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SUB-ADDITIVITY OF MEASURE THEORETIC ENTROPIES OF

COMMUTING TRANSFORMATIONS ON BANACH SPACES

CHIYI LUO AND YUN ZHAO

Abstract. This paper considers two commuting smooth transformations on a
Banach space, and proves the sub-additivity of the measure theoretic entropies
under mild conditions. Furthermore, some additional conditions are given
for the equality of the entropies. This extends Hu’s work about commuting
diffeomorphisms in a finite dimensional space (Huyi Hu, 1993, Ergod. Th.
Dynam. Sys., 13: 73-100) to the case of systems on an infinite dimensional
Banach space.

1. Introduction

In the study of dynamical systems, entropy is one of the fundamental invariant
quantities that is widely used to characterize the complexity of a dynamical system,
and the measure theoretic entropy measures the average amount of information
and complexity in a system. For a differentiable dynamical system on a compact
finite dimensional manifold, there are several well-known results that involves the
measure theoretic entropy, such as Ruelle’s inequality, Pesin’s entropy formula and
that positivity of the measure theoretic entropy implies the existence of hyperbolic
periodic orbits and horseshoes. It is a natural question whether these results in
finite dimensional systems hold in infinite dimensional systems.

The Oseledets multiplicative ergodic theorem (MET for short) plays a key role
in the theory of differentiable dynamical systems. Ruelle [19] proved the MET
for operator cocycles on Hilbert spaces. Thieullen [20] proved it for continuous
operator cocycles on Banach spaces. For random dynamical systems, Lian and Lü
[14] proved it for strong measurable operator cocycles on separable Banach spaces;
Varzaneh and Riedel [21] proved the multiplicative ergodic theorem for a strongly
measurable semi-invertible operator on fields of Banach spaces, and constructed
the stable and unstable manifolds theorem; and Li and Shu [11] proved Ruelle’s
inequality of random dynamical systems in Banach spaces.

For C2 Fréchet differentiable mappings of Banach spaces, Blumenthal and Young
[2] recently studied the relation between entropy and volume growth for a natu-
ral notion of volume defined on finite dimensional subspaces, and characterized
SRB measures as exactly those measures for which entropy is equal to the volume
growth on unstable manifolds. This extended a significant result in [10] for diffeo-
morphisms of finite dimensional Riemannian manifolds. See [13] for the existence
of SRB measures for a C2 partially hyperbolic map on a Hilbert space. Another
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important result in finite dimensional smooth ergodic theory is Katok’s landmark
approximation result that positive measure theoretic entropy implies the existence
of hyperbolic periodic orbits and horseshoes [7]. Lian and Young [16] generalized
Katok’s theorem to Fréchet differentiable maps on Hilbert space with injective,
compact derivative and admitting a compact invariant set on which the invariant
measure is supported, and later to a similar setting for a C2 smooth semiflow on
Hilbert spaces [17]. Later, Lian and Ma [15] extended this result to maps in a
separable Banach space. These previous research were driven by the study of dis-
sipative parabolic differential equations having global attractors, for instance, 2D
Navier-Stokes equations and other reaction diffusion equations.

If f, g are two commuting C2 diffeomorphisms on a smooth compact manifold,
Hu [6] proved the sub-additivity of measure theoretic entropies, i.e., hµ(f ◦ g) ≤
hµ(f) + hµ(g) with respect to any (f, g)-invariant measure µ (see Section 2 for the
definition). This result does not remain true for measure preserving transforma-
tions in general, see an example in the end of [6], where the author constructed
two commuting measure preserving transformations f, g of a compact manifold M
satisfying that hµ(f) = hµ(g) = 0 and hµ(fg) > 0 with respect to a measure µ. The
main aim of this paper is to generalize the above result to C2 Fréchet differentiable
mappings of Banach spaces. Namely, let f, g be two commuting C2 Fréchet differ-
entiable maps on a Banach space B, we will show that hµ(f ◦ g) ≤ hµ(f) + hµ(g)
with respect to an (f, g)-ergodic measure µ under some suitable conditions.

Although one may utilize some existing techniques to deal with the lack of local
compactness of the phase space, there are some new questions should be addressed
in our case of the infinite dimensional Banach spaces. The first one is caused by
the non-invertibility of the maps f and g. The maps may be not onto and has
arbitrarily strong contraction in some directions. Even the map f−1 can be defined
in some invariant subset, one cannot expect it to have nice regular properties. The
second is that the Lyapunov metric does depend on points, one has difficulties in
estimating the norm of vectors since there is no inner product.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we give some preliminary results
and the statements of the main results. In Section 3 and Section 4, we recall the
Multiplicative Ergodic Theorem for commuting transformations and establish the
Lyapunov norms in our case. In Section 5 we give the detailed of the sub-additivity
of entropies. In Section 6 and Section 7 we provide some properties of unstable
manifolds and give a condition of the equality of the entropies in Section 5.

2. Preliminaries and statements

Throughout this paper, let B denote a (infinite dimensional) separable Banach
space with norm | · |, and let A ⊂ B be a compact subset. Consider two maps
f : B → B and g : B → B, and denote by fg the composition f ◦ g for simplicity,
assume the following properties are satisfied:

(H1) (i) fg = gf , both f and g are C2 Fréchet differentiable and injective;
(ii) denoted by Dfx and Dgx the derivative of f and g at the point x ∈ B,

they are also injective.
(H2) (i) f(A) = A and g(A) = A;

(ii) the set A has finite (upper) box-counting dimension.
2



(H3) Assume that

lα(f) = lim
n→∞

1

n
log sup

x∈A
|Dfn

x |α < 0 , lα(g) = lim
n→∞

1

n
log sup

x∈A
|Dgnx |α < 0.

Here |T |α is the Kuratowski measure of noncompactness for a linear oper-
ator T (see definition in below).

Definition 2.1. The Kuratowski measure of noncompactness for a linear operator
T : B → B is defined as

|T |α = inf
r>0

{
r : T (B) can be covered by finite number of balls with radius r

}

where B is the unit ball in B.

Let h = f or g, since |T1T2|α ≤ |T1|α · |T2|α for any linear operators T1, T2 on B
(e.g., see [14, Section 2] ), we have that

sup
x∈A

|Dhn+k
x |α ≤ sup

x∈A
|Dhnx |α · sup

x∈A
|Dhkx|α.

Hence, all the limits in (H3) exist.

Remark 2.1. The conditions (H1) and (i) of (H2) are natural properties guar-
anteeing the existence of Lyapunov exponents in Oseledets multiplicative ergodic
theorem on a Banach space (see [20]). Condition (H3) is discussed in Section 4,
it implies that the tangent space could be decomposed into the unstable, center and
stable subspaces with respect to the transformation. For (ii) of (H2) , it is naturally
satisfied when Dfx(or Dgx) is the sum of a compact operator and a contraction for
each x ∈ A (see [18]), and it will be used in Sections 5.3 and 7.2.2.

For every measurable transformation h : B → B, let M(h,A) denote the set of
all h-invariant Borel probability measures supported on A, and put M(f, g, A) :=
M(f,A) ∩ M(g,A). It is proved in [6] that the set M(f, g, A) is not empty.
A measure µ ∈ M(f, g, A) is (f, g)-ergodic, if for any measurable set B with
µ(f−1(B)△B) = µ(g−1(B)△B) = 0, one has µ(B) = 0 or 1. Let E(f, g, A) denote
the set of all (f, g)-ergodic measures. Note that if µ ∈ M(f, g, A) is f -ergodic or
g-ergodic then µ ∈ E(f, g, A), and the inverse is not true in general.

We recall some basic properties of the sets M(f, g, A) and E(f, g, A), and refer
the reader to [6, Section 1] for more details.

Proposition 2.1. If T and S are commuting continuous maps on a compact metric
space X, then

(1) (i) T and S have common invariant measures, i.e., M(T, S,X) 6= ∅;
(ii) the set M(T, S,X) is convex;
(iii) M(TS, S,X) = M(T, S,X).

(2) (i) E(T, S,X) is the set of all extreme point of M(T, S,X);
(ii) for every µ ∈ M(T, S,X), there exists a unique Borel probability mea-

sure π on E(T, S,X) such that

µ =

∫

E(T,S,X)

ve dπ(ve)

(iii) E(TS, S,X) = E(T, S,X).
3



(iv) if µ ∈ E(T, S,X), then for any measurable function ψ on X with
ψ(f(x)) ≤ ψ(x) and ψ(g(x)) ≤ ψ(x), one has that ψ is a constant
for µ-a.e. x.

Let h = f, g or fg. Denote by hµ(h) the measure theoretic entropy of h with
respect to µ (see [22, Chapter 4] for details). The assumption (i) of (H1) implies
that h|A is invertible, and hµ(h) = hµ(h|A) for every µ ∈ M(f, g, A).

Definition 2.2. A sub-bundle V is finite dimensional Dh-invariant with re-
spect to a measure µ ∈ M(f, g, A) if it satisfies the following properties:

(1) x 7→ V (x) is measurable and dimV (x) is finite for µ-a.e. x;
(2) DhxV (x) = V (h(x)) for µ-a.e x,

where h = f or g.

Given µ ∈ M(f, g, A), assume that the following condition is satisfied:

(H4) For every finite dimensional sub-bundle V which is both Df -invariant and
Dg-invariant with respect to the measure µ ∈ M(f, g, A), then either

∫
log+ |(Dfx|V (x))

−1|dµ(x) <∞ and

∫
log+ |(Dgx|V (x))

−1|dµ(x) <∞

or both log+ |(Df |V )−1| and log+ |(Dg|V )−1| are not integrable with respect
to µ.

Remark 2.2. The above condition is satisfied for every µ ∈ M(f, g, A) if f and
g are C2 diffeomorphisms on some neighborhood of A. It is used in the proof of
Corollary 3.2 in Section 3, and which is only used in the proof of (e) of Theorem
3.2.

Under the previous assumptions, we have the following theorem.

Theorem A. Let B be a separable Banach space with norm | · |. Given a compact
subset A ⊂ B and a measure µ ∈ E(f, g, A). If f, g : B → B satisfy the conditions
(H1)-(H4), then we have that

hµ(fg) ≤ hµ(f) + hµ(g).

When does the inequality in the above theorem become an equality? To answer
this question, we introduce some notations first. Let Bx := {x} + B denote the
tangent space of B at x ∈ B and choose λα ∈ R such that

0 > λα > max{lα(f), lα(g)}. (2.1)

Let h = f or g. Given µ ∈ E(f, g, A), denote by λ1(x, h) > λ2(x, h) > · · · >
λr(x,h)(x, h) > λα the distinct Lyapunov exponents of (h, µ) which are bigger than
λα for µ-almost every x. Define respectively the unstable, center and stable sub-
space of Bx by

Eu(x, h) =
⊕

{i:λi(x,h)>0}

Ei(x, h) , E
c(x, h) =

⊕

{i:λi(x,h)=0}

Ei(x, h)

and
Es(x, h) =

⊕

{i:λi(x,h)<0}

Ei(x, h)⊕ Eα(x, h).

See Theorem 3.1 for detailed description of the above notations. For any δ > 0,
denote by wu

δ (x, h) the local unstable manifold of h at the point x (see Section 6
for the precise definition).

4



Theorem B. Let B be a separable Banach space with norm | · |. Given a compact
subset A ⊂ B and a measure µ ∈ E(f, g, A). Assume that f, g : B → B satisfy the
conditions (H1)-(H4) and Eu(x, f) = Eu(x, g) for µ-almost every x. Then, there

exists a number δ̂ > 0 such that

wu
δ (x, f) = wu

δ (x, g) µ− a.e. x

for every 0 < δ < δ̂. Moreover, if either Ec(x, f) = {0} or Ec(x, g) = {0} for
µ-almost every x, then

hµ(fg) = hµ(f) + hµ(g).

3. MET for commuting transformations

In this section, we will construct an Oseledets splitting of the tangent space Bx

such that the Lyapunov exponents of Df,Dg and D(fg) are well-defined on the
finite dimensional subspace, and can also be controlled on the finite co-dimensional
subspace.

Definition 3.1. Let X be a compact metric space and µ a Borel probability measure
on X, and let Z be a metric space. We say that a map Ψ : X → Z is µ-continuous,
if there is an increasing sequence {Kn}n∈N of compact subsets of X, such that
µ(∪nKn) = 1 and Ψ|Kn

is continuous for each n.

Given f, g,B, A satisfying the conditions (H1)-(H3) and µ ∈ E(f, g, A). Put
h = f or g. By the sub-additive ergodic theorem, the following limit exists for
µ-almost every x:

lα(x, h) := lim
n→∞

1

n
log |Dhnx |α.

It follows from (H3) immediately that lα(x, h) ≤ lα(h) < λα (recall the choice of
λα in (2.1)). We first recall the classical MET for derivative cocycles on Banach
space, see [20] for more details.

Theorem 3.1. Let B, h, A, λα and µ be as in above. Then there exists a both f -
invariant and g-invariant Borel subset Γ with µ(Γ) = 1 such that for every x ∈ Γ,
there are r(x, h) numbers

λ1(x, h) > λ2(x, h) > · · · > λr(x,h)(x, h) > λα

and a unique splitting

Bx = E1(x, h)
⊕

· · ·
⊕

Er(x,h)(x, h)
⊕

Eα(x, h)

with the following properties:

(a) for i = 1, · · · , r(x, h), dimEi(x, h) = mi(x, h) is finite and DhxEi(x, h) =
Ei(h(x), h), for every v ∈ Ei(x, h) \ {0} we have

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |Dhnxv| = λi(x, h);

(b) Eα(x, h) is closed and finite co-dimensional, satisfies that DhxEα(x, h) ⊂
Eα(h(x), h) and

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log |Dhnx |Eα(x,h)| ≤ λα;

(c) the map x 7→ Ei(x, h) ( i = 1, · · · , r(x, h), α) is µ-continuous;
5



(d) let πi(x, h) ( i = 1, · · · , r(x, h), α) denote the projection of Bx onto Ei(x, h)
via the splitting, we have

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |πi(h

n(x), h)| = 0.

