I of the natural extension) such that visits to G produce effective
Oseledets sequences. In addition, intersecting with the set G4 given by Lemma 7.1.2 in § 3.3.3, we can
get sequences of good returns (see Definition 3.3.3) where the Oseledets growth is effective. These will
provide the accelerating sequences (ny)reny which appear in the RDC (see Definition 3.3.4).

Proof of Proposition 7.2.1. Fix m € 62 irreducible and let pz be the invariant measure for the natural

extension Z : I, — I, (recall § 2.5.2 and § 2.5.1). Let us first of all construct the good set G C I, of
p z-positive measure where the control given by Oseledets theorem holds uniformely.

Construction of the good set G. Let T € I be Oseledets generic. Recall that Z(W = Z(™) (T), for
n € Z, and Q(m,n), for m < n, denote its Zorich cocycle matrices, as defined as in § 2.5.6 . Since
the cocyle Z has the Lyapunov exponents in (64), if we denote by i .= g (T) for = € {z,s,u}
respectively the stable, central and unstable space given by Oseledets (see § 2.5.10), for every € > 0

there exists a constant C' (e, T) > 0 such that, for all n > 0, for all vs in an),
(65) 1Q(0,m)vs] o0 < Ca(e, T)e™ =[] |oc,

where —f, < 0 is the largest negative exponent (smallest in absolute value) with respect to p, see (64).

Moreover, by the symmetry of exponents recalled in (64) above, 6, > 0 is also the smallest positive

exponent (see again (64)), so that for all n > 0 and all v, in Fq(f), we also have

(66) (Q(—n, O))ilquoo < Ci(e T)ei(agie)n"vu”oo

(where we can assume without loss of generality that the constant Cy = Cl(e,T) is the same than
above).

Fix a positive € such that e < 6,/2. Let now G 4 be the set given by Lemma 7.1.2 and consider its
measure 0 <y 3 (G4) < 1. Since the constant C1 (e, T") depends measurably on 7', by Lusin theorem, for
some fixed C; = C (e, uz(éA)) > 0 sufficiently large, we can find a set G = G1(e, A) C Iy of measure
fiz(G1) >1— ,uz(éA)/2 such that, for every 7" which belongs to G1, (65) and (66) hold uniformely,
i.e. one has C)(e,7") < Cy. Thus, for every ny € N such that 2" (T) € G, we have (recalling that
0<e<by/2),

(67) |Q(nks )| p) (zn (1) lloo < Cre~Ws=aln=nw) < 0 e~ (0a /D (n=m) for every n > ny,
(68) [1Q(n, nk)_1|p<u>(Rn(T)||oo < Cre” =) < ¢y e~ 0a/D(nen) for every n < ng.

Moreover, Oseledets theorem applied respectively to the cocycle Z over Z and to the inverse cocycle
Z~ ' over Z7! (see § 2.5.10), gives that, for almost every T' € Zy, if we consider the Z(I‘(xm),I‘ém)) the
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angle between any two distinct pairs of spaces I' (m) and F( ™) with x,y € {s,c,u} (see § 2.5.10), we
have

(69) b log |28 T

lim ml =0, for all x,y € {s,c,u}, x #y.

By Egoroff theorem, this pointwise almost everywhere convergence can be upgraded to uniform
convergence, i.e. there exists a set Go = Ga(€, A) C Ly, with ps(G2) > 1— ,LLZ;(GA)/Z such that, for all
€ > 0 exists a constant ¢x(e) > 0 such that, for all T' € G5 and for all m € Z
IL(Fgm),Fém)ﬂ > ¢o(e) e=cIm! for all z,y € {s,c,u}, x #y.
Notice that, for any n; € Z,
rietm) — g (zmtme(7))) = B (2(T)), for all x € {s,c,u}, for all m € Z,

so that, if Z7 (T ) € GQ, (taking as index m :=n — n; and applying the above subexponential growth
estimate (69) to Z7(T")), we have, for any distinct =,y € {s, ¢, u},

(70) 12T, T{M)| > eae) el for all n € Z.
Notice in particular that, for n = ng, this gives that
(71) |20, D)) > ea(e),  for all distinet @,y € {s, ¢, u}, for all n € Z.

Define the good set G = G(e) to be G := G1(€) N Ga(e) N G4. Notice that since by construction
,uZA(GAZ-) >1-— Mz(éA) for 1 = 1,2, and G has positive measure uz(é) > 0.

