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Abstract. As a final work to establish that frame flows for geometrically

finite hyperbolic manifolds of arbitrary dimensions are exponentially mixing
with respect to the Bowen–Margulis–Sullivan measure, this paper focuses on

the case with cusps. To prove this, we utilize the countably infinite symbolic

coding of the geodesic flow of Li–Pan and perform a frame flow version of
Dolgopyat’s method à la Sarkar–Winter and Tsujii–Zhang. This requires the

local non-integrability condition and the non-concentration property but the

challenge in the presence of cusps is that the latter holds only on a large proper
subset of the limit set. To overcome this, we use a large deviation property

for symbolic recurrence to the large subset. It is proved by studying the

combinatorics of cusp excursions and using an effective renewal theorem as in
the work of Li; the latter uses the exponential decay of the transfer operators

for the geodesic flow of Li–Pan.
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1. Introduction

Let Hd+1 be the (d + 1)-dimensional hyperbolic space for any d ∈ N. Let G =
SO(d + 1, 1)◦ endowed with a left G-invariant and right K-invariant Riemannian
metric, which can be identified with the group of orientation-preserving isometries
of Hd+1. Let Γ < G be a torsion-free discrete subgroup. Consider the hyperbolic
manifold X = Γ\Hd+1 ∼= Γ\G/K whose unit tangent bundle is T1(X) ∼= Γ\G/M
and whose (oriented orthonormal) frame bundle is F(X) ∼= Γ\G where M < K are
compact subgroups of G. Let A = {at : t ∈ R} be the one-parameter subgroup
of semisimple elements whose right translation action gives the geodesic flow on
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Γ\G/M and the frame flow on Γ\G. We take our frame flow invariant measure
mBMS to be the Bowen–Margulis–Sullivan probability measure on Γ\G which is
supported on the non-wandering set. It is the M -invariant lift of the Bowen–
Margulis–Sullivan probability measure on Γ\G/M which is known to be the unique
probability measure of maximal entropy. The entropy coincides with the critical
exponent δ ∈ [0, d] of Γ.

If Γ < G is a lattice, i.e., if X is of finite volume, then mBMS coincides with
the G-invariant probability measure and it is well-known in the literature that the
frame flow is exponentially mixing [Rat87, Moo87]. Its proof makes extensive use
of spectral gap and representation theory.

In recent times, there has been significant progress regarding the mixing proper-
ties with respect to mBMS for hyperbolic manifolds of infinite volume. Under the
natural hypothesis that Γ < G is non-elementary and mBMS is finite, mixing of the
geodesic flow is due to Rudolph [Rud82] and Babillot [Bab02]. For frame flows, it is
necessary to assume that Γ < G is Zariski dense because otherwise it is not even er-
godic. Under the natural hypothesis that Γ < G is Zariski dense and mBMS is finite,
mixing of the frame flow is due to Winter [Win15] (see also [BP74, FS90]). Let us
now turn to exponential mixing. If Γ < G is Zariski dense and geometrically finite,
representation theoretic techniques were extended by Mohammadi–Oh [MO15], so
long as the critical exponent δ is large so that a certain spectral gap holds, to
prove exponential mixing of the frame flow (see also [EO21] for the geodesic flow).
However, when the critical exponent δ is small, such a spectral gap does not exist.
Hence, it is more fruitful to apply techniques which are more dynamical. If Γ < G
is non-elementary and geometrically finite, exponential mixing of the geodesic flow
is due to Stoyanov [Sto11] when Γ does not contain parabolic elements (i.e., convex
cocompact) and due to the first two authors Li–Pan [LP22] (see also the work of
Khalil [Kha21]) when Γ contains parabolic elements. If Γ < G is Zariski dense and
geometrically finite without parabolic elements, exponential mixing of the frame
flow is known by a joint work of the third author Sarkar–Winter [SW21] (see also
[CS22]).

The purpose of this paper is to complete the remaining case for exponential
mixing of frame flows for geometrically finite hyperbolic manifolds and thereby
establish Theorem 1.1. That is, we prove Theorem 1.1 for Zariski dense torsion-free
geometrically finite subgroups Γ < G with parabolic elements. For any α ∈ (0, 1],
we denote by Cα(Γ\G,R) the space of α-Hölder continuous functions on Γ\G.

Theorem 1.1. Let G = SO(d+ 1, 1)◦ for any d ∈ N and Γ < G be a Zariski dense
torsion-free geometrically finite subgroup. Let α ∈ (0, 1]. There exist ηα > 0 and
C > 0 (independent of α) such that for all φ, ψ ∈ Cα(Γ\G,R) and t > 0, we have∣∣∣∣∣

∫
Γ\G

φ(x)ψ(xat) dm
BMS −mBMS(φ) ·mBMS(ψ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖φ‖Cα‖ψ‖Cαe−ηαt.
As indicated above, the proof is a dynamical one and is based on a combination

of the works of Stoyanov [Sto11], Sarkar–Winter [SW21], Li–Pan [LP22], and Tsuji–
Zhang [TZ23] which build on the framework introduced in the work of Dolgopyat
[Dol98], now commonly called Dolgopyat’s method. We emphasize that even when
Γ < G is a lattice with parabolic elements such as the familar settings PSL2(Z) <
PSL2(R) or PSL2(Z[i]) < PSL2(C), the work of Li–Pan [LP22] and the work of this
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paper are the first dynamical proofs, to the authors’ best knowledge, for exponential
mixing of the geodesic flow and the frame flow respectively.

1.1. Connections, applications, and further directions. In broad context,
frame flows have attracted substantial attention since they serve as typical exam-
ples of partially hyperbolic systems. Consider (M, g) a smooth closed oriented
Riemannian manifold of dimension n ≥ 3 with negative sectional curvature. Brin
conjectured that if (M, g) is strictly 1/4-pinched, the frame flow is ergodic. In
[BG80], Brin–Gromov verified the case when n is odd and n 6= 7. Recently, Cekić–
Lefeuvre–Moroianu–Semmelmann [CLMS21] made progress on the case when n is
even or n = 7. For the quantitative theory, Dolgopyat [Dol02] treated the mixing
properties of compact group extensions of hyperbolic diffeomorphisms which are
discrete-time versions of frame flows. He proved the equivalence between an infin-
itesimal non-integrability condition and the exponential mixing of compact group
extensions of expanding maps on closed manifolds. In [Sid22], Siddiqi considered
the compact extensions of a certain class of Anosov flows, where he translated the
accessibility properties of the extension into Dolgopyat’s non-integrability condi-
tion. Besides dynamical approaches, there are works using further analytic tools
to study frame flows. For example, Guillarmou–Küster employed semiclassical or
microlocal analysis to study the spectrum of frame flows for 3-dimensional closed
hyperbolic manifolds [GK21].

More specifically in the context of homogeneous dynamics, studying frame flows
have proven to be fruitful due to numerous applications which have been derived
in prior works. We state the following selection of them here for the convenience
of the reader: decay of matrix coefficients with exponential error term; exponential
equidistribution of holonomies; effective equidistribution of horospheres. Let Γ < G
be as in Theorem 1.1 for the rest of the subsection.

Fix a Haar measure on G. It induces a right G-invariant measure on Γ\G and
also the unstable and stable Burger–Roblin measures on Γ\G denoted by mBR and
mBR∗ , respectively. Using an effective version of Roblin’s transverse intersection
argument as in [OW16, Theorem 5.8], Theorem 1.1 implies the following theorem.
The original (ineffective) argument is in [Rob03] (see also [OS13]).

Theorem 1.2. Let α ∈ (0, 1]. There exists ηα > 0 such that for all φ, ψ ∈
Cαc (Γ\G,R), there exists C > 0 (depending only on supp(φ) and supp(ψ), and
independent of α) such that for all t > 0, we have∣∣∣∣∣e(d−δ)t

∫
Γ\G

φ(x)ψ(xat) dx−mBR(φ) ·mBR∗(ψ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖φ‖Cα‖ψ‖Cαe−ηαt.
For all T > 0, define

G(T ) = #{γ : γ is a primitive closed geodesic in Γ\Hn with length at most T}.