Remark 3.1. If µ is h-ergodic, it is well-known that r(x, h), λi(x, h) and mi(x, h)
(i = 1, · · · , r(x, h)) are constant µ-almost everywhere. In Section 2, we stressed that
µ ∈ E(f, g, A) does not imply µ is f -ergodic or g-ergodic. But we will show that all
of these functions are constants µ-almost everywhere if µ is only (f, g)-ergodic.

Remark 3.2. Note that for every metric space Z, µ-continuous is equivalent with
Borel measurability (see [8, Theorem 4.1]).

For a given measurable positive function ψ and a measure µ, we call ψ is (µ-
)temperate with respect to h, if

lim
n→±∞

1

n
logψ ◦ hn = 0 µ-a.e.

and we call ψ is ε-slowly with respect to h, if

ψ(h±x) ≤ eεψ(x) µ-a.e.

where ε > 0 and h = f or g.
The following lemmas are useful in the proof of our main results, see Lemmas 8

and 9 in [23] for the first result, and Lemma 5.4 in [2] for the second result.

Lemma 3.1. Let T : X → X be an invertible measure preserving transformation
of a probability space (X,µ), and let ψ : X → R be a measurable function. Assume
that either (ψ ◦ T − ψ)+ or (ψ ◦ T − ψ)− is integrable, then

lim
n→±∞

1

n
ψ ◦ T n(x) = 0 µ-a.e. x ∈ X.

Lemma 3.2. Let T : X → X be an invertible measure preserving transformation
of a probability space (X,µ), and let ψ : X → R be a measurable and temperate
function. Then, for every ε > 0, there exists a measurable function ψ′ : X → [1,∞)
such that ψ′(x) ≥ ψ(x) and ψ′(T±x) ≤ eεψ′(x) for µ-almost every x ∈ X.

3.1. Invariant splitting. We first prove the Oseledet splitting of f is also Dg-
invariant, and so it is bothDf -invariant andDg-invariant. Letm(x, f) = m1(x, f)+
· · ·+mr(x,f)(x, f) and

E(x, f) = E1(x, f)
⊕

· · ·
⊕

Er(x,f)(x, f).

Lemma 3.3. For every x ∈ Γ and v ∈ E(x, f) \ {0}, let

λ(x, v, f) = lim
n→∞

1

n
log |Dfn

x v|

if the limit exists. Then we have λ(g(x), Dgxv, f) = λ(x, v, f).

Proof. Let C0 = max{supx∈A |Dfx|, supx∈A |Dgx|} <∞, and put

m(x, g, E) := m(Dgx|E(x,f)) = inf
v∈E(x,f)\{0}

|Dgxv|

|v|

then one has that m(x, g, E) > 0 for every x ∈ Γ, since Dgx is injective and E(x, f)
is finite dimensional.

6



We claim that for µ-almost every x ∈ Γ

lim
n→±∞

1

n
logm(fn(x), g, E) = 0. (3.1)

We proceed to prove the lemma by assuming that the claim is true. By definition,
we have m(x, g, E)|v| ≤ |Dgxv| ≤ C0|v| for every x ∈ Γ and v ∈ E(x, f), this
together with the community of f, g yield that

m(fn(x), g, E)|Dfn
x v| ≤ |Dgfn(x)Df

n
x v| = |Dfn

g(x)Dgxv| ≤ C0|Df
n
x v|

It follows from the claim immediately that λ(g(x), Dgxv, f) = λ(x, v, f) for µ-
almost every x ∈ Γ.

To finish the proof of the lemma, it suffices to prove the above claim.
Proof of the claim: Let Γ(m) = {x ∈ Γ : m(x, f) = m}, then Γ =

⋃
m∈N

Γ(m)
and Γ(m) is f -invariant for every m ∈ N. Take a positive integer m ∈ N with
µ(Γ(m)) > 0, let µm be the normalized measure of µ restricted on Γ(m). Hence,
µm is an f -invariant probability measure supported on Γ(m). Note that

Dgf(x)|E(f(x),f) = Dfg(x) ◦Dgx ◦ (Dfx|E(x,f))
−1,

it is easy to show that m(f(x), g, E) ≤ |Dfg(x)| ·m(x, g, E) · |(Dfx|E(x,f))
−1|. Con-

sequently, one can show that

(logm(f(x), g, E)− logm(x, g, E))+ ≤ logC0 + log+ |(Dfx|E(x,f))
−1|. (3.2)

To complete the proof of the lemma, it suffices to show that (3.1) holds for µ-a.e.
x ∈ Γ(m). By Lemma 3.1 and (3.2), it suffices to show that

∫
log+ |(Dfx|E(x,f))

−1|dµm(x) <∞. (3.3)

For every x ∈ Γ(m) and every v ∈ E(x, f) with |v| = 1, by [2, Lemma 3.11] we
have that

det(Dfx|E(x,f)) ≤ mm/2|Dfx|E(x,f)|
m−1|Dfxv| (3.4)

one can see [2, Section 3.2] for the definition of the determinant of a linear operator
on Banach spaces. This together with the fact |Dfx|E(x,f)| ≤ C0 yield that

|(Dfx|E(x,f))
−1| ≤ Cm · (det(Dfx|E(x,f)))

−1

where Cm = mm/2 · Cm−1
0 .

Put φ(x) = log det(Dfx|E(x,f)). To show (3.3), it suffices to prove that φ ∈

L1(µm). Since det(Dfx|E(x,f)) ≤ mm/2Cm
0 by (3.4), one has φ+ ∈ L1(µm). It

remains to show that φ− ∈ L1(µm). By the Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem, there

exists a measurable function φ̂ : Γm → [−∞,∞) with φ̂+ ∈ L1(µm) such that

φ̂(x) = lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑

k=0

φ(f i(x)) = lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑

k=0

φ(f−i(x))

7



for µm-almost every x ∈ Γ(m). Note that

φ̂(x) = lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑

k=0

φ(f−i(x))

= lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑

k=0

log det(Dff−i(x)|E(f−i(x),f))

= lim
n→∞

1

n
log det(Dfn

f−n(x)|E(f−n(x),f))

= lim
n→∞

−
1

n
log det(Df−n

x |E(x,f))

and, by [2, Lemma 3.11] one can choose {v1, · · · , vm} to be an unit basis for E(x, f)
such that

det(Df−n
x |E(x,f)) ≤ mm/2

m∏

i=1

|Df−n
x vi|.

By Theorem 3.1 (a), we have that

φ̂(x) ≥ lim
n→∞

−
1

n
log

m∏

i=1

|Df−n
x vi|

=
m∑

i=1

lim
n→∞

−
1

n
log |Df−n

x vi| > mλα > −∞.

Then, we have that
∫
φ̂(x)dx > −∞. Note that

∫
φ̂(x)dx =

∫
φ(x)dx. Hence, we

have φ(x) ∈ L1(µm).
This completes the proof of this lemma. �

Actually, the following result is proved in the proof of the above claim.

Lemma 3.4. Given a finite dimensional Dh-invariant sub-bundle V (here h is f
or g), if there exists a number λ > −∞ such that for µ-almost every x

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |Dhnxv| ≥ λ

for any v ∈ V (x) \ {0}. Then, we have
∫
log+ |(Dhx|V (x))

−1|dµ <∞.

Lemma 3.5. For µ-almost every x ∈ Γ, we have that

DgxEj(x, f) = Ej(g(x), f) j = 1, · · · , r(x, f),

and the functions r(·, f), λj(·, f) and mj(·, f) ( j = 1, · · · , r(·, f)) are constants
µ-almost everywhere.

Proof. By Lemma 3.3, for µ-almost every x ∈ Γ and every u ∈ E(x, f) \ {0} we
have that

lim
n→∞

1

n
log |Dfn

g(x)Dgxu| ≥ λr(x,f)(x, f) > λα.

This implies that Dgxu /∈ Eα(g(x), f), that is, Eα(g(x), f) ∩ DgxE(x, f) = {0}.
Hence, one has that

m(x, f) ≤ co dimEα(g(x), f) = m(g(x), f)

for µ-almost every x ∈ Γ. Since µ is (f, g)-ergodic and m(x, f) = m(f(x), f), by
Proposition 2.1 we have that m(·, f) is a constant µ-almost everywhere.

8



Take a point x withm(x, f) = m(g(x), f), one can show that λj(x, f) ≤ λj(g(x), f)
by Lemma 3.3 and, mj(x, f) ≤ mj(g(x), f) by the injectivity of Dgx for j =
1, · · · , r(x, f). Consequently, one has that r(x, f) ≤ r(g(x), f) since we have already
obtained r(x, f) number of exponents at point g(x). Note that r(·, f), λj(·, f) and
mj(·, f) are also f -invariant functions, it follows from the (f, g)-ergodity that they
are constants for µ-almost every x.

Since Eα(g(x), f)∩DgxE(x, f) = {0} and Dgx is injective for µ-almost every x,
one may consider a splitting of the tangent space at point x as follows:

Bx =

r⊕

i=1

Dgg−1xEi(g
−1(x), f)

⊕
Eα(g(x), f).

It satisfies Theorem 3.1. By the unique existence of Oseledets splitting, we have that
DgxEj(x, f) = Ej(g(x), f) for j = 1, · · · , r(x, f) and DgxEα(x, f) ⊂ Eα(g(x), f)
for µ-almost every x. �

One can prove in a similar fashion that DfxEj(x, g) = Ej(f(x), g) and the
functions r(·, g), λj(·, g) and mj(·, g), j = 1, · · · , r(·, g) are constants µ-almost
everywhere. Thus, for h = f or g, we write r(x, h) = r(h) and λj(x, h) =
λj(h), mj(x, h) = mj(h) ( j = 1, · · · , r(h)) for µ-almost every x.

3.2. Construction of a new splitting. In this section, we will construct a desired
splitting of the tangent space Bx for the purpose of proving our main result. We first
introduce a concept in order to simplify our description. Given a finite dimensional
both Df -invariant and Dg-invariant sub-bundle V , and let h = f, g or fg, we call
the number λ(h) ∈ R is the Lyapunov exponent of Dh on sub-bundle V , if

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |Dhnxv| = λ(h) µ− a.e. x

for every v ∈ V (x) \ {0}.

Lemma 3.6. Given a finite dimensional both Df -invariant and Dg-invariant sub-
bundle V . If there exist two numbers λ(f) ∈ R and λ(g) ∈ R such that for µ-almost
every x

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |Dfn

x v| = λ(f) and lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |Dgnxv| = λ(g)

for every v ∈ V (x) \ {0}. Then, for every s, t ∈ Z and µ-almost every x we have
that

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |D(f sgt)nxv| = sλ(f) + tλ(g) ∀v ∈ V (x) \ {0}.

Proof. Note that f, g are C2 maps, by the assumption and Lemma 3.4 we have that

log+ |(Df |V )
±| ∈ L1(µ) and log+ |(Dg|V )

±| ∈ L1(µ).

This implies that log+ |Df sgt|V | ∈ L1(µ) for every s, t ∈ Z. For every s, t ∈
Z, consider the finite dimensional D(f sgt)-invariant sub-bundle V , and apply the
multiplicative ergodic theorem for the cocycle {D(f sgt)n}n≥0 which is defined on
A with respect to f sgt, for µ-almost every x ∈ Γ the following limit

λ(x, v, f sgt) = lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |D(f sgt)nxv|

exists for every v ∈ V (x) \ {0}.
9



For every ε > 0, let

Aε =
{
x ∈ Γ : λ(x, v, f sgt)− sλ(f)− tλ(g) > 4ε for some v ∈ V (x)

}
.

Assume that µ(Aε) > 0. For every ℓ ∈ N, let

A′
ε,ℓ =

{
x ∈ Aε : ∃ ux ∈ V (x) s.t. |D(f sgt)nxux| ≥ ℓ−1en(λ(x,ux,f

sgt)−ε)|ux|, ∀ n ≥ 1
}

and

A′′
ε,ℓ =

{
x ∈ Aε : |Dgtnx u| ≤ ℓen(tλ(g)+ε)|u|, ∀ u ∈ V (x) ∀ n ≥ 1

}
.

Since µ(Aε) > 0, one may choose ℓ large enough such that µ(A′
ε,ℓ ∩ A

′′
ε,ℓ) > 0. For

every x ∈ A′
ε,ℓ ∩ A

′′
ε,ℓ. Applying Poincaré’s recurrence theorem with respect to f s,

there exists n > 2 log ℓ
ε such that f snx ∈ A′

ε,ℓ ∩ A
′′
ε,ℓ and

|Df sn
x u| ≤ |u| · en(sλ(f)+ε)

for every u ∈ V (x). Hence, for every 0 6= u ∈ V (x) we have that

|D(f sgt)nxu| = |Dgtnfsn(x)Df
sn
x u|

≤ ℓen(tλ(g)+sλ(f)+2ε)|u|

≤ ℓe−nεen(λ(x,u,f
sgt)−ε)|u|

< ℓ−1en(λ(x,u,f
sgt)−ε)|u|,

which contradicts with the fact x ∈ A′
ε,ℓ. Hence, we have µ(Aε) = 0 for every ε > 0.