Final arguments. Set ey := 0,/2. For 0 < € < g, let G := G(e) be the good set constructed above and
define 0 :=6,/2 and C := C(€) to be the constant for which (EO1) and (EO2) hold. By ergodicity of
Z, since p Z(é’) > 0, it follows that jz-almost every T € I will visit G infinitely often. Set (nj)pen
to be the successive visits of the forward orbit {én(T ),n € N} to Ga, ie. we set by convention ng := 0
and, given ny for k € N, we let ng41 to be the minimum n > Mk such that Z”( ) eq. Then, (”k)keN
is by construction a (Cf, €)-Oseledets effective sequence for 7' and, by Lemma 7.1.2, since G C Gy,
(ng)ken is also a sequence of good returns for T := p(T). O

7.3. Control of the series in Condition (iii) and proof of full measure. We can now use the
partial results proved so far to give the proof the the RDC has full measure.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Fix m € &Y irreducible. Let G be the good set given by Proposition 7.2.1
constructed in 7.2.2. By Proposition 7.2.1, y s-almost every T' the forward orbit of 7' under Z visits G
infinitely often along a sequence (ny)gen of return times, which is an effective Oseledets sequence (and
also a sequence of A-good return times for some positive A for T' = p(T )) We now want to impose a
better control on the frequency of visits.

Frequency of recurrence times to G and good set of IETs. Since both Z and Z 1 are ergodic and G has
positive measure i.e. u z(é) > 0, almost every T € 1, is Birkhoff generic for the characteristic function
X¢ of the good set G, so that its orbit visits infinitely often the set G and with the expected frequency
both in the past and in the future, i.e.

(72 i 25 (20) = i 25 (240) =26

Furthermore, it follows from Fubini theorem for the measure 11 ; and the foliation into fibers {p~!(T), T €
Z,} of the natural projection map p : 7. — I, that for set GV C I, of T € I, of full measure

w.r.t. pz we have that p~'(T) contains at least one 7' for which (72) holds. By Remark 2.5.1, the set
Go = U7r662 g,? C 7,4 has full Lebesgue measure.
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We will show that for any IET in the set Gy we can find a sequence (ng)geny which can be used verify
the properties in the Definition 3.3.4 of RDC for a IET. We will later need to refine further this set
(keeping it still of full measure) to also guarantee the existence of a subsequence (ng,, )men on which
(i44) holds.

Given any T € G, pick a 7' € p~}(T') (which exists by definition of Gy) and consider the (infinite)
sequence (ng)ren of successive visits of the forward orbit of T under the iterations of Z to the set G
(which again exists by definition of Go, since (72) holds): more precisely, we set ng := 0 and we let ng
be the first entrance time in G, i.e. the minimum n > 0 such that Z*(T) € G and for any k > 0, let
ng41 be the first return time of Z7 (7)) to G under Z.

7.3.1. Induced cocycle. Denote by Zk, k € 7Z, and @(k,k’) for ¥ > k the matrices of the cocycle
accelerations along (ny)ken, namely

(73) QUk, k') := Quynp),  Zi = Z(T) == Qk, k + 1) = Q(ng, npr1)-
By definition of the recurrence sequence (ng)gen,
Ty:=2™(T)eG,  Z2™(T)=ZL(Ty) forall k>0,

so that the matrices Zk, k > 1 can be seen as the iterates of the cocycle Z over the induced map
Zp of Z over G (see § 2.5.4) starting from Tp. It follows from integrability of the Zorich cocycle

Z over Z and § 2.5.5) that Z is still an integrable cocycle over Zg and therefore admits Oseledets
splittings (see 2.5.10). Moreover, if P&”), for = € {s,c,u} are the stable, central and unstable spaces

given by Oseledets theorem for T and ngn)

stable, central and unstable spaces f’g(ck), x € {s,c,u}, k € Z, for the accelerated cocycle Z and the

corresponding orthogonal projections 1~3§Ck) are given by

k) .= i) P . R — T(F), for all z € {s,c,u}, k € Z.

We will show at the end that the sequence (ng)ren verifies condition (7) and (i) in the Definition 3.3.4
of the RCD for T" and that, up to restricting to a smaller full measure set, we can extract a subsequence
(nk,, )men along which also (7i7) holds.

the respective orthogonal projections defined in (80), the

Linearity of returns and uniform convergence times. From the Birkhoff genericity statement in (72), it
follows that (n)ren grows linearly. Indeed, since ny is by definition the time of the n'* visit to G,
for all T € G, (72) gives that limy_, 400 k/ng = 1 2(¢) Moreover, by Egoroff theorem, there exists sets

Gp+ C G with pz(Gp+) > 5/6 on which this convergence (in the past and in the future respectively)
is uniform, i.e. there exists a constant cg > 0 such that if n,, is such that Z"»(T) € Gp, then for
every nj > Ny,

S xg (212 (1))

N — Ny

0<cp < <1

and, similarly, for any n; < n,,

S ™ xg (2712 (1))
Ny — Nk

Thus, setting Gg := Gp+ N G-, w(Gp) > 4/6 if n,, is such that Z"(T) € Gp, since |m — k| is

exactly the number of visits to G in the orbit segment considered, we have that

(74) cB |nm —ni| < |m— k| < |npm — ngl, for all k € Z.