For all primitive closed geodesics γ in Γ\Hn, its holonomy is a conjugacy class hγ in
M induced by parallel transport along γ. Fix the Haar probability measure on M .
Recall the function Li : (2,∞)→ R defined by Li(x) =

∫ x
2

1
log(t) dt for all x ∈ (2,∞).

Denote by ‖ ·‖Sk the L2 Sobolev norm of order k ∈ N. Since [DFSU21, Lemma 3.8]
holds in our setting, in light of the remark in [SW21, Section 1], Theorem 1.1 implies
the following theorem due to the work of Margulis–Mohammadi–Oh [MMO14].
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Theorem 1.3. There exist k ∈ N and η > 0 such that for all class functions
φ ∈ C∞(M,R), we have∑

γ∈G(T )

φ(hγ) = Li
(
eδT
) ∫

M

φ(m) dm+O
(
e(δ−η)T

)
as T → +∞

where the implied constant depends only on ‖φ‖Sk .

Let C0 ⊂ Γ\G be a fixed compact subset from a thick-thin decomposition. For all
ε ∈ (0, 1) and t0 ≥ 1, we say that x ∈ Γ\G is (ε, t0)-Diophantine if any of its lift in G
has backward endpoint in the limit set ΛΓ and d(C0, xa−t) < (1− ε)t for all t ≥ t0.
Let N+ < G be the unstable horospherical subgroup endowed with the induced
Riemannian metric. Denote by N+

max,R ⊂ N+ the image under exp : n+ → N+ of
the ball of radius R > 0 centered at 0 with respect to the max norm. Fix the Haar
measure on N+ compatible with the one on G. For any x ∈ Γ\G, denote by mLeb

xN+

the corresponding Lebesgue measure on xN+ and by µPS
xN+ the Patterson–Sullivan

measure on xN+. Theorem 1.1 implies the following theorem due to the work of
Tamam–Warren [TW22]. The latter result in Theorem 1.4 was earlier obtained by
Edwards [Edw22] when d = 2, i.e., for surfaces.

Theorem 1.4. There exists k ∈ N such that for all ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists η > 0
such that for all t0 ≥ 1, the following holds. For all φ ∈ C∞c (Γ\G,R), there exists
C > 0 (depending only on supp(φ)) such that:

(1) for all (ε, t0)-Diophantine x ∈ Γ\G and R�ε t0, we have∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µPS
xN+

(
xN+

max,R

) ∫
xN+

max,R

φdµPS
xN+ −mBMS(φ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖φ‖SkR−η;

(2) for all (ε, t0)-Diophantine x ∈ Γ\G and R�ε,supp(φ) t0, we have∣∣∣∣∣ 1

µPS
xN+

(
xN+

max,R

) ∫
xN+

max,R

φdmLeb
xN+ −mBR(φ)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖φ‖SkR−η.
We now mention some further directions which is outside the scope of this pa-

per. Recently, Chow–Sarkar [CS22] extended the main theorem of [SW21] to con-
vex cocompact rank one locally symmetric spaces. The natural further work is
to generalize and combine the techniques in [LP22], [CS22], and this paper, to
simultaneously extend the main theorems to geometrically finite rank one locally
symmetric spaces. Another direction is the question of uniform exponential mixing
which was addressed in the convex cocompact setting initially for hyperbolic sur-
faces by Oh–Winter [OW16], and later for hyperbolic manifolds by Sarkar [Sar22a].
The natural further work is to treat the geometrically finite setting. In the work of
Avila–Gouëzel–Yoccoz [AGY06], they proved exponential mixing of the Teichmüller
geodesic flow which was then shown to imply that the SL2(R)-action on the moduli
space of Abelian differentials has a spectral gap (see also [AG13]). Inspired by this,
it would be interesting to study whether one can deduce a spectral gap for the
G-action on L2(Γ\G) from Theorem 1.1. Last but not least, inspired by results
regarding resonance-free half plane for the resolvent of the Laplacian obtained from
exponential mixing of the geodesic flow (see [OW16, Sar22a, LP22]), one could
explore analogues for exponential mixing of the frame flow.
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1.2. Outline of the proof. As mentioned before, we prove Theorem 1.1 for Zariski
dense torsion-free geometrically finite subgroups Γ < G with parabolic elements
using dynamical techniques, namely, using Dolgopyat’s method [Dol98, Dol02]. We
recall that Dolgopyat’s method was originally developed for the finite symbolic
setting. It was later adapted to the countable symbolic setting in the works of
many authors such as Baladi–Vallée [BV05], Avila–Gouëzel–Yoccoz [AGY06], and
Araújo–Melbourne [AM16]. These techniques were recently utilized by Li–Pan
[LP22] for geodesic flows for geometrically finite hyperbolic manifolds with cusps.
Similarly, our proof begins by utilizing the countably infinite coding constructed
in [LP22]. The countably infinite coding is given by ∆t :=

⊔
j∈J ∆j which is a

full Patterson–Sullivan measure subset of the fundamental domain ∆0 of one of the
parabolic fixed points. It also comes with an associated (piecewise) expanding map
T : ∆t → ∆0 which satisfies some important properties. Using this coding, we
wish to proceed as in [SW21] by performing a frame flow version of Dolgopyat’s
method using transfer operators twisted by holonomy.

As in [SW21], the cancellations in the summands of the transfer operators are de-
rived using the local non-integrability condition (LNIC) and the non-concentration
property (NCP). Non-integrability type conditions have been in extensive use since
the works of Chernov [Che98] and Dolgopyat [Dol98] and LNIC is the appropri-
ate generalization for frame bundles. We first describe NCP as stated in [SW21,
Proposition 6.6] for Γ without parabolic elements and why it is required, and then
describe its generalization for Γ with parabolic elements. When dealing with frame
flows, accessibility properties of the dynamical system play an important role in
the analysis, sometimes without obstructions. In our setting, the non-wandering
set of the frame flow is typically fractal in nature and consequently, there are ob-
structions. Roughly speaking, the non-integrability can be measured using certain
ideal frames which are accessible starting from a reference frame via the strong sta-
ble and strong unstable foliations of the frame flow and we would like them to be
contained in the non-wandering set. The latter condition is typically not satisfied
by the ideal frames but at worst, we may use approximate frames which are close
to the ideal ones where the closeness is measured precisely by an angular bound in
the Lie algebra of the horospherical subgroup. NCP is a property for the limit set
ΛΓ which very roughly says that such an angular bound holds for vectors in ΛΓ,
or in other words, ΛΓ does not concentrate along any proper affine subspace. This
ensures that the approximate frames are contained in the non-wandering set. Note
that if Γ is a lattice, there are no obstructions in accessibility—this can be seen
either from the fact that the non-wandering set is all of Γ\G or the fact that NCP
is trivial since the limit set is all of ∂Hd+1, and so we may use the ideal frames
directly.

Throughout the literature, there has been technical difficulties in various contexts
due to the parabolic elements of non-maximal rank (see [FHP91, Gui06, GM12,
DFSU21, TW22]). Similarly, in our setting, the main difficulty for Γ with parabolic
elements lies in the fact that if there are parabolic elements of non-maximal rank,
then NCP as stated in [SW21, Proposition 6.6] does not hold—ΛΓ gets concentrated
along a proper affine subspace near the parabolic fixed points of non-maximal rank
(see Example 6.2)—which is insufficient to obtain the aforementioned cancellations
(see Section 8). Nevertheless, an appropriate generalization of NCP still holds where
we simply restrict to a large proper subset Ωt∩ΛΓ ⊂ ∆0∩ΛΓ which is bounded away
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from the parabolic fixed points, associated to large frequencies t� 1. Consequently,
we can only obtain cancellations on Ωt. In order to tackle the small bad set ∆0−Ωt,
we turn to the recent techniques of Tsujii–Zhang [TZ23]. They developed a less
stringent version of Dolgopyat’s method where they use stochastic dominance to
show that it is sufficient to have cancellations inside a set with the large deviation
property (LDP). Here LDP is with respect to the expanding map T and so it is
convenient to work with Λ+ = {x ∈ ΛΓ : Tn is defined at x for all n ∈ N} which is
a Patterson–Sullivan full measure subset of ∆0. Using this version of Dolgopyat’s
method, we need an extra step in our setting which is to show that Ωt∩Λ+ satisfies
LDP uniformly in t� 1. There are existing techniques to derive LDP for Ωt ∩Λ+

for a fixed t but the challenge comes from the uniformity in t� 1. The larger the
parameter t� 1, the more irregular the set Ωt∩Λ+, making it unclear how to obtain
LDP for the expanding map at first glance. The proof is based on the interplay of
two different dynamics: for x ∈ Λ+ and n ∈ N, we see whether the points Tn(x)
lying in Ωt is roughly equivalent to the corresponding unit tangent vectors uTn(x)

(on a fixed piece of an unstable horosphere) returning to a fixed compact subset of
T1(X) under the geodesic flow at. From here, we study the combinatorics of cusp
excursions. One of the key propositions is to estimate the probability of a “random
walk” on R with a large residual waiting time. It is proved using an effective
renewal theorem as in the work of Li [Li22] which uses the exponential decay of
the transfer operators for the geodesic flow of Li–Pan [LP22]. We think of this in
the form of the following interesting observation: for Γ with parabolic elements of
non-maximal rank, proving exponential mixing of the geodesic flow is required first
as an intermediate step before proving exponential mixing of the frame flow.