In a similar fashion, one can show that the following set

Bε =
{
x ∈ Γ : λ(x, v, f sgt)− sλ(f)− tλ(g) < 4ε for some v ∈ V (x)

}
.

satisfies that µ(Bε) = 0 for every ε > 0. By the arbitrariness of ε > 0, we have that

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |D(f sgt)nxv| = sλ(f) + tλ(g) µ− a.e. x (3.5)

for every 0 6= v ∈ V (x). �

Fix i ∈ {1, · · · , r(f)}, note that

DgxEi(x, f) = Ei(g(x), f) , log+ |Dgx|Ei(x,f)| ∈ L1(µ) and dimEi(x, f) = mi(f).

Restrict on the finite dimensional Dg-invariant sub-bundle Ei(·, f), and apply the
multiplicative ergodic theorem for the cocycle {Dgn}n≥0 which is defined on A with
respect to g, for µ-almost every x ∈ Γ there exist ji numbers

λi,1(g) > λi,2(g) > · · · > λi,ji (g) ≥ −∞

and a unique splitting of the subspace Ei(x, f)

Ei(x, f) = Ei,1(x)
⊕

· · ·
⊕

Ei,ji (x) (3.6)

such that the following properties hold:

(a) for each j = 1, · · · , ji, one has that dimEi,j(x) = mE
i,j ≤ mi(f),DgxEi,j(x) =

Ei,j(g(x)), and DfxEi,j(x) = Ei,j(f(x)) by using a similar arguments as in
Lemma 3.5. Moreover, for every v ∈ Ei,j(x) \ {0} we have that

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |Dfn

x v| = λi(f) and lim
n→∞

1

n
log |Dgnxv| = λi,j(g)

10



the second limit also holds for n→ −∞ if λi,j(g) > −∞.
(b) the map x 7→ Ei,j(x) (j = 1, · · · , ji) is µ-continuous.

Remark 3.3. (1)There is a natural splitting of the Ei(x, f)

Ei(x, f) = Ei,1(x)
⊕

· · ·
⊕

Ei,r(g)(x)
⊕

Ei,α(x)

where Ei,j(x) = Ei(x, f) ∩ Ej(x, g) and Ei,α(x) = Ei(x, f) ∩ Eα(x, g). However,
one can only show that the Lyapunov exponents of D(fg) on the finite dimen-
sional sub-bundle Ei,α are upper bounded by λα + λi(f), which may be larger than
0. This implies that Ei,α may not belong to any subspace which is unstable, cen-
ter or stable with respect to D(fg). We would like to point out that the above
method of constructing the desired splitting is slightly different with [12]; (2) If
log+ |(Dgx|Ei(x,f))

−1| ∈ L1(µ), then the Lyapunov exponent λi,ji(g) is finite.

Note that the Lyapunov exponents of Df,Dg on the sub-bundle Ei,j are λi(f)
and λi,j(g) respectively, it follows from Lemma 3.6 that the Lyapunov exponent of
D(fg) on Ei,j is λi(f) + λi,j(g).

For x ∈ Γ, let

Eα,j(x) := Eα(x, f) ∩ Ej(x, g) for j = 1, · · · , r(g),

and Eα(x) := Eα(x, f) ∩ Eα(x, g). Recall that

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log |Dfn

x |Eα(x)| ≤ λα and lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log |Dgnx |Eα(x)| ≤ λα.

Therefore, using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 3.6, one can show
that

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log |D(f sgt)nx |Eα(x)| ≤ (s+ t)λα ∀s, t ∈ N. (3.7)

Given the sub-bundle Eα,j , the Lyapunov exponent of Dg on it is λj(g) for
j = 1, · · · , r(g). To get the Lyapunov exponents of Df and D(fg) on it, applying
the multiplicative ergodic theorem for cocycle {Dfn|Eα,j

}n≥0 which is defined on

A with respect to f and satisfied that log+ |Df |Eα,j
| ∈ L1(µ), for µ-a.e. x ∈ Γ

there exist ij numbers

(λα >)λ1,j(f) > λ2,j(f) > · · · > λij ,j(f) ≥ −∞

and a unique splitting of the subspace Eα,i(x, f)

Eα,i(x, f) = G1,j(x)
⊕

· · ·
⊕

Gij ,j(x) (3.8)

such that the following properties hold:

(a) for each i = 1, · · · , ij, one has that dimGi,j(x) = mG
i,j ≤ mj(g), DfxGi,j(x) =

Gi,j(f(x)), and DgxGi,j(x) = Gi,j(g(x)) by using a similar arguments as
in Lemma 3.5. Moreover, for every v ∈ Gi,j(x) \ {0} we have that

lim
n→∞

1

n
log |Dfn

x v| = λi,j(f)

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |Dgnxv| = λj(g),

where the first limit also holds for n→ −∞ if λi,j(f) > −∞;
(b) the map x 7→ Gi,j(x) (i = 1, · · · , ij) is µ-continuous.
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Together with (3.6) and (3.8), for µ-almost every x we get a both Df -invariant
and Dg-invariant splitting of Bx:

Bx =
( r(f)⊕

i=1

ji⊕

j=1

Ei,j(x)
)⊕( r(g)⊕

j=1

ij⊕

i=1

Gi,j(x)
)⊕

Eα(x)

such that the following properties hold:

(i) for each i = 1, · · · , r(f), j = 1, · · · , ji, the Lyapunov exponents of Df ,Dg
and D(fg) on the sub-bundle Ei,j are λi(f), λi,j(g) and λi(f) + λi,j(g)
respectively (λi,ji (g) may be −∞);

(ii) for each j = 1, · · · , r(g), i = 1, · · · , ij , the Lyapunov exponents of Df ,Dg
and D(fg) on the sub-bundle Gi,j are λi,j(f), λj(g) and λi,j(f) + λj(g)
respectively (λij ,j(f) may be −∞);

(iii) lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log |D(f sgt)nx |Eα(x)| ≤ (s+ t)λα for every s, t ∈ N.

3.3. Norms of projections. In this section, we shall show the norms of projec-
tions are temperate.

Lemma 3.7. Let Bx = V (x)⊕ U(x) be a measurable splitting of the tangent space
Bx for every x ∈ Γ, and let πV (x) be the projection of Bx onto V (x) via the splitting.
Suppose that V is a finite dimensional Dh-invariant sub-bundle and DhxU(x) ⊂
U(h(x)) for every x ∈ Γ, and log |(Dh|V )−1| ∈ L1(µ). Then we have that

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |πV (h

n(x))| = 0 µ-a.e. x

where h = f or g.

Proof. Let h = f or g. Since DhxV (x) = V (h(x)) and Dhx is injective for every x,
we have that

Dhx ◦ (πV (x))v = (πV (hx)) ◦Dhxv

for every v ∈ Bx. Hence, we have that |πV (x)| ≤ |(Dhx|V (x))
−1| · |πV (h(x))| · |Dhx|.

Consequently, one has that

log |πV (x)| − log |πV (h(x))| ≤ log |(Dhx|V (x))
−1|+ logC0

where C0 = max{supx∈A |Dfx|, supx∈A |Dgx|} < ∞. Since log+ |(Dhx|V (x))
−1| ∈

L1(µ), we have that (log |πV (x)|− log |πV (h(x))|)+ ∈ L1(µ). It follows from Lemma
3.1 that

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |πV (h

n(x))| = 0 µ-a.e. x.

�

Let πE
i,j(x), π

G
i,j(x) and πα(x) denote the projections of Bx onto Ei,j(x), Gi,j(x)

and Eα(x) respectively, we have the following result.

Corollary 3.1. For every i = 1, · · · , r(f), j = 1, · · · , ji with λi,j(g) > −∞ and
every j = 1, · · · , r(g), i = 1, · · · , ij with λi,j(f) > −∞, we have that

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |πE

i,j(h
n(x))| = 0 and lim

n→±∞

1

n
log |πG

i,j(h
n(x))| = 0 µ-a.e. x

where h = f or g.
12



Proof. For every i ∈ {1, · · · , r(f)}, j ∈ {1, · · · , ji} and every v ∈ Ei,j(x) \ {0}, we
have that

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |Dfn

x v| = λi(f), lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |Dgnxv| = λi,j(g)

and λi(f) > λα, λi,j(g) > −∞ by the assumptions. By Lemma 3.4, one has that

log |(Df |Ei,j)
−1| ∈ L1(µ) and log |(Dg|Ei,j)

−1| ∈ L1(µ).

It follows form Lemma 3.7 that the norm of projection πE
i,j is (µ-)temperate with

respect to f and g respectively. In a similar fashion, one can show that the norm
of projection πG

i,j is (µ-)temperate with respect to f and g respectively. �

Furthermore, if µ satisfies the condition (H4) then the norm of πα(x) is also
temperate. This condition is also used in the two cases: (1) i = 1, · · · , r(f) and
j = ji; (2)j = 1, · · · , r(g) and i = ij.

Corollary 3.2. If µ satisfies the condition (H4), then the exponent λi,j(f) is finite
for every i = 1, · · · , r(f) and j = 1, · · · , ji, and the exponent λi,j(g) is finite for
every j = 1, · · · , r(g) and i = 1, · · · , ij. Moreover, all the norms of the projections
πE
i,j(x), π

G
i,j(x) and πα(x) are (µ-)temperate with respect to f and g respectively.

Proof. Note that the Lyapunov exponent of the cocycle {Dfn
x }n≥0 on the sub-

bundle Ei(x, f) is λi(f), and the Lyapunov exponent of the cocycle {Dgnx}n≥0 on
the sub-bundle Eα,j(x) is λj(g), both λi(f) and λj(g) are finite. By Lemma 3.4,
we have that∫

log+ |(Dfx|Ei(x, f))
−1|dµ <∞ and

∫
log+ |(Dgx|Eα,j(x))

−1|dµ <∞

for every 1 ≤ i ≤ r(f), 1 ≤ j ≤ r(g). Consequently, by assumption (H4) we have
that ∫

log+ |(Dgx|Ei(x, f))
−1|dµ <∞ and

∫
log+ |(Dfx|Eα,j(x))

−1|dµ <∞

for every 1 ≤ i ≤ r(f), 1 ≤ j ≤ r(g). The integrability of log+ |(Dgx|Ei(x, f))
−1|

implies that λi,j(g) > −∞ for every i = 1, · · · , r(f) and j = 1, · · · , ji. Similarly,

the integrability of log+ |(Dfx|Eα,j(x))
−1| yields that λi,j(f) > −∞ for every j =

1, · · · , r(g) and i = 1, · · · , ij.
Hence, by Corollary 3.1 the norms of the projections πE

i,j(x) and πG
i,j(x) are

(µ-)temperate with respect to f and g respectively. Finally, the fact

Idx =

r(f)∑

i=1

ji∑

j=1

πE
i,j(x) +

r(g)∑

j=1

ij∑

i=1

πG
i,j(x) + πα(x)

yields that the norm of the projection πα(x) is (µ-)temperate with respect to f and
g respectively. �

Remark 3.4. In general, there are two ways to prove the norm of the projection
operator of some subspace is temperate. The first one is that we use to prove the
above lemma, which is suitable to the case that the Lyapunov exponents on it are
bounded. We refer the reader to [4, Lemma 1], [5, Lemma 2.11] and [1, Proposition
3.7] for the second one, where the condition is that the exponential growth rate of
vectors in the subspace is not equal to the exponential growth rate of vectors in the
complement of the subspace.
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3.4. MET for Df and Dg. Without loss of generality, assume that Γ is both f -
invariant and g-invariant, and all of the previous statements hold for every x ∈ Γ.
Otherwise, we may remove a zero measure subset of Γ to achieve this goal. Then
the MET for commuting transformations on Banach spaces can be stated as follows.

Theorem 3.2. Given a separable Banach space B with norm | · |. Let A, f, g satisfy
conditions (H1)-(H3) and let µ ∈ E(f, g, A). Then, there exist an f -invariant and
g-invariant Borel subset Γ with µ(Γ) = 1, and numbers

λ1(f) > λ2(f) > · · ·λr(f)(f) > λα and λ1(g) > λ2(g) > · · ·λr(g)(g) > λα,

such that for every 1 ≤ i ≤ r(f), 1 ≤ j ≤ r(f) there exist numbers

λi,1(g) > λi,2(g) > · · ·λi,ji (g) ≥ −∞ and λ1,j(f) > λ2,j(f) > · · ·λij ,j(f) ≥ −∞,

so that for every x ∈ Γ we have a splitting of Bx:

Bx = (

r(f)⊕

i=1

ji⊕

j=1

Ei,j(x))
⊕

(

r(g)⊕

j=1

ij⊕

i=1

Gi,j(x))
⊕

Eα(x)

with the following properties:

(a) For every 1 ≤ i ≤ r(f) and 1 ≤ j ≤ ji, dimEi,j(x) = mE
i,j < ∞ and for

every s, t ∈ Z, D(f sgt)xEi,j(x) = Ei,j(f
sgt(x)). If λi,j(g) > −∞, then for

every v ∈ Ei,j(x) \ {0} we have that

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |D(f sgt)nxv| = sλi(f) + tλi,j(g).

(b) For every 1 ≤ j ≤ r(g) and 1 ≤ i ≤ ij, dimGi,j(x) = mG
i,j < ∞ and for

every s, t ∈ Z, D(f sgt)xGi,j(x) = Gi,j(f
sgt(x)). If λi,j(f) > −∞, then for

every v ∈ Gi,j(x) \ {0} we have that

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |D(f sgt)nxv| = tλj(g) + sλi,j(f).