<1

0<ecp <

Uniform subexponential growth. Let us now estimate the growth of the accelerated matrices Z) =
Q(ng,nk+1), k € N and show that it is subexponential. This fact will be used later in the proof of the
convergence of the series (B) and (F). Remark first of all that, since 7' € p~!(T) and the (forward)
iterates of the cocycle R (or Z) depend only on p(T ), these matrices are the same for 7" and T. Since,
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as already remarked at the beginning, Z is an integrable cocycle over the invertible map Z &> it follows
from Oseledets (see in particular (17) in § 2.5.10) and ergodicity (which guarantees that p ;-almost
every T will enter the full measure set of IETs in G which is Oseledets generic for 26)’ that, for almost
every T S ir,

(75) L 108 | Zo(T)]]

=0.
{—=o0 1|

Furthermore, once again by Egoroff theorem, there exists a set Gs c G C I, with 7 Z(@s) > 0 (which
actually can be made arbitrarily close to fiz(®)) such that, for every e > 0 there exists a constant
C3(e) > 0 such that, for all T} € Gg

| Ze(Th)|| < C3(e)e, for all £ € Z.

Notice that, if k,,, € Z is such that ka( T) € Gg, then (since the cocycle matrices for 7'km) .= ﬁém (1))

are a shifted copy of the matrices for 7', namely Z,(T*m)) = Z;. . ,(T) for all £ € Z) this implies
(choosing ¢ = k — ky, + 1 and applying the previous estimate to T’ (km)) that we have

(76) 1 Zor (D) < Ca(e)e®Pml. for all k € Z.

The subsequence (kpy)men. Let Ggp C G be by Ggp := Gp N Gg where Gg and G where the sets for
uniform Birkhoff convergence and subexponential growth defined in the previous paragraphs. Remark
that u g(@s B) > 0. Define finally the sequence (k;,;)men to be the subsequence of indexes k € N which
corresponds to visits of the orbit of TO under 2é to the subset GSB defined above, i.e. kg is the first
entrance time of 7)) to Ggp while, for every m > 0, k;,+1 is defined to be the smallest k > k,,, such
that Z@(T) € Ggg.

Linear growth in Gr,. Linear growth of the sequence (ky,)men for a full measure set of T can then be
deduced from ergodicity as follows. Since the set G has positive measure with respect to pz and hence
for the induced invariant measure pz . for the Poincaré map Z, and Z (being the induced map of

an ergodic map) is ergodic with respect to Pz, it follows that for all T in a subset G C G with
I ZG(G L) =i ZG(G) = 1, the orbit of 7" under Ze vists Gsp with the expected frequency, namely, since,

for any m € N, m is exactly the number of visits to Ggp in the piece of orbit {22(T), 0<k<kn}

th

(since ko > 0 is the time of first visit to Ggp and hence k1 corresponds to the m* visit), we have

that
Card{k: ZE(T) € Ggp, 0<k < km R
(77) lim mo_ lim { ( ) 50 J ,UZG(GSB) > 0.

m—o0 k,, m—00 km

Thus, if T is such that the first return 7j := Z”O( ) eG belongs to G1, the corresponding subsequence
(km)men has linear growth.
The set of IETs which satisfy the RDC. We can now define the set G, C GY of (standard) IETs in Z,
which satisfy the RDC to be the set of IETs T' € g?r such that:
(a) T has an Oseledets generic extension 7' € p~'(T');
(b) the forward orbit under Z of 7" in part (a) enters the set G, defined above;
(c) the first visit 75 = 2™ (T") to G (whose existence is guaranted by (b)) where ng is the smallest
n > 0 such that 277 € G, is Oseledets generic for the induced cocycle over the induced map
2.
Full measure of G,. Let us show that QAW has full measure with respect to Kz Full measure of
condition (a) is given by Lemma 7.1.1, but since we want to verify also (b) and (c), let us consider the
full measure set o C I which are Oseledets generic, i.e. the conclusion of Oseledets theorem holds for
the cocycle Z over Z. Since Z is integrable, the induced cocycle Zx = Z over the induced map Z
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(defined as in § 2.5.4) is again integrable (see § 2.5.5). Therefore, by Oseledets theorem, fiz_-almost