1.3. Organization of the paper. First we provide the necessary background in
Sections 2 and 3. We then introduce the transfer operators with holonomy for the
countably infinite symbolic coding in Section 4. Sections 5–7 are independent of
each other and provide the three key ingredients, LNIC, NCP, and LDP, required
for Dolgopyat’s method in Section 8. We finish briefly with Section 9 to convert
the spectral bounds to exponential mixing. We refer to Fig. 1 for a comprehensive
diagram of the structure of the paper.

1 2 3
4

5

6

7
8 9

A

Figure 1. This diagram shows the dependence between sections.
The solid (resp. dashed) lines are strong (resp. weak) dependence.
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opportunity to collaborate.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Hyperbolic spaces. Let Hd+1 be the (d + 1)-dimensional hyperbolic space
for any d ∈ N endowed with the Riemannian hyperbolic metric. We will often use
the upper half space model:

Hd+1 = {x = (x1, . . . , xd+1) ∈ Rd+1 : xd+1 > 0}.

Any complete connected (d + 1)-dimensional hyperbolic manifold is then of the
form Γ\Hd+1 for some torsion-free discrete subgroup Γ < SO(d + 1, 1)◦ where the
latter can be identified with the group of orientation-preserving isometries of Hd+1.
We denote its unit tangent bundle by T1(Γ\Hd+1) and its (oriented orthonormal)
frame bundle by F(Γ\Hd+1).

2.1.1. Identifying Hd+1, T1(Hd+1), and F(Hd+1) with homogeneous spaces.
Let (e1, . . . , ed+1) be the standard basis of Rd+1. Fix the reference point o := ed+1 ∈
Hd+1, the reference vector vo := (ed+1,−ed+1) ∈ T1

o(Hd+1), and the reference
frame Fo := ((ed+1, e1), . . . , (ed+1, ed−1), (ed+1, ed), (ed+1,−ed+1)) ∈ Fo(Hd+1). Let
G = SO(d + 1, 1)◦ which we endow with a left G-invariant and right K-invariant
Riemannian metric. We denote by 〈·, ·〉 the inner product and by ‖ · ‖ the norm
on any tangent space of G or its quotient spaces. Similarly, we denote by d the
induced distance function on G or its quotient spaces. Let K := StabG(o) and
M := StabG(vo) < K. Note that StabG(Fo) is trivial. We can assume that
the Riemannian metric on G was chosen so that we have identifications via the
isomorphisms Hd+1 ∼= G/K, T1(Hd+1) ∼= G/M , and F(Hd+1) ∼= G. For any torsion-
free discrete subgroup Γ < G, we can extend these identifications to the quotient
spaces: Γ\Hd+1 ∼= Γ\G/K, T1(Γ\Hd+1) ∼= Γ\G/M , and F(Γ\Hd+1) ∼= Γ\G. In
particular, the Riemannian metric on G descends to the Riemannian hyperbolic
metric on Hd+1 and Γ\Hd+1, and d denotes the induced hyperbolic distance function
on Hd+1 and Γ\Hd+1.

Let A = {at : t ∈ R} < CG(M) be the one-parameter subgroup of semisimple
elements such that for any torsion-free discrete subgroup Γ < G, the geodesic flow
{Gt}t∈R on T1(Γ\Hd+1) and the frame flow {Ft}t∈R on F(Γ\Hd+1) are represented
by the right translation action of A on Γ\G/M and Γ\G, respectively. Exploiting
the above identifications, for any u ∈ T1(Γ\Hd+1) and F ∈ F(Γ\Hd+1), we will
often write the application of the geodesic flow and the frame flow for time t ∈ R
as uat and Fat, respectively. We denote by N+ and N− the associated unstable
and stable horospherical subgroups, respectively:

N± = {g ∈ G : atga−t → e as t→ ±∞}.

They are abelian groups isomorphic to Rd.

2.1.2. Visual boundary. Let ∂Hd+1 be the visual boundary of Hd+1. The com-

pactification of Hd+1 is Hd+1 = Hd+1 ∪ ∂Hd+1. On ∂Hd+1 = Rd ∪ {∞} ∼= Sd, we
have the spherical metric dSd . We also have the (extended) Euclidean metric dE

defined by dE(x, x′) = ‖x− x′‖ for any x, x′ ∈ ∂Hd+1.
The G-action on Hd+1 induces a G-action on ∂Hd+1 by conformal maps. For x ∈

∂Hd+1, let ‖(dg)x‖ be the operator norm of the differential (dg)x : Tx(∂Hd+1) →
Tx(∂Hd+1) with respect to the Euclidean metric. Let ‖(dg)x‖Sd be the operator
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norm with respect to the spherical metric. We have the relations

‖(dg)x‖Sd =
1 + ‖x‖2

1 + ‖gx‖2
‖(dg)x‖ = e−βx(g−1o,o),

where β : ∂Hd+1×Hd+1×Hd+1 → R is the Busemann function given by βx(z, z′) =
limt→∞(d(z, xt) − d(z′, xt)) with {xt ∈ Hd+1 : t > 0} an arbitrary geodesic ray
tending to x ∈ ∂Hd+1.

2.1.3. Hopf parametrization of T1(Hd+1). For all v ∈ T1(Hd+1) ∼= G/M and
F ∈ F(Hd+1) ∼= G, denote by v+, F+ ∈ ∂Hd+1 (resp. v−, F− ∈ ∂Hd+1) their
forward endpoints (resp. backward endpoints), and denote by v∗, F∗ ∈ Hd+1

their basepoints. Set ∂2(Hd+1) = ∂Hd+1 × ∂Hd+1 − Diagonal(∂Hd+1). The Hopf
parametrization is the identification via the diffeomorphism

T1(Hd+1)→ ∂2(Hd+1)× R
v 7→ (v+, v−, s = βv+(o, v∗)). (1)

The geodesic flow in the Hopf parametrization is simply the translation action on
the R-coordinate.

Given a torsion-free discrete subgroup Γ < G, it acts on T1(Hd+1), and hence it
acts on ∂2(Hd+1)× R, which is given by the formula:

γ(v+, v−, s) = (γv+, γv−, s− βv+(o, γ−1o)). (2)

2.2. Geometrically finite subgroups. We now cover some fundamentals of ge-
ometrically finite subgroups. Let Γ < G be a discrete subgroup.

The limit set of Γ is the set ΛΓ ⊂ Hd+1 of all limit points of the orbit Γo ⊂ Hd+1.
It is independent of o ∈ Hd+1 and discreteness of Γ implies ΛΓ ⊂ ∂Hd+1.

A limit point x ∈ ΛΓ is conical if there exists a geodesic ray tending to x and
a sequence of elements {γn}n∈N ∈ Γ such that limn→∞ γno = x, and the distance
between γno and the geodesic ray is bounded for all n ∈ N. A subgroup Γ′ <
Γ is parabolic if it fixes only one point in ∂Hd+1. A point x ∈ ΛΓ is called a
parabolic fixed point if StabΓ(x) is parabolic. It is said to be bounded if the quotient
StabΓ(x)\(ΛΓ − {x}) is compact.