(c) The subspace Eα(x) is closed and finite co-dimensional, and satisfies that
D(f sgt)xEα(x) ⊂ Eα(f

sgt(x)) for every s, t ∈ N and

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log |D(f sgt)nx |Eα(x)| ≤ (s+ t)λα;

(d) The maps x 7→ Ei,j(x), x 7→ Gi,j(x) and x 7→ Eα(x) are µ-continuous;
(e) Additionally, if µ satisfies the condition (H4), then for every pair (i, j)

the Lyapunov exponents λi,j(f), λi,j(g) are finte. Let πE
i,j(x), π

G
i,j(x) and

πα(x) denote the projection of Bx onto Ei,j(x), Gi,j(x) and Eα(x) via the
splitting respectively, then the norm of each of those projection operators is
(µ-)temperate.

4. Lyapunov norms

Let f, g, A and µ be as in Theorem A, we will construct a new norm | · |x in the
tangent spaces Bx in this section, which is called the Lyapunov norm.

By Theorem 3.2, there exists a both f -invariant and g-invariant Borel subset
Γ ⊂ A with µ(Γ) = 1 and a splitting of Bx:

Bx = (

r(f)⊕

i=1

ji⊕

j=1

Ei,j(x))
⊕

(

r(g)⊕

j=1

ij⊕

i=1

Gi,j(x))
⊕

Eα(x) (4.1)
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For simplifying the notations, we rewrite the splitting (4.1) as

Bx =
⊕

κ∈I

Vκ(x)
⊕

Eα(x)

where I is some finite index set with {Vκ}κ∈I = {Ei,j}(i,j) ∪ {Gi,j}(i,j).
For h = f, g or fg and every κ ∈ I, let λκ(h) denote the Lyapunov exponent of

Dh on the sub-bundle Vκ. Given x ∈ Γ, put

Eu(x, h) =
⊕

{Vκ(x) :λ
κ(h) > 0},

Ec(x, h) =
⊕

{Vκ(x) :λ
κ(h) = 0},

Es(x, h) = (
⊕

{Vκ(x) :λ
κ(h) < 0})

⊕
Eα(x).

Then, we have that Bx = Eu(x, h)
⊕
Ec(x, h)

⊕
Es(x, h) and each subspaceEτ (x, h)

(τ = u, c, s) is the direct sum of some subspaces in the splitting (4.1). Let

λ+(h) = min
κ∈I

{λκ(h) : λκ(h) > 0}

and

λ−(h) = max
{
max
κ∈I

{λκ(h) : λκ(h) < 0}, λα(h)
}

where λα(f) = λα(g) = (λα(fg))/2 = λα.
Let K0 be the cardinality of the set I

⋃
{α}, fix a small number ε such that

0 < ε <
1

10K0
min

{
− λ−(h), λ+(h) : h ∈ {f, g, fg}

}
. (4.2)

For x ∈ Γ, let

|v|x =
∑

n,k∈Z

|D(fngk)xv|

enλκ(f)+kλκ(g)+(|n|+|k|)ε

if v ∈ Vκ(x) for some κ ∈ I, and let

|v|x =
∑

n,k∈N

|D(fngk)xv|

e(n+k)(λα+ε)

if v ∈ Eα(x).

Definition 4.1. Fix ε > 0 as above, define a set of point dependent norms {|·|x}x∈Γ

as follows:

|v|x := max{max
κ∈I

{|vκ|x}, |vα|x}

where v =
∑

κ∈I vκ + vα ∈ Bx with vκ ∈ Vκ(x) for every κ ∈ I and vα ∈ Eα(x).

To see the definition of the above norm | · |x is well-defined, it suffices to show
that |v|x < ∞ for every v ∈ Vi(x) and every i ∈ I and i = α. Fix κ ∈ I and
v ∈ Vκ(x), we will show that |v|x <∞. The case of i = α can be shown in a similar
fashion. We first assume that |n| ≥ |k| ≥ 0 and n ·k ≥ 0. Let ℓ ∈ N be large enough
so that

sup
x∈A

|Dfx| ≤ eλ
κ(f)+ℓ· ε

4 and sup
y∈A

|Dfy| ≤ eλ
κ(g)+ℓ· ε

4 .

Note that for every 0 ≤ t ≤ ℓ, the following limit

lim
s→±∞

1

s
log |D(f ℓgt)sxu| = ℓλκ(f) + tλκ(g)
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is uniformly for u ∈ Vκ(x) with |u| = 1. Therefore, there exists s0 > ℓ such that for
every |s| > s0, one has that

|D(f ℓgt)sxu| ≤ |u| · es(ℓλ
κ(f)+tλκ(g))+|s| ε

4

for every 0 ≤ t ≤ ℓ and every u ∈ Vκ(x). Let Nℓ = s0 · ℓ. For every |n| > Nℓ, write
n = sℓ + p with s ∈ Z and 0 ≤ p ≤ ℓ, and write k = st+ q with 0 ≤ q ≤ |s|. Since
|n| ≥ |k| ≥ 0 and n · k ≥ 0, one has 0 ≤ t ≤ ℓ. Therefore, for every |n| > Nℓ we
have that

|D(fngk)xu| = |Dfp ◦Dgq ◦D(f ℓgt)sxu|

≤ |u|enλ
κ(f)+kλκ(g)+(pℓ+qℓ+|s|)· ε

4

≤ |u|enλ
κ(f)+kλκ(g)+(|n|+|k|)· ε

2 .

For |n| ≥ |k| ≥ 0 and nk < 0, the above inequality can also be proven for |n| > Nℓ

by some modification of the choice of t, s ∈ Z and p, q,Nℓ > 0. If |k| ≥ |n|, one can
prove in a similar fashion that there exists a sufficiently large Kℓ so that the above
inequality holds for |k| > Kℓ. Therefore, we have that

|D(fngk)xu| ≤ |u|enλ
κ(f)+kλκ(g)+(|n|+|k|)· ε

2

for every (n, k) ∈ Z
2 with |n| > Nℓ and |k| > Kℓ. Hence, we have

∑

n,k∈Z

|D(fngk)xu|/|u|

enλκ(f)+kλκ(g)+(|n|+|k|)ε
<∞.

This yields that the norm |u|x is well-defined.
To estimate the difference of these new norms and the original ones, put

Cκ(x) = sup
n,k∈Z

supv∈Vκ(x),|v|=1 |D(fngk)xv|

enλ
κ(f)+kλκ(g)+(|n|+|k|)· ε

2

if κ ∈ I, and

Cα(x) = sup
n,k≥0

supv∈Eα(x),|v|=1 |D(fngk)xv|

e(n+k)(λα+ ε
2
)

.

Let C(x) = max{maxκ∈I{Cκ(x), πκ(x)}, Cα(x), πα(x)}, where πκ(x) is the projec-
tion of Bx onto Vκ(x) via the splitting. Note that all of these functions on Γ are
Borel measurable and finite-valued, one can show the function C(x) satisfies the
following property by using (e) of Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 4.1. Let the function C(x) be given as above, then

lim
n→±∞

1

n
logC(hn(x)) = 0 (4.3)

for µ-almost every x ∈ Γ, where h = f, g or fg.

Using the similar arguments in [2, Lemma 5.1], we have the following result.

Lemma 4.2. The following properties hold for all x ∈ Γ:

(1) For every v ∈ Vκ(x), κ ∈ I, and every w ∈ Eα(x), we have that

e−(|n|+|k|) ε
2 |v|x ≤

|D(fngk)xv|fngk(x)

enλκ(f)+kλκ(g)
≤ e(|n|+|k|) ε

2 |v|x ∀ n, k ∈ Z

and

|D(fngk)xw|fngk(x) ≤ e(n+k)(λα+ ε
2
)|w|x ∀ n, k ≥ 0;

16



(2) The norms | · |x and | · | satisfy that

1

K0
| · | ≤ | · |x ≤

( 6C(x)

1− e−ε

)2
| · |

where K0 is the cardinality of the index set I
⋃
{α}.

Consequently, we have the following result by considering n = 1, k = 0 or n =
0, k = 1 or n = 1, k = 1.

Corollary 4.1. For h = f, g or fg, the following properties hold for all x ∈ Γ:

eλ
+(h)−ε|u|x ≤|Dhxu|h(x); (4.4)

e−ε|v|x ≤|Dhxv|h(x) ≤ eε|v|x; (4.5)

|Dhxw|h(x) ≤ eλ
−(h)+ε|w|x. (4.6)

where u ∈ Eu(x, h), v ∈ Ec(x, h) and w ∈ Es(x, h).

Denote by expx : Bx → B the exponential map defined by v 7→ v + x. Define

the connecting maps h̃x : Bx → Bh(x) by h̃x := exp−1
h(x) ◦h ◦ expx, and let h̃nx =

h̃hn−1x ◦ · · · ◦ h̃x, where h = f, g or fg. Note that (Dh̃x)0 = Dhx. Since f, g are C2

transformations and A is compact, there exist M0 > 0 and γ0 > 0 such that

max{|D2fx|, |D
2gx|, |D

2(fg)x|} < M0 (4.7)

for every x ∈ B with dist(x,A) < γ0.
For h = f or g, by Lemma 4.1 and [6, Lemma 3.1], for each δ > 0, there exists

a measurable function Kδ : Γ → [1,∞) so that

Kδ(h
±(x)) ≤ eδKδ(x), and Kδ(x) ≥ (

6C(x)

1− e−ε
)2. (4.8)

Let K(x) := K ε
2
(x), by Lemma 4.2 we have

1

K0
| · | ≤ | · |x ≤ K(x)| · |. (4.9)

Let B̃x(r) := {v ∈ Bx : |v|x ≤ r}, we have the following result.

Lemma 4.3. Let the function ℓ : Γ → [1,∞) given by ℓ(x) = M0K
2
0e

εK(x) and

h = f, g or fg. For every 0 < δ < γ0 and every x ∈ Γ, the map h̃x : B̃x(δℓ(x)
−1) →

B̃h(x) satisfies the following properties:

(1) Lip(h̃x − (Dh̃x)0) ≤ δ;

(2) the map z 7→ (Dh̃x)z satisfies Lip(Dh̃x) ≤ ℓ(x).

Proof. For every y, z ∈ B̃x(δℓ(x)
−1), since

|(Dh̃x)z − (Dh̃x)y| = sup
v 6=0

|(Dh̃x)zv − (Dh̃x)yv|h(x)
|v|x

≤ K(h(x))K0|Dhexpx y −Dhexpx z|

≤ eεK0M0K(x)|z − y|

≤ eεK2
0M0K(x)|z − y|x

≤ ℓ(x)|z − y|x,

17



this proves the second statement. To prove the first statement, note that

Lip(h̃x − (Dh̃x)0) ≤ sup
y∈B̃x(δℓ(x)−1)

|(D(h̃x − (Dh̃x)0)y|

= sup
y∈B̃x(δℓ(x)−1)

|(Dh̃x)y − (Dh̃x)0|

≤ Lip(Dh̃x) · |y − 0|x

≤ ℓ(x) · δℓ(x)−1

= δ,

where the second statement is used in the fourth inequality. This completes the
proof. �

Remark 4.1. By the definition of ℓ(x), for h = f, g or fg we have

ℓ(x) ≥ K(x) and ℓ(h±(x)) ≤ eεℓ(x)

where ε is fixed as in (4.2). It follows from (4.9) that

1

K0
| · | ≤ | · |x ≤ ℓ(x)| · |. (4.10)

Choose δ1 < γ0 small enough such that for every 0 < δ ≤ δ1, one has

eε + δ < e2ε < e4ε − δ and e−ε − δ > e−2ε > e−4ε + δ. (4.11)

Fix λ > log(e2max{λ1(f),λ1(g)}+ε + δ1). For h = f, g or fg, one can show that

|h̃xu|h(x) ≤ |h̃xu− (Dh̃x)0u|h(x) + |(Dh̃x)0u|h(x)

≤ (δ + eλmax(h)+ε)|u|x

≤ eλ|u|x

(4.12)

for every u ∈ B̃x(δ1ℓ(x)
−1). In particular, one has that

h̃x(B̃x(e
−λ−εδ1ℓ(x)

−1)) ⊂ B̃h(x)(δ1ℓ(h(x))
−1) (4.13)

for every x ∈ Γ.

Corollary 4.2. For h = f, g or fg and x ∈ Γ. Let πτ
x,h denote the projection

operator of Bx onto Eτ (x, h) via the splitting Bx = Eu(x, h)
⊕
Ec(x, h)

⊕
Es(x, h)

where τ = u, c, s. For every u, v ∈ B̃x(δ1ℓ(x)
−1) with |u−v|x = |πu

x,h(u−v)|x, then
we have that

|h̃xu− h̃xv|h(x) = |πu
h(x),h(h̃xu− h̃xv)|h(x).

Proof. By definition of the norm | · |x, it suffices to show that

|πu
h(x),h(h̃xu− h̃xv)|h(x) ≥ |πcs

h(x),h(h̃xu− h̃xv)|h(x)
18



where πcs
x,h = πc

x,h + πs
x,h. Since λ

+(h) ≥ 5ε by the choice of ε > 0 (see (4.2)), we
have that

|πu
h(x),h(h̃xu− h̃xv)|h(x)

≥|πu
h(x),h((Dh̃x)0(u− v))|h(x) − |πu

h(x),h((h̃x − (Dh̃x)0)u− (h̃x − (Dh̃x)0)v)|h(x)

≥|(Dh̃x)0(π
u
x,h(u − v))|h(x) − |(h̃x − (Dh̃x)0)u− (h̃x − (Dh̃x)0)v|h(x)

≥eλ
+(h)−ε|πu

x,h(u− v)|x − δ1|u− v|x

≥(e4ε − δ1)|u− v|x.

where (4.4) and Lemma 4.3 is used in the third inequality. Similarly, we have that

|πcs
h(x),h(h̃xu− h̃xv)|h(x)

≤|πcs
h(x),h((Dh̃x)0(u− v))|h(x) + |πcs

h(x),h((h̃x − (Dh̃x)0)u− (h̃x − (Dh̃x)0)v)|h(x)

≤|(Dh̃x)0(π
cs
x,h(u − v))|h(x) + |(h̃x − (Dh̃x)0)u− (h̃x − (Dh̃x)0)v|h(x)

≤eε|πcs
x,h(u− v)|x + δ1|u− v|x

≤(eε + δ1)|u− v|x.