every T' in G is Oseledets generic (see § 2.5.10). We denote by Go the full measure subset of G which
consiste of Oseledets generic IETs for the cocycle Z Since, as shown before, also G, C G has full
measure in G the intersection Ip N Go NGy, has full measure in G. Reasoning again by ergodicity and
Fubini theorem for the measure pg the set of IETs T" which have an ergodic extension T whose orbit
under Z enters the intersection Io N Go N Gy, (and hence verify all three assumptions (a), (b) and (c)
has full measure (with respect to the corresponding u ZG) for every irreducible . Since this is true for
every irreducible 7, if we set G := Uwesg Gr, then G has Lebesgue full measure (see Remark 2.5.1).

Verifications of the RDC' conditions. Let us now verify that all T € G satisfy the RDC. Given any
Teg, by definition there exists T e p~}(T) which is recurrent to G along a subsequence sequences
(nk)ken of iterates Z, and recurrent to G’ along a subsequence (km)men of iterates of the induced
map Z;. We claim that all conditions of Definition 3.3.4 hold for 7" along the sequences (ny)ren and

(km)mEN-

Conditions (i) and (ii). By definition of G, the extension 7" is Oseledets generic; therefore Condition (7)
holds. Furthermore, by Proposition 7.2.1 and the construction of the set &, the sequence (nk) keN is a
sequence of good return times for T = p(T"). Furthermore, we showed earlier that, since £ (T € &',
(nk)ken has linear growth. Therefore, also Condition (i) is satisfied.

Conditions (S). To check Condition (S) in Condition (i), consider the cocycle obtained accelerating
Z along the sequence (km)men- This is by construction an induced cocycle (see § 2.5.3), over the map
obtained inducing Z to returns to G L. Since we assumed in the definition of G (see condition (c))
that the first visit 71 = Z(”l)(T) to @ of the chosen extension 7" of T is Oseledets generic for the
induced cocycle corresponding to returns to G, Condition (S) follows from an application of Oseledets
theorem for the accelererated cocycle, in particular from (17) for the cocycle whose (k — 1) matrix is
Q(km, km+1)-

Conditions (A). From the definition of good return times (and since (ng,, )men is a subsequence of the
sequence (ng)ren of good returns), we also get that, for any ng, Condition (A) on the angle holds:
this reduces indeed simply the lower bound on angles given by (71), specialized to the subsequence

(nk,, )men when recalling the notation fé’“) = F&”’f).

Conditions (B) and (F). Consider any fixed ky, in the subsequence (ky,)men. Let us finally show that
Conditions (B) and (F') hold for this k,,. Recalling the definition of Q(k, k"), we hence get from (EO1)
and (74) that, for every k > k,,

(78) H@(km, k)‘fgk)uoo = HQ(nkmvnk)’F("la)(T)Hoo < Cle_(99+f)(”k_”km) < Cle_(09+6)(k_km),
and similarly, using (EO2) this time, we also get that, for every 1 < k < k,,,
(79) 1Q(k, ki)~ | |loo < Cre™ ot Em=h),

Recall now that 15§’“) and fz(f“) denote respectively the projection operators to the stable and unstable
spaces L'§") = F(”k)(T),I‘(k) I'(")(T). Estimate the norms Hng)H and HPq(Jk)H of these projections
through the angle 4(1~“£’“> (k)) between ¢ and T and using (76) for a time ny,, which corresponds

to a visit to G and again the linear growth of (ng)ren, we get, for some universal ¢ > 0, that, for any
m € N and for any k£ > 0,

~ c c c c
g0)  |[PW)],|[P¢ = < < —edihnllen,
( | H I H Z(Fg ),F(k))) A(an’“),F&"”)) ca(e)e=elme—neml = co(e)

We can now prove the convergence of the series (B) and (F). Fix now ¢ > 0 such that ¢ < 6,/2(1+cz")
and let co := ca(e) and Cy := Cy(g). Then, combining all the estimates proved so far, namely (78),
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(80) and (76), which give, setting C' := cC1C4/co
oo oo

>0 QU k)t PPN Zeaall < 32 (Crem@bhm2) (eesthohoien y ) Gyt
k=kpm+1 “ k=kpm+1

< i 067(99/275(C§1+1))(k*km) < Kt .— icef(Gg/Qfs(cglJrl))é’
k=km+1 (=1

where K < oo since 6,/2 — e(cz' + 1) > 0 by choice of . This proves Condition (F). Similarly, for
the series in Condition (B), we get

km - ~ km _ k)m _
Z H@(krm k)ﬁ(’“) I Hng)H || Zp_1]] < Z Ce—(eg/Q—E(cBl—l-l))(km—k) - ZC’B—(%/?—E(CBH—I))Z <K~.
k=1 : k=1 =1

This proves Condition (B) and thus concludes the proof that any 7" € G satisfy the RDC. U
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APPENDIX A.