The subgroup Γ < G is non-elementary if #ΛΓ ≥ 3 and hence #ΛΓ = ∞.
Moreover, such a subgroup is geometrically finite if ΛΓ consists only of conical limit
points and parabolic fixed points, or equivalently, ΛΓ consists only of conical limit
points and bounded parabolic fixed points [Bow93, KL19].

2.3. Structure of cusps. Let Γ < G be a geometrically finite subgroup with
parabolic elements and suppose ∞ ∈ ∂Hd+1 is a parabolic fixed point of Γ. Let
Γ′∞ = StabΓ(∞) < Γ be the parabolic subgroup fixing ∞. Then Γ′∞ acts on
Rd ⊂ ∂Hd+1 by Euclidean isometries. The following result of Bieberbach gives a
more precise characterization of the Γ′∞-action on Rd (see [Rat19, Section 7.5]).

Lemma 2.1 (Bieberbach). There exist a maximal normal abelian subgroup Γ∞ <
Γ′∞ of finite index m ∈ N and a Γ′∞-invariant affine subspace Z ⊂ Rd of dimension
k ∈ N such that Γ∞ acts on Z as a group of translations of rank k. Consequently,
decomposing Rd = Y ⊕ Z into orthogonal affine subspaces and viewing the later as
vector spaces in their own right, we can write the Γ′∞-action on Rd in the following
form: for all γ ∈ Γ′∞, there exist

Aγ ∈ O(Y ), Rγ ∈ O(Z), bγ ∈ Z,
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where Rmγ = Id and moreover Rγ = Id if γ ∈ Γ∞, such that

γ(y, z) = (Aγy,Rγz + bγ) for all (y, z) ∈ Y ⊕ Z.

The dimension k in Lemma 2.1 is also called the rank of the parabolic fixed point
∞.

Consider the orthogonal decomposition Rd = Y ⊕Z from Lemma 2.1. Since Γ∞
acts on Z as a group of translations, it admits a fundamental domain ∆′∞ ⊂ Z
which is an open k-dimensional parallelotope. Since Γ is geometrically finite, ∞
is a bounded parabolic fixed point. By definition, the quotient Γ′∞\(ΛΓ − {∞})
is compact and so the quotient Γ∞\(ΛΓ − {∞}) is also compact as Γ∞ < Γ′∞
is of finite index. Therefore, there exists a constant C∞ > 0 such that the set
BY (C∞) = {y ∈ Y : ‖y‖ < C∞} has the property that

ΛΓ − {∞} ⊂
⋃

γ∈Γ∞

γ
(
BY (C∞)×∆′∞

)
. (3)

We call the open set ∆∞ := BY (C∞)×∆′∞ a fundamental domain for the parabolic
fixed point ∞.

∆′∞

Rk

Figure 2. The intersection ΛΓ ∩Rd has bounded distance to Rk.

2.4. PS measure and BMS measure. Let Γ < G be a geometrically finite
subgroup. Denote by δ ∈ (0, d] the critical exponent of Γ, i.e., the abscissa of
convergence of the Poincaré series s 7→

∑
γ∈Γ e

−sd(o,γo).

2.4.1. Patterson–Sullivan measure. Patterson and later Sullivan constructed a
Γ-invariant conformal density

{
µPS
y

}
y∈Hd+1 of dimension δ, i.e., a set of finite Borel

measures on ∂Hd+1 such that for any y, z ∈ Hd+1, x ∈ ∂Hd+1, and γ ∈ Γ, we have

dµPS
y

dµPS
z

(x) = e−δβx(y,z) and γ∗µ
PS
y = µPS

γy , (4)

where the pushforward is defined by γ∗µ
PS
y (E) = µPS

y (γ−1E) for any Borel subset

E ⊂ ∂Hd+1. Such a set of measures is unique up to homothety and the Γ-action
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on ∂Hd+1 is ergodic relative to the corresponding measure class; in particular, the
measures are supported on ΛΓ ⊂ ∂Hd+1. These measures are called Patterson–
Sullivan measures (or PS measures).

Since the PS measures are absolutely continuous with respect to each other, it is
convenient to fix µ := µPS

o for the rest of the paper. It enjoys the quasi-invariance
property: for any Borel subset E ⊂ ∂Hd+1 and any γ ∈ Γ,

µ(γE) =

∫
E

‖(dγ)x‖δSd dµ(x). (5)

2.4.2. Bowen–Margulis–Sullivan measure. Using the Hopf parametrization,
the Bowen–Margulis–Sullivan measure (or BMS measure) on T1(Hd+1) is defined
by

dm̃BMS(v+, v−, s) = eδβv+ (o,v∗)eδβv− (o,v∗) dµ(v+) dµ(v−) ds.

It induces the following measures which are also called BMS measures. Note that
m̃BMS is left Γ-invariant because of the conformality of the PS measure (Eq. (4)) and
the formula for Γ-action on ∂2(Hd+1)×R (Eq. (2)). Hence m̃BMS induces a measure
mBMS on T1(Γ\Hd+1). Since Γ is geometrically finite, mBMS(T1(Γ\Hd+1)) is finite
and so we may normalize mBMS to a probability measure. Using the identifications
T1(Hd+1) ∼= G/M and F(Hd+1) ∼= G, and the Haar probability measure on M ,
we lift the measure m̃BMS to a right M -invariant measure on F(Hd+1), which we
also denote by m̃BMS by abuse of notation. Similarly, for the quotient spaces, we
lift the measure mBMS on T1(Γ\Hd+1) ∼= Γ\G/M to a right M -invariant measure
mBMS on F(Γ\Hd+1) ∼= Γ\G. It follows from definitions that the BMS measures are
invariant under the geodesic flow {Gt}t∈R on the respective unit tangent bundles
and invariant under the frame flow {Ft}t∈R on the respective frame bundles.

3. Symbolic model for the frame flow

For the rest of the paper, let Γ < G be a Zariski dense torsion-free geometrically
finite subgroup with parabolic elements. Furthermore, conjugating Γ by an element
in G if necessary, we can assume that ∞ ∈ ∂Hd+1 is a parabolic fixed point of Γ.
Denote X := Γ\Hd+1.

3.1. Expanding map on the boundary. Let us first recall the symbolic model
for the geodesic flow constructed by Li–Pan [LP22, Proposition 4.1].

One approach in symbolic dynamics to tackle the geodesic flow is to construct
a Poincaré section S ⊂ T1(X). It is a 2d-dimensional submanifold with boundary
which is transverse to the geodesic flow and has good recurrence properties. The
challenge lies in finding a return time map R defined on a full measure subset
S0 ⊂ S, such that the map v 7→ GR(v)(v) on S0 is hyperbolic and can be modeled
by a full shift of a countably infinite alphabet. To overcome this difficulty, Li–
Pan constructed a countably infinite symbolic coding on ∂Hd+1 equipped with an
expanding map and connected it to the return time map.

Fix ∆0 := ∆∞ to be the fundamental domain for the parabolic fixed point ∞.

Proposition 3.1 ([LP22, Proposition 4.1]). There exist C1 > 0, λ ∈ (0, 1), ε0 ∈
(0, 1), a countably infinite set {∆j}j∈J of mutually disjoint open subsets of ∆0, and
an expanding map T : ∆t → ∆0 where ∆t :=

⊔
j∈J ∆j, such that:

(1) µ(∆0) =
∑
j∈J µ(∆j);

(2) for all j ∈ J , there exists γj ∈ Γ such that ∆j = γj∆0 and T |∆j
= γ−1

j ;
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(3) for all j ∈ J , γj is a uniform contraction: we have ‖(dγj)x‖ ≤ λ for all
x ∈ ∆0;

(4) for all j ∈ J , we have ‖ (d(log ‖dγj‖))x ‖ ≤ C1 for all x ∈ ∆0, where
(d(log ‖dγj‖))x is the derivative of the map z 7→ log ‖(dγj)z‖ at x;

(5) the return time map R : ∆t → R defined by R(x) = log ‖(dT )x‖ for all
x ∈ ∆t satisfies the exponential tail property: eε0R ∈ L1(∆t, µ).