The choice of δ1 (see (4.11)) implies that eε + δ1 < e2ε < e4ε − δ1. This yields that

|h̃xu− h̃xv|h(x) = |πu
h(x),h(h̃xu− h̃xv)|h(x).

�

Corollary 4.3. For h = f, g or fg. Let x ∈ Γ, n ∈ Z and u, v ∈ Bx with

h̃kx(u), h̃
k
x(v) ∈ B̃hk(x)(δ1ℓ(x)

−1) for k = 0, 1, · · · , n,

(1) if |u− v|x = |πu
x,h(u− v)|x, then

|h̃kxu− h̃kxv|hk(x) = |πu
hk(x),h(h̃

k
xu− h̃kxv)|hk(x)

≥ (e4ε − δ1)
k|u− v|x

≥ e2kε|u− v|x

for k = 0, 1, · · · , n;
(2) if |h̃nxu− h̃nxv|hn(x) = |πcs

hn(x),h(h̃
n
xu− h̃nxv)|x, then

|h̃kxu− h̃kxv|hk(x) = |πcs
hk(x),h(h̃

k
xu− h̃kxv)|hk(x) ≤ e2kε|u− v|x

for k = 0, 1, · · · , n.

Proof. It follows from Corollary 4.1, Lemma 4.3, Corollary 4.2 and the choice of
ε, δ1 (see (4.2) and (4.11)). �

Remark 4.2. Corollary 4.2 remains true if we replace πu
·,h, π

cs
·,h by πuc

·,h, π
s
·,h respec-

tively, where πuc
·,h = πu

·,h+π
c
·,h. In this case, the inequalities (1) and (2) in Corollary

4.3 become

|h̃kxu− h̃kxv|hk(x) = |πuc
hk(x),h(h̃

k
xu− h̃kxv)|hk(x) ≥ e−2kε|u− v|x;

and

|h̃kxu− h̃kxv|hk(x) = |πs
hk(x),h(h̃

k
xu− h̃kxv)|hk(x) ≤ (e−4ε + δ1)

k|u− v|x

≤ e−2kε|u− v|x

respectively.
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5. Sub-additivity of measure-theoretic entropies

In this section, we will give the detailed proof of Theorem A. Let f, g, A and µ
be as in Theorem A.

5.1. Local entropy. Suppose T and S are commuting continuous maps on a com-
pact metric space X . Let B(x, δ) be a closed ball in X centered at x and of radius
δ. We call the set

Bn(x, δ, T ) =

n⋂

k=0

T−kB(T kx, δ)

to be an (n, δ, T )-ball. Let µ be a T -invariant measure on X , by Brin-Katok’s
entropy formula [3], the following limit

hµ(x, T ) : = lim
δ→0

lim sup
n→∞

−
1

n
logµ(Bn(x, δ, T ))

= lim
δ→0

lim inf
n→∞

−
1

n
logµ(Bn(x, δ, T ))

is well-defined for µ-almost every x ∈ X , and the quantity hµ(x, T ) is called the
local entropy of T at point x. Moreover, the function hµ(x, T ) is T -invariant,
integrable and satisfies that

∫
hµ(x, T )dµ(x) = hµ(T ).

Lemma 5.1 ([6] Lemma 6.1). Let T and S be two commuting continuous homeo-
morphisms on a compact metric space X and µ ∈ M(T, S,X). Then, the function
hµ(x, T ) is both T -invariant and S-invariant. Consequently, if µ is (T, S)-ergodic,
then hµ(x, T ) = hµ(T ) for µ-almost every x ∈ X.

Let ρ : X → [0,∞) be a measurable function. Define an (n, ρ, T )-ball at x by

Bn(x, ρ, T ) =

n⋂

k=0

T−kB(T kx, ρ(T kx)).

The following result is an extension of the Brin-Katok’s entropy formula.

Proposition 5.1 ([6] Proposition 6.4). Let {ρδ : δ > 0} be a family of measurable
functions on X satisfying that

(1) 0 < ρδ(x) ≤ δ for every x and ρδ monotonically decreases as δ → 0;
(2)

∫
log ρδdµ <∞ for every δ > 0.

Then

hµ(x, T ) = lim
δ→0

lim sup
n→∞

−
1

n
logµ(Bn(x, ρδ, T )) µ− a.e. x.

For r ∈ (0, 1) and δ > 0, denote by Nn(δ, r, T ) the minimal number of (n, δ, T )-
balls covering a set of µ-measure more than 1− r. Assume that µ is T -ergodic, by
the Katok’s entropy formula (see [7, Theorem 1.1]), we have that

hµ(T ) = lim
δ→0

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
logNn(δ, r, T ).

In fact, the assumption µ is T -ergodic is not necessary. By Lemma 5.1, the following
lemma can be proven easily.
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Lemma 5.2 ([6] Proposition 6.3). If T and S are commuting continuous maps on
a compact metric space X, µ is (T, S)-ergodic. Then, for every r ∈ (0, 1) we have
that

hµ(T ) = lim
δ→0

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
logNn(δ, r, T ).

Remark 5.1. Since µ ∈ E(T, S,X) is equivalent to µ ∈ E(TS, T,X) (see Proposi-
tion 2.1 (2)), for every r ∈ (0, 1) we have that

hµ(TS) = lim
δ→0

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
logNn(δ, r, TS).

5.2. Relations between Bowen balls. Let h̃x, B̃x(r), δ1, ε and ℓ(x) be the same
as in Section 4.

In the following, we will prove some useful lemmas, they has the counterpart in
finite dimensional systems which are proved in [6, Sect. 7]. For the case of finite
dimensional systems, Hu [6] considered two commuting C2 diffeomorphisms f, g
on a compact Riemannian manifold, so that a version of Lemma 4.3 and all the

corollaries are also valid for f̃−1, g̃−1. In our case, although f−1 is well-defined
and continuous on the set A, it may not be defined outside A and may not be
differentiable even in A. So we need some new methods to prove the following
lemmas, which is slightly different from those in [6].

Lemma 5.3. Let δ > 0 be a small number and x ∈ Γ. For h = f, g or fg, let

u ∈ Bx with h̃kx(u) ∈ B̃hk
x(u)

(δ1ℓ(x)
−1) for every k = 0, 1, · · · , n,

(1) if u ∈ B̃x(δe
−2nε) and h̃nx(u) ∈ B̃hn(x)(δ), then

h̃kx(u) ∈ B̃hk(x)(δe
−2(n−k)ε) ∀ k = 0, 1, · · · , n;

(2) if u ∈ B̃x(δ) and h̃
n
x(u) ∈ B̃hn(x)(δe

−2nε), then

h̃kx(u) ∈ B̃hk(x)(δe
−2kε) ∀ k = 0, 1, · · · , n.

Proof. For simplicity, we write πτ
hk(x),h, | · |hk(x) as π

τ
k , | · |k respectively.

Note that
|h̃kx(u)|k = max{|πu

k h̃
k
x(u)|k, |π

cs
k h̃

k
x(u)|k}.

If |h̃kx(u)|k = |πu
k h̃

k
x(u)|k. By (1) of Corollary 4.3, we have that

δ ≥ |h̃nx(u)|n ≥ e2(n−k)ε|h̃kx(u)|k

Thus, |h̃kx(u)|k ≤ δe−2(n−k)ε. If |h̃kx(u)|k = |πcs
k h̃

k
x(u)|k. By (2) of Corollary 4.3, we

have that
|h̃kx(u)|hk(x) ≤ e2kε|u|x ≤ δe−2(n−k)ε.

This proves the first statement.
To prove the second statement, note that

|h̃kx(u)|hk(x) = max{|πuc
k h̃kx(u)|k, |π

s
kh̃

k
x(u)|k}.

If |h̃kx(u)|k = |πuc
k h̃kx(u)|k. By (1) of Corollary 4.3 and Remark 4.2, we have that

δe−2nε ≥ |h̃nx(u)|n ≥ e−2(n−k)ε|h̃kx(u)|k.

Thus, |h̃kx(u)|k ≤ δe−2kε. If |h̃kx(u)|k = |πs
kh̃

k
x(u)|k. By (2) of Corollary 4.3 and

Remark 4.2, we have that

|h̃kx(u)|k ≤ e−2kε|u|x ≤ δe−2kε.
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This completes the proof of the lemma. �

Let Γℓ := {x ∈ Γ : ℓ(x) ≤ ℓ}, and choose a sufficiently large ℓ such that µ(Γℓ) > 0.
Let h = f or g, for every x ∈ Γℓ, let τh(x) be the smallest positive integer n such
that hn(x) ∈ Γℓ. By the Poincaré’s recurrence theorem, we have that τh(x) < ∞
for µ-almost every x ∈ Γℓ, extend τh(x) to A by letting τh(x) = 0 if x /∈ Γℓ. For
each δ > 0, define a function ρδ,h : A→ (0,∞) as follows:

ρδ,h(x) = min{δ, δ1ℓ
−2e−(λ+ε)τh(x)}

see (4.12) for the choice of λ. Note that log ρδ,h is integrable since
∫
τh(x)dµ =

(µ(Γℓ))
−1, and the family of functions {ρδ,h : δ > 0} satisfies the conditions of

Proposition 5.1. Recall that B(x, r) = {y ∈ B : |x− y| ≤ r}, and

Bn(x, ρδ,h, h) =

n⋂

k=0

h−kB(hk(x), ρδ,h(h
kx)).

Lemma 5.4. Let h = f or g, 0 < δ < δ1ℓ
−2, x ∈ Γℓ ∩ h−nΓℓ and n ∈ N. For each

k = 0, 1 · · · , n, the following properties hold:

(1) h̃kx(exp
−1
x (Bn(x, ρδ,h, h) ∩B(x, δe−2nε))) ⊂ B̃hk(x)(δℓe

−2(n−k)ε);

(2) h̃kx(exp
−1
x (Bn(x, ρδ,h, h) ∩ h−n(B(hn(x), δe−2nε)))) ⊂ B̃hk(x)(δℓe

−2kε).

Proof. For simplicity, denote | · |hk(x) by | · |k. For each y ∈ Bn(x, ρδ,h, h), let

u = exp−1
x y. For every k ∈ {0, 1 · · · , n} with hk(x) ∈ Γℓ, we have that

|h̃kx(u)|k ≤ ℓ(hk(x))|h̃kx(u)| ≤ ℓ|hk(x)− hk(y)| ≤ ℓδ ≤ ℓ−1δ1 ≤ δ1ℓ(h
k(x))−1.

If hk(x) /∈ Γℓ, denote by nk < k the biggest nonnegative integer such that hnk(x) ∈
Γℓ, then τh(h

nk(x)) > k − nk. We have

|h̃nk
x (u)|nk

≤ ℓ|hnk(x)− hnk(y)| ≤ ℓ−1δ1e
−(λ+ε)τh(h

nk (x)) ≤ ℓ−1δ1e
−(λ+ε)(k−nk).

By (4.12), we have that

|h̃kx(u)|k ≤ eλ(k−nk)|h̃nk
x (u)|nk

≤ ℓ−1e−(k−nk)εδ1 ≤ δ1ℓ(h
k(x))−1

since ℓ(hnk(x)) = ℓ. Therefore, we have that

|h̃kx(u)|k ≤ δ1ℓ(h
k(x))−1

for every k = 0, 1 · · · , n. Moreover, if y ∈ B(x, δe−2nε) then |u|x ≤ ℓ(x)|u| ≤

ℓδe−2nε. Similarly, hn(y) ∈ B(hn(x), δe−2nε) implies |h̃nx(u)|n ≤ ℓδe−2nε. State-
ments (1) and (2) follow immediately from Lemma 5.3. �

Lemma 5.5. For every 0 < δ < δ1ℓ
−2e−λ−ε and x ∈ Γℓ ∩ f−nΓℓ ∩ (fg)−nΓℓ, let

∆ :=Bn(x, ρδ,f , f) ∩B(x, δe−2nε)

∩ f−n(Bn(f
n(x), ρδ,g, g)) ∩ (fg)−n(B((fg)n(x), δe−2nε)).

Then we have that ∆ ⊂ Bn(x, δℓK0, fg), where K0 is the constant as in Lemma
4.2.