We include here, for completeness and for convenience of the reader, some results which were used in
the paper and are either variations of those present in the literature or folklore.

A.1. Boundary and suspensions. We include in this section an explict construction of a standard
suspension as well as the combinatorial definition of the boundary operator purely in terms of the
combinatorial datum, following [47].

Let T be a GIET with combinatorial data = = (7, 7). Recall that u} (resp. u?) denote the endpoints
of the top (resp. bottom) partition (see § 2.1.4). For 0 < ¢ < d consider \; := |I}] = ]IJI.’] and
7j :=m, () — 7; *(4) and define the complex numbers

U = ug + Z Aro(j) + \/leTFt(j)’ Vi= ug + Z Amy(j) + \/leﬂb(j)‘
Jj<i J<i

One has Uy = u = u =V and Uy = u}; = u® = V. Moreover, ImU; > 0 and Im V; > 0 for 1 <i < d.
The 2d segments Lfrt(i) = [Ui—1, Uy, Lzb(i) = [Vi—1, V4] for 1 < i < d form the boundary of a polygon.
Gluing the pairs of parallel top and bottom sides L! and L;’ of this polygon produces a translation
surface M7, in which the vertices of the polygon define a set of marked points.

Consider now the 2d-elelents set V := {Uy = Vp, U1, V4, ..., U4—1,V4_1,Uqs = Vy}, which is in bijection
with the vertices of the polygon. The identifications of elements of V induced by the glueings of parallel
sides is encored by the following permutation o:

o(Us) ==V if mp(j+1) =m(i+ 1), for 0 <1 < d;
o(Vi) == Uy if m4(€) = my(k), for 0 < j <d.
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Thus, cycles of ¢ are in bijection with the the singularities Sing(Mp) of Mp. This shows that «
determines , the number of singularities (which is exactly equal to the number of cycles of o) and
therfore, from the formula d = 2g + k — 1, it determines also the genus ¢ of any suspension.

We give now the definition of the (observable) boundary operator B : Sing(M7) — R*, following [47].
Given a function f € C(T') (recall 2.6.1), B(f) = (bs)1<s<x is defined as follows. For each 1 < s < &, if
Cs is the cycle of o corresponding to the singuarity labeled s, we have

b= > (fh) - fiud),

0<i<d, U;€Cs
where f!(u;) and f7(u;) denote the left and right limits at the discontinuity point u; (see § 2.7.1) and,
by convention, f(Uy) = 0 and f"(Uy) = 0.

1.2. Distorsion bounds for GIETs. We present here for completeness the proof of the classical
distorsion bound stated as Lemma 2.4.2. The proof for GIETs is the same than the classical proof for
circle diffeomorphisms.

Proof of Lemma 2.4.2. Assume without loss of generality that x < y. We have that, by chain rule,

n—1
log DT™(z) = Y log DT(T"(x)),
i=0
and therefore we also have that
n—1 ] ) n—1 T (z)
[log DT"(z) ~ log DT"(y)] < Y. log DT(T"(x) ~ log DT(T'())| < Y| | o
i=0 i=0 *(y

Notice now that, since by assumption, T(J) do not contain singularities of T for any 0 < i < n,
each T"(J) is again an interval and, since 7" is an isometry, T*(x) < T*(y). It hence follows from the
assumptions that the intervals [T"(y), T"(z)] are pairwise disjoint and

1
log DT™ () — log DT™(y)| < / 7| dLeb.
0
Exponentiating this bound we get the desired result. U

1.3. Distances comparisons. In § 4.2.1 we defined two distances, namely d,, and d¢1 on Diff?([0, 1])
and, by abusing the notation, also extended their definition to distances d,, and d¢1 on the space &7 of
GIETs with r > 2. Here we first show that d,, is a distance and then prove the comparisons given by
Lemma 4.2.2 and Corollary 4.2.1.