Denote by H = {γj}j∈J the set of inverse branches of T . Let

Hn = {γj1 · · · γjn : jk ∈ J for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n}

be the set of inverse branches of length n ∈ N. For any γ ∈
⋃
n∈NHn, set

‖dγ‖ := sup{‖(dγ)x‖ : x ∈ ∆0}.

Define

Λ+ = ΛΓ ∩
⋂
n∈N

T−n(∆0) = {x ∈ ΛΓ : Tn is defined at x for all n ∈ N}.

This is the space that admits a countably infinite coding.
The expanding map T gives a contraction action in a neighborhood of ∞.

Lemma 3.2 ([LP22, Lemma 4.8]). There exist 0 < λ < 1 and a neighborhood Λ−
of∞ in ΛΓ such that Λ− is disjoint from ∆0 and for any γ ∈ H and any y, y′ ∈ Λ−,

γ−1(Λ−) ⊂ Λ−, dSd(γ−1y, γ−1y′) ≤ λdSd(y, y′).

Using Proposition 3.1, it can be shown as in [You98, Lemma 2] that there exists
a T -invariant ergodic probability measure ν on ∆0 such that

dν = f0 dµ (6)

where f0 : ∆0 → R is a positive Lipschitz density function which is bounded away
from 0 and +∞. Note that as a result, Λ+ ⊂ ∆0 is a full measure subset with
respect to the equivalent measures µ and ν.

Definition 3.3 (Cylinder). We call subsets of the form γ∆0 ⊂ ∆0 for some γ ∈ Hn
and n ∈ N cylinders of length n. We regard ∆0 as a cylinder of length 0. These
will typically be denoted by C or other typewriter style letters.

In Subsection 8.1, we will use cylinders to construct µ-measurable partitions of
∆0.

Following [Sto11, Section 5], we introduce another distance function D on ∆0 by

D(x, y) = min{diam(C) : cylinders C ⊂ ∆0 such that x, y ∈ C}

for x, y ∈ ∆0 with x 6= y, and D(x, y) = 0 otherwise. The proof of the following
lemma is straightforward.

Lemma 3.4. The following holds:

(1) D is a distance function on ∆0;
(2) for all x, y ∈ ∆0, we have dE(x, y) ≤ D(x, y);
(3) for all n ∈ N, γ ∈ Hn, and x, y ∈ ∆0, we have D(γx, γy) ≤ λnD(x, y).

The following lemma records basic estimates for cylinders which is used through-
out the paper. The estimate for measures holds more generally for Borel subsets.
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Lemma 3.5. For all cylinders C ⊂ ∆0, Borel subsets E ⊂ ∆0, and γ ∈
⋃
n∈NHn,

we have

diam(γC) � ‖dγ‖diam(C), µ(γE) � ‖dγ‖δµ(E), ν(γE) � ‖dγ‖δν(E),

with some implicit constant Ccyl > 1.

Proof. Let C and E be as in the lemma and γ = γj1 · · · γjn ∈ Hn. We first estimate
µ(γE) and ν(γE). Using Properties (3) and (4) in Proposition 3.1 and the chain
rule, for any x, y ∈ ∆0, we have

|log ‖(dγ)x‖ − log ‖(dγ)y‖| ≤
n−1∑
l=1

C1dE(γjl+1
· · · γjnx, γjl+1

· · · γjny)

≤ C1

1− λ
diam(∆0).

Then for any x ∈ ∆0, we have

‖(dγ)x‖ � ‖dγ‖. (7)

Due to Eqs. (5) and (6), for any Borel subset E ⊂ ∆0, we have

ν(γE) � µ(γE) � µ(E)‖dγ‖δ.

Next, we estimate diam(γC). We first show the latter part of the inequality. For
any y ∈ γ∆0, by writing y = γx, we have

‖(dγ−1)y‖ = ‖(dγ)x‖−1 � ‖γ‖−1. (8)

Note that for any points x, y ∈ C, the straight line xy is contained in ∆0 by con-
vexity. Now, dE(γx, γy) is bounded by the length of the curve γ · xy. Hence, using
the inequality ‖(dγ)z‖ ≤ ‖dγ‖ for all z ∈ ∆0 gives

dE(γx, γy) ≤ ‖dγ‖dE(x, y).

By taking the supremum of d(γx, γy) over all points x, y ∈ C, we obtain

diam(γC) ≤ ‖dγ‖ diam(C).

Now, we show the former part of the inequality. Fix any ball B ⊂ ∆0. We write
C = β∆0 for some β ∈ Hm, where m is the length of the cylinder. The images
γβB ⊂ βB ⊂ ∆0 are still balls due to the conformality of the G-action on ∂Hd+1.
Thus, using convexity of the balls and Eq. (8) for γ−1 and β−1, we can apply a
similar argument as in the previous paragraph to obtain

diam(B)� diam(γβB)

‖dγ‖ · ‖dβ‖
≤ diam(γC)

‖dγ‖ · ‖dβ‖
.

From the previous paragraph, we also have

diam(C) = diam(β∆0) ≤ ‖dβ‖diam(∆0)� ‖dβ‖diam(B).

Combining these two inequalities, we obtain

‖dγ‖ diam(C)� diam(γC).

�

Fix a constant

C∆0
≥ Ccyl ·max{1,diam(∆0), µ(∆0)} > 1. (9)
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3.2. Symbolic model for the geodesic flow. Recall the subsets Λ+,Λ− ⊂ ΛΓ

from Subsection 3.1. Define T̂ : Λ+ × Λ− → Λ+ × Λ− by

T̂ (x, y) =
(
γ−1
j x, γ−1

j y
)

if x ∈ ∆j , for all y ∈ Λ+ and j ∈ J .

Let R : ∆t → R be the function given in Proposition 3.1. By abusing notation,
define R : ∆t × Λ− → R by setting R(x, y) = R(x) for all (x, y) ∈ ∆t × Λ−. We
define the space

ΛR = {(x, y, s) ∈ Λ+ × Λ− × R : 0 ≤ s < R(x, y)}.

We use the notation R0 = 0 and

Rn =

n−1∑
j=0

R ◦ T̂ j for all n ∈ N. (10)

The hyperbolic skew product semiflow {T̂t}t≥0 is defined by

T̂t(x, y, s) = (T̂n(x, y), s+ t− Rn(x, y))

for all (x, y, s) ∈ Λ+ × Λ− × R, where n ∈ Z≥0 such that 0 ≤ s + t − Rn(x, y) <

R(T̂n(x, y)).

3.2.1. The map from ΛR to T1(X). We introduce the following embedding:

Φ̃ : ∆0 × Λ− × {0} → ∂2(Hd+1)× R (11)

(x, y, 0) 7→ (x, y, log(1 + ‖x‖2)).

We can see from the formula of the Hopf parametrization (Eq. (1)) that Φ̃ maps
∆0×{∞}×{0} to the unstable horosphere based at ∞ which contains o = ed+1 ∈
Hd+1 ⊂ Rd+1. Abusing notation, we define the following time change map:

Φ̃ : ΛR → ∂2(Hd+1)× R
(x, y, s) 7→ (x, y, s+ log(1 + ‖x‖2)).

For all x ∈ Λ+ and y, y′ ∈ Λ−, the points Φ̃(x, y, 0) and Φ̃(x, y′, 0) lie on the same
stable horosphere based at x.

Using the identification T1(X) ∼= Γ\(∂2(Hd+1) × R), the map Φ̃ induces a map
Φ : ΛR → T1(X). We have that Φ defines a semiconjugacy between two semiflows:

Φ ◦ T̂t = Gt ◦ Φ for all t ≥ 0.

3.3. Symbolic model for the frame flow. Fix a reference point x0 ∈ Λ+ ⊂ ∆0.
We define a section

F̃ : ∆0 × Λ− → F(Hd+1)

which is smooth in the first argument in the following fashion:

• Fix a frame F̃ (x0,∞) ∈ F(Hd+1) based at the tangent vector Φ̃(x0,∞, 0).

• Extend the section F̃ such that for any x, x′ ∈ ∆0, the frames F̃ (x,∞) and

F̃ (x′,∞) are backward asymptotic, i.e.,

lim
t→−∞

d(F̃ (x,∞)at, F̃ (x′,∞)at) = 0.