Proof. For each y ∈ ∆, let u = exp−1
x y. Since x ∈ Γℓ∩f−nΓℓ and y ∈ Bn(x, ρδ,f , f)∩

B(x, δe−2nε), by (1) of Lemma 5.4 we have that

f̃n−k
x u ∈ B̃fn−k(x)(δℓe

−2kε) (5.1)
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for every 0 ≤ k ≤ n. Similarly, since fn(x) ∈ Γℓ∩g−nΓℓ and f
n(y) ∈ Bn(f

n(x), ρδ,g, g))∩
g−n(B((fg)n(x), δe−2nε)), by (2) of Lemma 5.4 we have that

(̃fg)
k

fn−k(x) ◦ f̃
n−k
x u ∈ B̃fngk(x)(δℓe

−2kε) (5.2)

for every 0 ≤ k ≤ n.
For each 0 ≤ k ≤ n, we claim that

(̃fg)
i

fn−k(x) ◦ f̃
n−k
x u ∈ B̃(fg)i(fn−k(x))(δℓe

−2max{i,k−i}ε) for i = 0, 1, · · · , k. (5.3)

We will show the above claim by induction. For k = 0, the claim follows from (5.1).
Suppose that the claim is true for k − 1, i.e.,

(̃fg)
i−1

fn−k+1(x) ◦ f̃
n−k+1
x u ∈ B̃(fg)i−1(fn−k+1(x))(δℓe

−2max{i−1,k−i}ε)

for every 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Note that

(g̃ ◦ (̃fg)
i−1

)fn−k+1x ◦ f̃n−k+1
x u = (̃fg)

i

fn−k(x) ◦ f̃
n−k
x u.

By (4.12) and the induction assumption, for every 1 ≤ i ≤ k we have that

|(̃fg)
i
◦ f̃n−k

x u|(fg)i(fn−k(x)) ≤ eλ|(̃fg)
i−1

fn−k+1x ◦ f̃n−k+1
x u|(fg)i−1(fn−k+1(x))

≤ eλ · δℓe−2max{i−1,k−i}ε

≤ δ1ℓ
−1e−kε.

By the definition of the function ℓ(x), we have that

ℓ((fg)i(fn−k(x))) = ℓ(f−(k−i)gifn(x)) ≤ ℓ(fn(x))e(k−i)ε+iε ≤ ℓekε

since fn(x) ∈ Γℓ. Therefore, we have that

(̃fg)
i
◦ f̃n−k

x u ∈ B̃(fg)ifn−k(x)(δ1ℓ((fg)
ifn−k(x))−1) ∀i = 1, 2, · · · , k.

Applying Lemma 5.3 to vector f̃n−k
x u and map f̃ g with (5.1) and (5.2), we have

that

(̃fg)
i

fn−k(x) ◦ f̃
n−k
x u ∈ B̃(fg)i(fn−k(x))(δℓe

−2max{k,k−i}ε) ∀i = 0, 1, · · · , k.

This completes the proof of the claim.
By the claim, for every 0 ≤ i ≤ n we have that

|(̃fg)
i

xu|(fg)i(x) ≤ δℓe−2max{i,n−i}ε ≤ δℓ.

Since (̃fg)
i

xu = (fg)i(y)− (fg)i(x), it follows from (4.10) that

|(fg)i(x) − (fg)i(y)| = |(̃fg)
i

xu| ≤ K0|(̃fg)
i

xu|(fg)i(x) ≤ δℓK0

for every 0 ≤ i ≤ n. Hence, y ∈ Bn(x, δℓK0, fg). This completes the proof of the
lemma. �
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5.3. Proof of Theorem A. Let N(r) denote the minimal number of balls of
radius r covering A. By the assumption (ii) of (H2), there exist numbers D0 > 0
and δ2 > 0, such that for every 0 < r < δ2 we have that

N(r) ≤ r−D0 . (5.4)

Proof of Theorem A. Take r ∈ (0, 1). Fix ℓ > 1 such that µ(Γℓ) > 1 − r/5. Let
ρδ,f and ρδ,g be two families of functions as in Section 5.2.

For h = f or g, n ∈ N and sufficiently small number ε > 0 and δ > 0, let

Ah
n,δ,ε =

{
x ∈ Γ : µ(Bk(x, ρδ,h, h)) ≥ e−k(hµ(h)+ε) ∀ k ≥ n

}
.

It follows from Proposition 5.1 that

hµ(h) ≥ lim sup
n→∞

−
1

n
logµ(Bn(x, ρδ,h, h)) µ− a.e.

Thus, for every δ > 0 we have µ(Ah
n,δ,ε) → 1 as n → ∞. Choose nh(δ) > 0, such

that µ(Ah
n,δ,ε) > 1− r/5 for every n > nh(δ).

By the definition of Ah
n,δ,ε, there are at most en(hµ(h)+ε) disjoint (n, ρδ,h, h)-balls

centered at points in Ah
n,δ,ε. So the same number of (n, 2ρδ,h, h)-balls centered

at points in Ah
n,δ,ε can cover Ah

n,δ,ε. That is, there exists a set Sh ⊂ Ah
n,δ,ε with

|Sh| ≤ en(hµ(h)+ε) such that

Ah
n,δ,ε ⊂

⋃

x∈Sh

Bn(x, 2ρδ,h, h),

where |S| denotes the cardinality of the set S.
Take 0 < δ < min{ 1

4δ1ℓ
−2e−λ−ε, δ2}. By (5.4), there exists a set S0 ⊂ A with

|S0| = N(2δe−2nε) ≤ (2δe−2nε)−D0 such that

A ⊂
⋃

x∈S0

B(x, 2δe−2nε).

For each n > max{nf (δ), ng(δ)}, let

An = Af
n,δ,ε ∪ f

−nAg
n,δ,ε ∩ Γℓ ∩ f

−nΓℓ ∩ (fg)−nΓℓ.

Obviously, µ(An) ≥ 1− r. For every xf ∈ Sf , xg ∈ Sg, x
′ ∈ S0 and x′′ ∈ S0, if the

intersection

An∩Bn(xf , 2ρδ,f , f) ∩B(x′, 2δe−2nε)

∩ f−n(Bn(xg , 2ρδ,g, g)) ∩ (fg)−n(B(x′′, 2δe−2nε))

is not empty, then for each x in it, the intersection is contained in the set

Bn(x, 4ρδ,f , f) ∩B(x, 4δe−2nε)

∩ f−n(Bn(f
n(x), 4ρδ,g, g)) ∩ (fg)−n(B((fg)n(x), 4δe−2nε)).

By Lemma 5.5, the above set is contained in Bn(x, 4δℓK0, fg). There are at most
|Sf | · |Sg| · |S0|2 different such intersections. Note that µ(An) > 1 − r, these in-
tersections cover An and each one is contained in an (n, 4δℓK0, fg)-ball. Thus, we
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have that

Nn(4δℓK0, r, fg) ≤ |Sf | · |Sg| · |S0|
2

≤ en(hµ(f)+hµ(g)+2ε) · (2δe−2nε)−2D0

≤ (2δ)−2D0 · en(hµ(f)+hµ(g)+(4D0+2)ε).

Therefore, by Lemma 5.2

hµ(fg) ≤ hµ(f) + hµ(g) + (4D0 + 2)ε.

Since ε is arbitrary, one has that

hµ(fg) ≤ hµ(f) + hµ(g).

This completes the proof of Theorem A. �

6. Local unstable manifold

This section is a continuation of Section 4, and the notations h̃x, B̃x(r), δ1, ε and
ℓ(x) are the same as in Section 4. We will recall the unstable manifold theorem in
[2], and give an equivalent characterization of the local unstable manifolds.

Notice that Eu(x, f) or Eu(x, g) equal to {0} if and only if (f, µ) or (g, µ) has
no positive Lyapunov exponents. In this case, Theorem B follows from Ruelle’s
inequality [11] immediately. In the rest of the paper, we assume that (f, µ) and
(g, µ) have positive Lyapunov exponents.

For h = f, g, τ = u, c, s and r > 0, we write B̃τ
x(r, h) = {v ∈ Eτ (x, h) : |v|x ≤ r}

and B̃cs
x (r, h) = B̃c

x(r, h) + B̃s
x(r, h). Hence, B̃x(r) = B̃u

x (r, h) + B̃cs
x (r, h).

The unstable (stable) manifold theory is well-known for finite dimensional sys-
tems. See [2, Theorem 6.1] for this theorem of maps on a Banach space that we
will recall in below. See also [16] and [15] for the detailed proofs of this theorem
for maps on Hilbert space and maps on Banach space respectively.

Theorem 6.1. For h = f or g, there exists δ′1 ∈ (0, δ1) such that for every 0 <

δ < δ′1, there exists a unique family of continuous maps {σh
x : B̃u

x (δℓ(x)
−1, h) →

B̃cs
x (δℓ(x)−1, h)}x∈Γ so that

σh
x(0) = 0 and h̃x(graph(σ

h
x)) ⊃ graph(σh

h(x)).

Moreover, the family {σh
x}x∈Γ has the following additional properties with respect

to the norm | · |x:

(1) σh
x is C1+Lip Fréchet differentiable, with (Dσh

x)0 = 0;
(2) Lipσh

x ≤ 1/10 and Lip(Dσh
x) ≤ Cℓ(x) where C > 0 is independent of x;

(3) if h̃x(ui + σh
x(ui)) ∈ B̃hx(δℓ(hx)

−1) for ui ∈ B̃u
x (δℓ(x)

−1, h) (i = 1, 2), then

|h̃x(u1+σ
h
x(u1))− h̃x(u2 + σh

x(u2))|hx

≥(eλ
+(h)−ε − δ)|u1 + σh

x(u1)− u2 − σh
x(u2)|x.

For h = f or g. Let Wu
δ (x, h) = graph(σh

x) and define the local unstable

manifold at x with respect to h by

wu
δ (x, h) = expxW

u
δ (x, h).

The global unstable manifold at x with respect to h is defined as

wu(x, h) =
⋃

n≥0

hnwu
δ,x(h

−n(x), h),
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which is an immersed submanifold in B.

Remark 6.1. Let x ∈ Γ and 0 < δ < δ′1, one may not have wu
δ (x, h) ⊂ A.

However, by Theorem 6.1 one has Wu
δ (x, h) ⊂ h̃nh−nxW

u
δ (h

−nx, h) for each n > 0.
Consequently, one has wu

δ (x, h) ⊂ hnwu
δ (h

−nx, h) for each n > 0. Hence, for every
y ∈ wu

δ (x, h) there exists a unique yn ∈ wu
δ (h

−nx, h) such that hn(yn) = y.

Notice that the next lemma is different to [2, Lemma 6.3], here we do not assume
that the center subspaces are trivial.

Lemma 6.1. For h = f or g and every 0 < δ < δ′1, for every x ∈ Γ we have that

wu
δ (x, h) = expx

{
v ∈ B̃x(δℓ(x)

−1) : ∀n ∈ N, ∃vn ∈ B̃h−nx(δ1ℓ(h
−nx)−1) such that

h̃nh−nxvn = v and |πu
h−n(x),hvn|h−n(x) = |vn|h−n(x)

}

where πu
x,h is the same as in Corollary 4.2. Moreover, if Ec(x, h) = {0}, one has

wu
δ (x, h) = expx

{
v ∈ B̃x(δℓ(x)

−1) : ∀n ∈ N, ∃vn ∈ B̃h−nx(δ1ℓ(h
−nx)−1) such that

h̃nh−nxvn = v
}
.

Proof. To simplify the notations, for τ = u, cs write πτ
h−kx,h, | · |h−kx as πτ

−k, | · |−k

respectively, and let

R := expx

{
v ∈ B̃x(δℓ(x)

−1) : ∀n ∈ N, ∃vn ∈ B̃h−nx(δ1ℓ(h
−nx)−1) such that

h̃nh−nxvn = v and |πu
h−n(x),hvn|h−n(x) = |vn|h−n(x)

}

For each y ∈ wu
δ (x, h), let v = exp−1

x y ∈ Wu
δ (x, h). By Theorem 6.1, for every

n ≥ 0 there exists a vn ∈ Wu
δ,h−nx(h

−nx, h) such that h̃nh−nxvn = v. Moreover, one

can show that |πu
−nvn|−n = |vn|−n since Lipσh

h−nx ≤ 1/10. Thus, y ∈ R.

On the other hand, take v ∈ B̃x(δℓ(x)
−1), assume that there exist {vn}n≥0 such

that

vn ∈ B̃h−nx(δ1ℓ(h
−nx)−1), h̃nh−nxvn = v and |πu

−nvn|−n = |vn|−n.

If v /∈ Wu
δ (x, h), then there exists u ∈ Wu

δ (x, h) such that πu
x,hv = πu

x,hu but

πcs
x,hv 6= πcs

x,hu. For each n > 0, let un = (h̃nh−nx)
−1u ∈Wu

δ (h
−nx, h). Note that

1 ≥
|πcs

−nvn|−n

|πu
−nvn|−n

≥
|πcs

−n(vn − un)|−n − |un|−n

|vn|−n
,

|u − v|x = |πcs
x,h(u − v)|x, |πu

−nvn|−n = |vn|−n and |πu
−nun|−n = |un|−n. By (2) of

Corollary 4.3, we have that

|u− v|x ≤ e2nε|πcs
−n(vn − un)|−n = e2nε|vn − un|−n.

Similarly, by (1) of Corollary 4.3,

|v|x ≥ (e4ε − δ1)
n|vn|−n and |u|x ≥ (e4ε − δ1)

n|un|−n.
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The above observation yield that

1 ≥
e−2nε|u− v|x − (e4ε − δ1)

−n|u|x
(e4ε − δ1)−n|v|x

≥ (
e4ε − δ1
e2ε

)n
|u− v|x
|v|x

−
|u|x
|v|x

.

Recall the choice of δ1 in (4.11), the right-hand side in the above inequality tends
to ∞ as n→ ∞. This contradiction yields that v ∈Wu

δ (x, h). Hence, we have that
expx v ∈ wu

δ (x, h).
To finish the proof, we assume Ec(x, h) = {0}. By Remark 4.2, one has

|u− v|x ≤ e−2nε|un − vn|−n.