1.3.1. The semi-distance d,, is a distance. Consider d, on Diff'([0, 1]) defined in § 4.2.1. Symmetry
and triangle inequality are obvious, so to see that it is a distance, we only have to check that if
dy(p1,¢2) = 0, and therefore 1, (x) = 1y, () for every 0 < x < 1, then @1 = @y. This can be seen, for
example, by showing that the non-linearity 7, completely determines ¢ € Diff?([0, 1]), namely given
a continuos function 7 : [0, 1] — R there exists a unique orientation-preserving diffeomorphism ¢ €
Diff?([0, 1]) such that 1, = n, which is explicitely given (see for example [48]) by the formula

_ Jo exp (Jg n(y)dy) dz.
Jo exp (J§ n(y)dy) dz

p(x)
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1.3.2. Comparison of d,, and de1 on Diff* (0, 1]). Consider first Diff" ([0, 1]), where 7 is an integer r > 2.
Notice that it is an open subset of

Co([0,1],R) := {f € C"([0,1]) | f(0) = 0 and f(1) = 1}.

Proof of Lemma 4.2.2. First note that there exists zp € [0, 1] such that f{(zo) = f5(x0) (otherwise
f1 > f5or fi < f, which is incompatible with the fact that fol f1= fol f5 =1). In which case we have

log f1(a) ~log f3(a)| =| [ (np = np)l < [ I = el < ol fo).

The exponential function being Lipschitz on bounded sets, we can find a constant L > 0 such that
|f1(x) — f5(x)| < L|log fi(z) — log f5(z)| and hence control ||f] — f|looc- From this control and
f1(0) = f2(0) = 0, we can then control also ||fi — fa||cc and hence de1(f1, f2)- O

1.3.3. Comparison of d,, and der distances from AIETs. We can now deduce Corollary 4.2.2, i.e. the
comparison of the de1 and d;, on X2 from the locus of AIETS.

Proof of Corollary 4.2.1. For any n € N, denote by V*(T') = (A,, ¢n) are the shape-profile coordinates
of V*(T'). Recall first of all that the infimum in d,(V"(T), Aq) := infaca, d,(V"(T), A) is realized by
the shape A,, of V*(T) (by Remark 4.2.1, see also footnote 41). It is sufficient to find L = L(T") such
that der (V*(T), An) < Ld,(V*(T), Ay) for every n € N, since this then gives that

der(V'(T), Aq) < der(V'(T),An) < Ld,(V'(T), An) = Ld,,(V'(T), Ay).

Since the distances de1 and d, on X 2 are both products of distances in the shape-profile coordi-
nates (see § 4.2.1) and d4(V"(T'), An) = 0 by definition of A, the distances de:1(V*(T), A,,) and
dy(V*(T), An) depend only on d% (¢n, (I,...,1)) and dnp(cpn, (I,...,I)) respectively®. Notice now

that, as a consequence of the classical distorsion bounds, the coordinates {¢?, n € N} of the profiles
on = (oL, ..., ¢%) of the orbit (V*T),,, by Lemma 4.2.4, are C!-bounded (in the sense of Definition 4.2.1)
and therefore there exists a Cl-bounded K = K(T') C Diff"([0, 1]) which contains all coordinates ¢?,,
for every 1 <14 < d and every n € N. Therefore the conclusion follows from the comparision given by
Lemma 4.2.2 for each profile coordinate, applied to the bounded set IC(T)). U

1.3.4. The Schwarzian derivative and the C3-distance. In this Appendix we give a proof of Lemma 4.4.2,
which shows that the C3-distance des(T, M) of a T' € X] from the the subspace M of Moebius IETs
can be controlled, on a bounded set, by the Schwarzian derivative S(f) of T' (see § 2.4.3). We first
prove the analogous statement in Diff?([0,1]) (namely the following Lemma 1.3.1), which will give
control on each of the profile coordinates of T'.

Let M0, 1] denote the subspace of Diff3(]0, 1]) consisting of (restrictions of) Moebius maps. Recall
that S(f) is the Schwarzian derivative of a diffeomorphism f € Diff3([0,1]) (see § 2.4.3).

Lemma 1.3.1. Let K C Diff3([0,1]) a C%-bounded set, meaning that there exists a constant K > 0
such that for all f € K, ||logDf|| < K and ||D*f|| < K. Then there exists a constant L = L(K) > 0
such that for f € K,

des(f, M([0,1])) < L - S(f).
Let us first prove an auxiliary technical lemma.