Then, we must have F̃ (x′,∞) = F̃ (x,∞)n+ for some unique n+ ∈ N+.
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• Extend the section F̃ such that for any x ∈ ∆0 and y, y′ ∈ Λ−, the frames

F̃ (x, y) and F̃ (x, y′) are forward asymptotic, i.e.,

lim
t→∞

d(F̃ (x, y)at, F̃ (x, y′)at) = 0.

Then, we must have F̃ (x, y′) = F̃ (x, y)n− for some unique n− ∈ N−.

Then, F̃ induces a map F : ∆0 × Λ− → F(X).

Definition 3.6 (Holonomy). The holonomy is a map H : ∆t × Λ− → M such
that for all (x, y) ∈ ∆t × Λ−, we have

F (x, y)aR(x,y) = F
(
T̂ (x, y)

)
H(x, y)−1.

Definition 3.7 (Generalized holonomy). We call the combined map

G : ∆t × Λ− → AM

(x, y) 7→ aR(x,y)H(x, y)

the generalized holonomy.

The following lemma can be deduced using the construction of F (see [SW21,
Lemma 4.2] for its proof).

Lemma 3.8. For all x ∈ ∆t, the maps R|{x}×Λ− , H|{x}×Λ− , and G|{x}×Λ− are
constant.

We define the space

ΛR ×M = {(x, y,m, s) ∈ Λ+ × Λ− ×M × R : 0 ≤ s < R(x, y)}.

We use the notations H0 = G0 = e and

Hn = H ·
(
H ◦ T̂

)
· · ·
(
H ◦ T̂n−1

)
,

Gn = G ·
(
G ◦ T̂

)
· · ·
(
G ◦ T̂n−1

)
,

for all n ∈ N.

The symbolic frame semiflow {T̂t}t≥0 is defined by

T̂t(x, y,m, s) = (T̂n(x, y),Hn(x, y)−1m, s+ t− Rn(x, y))

for all (x, y,m, s) ∈ Λ+×Λ−×M×R, where n ∈ Z≥0 such that 0 ≤ s+t−Rn(x, y) <

R(T̂n(x, y)).

3.3.1. The map from ΛR ×M to F(X). Abusing notation, we define the map

Φ̃ : ΛR ×M → F(Hd+1)

(x, y,m, s) 7→ F̃ (x, y)asm.

This map is well-defined, and it induces a map Φ : ΛR ×M → F(X). In fact, we
have the relation

Φ(x, y,m, as) = F (x, y)asm.

We claim that Φ defines a semiconjugacy between two semiflows:

Φ ◦ T̂t = Ft ◦ Φ for all t ≥ 0. (12)

To see this, note that for any (x, y,m, s) ∈ ΛR ×M , we have the expression

T̂t(x, y,m, s) =
(
T̂n(x, y),Hn(x, y)−1m, s+ t− Rn(x, y)

)
.
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Then on the one hand, we have

Φ ◦ T̂t = Φ
(
T̂n(x, y),Hn(x, y)−1m, s+ t− Rn(x, y)

)
= F

(
T̂n(x, y)

)
Hn(x, y)−1mas+t−Rn(x,y).

On the other hand, we have

Ft ◦ Φ = Ft ◦ Φ(x, y,m, s)

= F (x, y)mas+t

= F
(
T̂n(x, y)

)
Hn(x, y)−1mas+t−Rn(x,y) (by Definition 3.6).

This finishes the justification of Eq. (12).

3.3.2. Relating ν̂R ⊗mHaar with mBMS. It is proved in [LP22, Proposition 4.11]

that there exists a unique T̂ -invariant ergodic probability measure ν̂ on Λ+ × Λ−
which projects to the measure ν on Λ+. We equip ΛR with the {T̂t}t≥0-invariant
measure dν̂R := dν̂ dmLeb/R̄, where mLeb is the Lebesgue measure and R̄ = ν̂(R).
Fix the Haar probability measure mHaar on M , which is implicitly used within
integrals. On ΛR × M , we consider the product measure ν̂R ⊗ mHaar: for any
bounded continuous function f : ΛR ×M → R,(

ν̂R ⊗mHaar
)
(f) =

∫
ΛR

∫
M

f(x, y,m, s) dmdν̂R(x, y, s).

Recall the following result proved in [LP22].

Proposition 3.9 ([LP22, Proposition 4.15]). The map

Φ :
(
ΛR, {T̂t}t≥0, ν̂

R
)
→
(
T1(X), {Gt}t∈R,mBMS

)
is a factor map, i.e.,

Φ∗ν̂
R = mBMS and Φ ◦ T̂t = Gt ◦ Φ for all t ≥ 0.

Corollary 3.10. The map

Φ :
(
ΛR ×M, {T̂t}t≥0, ν̂

R ⊗mHaar
)
→
(
F(X), {Ft}t∈R,mBMS

)
is a factor map, i.e.,

Φ∗
(
ν̂R ⊗mHaar

)
= mBMS and Φ ◦ T̂t = Ft ◦ Φ for all t ≥ 0.

Proof. Given a bounded function f ∈ C(F(X),R), we define the function f̄ :
T1(X)→ R by

f̄(ΓgM) =

∫
M

f(Γgm) dm.

We have f̄ ∈ C(T1(X),R) which is also bounded. Note that for any (x, y, s) ∈ ΛR,
we have

(f̄ ◦ Φ)(x, y, s) =

∫
M

f(F (x, y)asm) dm.



16 JIALUN LI, WENYU PAN, AND PRATYUSH SARKAR

Hence, using Proposition 3.9, we have

mBMS(f) =

∫
T1(X)

∫
M

f(Γgm) dmdmBMS(ΓgM) =

∫
T1(X)

f̄ dmBMS

=

∫
ΛR

(f̄ ◦ Φ)(x, y, s) dν̂R(x, y, s)

=

∫
ΛR

∫
M

f(F (x, y)asm) dmdν̂R(x, y, s) =
(
ν̂R ⊗mHaar

)
(f).

�

4. Transfer operators with holonomy

In this section, we introduce the transfer operator with holonomy associated
to the countably infinite coding. The main technical objective in this paper is to
obtain spectral bounds for these operators in Section 8.

Recall that we have fixed the Haar probability measure on M . Also recall that
L2(M,C) is a Hilbert space equipped with the standard inner product 〈·, ·〉 defined
by 〈f, g〉 =

∫
M
fg. As usual, we denote by ‖ · ‖2 the corresponding L2 norm on

L2(M,C) and any of its subspaces.
In the proof of exponential mixing, we need to deal with the function space

C(ΛR ×M,C) ∼= C(ΛR, C(M,C)) ⊂ C(ΛR, L2(M,C)).

Let M̂ be the unitary dual of M . Denote the trivial irreducible representation by

1 ∈ M̂ . Define M̂0 = M̂−{1}. Due to the above, it is natural to use the Peter–Weyl
theorem and obtain the Hilbert space decomposition

L2(M,C) =
⊕̂

ρ∈M̂
V ⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

corresponding to the decomposition % =
⊕̂

ρ∈M̂ρ
⊕ dim(ρ) of the left regular repre-

sentation % : M → U(L2(M,C)).

For all b ∈ R and ρ ∈ M̂ , we define the tensored unitary representation ρb :
AM → U(Vρ) by

ρb(atm)(z) = eibtρ(m)(z) for all z ∈ Vρ, t ∈ R, and m ∈M.

We introduce some notations related to Lie algebras. We denote Lie algebras
corresponding to Lie groups by the corresponding Fraktur letters: g = Te(G),
a = Te(A), m = Te(M), and n± = Te(N

±). For any unitary representation
ρ : M → U(V ) for some Hilbert space V , we denote the differential at e ∈ M by
dρ = (dρ)e : m→ u(V ), and define the norm

‖ρ‖ = sup
z∈m,‖z‖=1

‖dρ(z)‖op

and similarly for any unitary representation ρ : AM → U(V ).
The following are useful facts regarding the Lie theoretic norms (see [SW21] for

their proofs).