Since |vn|−n ≤ δ1ℓ(h
−nx)−1 and |un|−n ≤ δ1ℓ(h

−nx)−1, we have

|vn − un|−n ≤ 2δ1ℓ(h
−nx)−1.

Thus, one has that

1

n
log e2nε|u− v|x ≤

1

n
log(2δ1ℓ(h

−nx)−1).

Letting n→ ∞, we have that

2ε < lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log ℓ(h−nx)−1 ≤ lim sup

n→∞

1

n
log(enεℓ(x)−1) = ε.

This contradiction implies that v ∈ Wu
δ (x, h). This completes the proof of the

lemma. �

7. Proof of Theorem B

In this section, the main aim is to give conditions under which the inequality in
Theorem A becomes an equality. We first show the local unstable manifolds of the
two commuting maps are equal under some suitable conditions. Moreover, if the
center subspace of one of the two commuting maps is trivial, the equality of the
metric entropies is established.

7.1. Proof of the first statement. This section will prove the first statement
of Theorem B, i.e., if Eu(x, f) = Eu(x, g) for µ-almost every x, then wu

δ (x, f) =
wu

δ (x, g) for µ-almost every x provided that δ is sufficiently small. Without loss of
generality, assume that Eu(x, f) = Eu(x, g) for every x ∈ Γ. By (4.1), one also has
that Ecs(x, f) = Ecs(x, g) for every x ∈ Γ.

Recall the following well-known result about graph transformations. Let 0 <
δ < δ′1, x ∈ Γ and

W(x, h) =
{
σ : B̃u

x(δℓ(x)
−1, h) → B̃cs

x (δℓ(x)−1, h) |σ(0) = 0, Lipσ ≤
1

10

}
.

where h = f or g. For σ ∈ W(x, h), define a map Ψx,h(σ) : B̃u
hx(δℓ(hx)

−1, h) →

B̃cs
hx(δℓ(hx)

−1, h) with the following property

h̃x(graph(σ)) ⊃ graph(Ψx,h(σ)).

The map Ψx,h(σ) is called the graph transform of σ with respect to h, and it is
well-defined in the following sense.
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Lemma 7.1 ([2] Lemma 6.2). Let h = f or g and x ∈ Γ, then the following
properties hold:

(1) for every σ ∈ W(x, h), Ψx,h(σ) exists and belongs to W(hx, h);
(2) there exists a constant c ∈ (0, 1) such that

|||Ψx,h(σ1)− Ψx,h(σ2)|||hx ≤ c|||σ1 − σ2|||x ∀σ1, σ2 ∈ W(x, h)

where |||σ|||x = sup
v∈B̃u

x (δℓ(x)−1,h)\{0}

|σ(v)|x
|v|x

.

Recall the choice of λ in (4.12) and δ′1 in Theorem 6.1, we have the following
result.

Lemma 7.2. Let δ′2 = e−λ−εδ′1. If Eu(x, f) = Eu(x, g) for every x ∈ Γ, then for
every 0 < δ < δ′2 we have that

f̃x(W
u
δ (x, g)) ⊃Wu

δ (fx, g), g̃x(W
u
δ (x, f)) ⊃Wu

δ (gx, f) ∀x ∈ Γ.

Proof. Fix x ∈ Γ, since Eu(x, f) = Eu(x, g), we have that Ecs(x, f) = Ecs(x, g)
by (4.1). Hence, if there is no confusion caused, we will simply write Eτ (x, h) as
Eτ (x) for τ = u, cs and h = f, g. This also implies that W(x, f) = W(x, g), and
we denote the common set by W(x).

In the following, we shall show that f̃x(W
u
δ (x, g)) ⊃ Wu

δ (fx, g), the other one
can be proven in a similar fashion.

Given σg
x ∈ W(x) with graph(σg

x) = Wu
δ (x, g) as in Theorem 6.1. By Lemma

7.1, there exists σ̃fx ∈ W(fx) such that

f̃xW
u
δ (x, g) ⊃ graph(σ̃fx). (7.1)

It suffices to prove that σ̃fx = σg
fx. For every v ∈ B̃u

fx(δℓ(fx)
−1), let u := v +

σ̃fxv ∈ graph(σ̃fx). By (7.1), there exists u′0 ∈ Wu
δ (x, g) such that f̃x(u

′
0) = u.

Since u′0 ∈ Wu
δ (x, g), there exists u′n ∈ Wu

δ (g
−nx, g) such that g̃ng−nx(u

′
n) = u′0

and |πu
g−n(x),fu

′
n|g−n(x) = |u′n|g−n(x) for every n ≥ 0 . Let un = f̃g−nxu

′
n, since

u′n ∈ B̃g−nx(δℓ(g
−nx)−1), by (4.13) and (1) of Corollary 4.3 we have that

un ∈ B̃g−n(fx)(δ1ℓ(g
−nfx)−1), |πu

g−n(fx),fun|g−n(fx) = |un|g−n(fx).

By construction of un, we have that g̃ng−n(fx)un = u for every n ≥ 1. It follows

from Lemma 6.1 that u ∈ Wu
δ (fx, g). This yields that σ̃fx = σg

fx. This completes
the proof of the lemma. �

Now we will prove the first statement of Theorem B, we write it as the following
theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Suppose Eu(x, f) = Eu(x, g) for every x ∈ Γ. For every 0 < δ < δ′2
( δ′2 is the same as in Lemma 7.2), we have that wu

δ (x, f) = wu
δ (x, g) for every x ∈ Γ.

Proof. Given x ∈ Γ and u ∈Wu
δ (x, f), it follows from Lemma 7.2 that

g̃ng−nx(W
u
δ (g

−nx, f)) ⊃Wu
δ (x, f) ∀n ≥ 0.

Thus, there exists un ∈Wu
δ (g

−nx, f) such that g̃ng−nxun = u for every n ≥ 0. Since

un ∈ Wu
δ (g

−nx, f) ⊂ B̃g−nx(δℓ(g
−nx)−1) and Eu(g−nx, f) = Eu(g−nx, g), we have

that
|πu

g−n(x),fun|g−nx = |πu
g−n(x),gun|g−nx = |un|g−nx.
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It follows from Lemma 6.1 that u ∈ Wu
δ (x, g). Thus, we haveW

u
δ (x, f) ⊂Wu

δ (x, g).
Similarly, one can show that Wu

δ (x, g) ⊂ Wu
δ (x, f). Therefore, Wu

δ (x, g) =
Wu

δ (x, f). So we conclude that wu
δ (x, f) = wu

δ (x, g) for every x ∈ Γ. �

7.2. Proof of the second statement. In this section, we will show the equality
of the measure theoretic entropies under the additional condition that the center
subspace of one of the two commuting maps is trivial.

7.2.1. Unstable stacks. In this part, we assume that Eu(x, f) = Eu(x, g) for every
x ∈ Γ. As before, we will simply write Eτ (x, h) as Eτ (x) for τ = u, cs and h =
f, g if there is no confusion caused. By Theorem 7.1, we have σf

x |B̃u
x (rℓ(x)−1) =

σg
x|B̃u

x (rℓ(x)−1) for small r > 0. Therefore, wu
r (x, f) = wu

r (x, g) and we will simply

write these notations as wu
r (x) and σx respectively.

In order to introduce some results on the regularity of the unstable manifolds,
we will introduce some notations as follows. For τ = u, cs, let Bτ

x(r) = {v ∈
Eτ (x) : |v| ≤ r}. Denote by (C(Bu

x (δℓ
−3
0 ), Ecs(x)), || · ||) the space of all continuous

functions from Bu
x(δℓ

−3
0 ) to Ecs(x) with the C0 super norm || · ||.

Since x 7→ Eτ (x) is µ-continuous, by Definition 3.1 there exists a sequence of
increasing compact subsets {Kn} so that µ(

⋃
nKn) = 1 and the map x 7→ Eτ (x)

is continuous on Kn for every n ≥ 1. Recall that Γℓ = {x ∈ Γ : ℓ(x) ≤ ℓ}, where
ℓ(x) is defined in Lemma 4.3, and the constants δ′2 and K0 are given in Lemma 7.2
and Lemma 4.2 respectively.

Theorem 7.2 ([2] Lemma 6.5). Fix ℓ0 and n0 > 1 so that µ(Γℓ0 ∩Kn0
) > 0, and

take x0 ∈ Γℓ0 ∩Kn0
. For r > 0 and x ∈ Γ, let

U(x, r) := Γℓ0 ∩Kn0
∩B(x, r).

Then, there exists 0 < δ3 < δ′2 such that for every 0 < δ ≤ 1
6K0

δ3, the following
properties hold for sufficiently small r0 > 0:

(1) for every y ∈ U(x0, r0), there exists a continuous function σy
x0

: Dom(y) →
Ecs(x0) such that

expx0
graph(σy

x0
) = expy graph(σy |Bu

y (2δℓ−3

0
))

where Dom(y) ⊃ Bu
x0
(δℓ−3

0 ) is a subset of Eu(x0);

(2) the mapping Θ : U(x0, r0) → C(Bu
x0
(δℓ−3

0 ), Ecs(x0)) defined by Θ(y) =
σy
x0
|Bu

x0
(δℓ−3

0
) is continuous.

Let x0, U(x0, r0) and Θ be given as above, and let Ū ⊂ U(x0, r0) be a compact
subset. The following set

S =
⋃

y∈Ū

expx0
(graphΘ(y)),

is called a stack of local unstable manifolds, and the set expx0
(graphΘ(y)) is

called the unstable leave.
Let wu

δ3,y
:= expy graph(σy |B̃u

y (δ3ℓ
−2

0
)). For y close enough to x0, the function

σy
x0

is well-defined on πu
x(exp

−1
x0
wu

δ3,y
). Therefore, a point x ∈ B is contained in S

if and only if there exists some y ∈ Ū so that x ∈ wu
δ3,y

and |πu
x0
(x − x0)| ≤ δℓ−3

0 .

We refer the reader to Sections 6.2 and 7.2 in [2] for more details about unstable
stack.
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Lemma 7.3. Suppose that Ec(x, f) = {0} for every x ∈ Γ. If the points yi ∈
U(x0, r0) (i = 1, 2) satisfy that

expx0
(graphΘ(y1)) 6= expx0

(graphΘ(y2)),

then we have that

expx0
(graphΘ(y1)) ∩ expx0

(graphΘ(y2)) = ∅.

Proof. Assume on the contrary that there exists a point z′ ∈ expx0
(graphΘ(y1)) ∩

expx0
(graphΘ(y2)). Let z ∈ expx0

(graphΘ(y2)), then by definition of Θ(y2) we
have that

|z − y2|y2
= |πu

y2
(z − y2)|y2

≤ ℓ0 · 2δℓ
−3
0 ≤ 2δℓ−1

0 ℓ−1(y2)

where ℓ0, δ are the same as in Lemma 7.2. This implies that

z ∈ expy2
graph(σy2

|B̃u
y2

(2δℓ−2

0
)) ⊂ wu

2δℓ−1

0

(y2).

Hence, there exists zn ∈ wu
2δℓ−1

0

(f−ny2) such that fnzn = z for every n > 0. Note

that |πu
x0
(z − x0)| < δℓ−3

0 , to show that z ∈ expx0
(graphΘ(y1)), it suffices to show

that z ∈ expy1
graph(σy1

|B̃u
y1

(δ3ℓ
−2

0
)).

Similarly, by assumption of z′, we also have z′ ∈ wu
2δℓ−1

0

(yi) for i = 1, 2. There-

fore, for every n > 0 there exists z′n ∈ wu
2δℓ−1

0

(f−nyi) such that fnz′n = z for i = 1, 2.

For every n > 0,

|zn − f−ny1|f−ny1
≤ ℓ(f−ny1)|zn − f−ny1|

≤ ℓ0e
nε(|zn − z′n|+ |z′n − f−ny1|).

Since z, z′ ∈ wu
2δℓ−1

0

(y2) and z
′ ∈ wu

2δℓ−1

0

(y1), by Theorem 6.1 we have that

|zn − z′n| ≤ K0|zn − z′n|f−ny2

≤ K0(e
λ+(f)−ε − δ1)

−n|z − z′|y2

≤ K0(e
λ+(f)−ε − δ1)

−n(|z − y2|y2
+ |z′ − y2|y2

)

≤ K0e
−2nε4δℓ−2

0

by the choice of δ1 and ε. Similarly, one can show that

|z′n − f−ny1| ≤ K0e
−2nε2δℓ−2

0 .

Hence, we have that

|zn − f−ny1|f−ny1
≤ 6δK0ℓ

−1
0 e−nε ≤ δ3ℓ

−1(f−ny1) ∀n > 0

by the choice of δ3 in Theorem 7.2. Shrinking r0 if necessary, we have that

|z − y1|y1
≤ ℓ0(|z − y2|+ |y1 − y2|)

≤ 2δℓ−2
0 + 2r0ℓ0

≤ δ3ℓ
−2
0 .

Then, it follows from Lemma 6.1 that z ∈ expy1
graph(σy1

|B̃u
y1

(δ3ℓ
−2

0
)). Hence, we

conclude that z ∈ expx0
(graphΘ(y1)). Therefore, we have expx0

(graphΘ(y2)) ⊂
expx0

(graphΘ(y1)). Similarly, one has expx0
(graphΘ(y2)) ⊃ expx0

(graphΘ(y1)).
Thus, we have expx0

(graphΘ(y1)) = expx0
(graphΘ(y2)), which contradicts with

the assumption. �
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7.2.2. Construction of the partition. In this section, we will construct a measurable
partition η of a full µ-measure set such that hµ(h, η) = hµ(h) for h = f or g. See
[22, Chapter 4] for the detailed description of the quantity hµ(h, η).