Lemma 1.3.2. Let g € C1([0,1],R) such that g(x¢) = 0 for some zo € [0,1], and let f € C°(]0,1],R).
Assume that there exists € > 0 such that |Dg — f - g| < +e. Then

gl Sﬁe\\fl\_

55Here (I,...,I) € Diff" (0, 1])% denotes the identity vector with I(z) = z identify function in every coordinate. Notice
that Pp(A) = (I,...,I) for every A € Aq, i.e. in particular (I,...,I) is the profile of Arp.
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Proof of Lemma 1.3.1. Define F :=x — [y f'(t)dt, so that DF' = f and F(0) = 0. Thus ||F|| <||f]|.
Consider now the auxiliary function ¢ = ge=f. We have D) = (Dg — fg)e™t'. We therefore have
|Dy|| < eellfll and +(z¢) = 0. We obtain this way that for all z € [0,1], |i(z)| < eell/Il, O

Proof. We consider f € K, and let a := fol ns. Let mq € M([0,1]) be the unique Moebius diffeomor-
phism of X c Diff3([0, 1]) which is such that fol Nm, = @. Since m, is a Moebius map, S(m,) = 0 (see
Property (52) in § 2.4.3) and we thus, using the expression (6) for S(f) in terms of 7y, have

S(f) = S(f) — S(ma) = D7) = D(tma) — 2072 — 12.,).

2
Set € := ||S(f)||. We have

1

Since f is assumed to belong a set K that is K-bounded in the C2-topology, there exists a constant
M = M(K) > 0 such that || (ns -+ m,)|| < M. We can thus apply Lemma 1.3.2 to obtain

10 = Thma || < e
Since [D(ny = Mm,) = 5(17 + My ) (N7 — 1im, )| < €, we also get that
ID(17 = M )|| < (MeM + 1)e.

Control of the C'-norm. Since ||y — nm,|| < ee™, we have in particular d,(f,m,) < ee™. By
Lemma 1.3.2, there exists a constant L (which only depends on K) such that

dei (f,ma) < LieMe.

Control of the C?>-norm. We have

f// m// f// m// m// m//
nf—nmazy—m*?:(W_Tf) (Tf_ﬁ)
a a
We obtain this way
1
17 = mgll < W1 A = |l + 1LF1] - Hmal] - Hf,m/ 111" = mall-
a
Since f (and consequently m,) belong to a C2-bounded set, the terms ||f’|| and ||f’|| - ||mZ]] - ||f,%\|

are bounded by constants depending only on K. Together with the fact that dei(f,ms) < LieMe, we
get the existence of a constant Lo = Lo(K) such that

1" = mgll < Lae.

Control of the C3-norm. Using the fact that

fl/lfl_ fl/ 2
Dy = 4

and the control ||D(nf — 1im,)|| < (Me™ + 1)e we obtain, via a calculation similar to that done for the
control of the C2-norm, the existence of L = L3(K) > 0 such that

Hf/// e | < Lge.

a

This concludes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 4.4.1. The proof follows recalling the definition of dps on X3 (see § 4.2.1), in
particular that the profile coordinate dz; is obtained summing up the distance dgs on each profile
component, and applying Lemma 1.3.1 to each component of the profile. U
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1.4. Lipschitz regularity of composition and renormalization. Consider the composition map
Diff3([0, 1]) x Diff3([0,1]) — Diff3([0, 1))
(f.9) —  foyg

A well known difficulty in the theory of renormalization of circle diffeomorphisms is that composition
is not differentiable with respect with the natural structure of a Banach space on Diff3([0, 1]), which is
inherited®® from (C3([0,1]),R).

A way around this difficulty is to show that the composition, when restricted to bounded sets of
Diff3([0, 1]), is on the other hand Lipschitz with respect to the distance d,, (see Proposition 1.4.1 below).
From this, one can then show also that the renormalization operator given by Rauzy-Veech induction
is Lipschitz (see § 1.4.2 and Propostion 4.5.2).

1.4.1. Lipschitz reqularity of composition. The following proposition crucially exploits the good be-
haviour of of non-linearity n under composition (see in particular the preservation of mean non-linearity
(74) and the triangle inequality (ii¢) for non-linearity in Lemma 2.4.1).

Proposition 1.4.1. The composition map Diff3([0, 1]) x Diff3([0, 1]) — Diff3([0,1]) is Lipschtiz with
respect to the distance d,, on C>-bounded sets of Diff>([0, 1]).