Lemma 4.1 ([SW21, Lemma 4.3]). For all b ∈ R and ρ ∈ M̂ , we have

sup
a∈A,m∈M

sup
z∈Tam(AM),
‖z‖=1

‖(dρb)am(z)‖op = ‖ρb‖
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and max{|b|, ‖ρ‖} ≤ ‖ρb‖ ≤ |b|+ ‖ρ‖.
Lemma 4.2 ([SW21, Lemmas 4.4]). There exists ε1 ∈ (0, 1) such that for all b ∈ R,

ρ ∈ M̂ , and ω ∈ V ⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ with ‖ω‖2 = 1, there exists z ∈ a⊕m with ‖z‖ = 1 such

that ‖dρb(z)(ω)‖2 ≥ ε1‖ρb‖.
The source of the oscillations needed in Dolgopyat’s method is provided by the

local non-integrability condition (LNIC) which will be introduced in Section 5 and
the oscillations themselves are propagated when ‖ρb‖ is sufficiently large. But this

occurs precisely when |b| is sufficiently large or ρ ∈ M̂ is nontrival. Let b0 > 0
which we fix later. This motivates us to define

M̂0(b0) = {(b, ρ) ∈ R× M̂ : |b| > b0 or ρ 6= 1}.
We fix the related constant δ% = inf

b∈R,ρ∈M̂0
‖ρb‖ = inf

ρ∈M̂0
‖ρ‖ which is posi-

tive because M is a compact connected Lie group (recall from [Lub10, Example
3.1.4] that compact Lie groups have property (T)). Then, inf

(b,ρ)∈M̂0(b0)
‖ρb‖ ≥

min{b0, δ%}. Thus, we also fix

δ1,% = min{1, δ%}. (13)

Definition 4.3 (Transfer operator with holonomy). For all ξ = a+ib ∈ C with a >

−ε0 and ρ ∈ M̂ , the transfer operator with holonomy MξR,ρ : C
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
→

C
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
is defined by

MξR,ρ(H)(x) =
∑
γ∈H

e−ξR(γx)ρ(H(γx)−1)H(γx)

=
∑
γ∈H

e−aR(γx)ρb( G(γx)−1)H(γx)

for all x ∈ Λ+ and H ∈ C
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
with ‖H‖∞ <∞.

The above is well-defined due to the exponential tail property (see Property (5)
in Proposition 3.1). Denote LξR :=MξR,1.

Let (V, ‖ · ‖) be any normed vector space over R or C. Let d be any distance
function on ∆0; in particular, d = dE or d = D. For any function H : Λ+ → V ,
denote

‖H‖∞ = sup{‖H(x)‖ : x ∈ Λ+},

Lipd(H) = sup

{
‖H(x)−H(x′)‖

d(x, x′)
: x, x′ ∈ Λ+, x 6= x′

}
,

‖H‖Lip(d) = ‖H‖∞ + Lipd(H).

Denote by Lipd(Λ+, V ) the space of functions H : Λ+ → V with ‖H‖Lip(d) < ∞.
We omit d from the above notations if d = dE. In particular, we will work with the

function spaces Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
and LipD(Λ+,R) corresponding to the normed

vector spaces
(
V
⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ , ‖ · ‖2

)
for some ρ ∈ M̂ and (R, | · |).

For any function H : ∆0 → V , denote

Lipe
d(H) = sup

{
‖H(x)−H(x′)‖

d(x, x′)
: x, x′ ∈ ∆j , x 6= x′, j ∈ J

}
.

Define the PS measure µE on ∆0 with respect to the Euclidean metric by

dµE(x) = (1 + ‖x‖2)δ dµ(x). (14)
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Note that Λ+ ⊂ ∆0 is a full measure subset with respect to µE. Using the quasi-
invariance of the PS measure µ, a straightforward computation gives L∗δR(µE) = µE.

By Lemma A.1, the family ξ 7→ L(δ+ξ)R of operators on Lip(Λ+,C) is analytic
on {ξ = a+ ib ∈ C : a > − ε02 }. It can be shown as in [You98, Proposition A] that
LδR|Lip(Λ+,C) has a spectral gap with a maximal simple eigenvalue λ0 = 1 with

a corresponding eigenfunction h0 : Λ+ → R given by h0(x) = (1 + ‖x‖2)−δf0(x),
where f0 is the density function defined in Eq. (6). It satisfies

∫
Λ+

h0 dµE = 1.

Moreover, by perturbation theory of operators (see [Kat95, Chapter 7]), there exists
a′0 ∈ (0, ε02 ) and analytic maps

• [−a′0, a′0]→ R denoted by a 7→ λa,
• [−a′0, a′0]→ Lip(Λ+,R) denoted by a 7→ ha,

such that L(δ+a)Rha = λaha, and ha is bounded away from 0 and +∞ and nor-

malized such that
∫

Λ+
ha dµE = 1.

Recall the measures µ and ν from Subsections 2.4 and 3.1, respectively, and also
Eq. (6). Combining with Eq. (14) and the definition of h0, we have

dν = h0 dµE. (15)

Define the function

F(a) = −(δ + a)R− log(λa) + log ◦ha − log ◦ha ◦ T

which is cohomologous to −(δ + a)R − log(λa). Due to Property (4) in Proposi-
tion 3.1, we can fix some a′0 > 0 and

C ′1 > max

(
Lipe(R),Lipe( G), sup

|a|≤a′0
Lipe

(
F(a)

))
, C2 =

C ′1
1− λ

, (16)

where Lipe( G) is defined similarly using the Riemannian metric on AM .

For all ξ = a + ib ∈ C with a > −ε0 and ρ ∈ M̂ , we normalize the transfer
operator with holonomy as

Mξ,ρ = m−1
λaha

◦M(δ+ξ)R,ρ ◦mha

where mh : C
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
→ C

(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
denotes the multiplication oper-

ator by h ∈ C(Λ+,R). For all k ∈ N, its k-th iteration is simply given by

Mk
ξ,ρ(H)(x) =

∑
γ∈Hk

eF
(a)
k (γx)ρb( Gk(γx)−1)H(γx)

for all x ∈ Λ+ and H ∈ C
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
. Denote Lξ :=Mξ,1. Due to the above

normalization, it satisfies L∗0(ν) = ν.

5. Local non-integrability condition

In this section we establish the first key property called the local non-integrability
condition (LNIC).

Let Γb < Γ be the subsemigroup generated by {γ−1 ∈ Γ : γ ∈ H}. Let Λb ⊂
ΛΓ ⊂ ∂Hd+1 be the limit set of Γb. Recall the following results established in
[LP22].

Lemma 5.1 ([LP22, Lemma 6.62]). The limit set Λb is not contained in any
generalized sphere in ∂Hd+1 = Rd ∪ {∞}.
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Lemma 5.2 ([LP22, Lemma 6.64]). Let ξ ∈ Λb. For any ε > 0, there exists nξ ∈ N
such that for all n ≥ nξ, there exists γ ∈ Hn satisfying

dSd(γ−1∞, ξ) ≤ ε.

Remark 5.3. It follows from Lemma 3.2 that Λb ⊂ Λ−. Moreover, the construction
of γ ∈ H yields that ∞ ∈ Λb (see [LP22, Section 6]).

Recall the reference point x0 ∈ Λ+ from Subsection 3.3. We start with a def-
inition similar to [SW21, Definition 6.1] which was inspired by Brin–Pesin moves
[BP74, Bri82].

Definition 5.4 (Associated sequence of frames). For any sequence

((x0,∞), (x0, y), (x, y), (x,∞), (x0,∞)) ∈ (∆0 × Λ−)5 (17)

we define a unique associated sequence of frames (g1, g2, . . . , g5) ∈ F(Hn)5 ∼= G5 by

g1 = F̃ (x0,∞),

g2 = F̃ (x0, y) ∈ g1N
− such that g2M = Φ̃(x0, y, 0) ∈ T1(Hn) ∼= G/M,

g3 ∈ g2N
+ such that g3atM = Φ̃(x, y, 0) ∈ T1(Hn) ∼= G/M for some t ∈ R,

g4 ∈ g3N
− such that g4atM = Φ̃(x,∞, 0) ∈ T1(Hn) ∼= G/M for some t ∈ R,

g5 ∈ g4N
+ such that g5atM = Φ̃(x0,∞, 0) ∈ T1(Hn) ∼= G/M for some t ∈ R.