We first recall some notations. For a measurable partition η, let η(x) denote the
element of η containing x. For two measurable partitions η1 and η2, we say η2 is a
refinement of η1 if η1(x) ⊃ η2(x) for µ-almost every x, and denote it by η1 ≤ η2.
Let further that η1∨η2 = {A∩B : A ∈ η1, B ∈ η2}, and h−1η1 = {h−1(A) : A ∈ η1}
where h = f or g. A measurable partition η is called h-decreasing if η ≤ h−1η, and
η is called (f, g)-decreasing, if η are both f -decreasing and g-decreasing.

Let Hµ(η) be the entropy of the partition η, and let Hµ(η1|η2) be the conditional
entropy of η1 given η2 (see [22, Chapter 4] for detailed definition). The following
results are well-known in the entropy theory of dynamical systems:

Proposition 7.1 ([22] Chapter 4). Suppose T : X → X is an invertible measure-
preserving transformation of a probability space (X,µ). If η1, η2 and η are measur-
able partitions of X. Then, the following properties hold:

(1) Hµ(η1 ∨ η2|η) = Hµ(η1|η) +Hµ(η2|η1 ∨ η);
(2) If η1 ≤ η2, then Hµ(η1|η2) = 0 and Hµ(η|η2) ≤ Hµ(η|η1);
(3) Hµ(Tη2|Tη1) = Hµ(η2|η1);
(4) hµ(h, η) = Hµ(η|

∨
k≥1 h

kη).

Lemma 7.4 ([2] Lemma 7.14). Let T : X → X be a homeomorphism on a compact
metric space with finite box-counting dimension, and let µ be a T -invariant Borel
probability measure on X. Assume that ρ : X → (0, 1) is a measurable function
with log ρ ∈ L1(µ). Then, there exists a countable measurable partition P of X with
Hµ(P) <∞ and P(x) ⊂ B(x, ρ(x)) for µ-almost every x ∈ X.

Fix 0 < δ < 1
8K0

δ3, let

S =
⋃

y∈Ū

expx0
(graphΘ(y)|δℓ−3

0

)

where x0 ∈ Γ is a fixed point so that µ(S) > 0. Denote by S̃ the set
⋃

n,k≥0 f
ngkS,

then µ(S̃) = 1 since µ is (f, g)-ergodic.
Since Ec(x, f) = {0} for every x ∈ Γ, by Lemma 7.3 the distinct unstable leaves

in S do not intersect with each other. Let ξ be the measurable partition of S into
unstable leaves (see [2, Lemma 6.7]). For n, k ≥ 0, let ξn,k = {fngk(W ) : W ∈

ξ}∪(S̃ −fngk(S)) be a measurable partition of S̃. Finally, consider the measurable

partition of S̃ as follows:

η =
∨

n,k≥0

ξn,k.

Remark 7.1. The method used in constructing the above partition η is from [10]
and [9]. Recently, this method is used in [2] on infinite dimensional Banach space.
These techniques have been used in finite dimensions for commuting diffeomor-
phisms in [6]. By choosing small δ > 0 appropriately, one can make the partition η
subordinate to the unstable foliation Wu (see definition in [2, Definition 7.2]).

Next, we will prove the partition η satisfy the following properties, which are
used in the proof of our results. See [2, Section 7] for more details of the partition.

Lemma 7.5. The partition η of S̃ satisfies the following properties:
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(1) η is (f, g)-decreasing;

(2) Both
∨

n≥0

f−nη and
∨

k≥0

g−kη are partitions of S̃ into points modulo 0.

Proof. Take x ∈ S̃. By the construction of η, one can show that y ∈ η(x) if and
only if {

f−ng−ky ∈ ξ(f−ng−kx) if f−ng−k(x) ∈ S;

y /∈ fngk(S), if f−ng−k(x) /∈ S
(7.2)

for every n, k ≥ 0. It follows from (7.2) immediately that η is h-decreasing, where
h = f or g. This completes the proof of the first statement.

To prove the second statement, we only show that
∨

n≥0 f
−nη is a partition

into points modulo 0, the other one can be proven in a similar fashion. Note
that y ∈ (

∨
n≥0 f

−nη)(x) implies that fn(y) ∈ η(fnx) for every n ≥ 0. By the

Poincaré’s recurrence theorem, there exists a measurable set S ′ ⊂ S with µ(S ′) =
µ(S) such that for every x ∈ S ′ there exist infinity many values of n for which

fn(x) ∈ S. Let S̃ ′ =
⋃

n,k≥0 f
ngkS ′, it is clear that µ(S̃ ′) = 1. It suffices to show

that (
∨

n≥0 f
−nη)(x) = {x} for every x ∈ S̃ ′.

Fix x ∈ S̃ ′ and y ∈ (
∨

n≥0 f
−nη)(x). Note that there exist nx, kx ≥ 0 such that

x0 := f−kxg−nxx ∈ S ′. Since x0 ∈ S ′, there exist a sequence of increasing numbers
{k′n}n≥0 such that k′n ≥ kx and fk′

n(x0) ∈ S for every n ≥ 0. Let kn = k′n − kx.
Since fkng−nx(x) ∈ S and fkn(y) ∈ η(fknx) for every n ≥ 0, by (7.2) there exists
zkn

∈ Γℓ0 such that

fkng−nx(x), fkng−nx(y) ∈ expx0
graph(Θ(zkn

)) ⊂ expzkn graph(σzkn |Bu
zkn

(2δℓ−3

0
)).

Using Theorem 6.1, one has that g−nx(x), g−nx(y) ∈ wu
2δℓ−1

0

(f−knzkn
) and

|g−nx(x)− g−nx(y)| ≤ K0|g
−nx(x) − g−nx(y)|f−kn (zkn )

≤ K0(e
λ+(f)−ε − δ1)

−kn |fkng−nx(x) − fkng−nx(y)|zkn

≤ 4K0(e
λ+(f)−ε − δ1)

−knδℓ−2
0

where K0 is the constant in Lemma 4.2. Letting n→ ∞, we have that |g−nx(x) −
g−nx(y)| = 0, and so y = x. This implies that (

∨
n≥0 f

−nη)(x) = {x} for µ-almost
every x. �

7.2.3. Proof of the second statement. In this section, we will first show that hµ(f) =
hµ(f, η) and hµ(g) = hµ(g, η) with respect to the partition constructed in the
previous section. By a standard argument, the second statement of Theorem B
follows immediately.

Lemma 7.6. Let η be a partition constructed as above. Then

hµ(f, η) = hµ(f), hµ(g, η) = hµ(g).

Proof. Define the function ρδ : A→ (0, 1) as

ρδ(x) = δℓ−3
0 e−(λ+ε)(τf (x)+τg(x))

where λ is from (4.12) and τf , τg are the first return time to Γℓ0 (see Section 5.2 for
definitions). Then, we have log ρδ ∈ L1(µ) since

∫
τf (x)+τg(x)dµ <∞. By Lemma
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7.4, there exists a partition P of A with Hµ(P) < ∞ and P(x) ⊂ B(x, ρδ(x)) for
µ-almost every x ∈ X . Let P+ =

∨
n,k≥0 f

ngkP .

In the following, we show that P+(x) ⊂ wu
δℓ−1

0

(x) for µ-almost every x. By the

Poincaré’s recurrence theorem, there exists a subset Γ′
ℓ0

of Γℓ0 such that µ(Γ′
ℓ0
) =

µ(Γℓ0) and for every x ∈ Γ′
ℓ0

there exist infinity many values of n for which

(fg)−n(x) ∈ Γℓ0 . Let Γ̃ℓ0 =
⋃

n,k≥0 f
ngkΓ′

ℓ0
, it is clear that µ(Γ̃ℓ0) = 1, and

for every x ∈ Γ̃ℓ0 there exist two increasing sequence {ni}i≥0, {kj}j≥0 such that
f−nig−kj(x) ∈ Γℓ0 .

Fix x ∈ Γ̃ℓ0 and y ∈ P+(x). Then, f−ng−k(y) ∈ P(f−ng−kx) for n, k ≥ 0. If
f−ng−kx ∈ Γℓ0 , we have

|f−ng−kx− f−ng−ky|f−ng−kx ≤ δℓ−2
0 ≤ δℓ−1

0 ℓ(f−ng−kx)−1. (7.3)

If f−ng−kx /∈ Γℓ0 , let n
′ ≥ n be the smallest positive integer such that there exists

some k′′ ≥ k with f−n′

g−k′′

x ∈ Γℓ0 , and let k′ ≥ k be the smallest positive integer

such that f−n′

g−k′

x ∈ Γℓ0 . Such n′, k′ do exist, since there are ni > n, kj > k

such that f−nig−kjx ∈ Γℓ0 . Clearly, one has that τf (f
−n′

g−k′

x) ≥ n′ − n and

τg(f
−n′

g−k′

x) ≥ k′ − k.

Using (4.12), (4.10) and the fact that ℓ(f−ng−kx) ≤ ℓ0e
(n′−n+k′−k)ε), we have

that

|f−ng−kx− f−ng−ky|f−ng−kx

≤ e(n
′−n+k′−k)λ · |f−n′

g−k′

x− f−n′

g−k′

y|f−n′g−k′x

≤ ℓ0e
(n′−n+k′−k)λ · ρδ(f

−n′

g−k′

x)

≤ δℓ−2
0 e(n

′−n+k′−k)λ · e−(λ+ε)(n′−n+k′−k)

≤ δℓ−2
0 e−(n′−n+k′−k)ε

≤ δℓ−1
0 ℓ(f−ng−kx)−1.

(7.4)

By (7.3) and (7.4), for every n, k ≥ 0 and µ-almost every x we have that

|f−ng−kx− f−ng−ky|f−ng−kx ≤ δℓ−1
0 ℓ(f−ng−kx)−1

where y ∈ P+(x). It follows from Lemma 6.1 that P+(x) ⊂ wu
δℓ−1

0

(x) for µ-almost
every x.

Fix a sufficiently small r > 0. Let Q = P ∨ {S ∩ A,A − S} ∨ P0, where P0 is a
finite partition of A chosen so that hµ(f,Q) > hµ(f)− r and hµ(g,Q) > hµ(g)− r.
Let Q+ =

∨
n,k≥0 f

ngkQ. Take x ∈ A, y ∈ Q+(x) and n, k ≥ 0. If f−ng−kx /∈ S,

so is f−ng−ky. If f−ng−kx ∈ S ∩ A, then so is f−ng−ky. In the latter case, let
yn,k := f−ng−ky and xn,k := f−ng−kx, we will show that they are contained in the
same unstable leaves. In fact, there exists zn,k ∈ Γℓ0 such that

xn,k ∈ expx0
graph(Θ(zn,k)) ⊂ wu

2δℓ−2

0

(zn,k),

where x0,Θ be given in Theorem 7.2. Since Q+(x) ⊂ P+(x) ⊂ wu
δℓ−1

0

(x) for µ-

almost every x, one can show that yn,k ∈ ξ(xn,k) for µ-almost every x by using the
similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 7.3. Therefore, by (7.2) we have that
Q+(x) ⊂ η(x) for µ-almost every x. Hence, η ≤ Q+.
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Let Qg =
∨∞

i=0 g
iQ, since f is injective one has Q+ =

∨∞
j=0 f

jQg. Since η is
f -decreasing, by Proposition 7.1 we have that

hµ(f, η) =
1

n
Hµ(f

−nη|η)

≥
1

n
Hµ(

n∨

j=0

f−jQg|η)−
1

n
Hµ(

n∨

j=0

f−jQg|f
−nη)

≥
1

n
Hµ(

n∨

j=0

f−jQg|Q
+)−

1

n
Hµ(

n∨

j=0

f−jQg|f
−nη)

= hµ(f,Qg)−
1

n
Hµ(

n∨

j=0

f−jQg|f
−nη),

the second term above can be shown to be< r for large n since
∨

n≥0 f
−nη partitions

A into points modulo sets of µ-measure 0. Therefore, we have that

hµ(f, η) ≥ hµ(f,Qg)− r > hµ(f,Q)− r > hµ(f)− 2r.

Since r is arbitrarily small, we have that hµ(f, η) = hµ(f).
Let Qf =

∨∞
i=0 f

iQ, then Q+ =
∨∞

j=0 g
jQg. Therefore, one can prove hµ(g, η) =

hµ(g) in a similar fashion. �

Remark 7.2. We would like to point out that all the statements in Section 7.2 is
true if we assume Ec(x, g) = {0} instead of Ec(x, f) = {0}.

Finally, we will prove the second statement of Theorem B, we write it as the
following theorem.

Theorem 7.3. Let B be a separable Banach space with norm | · | and A ⊂ B
a compact subset. Assume that f, g : B → B satisfy the conditions (H1)-(H3),
µ ∈ E(f, g, A) satisfies the condition (H4), Eu(x, f) = Eu(x, g) and Ec(x, f) = {0}
(or Ec(x, g) = {0}) for µ-almost every x. Then, we have that

hµ(f) + hµ(g) = hµ(fg).

Proof. Let η be the partition constructed in Section 7.2.2, then (recall that η is
(f, g)-decreasing) we have that

hµ(fg) ≥ hµ(fg, η)

= Hµ(f
−1g−1η|η)

= Hµ(f
−1g−1η ∨ g−1η|η)

= Hµ(g
−1η|η) +Hµ(f

−1g−1η|g−1η)

= hµ(g, η) + hµ(f, η)

= hµ(f) + hµ(g).

By Theorem A, we have that hµ(f) + hµ(g) = hµ(fg). �
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