Proof. Let fi, g1, f2, g2 belong to a fixed bounded K C Diff3([0,1]), in the sense of Definition 4.2.1.
Recall that by Lemma 4.2.1 (and recalling that the non-linearity is ny = log D f/(D?f)?, see § 2.4.1)
this implies the existence of a constant K > 0 such that

|log Dfil, [D?fil, [log Dgsl, [D?gil, |ny |, [ng,| < K

for i = 1,2. We want to estimate of fol 1Mf1091 — Mfa0go|- Using the chain rule for non-linearity (see
property (i) in Lemma 2.4.1), we get

1 1
/0 1M f1091 — Mzoge| = /0 M1, © 91 Dg1 + g, — np, © g2 Dga + 14, |,

1 1 1
| oo = sl < [y =nal + [ 1m0 92 Dg =g, 0 92 D,

The first term on the right hand side is d,(g1, g2), we then just focus on the second term. We now
rewrite

nf, © g1 Dg1 — 1y, 0 92Dg2 = (ny, © g1 Dg1 — ny, 0 g1 Dg2) + (ny, © 91 Dga — nyp, © g2 Dgo)
+ (g, ©92Dg2 — 0y, © g2 Dga).
We deal with each of the three terms on the right hand side individually.

First term. To estimate the first term, let us use that

n7, ©91Dg1 — g, 0 91 Dga| < [|D(ny, 0 g1)]| [[Dg1 — Dgal|.

Since (f1,91) are assumed to belong to a bounded set K of Diff3([0,1]) there exists a constant
C1 = C1(K) such that ||[D(ng, o g1)|| < Ch.
Second term. To estimate it, we use that

17, © 91 Dga — 0y, 0 g2Dg2)| < [|Dgall |05 1] [lg1 — g2ll-

Last term. Finally, for the last term, by integrating 1y, o g2 Dga — 1y, 0 g2 Dg2 and changing variable
using go we get fol N 0 92Dga — g, 0 g2 Dgo| = fol N — ny,|. Because we are on a bounded set C of

56Recall that Diff?([0,1]) is an open subset of C3([0,1],R), defined in § 1.3. The latter is a codimension 1 affine
subspace C3([0, 1]) of tangent space C3([0,1],R) := {f € C3([0,1]) | £(0) = 0 and f(1) = 0}. It is endowed of the structure
of a Banach space inherited from the C3.
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Diff?([0, 1]), there exists by Lemma 4.2.1 a constant L = L(K) such that de1(g1, g2) < Ldy(g1,92) and
we can conclude that

1
/0 0, © 91— nfy © 92| < dy(91,92) + Crdy (g1, 92) + Ke™ Ldyy (g1, 92) + dy(f1, f2)
and thus that the composition is Lispchitz for the constant (14 C; + Ke) on K. O

1.4.2. Lipschitz reqularity of renormalization. Let us recall that V' denotes the renormalization map
on GIETs defined (almost everywhere) by Rauzy-Veech induction, see § 2.5. We can now prove
Proposition 4.5.2, namely that V is K-Lipschitz with respect to d,, on any set K C X 3 bounded with
respect to the dgs-topology.

Proof of Proposition 4.5.2. Recall that the Banach structure that we are using on X2 is given by the
identification X2 = A x P given by the affine profile coordinates in § 2.2.3 (see the definition of
the distance d,, § 4.2.1, the norm is the norm which induces this distance) we can therefore write
V = (V4,Vp) and it is enough to show that the restrictin on both coordinates, namely V4 and Vp are
Lipschitz.

In [26], it is proven that V4 is actually differentiable and therefore Lispchitz on bounded sets
(see Appendix A in [26]). Therefore, since Vp is obtained by modifying on component by pre or
post-composing it by the restriction of another component, one get the result by applying Proposition
1.4.1. O

1.5. Saddles defined by a non-degenerate vector field. In this Appendix we show that even if
a vector field is smooth, it does not have to define a smooth foliation in the sense of Definition 6.1.2.

Let X be a vector field on R2 vanishing at 0 and assume that 0 is not a critical point, i.e. D)ZO is
invertible. Assume furthermore that the matrix of DX is of the form

A0
0 u
with Ay < 0, in such a way that the foliation induced by Xina neighbourhood of 0 is saddle-like. We

treat the case where X is actually equal to Az0, + uyd,. For such an X , solutions to the differential
equation

d .
Sr_ X
dy—x()
are given by the formula f(t) = (zoe, yoe!?). If one sets o = —&, one easily checks that the integral

curves of X are level sets of the function (z,y) — yx. This function is a Morse function if and only
if « = 1, or equivalently © = —A. A non-linear version of this discussion can be obtained by applying a
differentiable Hartman-Grobman theorem to the vector field X to bring ourselves back to the linear
case.
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