We continue using the notation in the above definition. Define the subsets

N+
1 = {n+ ∈ N+ : F (x0,∞)n+ ∈ F (∆0 × {∞})} ⊂ N+,

N−1 = {n− ∈ N− : F (x0,∞)n− ∈ F ({x0} × Λb)} ⊂ N−,

where the first is open and the second is compact. Define Ñ−1 ⊂ N− to be an open
neighborhood of N−1 . Now, if the sequence in Eq. (17) corresponds to some n+ ∈
N+

1 and n− ∈ N−1 such that F (x,∞) = F (x0,∞)n+ and F (x0, y) = F (x0,∞)n−

respectively, then we can define the map

Ξ : N+
1 ×N

−
1 → AM

(n+, n−) 7→ g−1
5 g1.

To view it as a function of only the first argument for a fixed n− ∈ N−1 , we write
Ξn− : N+

1 → AM .
Now we relate this to the generalized holonomy G and LNIC. Following defi-

nitions and using Lemma 3.2, for all γ ∈
⋃
n∈NHn, there exists nγ ∈ N−1 such

that

F (x0, γ
−1(∞)) = F (x0,∞)nγ .

We want to show that the generalized holonomy G is in some suitable sense
rapidly oscillating. We begin by relating it to the map Ξ and the associated Lie
theory as follows.

Lemma 5.5. Let γ ∈ Hn for some n ∈ N and n− = nγ ∈ N−1 . Let x ∈ ∆0 and
n+ ∈ N+

1 such that F (x,∞) = F (x0,∞)n+. Then, we have

Ξ(n+, n−) = Gn(γ(x0),∞)−1 Gn(γ(x),∞).
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This lemma is analogous to [SW21, Lemma 6.2] and can be proved in a similar
fashion.

Let π : g → a ⊕ m be the projection map with respect to the decomposition
g = a ⊕ m ⊕ n+ ⊕ n−. The following lemma can be proven exactly as in [SW21,
Lemma 6.3].

Lemma 5.6. For all n− ∈ N−1 , we have

(dΞn−)e = π ◦Adn− |n+ ◦ (dhn−)e

where hn− : N+
1 → N+ is a diffeomorphism onto its image which is also smooth

in n− ∈ Ñ−1 and satisfies he = IdN+
1

. Consequently, its image is (dΞn−)e(n
+) =

π(Adn−(n+)) ⊂ a⊕m.

The following lemma can also be proven as in [SW21, Lemma 6.4] using Lemma 5.1
which replaces the fact that the whole limit set ΛΓ is not contained in any gener-
alized sphere in ∂Hd+1 = Rd ∪ {∞}.

Lemma 5.7. There exist n−1 , n
−
2 , . . . , n

−
j0
∈ N−1 for some j0 ∈ N and ε > 0 such

that if η−1 , η
−
2 , . . . , η

−
j0
∈ N−1 with dN−(η−j , n

−
j ) ≤ ε for all 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, then

j0∑
j=1

π
(
Adη−j

(n+)
)

= a⊕m.

We can now state the LNIC appropriate to our setting. Given any pair of inverse
branches α, β ∈ Hm for some m ∈ N, define the map BPα,β : ∆0 ×∆0 → AM by

BPα,β(x, y) = Gm(αx,∞)−1 Gm(αy,∞) Gm(βy,∞)−1 Gm(βx,∞)

for all x, y ∈ ∆0.

Proposition 5.8 (LNIC). There exist ε ∈ (0, 1), m0 ∈ N, j0 ∈ N, such that for all

m ≥ m0, there exist {αj}j0j=0 ⊂ Hm such that for all x ∈ ∆0 and ω ∈ a ⊕ m with

‖ω‖ = 1, there exist 1 ≤ j ≤ j0 and Z ∈ Tx(∆0) with ‖Z‖ = 1 such that

|〈(dBPj,x)x(Z), ω〉| ≥ ε
where we denote BPj := BPα0,αj and BPj,x := BPj(x, ·) for all x ∈ ∆0 and
1 ≤ j ≤ j0.

Proposition 5.8 will be derived from Proposition 5.9.

Proposition 5.9. There exist ε ∈ (0, 1), m0 ∈ N, j0 ∈ N, and an open neighborhood

U ⊂ ∆0 of x0 such that for all m ≥ m0, there exist {αj}j0j=0 ⊂ Hm such that for

all x ∈ U and ω ∈ a⊕m with ‖ω‖ = 1, there exist 1 ≤ j ≤ j0 and Z ∈ Tx(U) with
‖Z‖ = 1 such that

|〈(dBPj,x)x(Z), ω〉| ≥ ε
using the same notation as in Proposition 5.9.

Proposition 5.9 can be proven as in [SW21, Proposition 6.5] using Lemmas 5.6
and 5.7 with only notational changes. Lemma 5.2 is also required as a replacement
for the topological mixing property of the Markov section.

We need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.10. Let U ⊂ ∆0 be an open subset with U ∩ ΛΓ 6= ∅. There exists
m0 ∈ N such that for all integers m ≥ m0, there exists γ ∈ Hm such that γ∆0 ⊂ U .



EXPONENTIAL MIXING OF FRAME FLOWS 21

Proof. Let U ⊂ ∆0 be an open subset with U ∩ ΛΓ 6= ∅. Let x ∈ U ∩ ΛΓ and
ε > 0 such that B(x, 2ε) ⊂ U . Note that µ(B(x, ε)) > 0. Fix m0 ∈ N such that
λm0 diam(∆0) < ε. Let m ≥ m0 be an integer. Since µ(∆0) =

∑
γ∈Hn µ(γ∆0) for

any n ∈ N, there exists γ ∈ Hm such that B(x, ε) ∩ γ∆0 6= ∅. By Property (3) in
Proposition 3.1, we also have diam(γ∆0) ≤ λm diam(∆0) ≤ λm0 diam(∆0) < ε and
hence γ∆0 ⊂ B(x, 2ε) ⊂ U . �

Proof that Proposition 5.9 implies Proposition 5.8. Let ε̃, m̃0, j0, and U be the ε,
m0, j0, and U from Proposition 5.9. By Lemma 5.10, we can fix some γ ∈ Hn
for some n ∈ N such that γ∆0 ⊂ U . Fix ε ∈ (0, ε̃ · inf{‖(dγ)x‖ : x ∈ ∆0})
which is possible due to Property (4) in Proposition 3.1. Fix m0 = m̃0 + n. Let

m ≥ m0 be an integer. Let m̃ = m− n ≥ m̃0. Let {α̃j}j0j=0 be the inverse branches

provided by Proposition 5.9 and {αj}j0j=0 = {α̃jγ}j0j=0. Denote B̃Pj := BPα̃0,α̃j and
BPj := BPα0,αj . Denote by Cg : G → G the conjugation map by g ∈ G. For all
1 ≤ j ≤ j0, using definitions and the fact that the group A commutes with the
group AM , we calculate that

BPj(x, x
′) = CHn(γx,∞)−1(B̃Pj(γx, γx

′)) for all x, x′ ∈ ∆0,

so taking the differential gives

(dBPj,x)x = AdHn(γx,∞)−1 ◦(dB̃Pj,γx)γx ◦ (dγ)x for all x ∈ ∆0.

Let x ∈ ∆0 and ω ∈ a ⊕ m with ‖ω‖ = 1, and take ω̃ = Ad∗Hn(γx,∞)−1(ω). Note

that we still have ‖ω̃‖ = 1 since the inner product on g is left AdK-invariant. Using

x̃ := γx ∈ γ∆0 ⊂ U and Proposition 5.9, there exist 1 ≤ j̃ ≤ j0 and Z̃ ∈ Tx̃(U)

with ‖Z̃‖ = 1 such that

|〈(dB̃Pj̃,x̃)x̃(Z̃), ω̃〉| ≥ ε̃.

Thus, taking j = j̃ and Z = (dTn)x̃(Z̃)

‖(dTn)x̃(Z̃)‖ , we calculate that

|〈(dBPj,x)x(Z), ω〉| = |〈(dB̃Pj,γx)γx((dγ)x(Z)),Ad∗Hn(γx,∞)−1(ω)〉|

= ‖(dγ)x(Z)‖ · |〈(dB̃Pj̃,x̃)x̃(Z̃), ω̃〉|
≥ ε̃ · inf{‖(dγ)x‖ : x ∈ ∆0} > ε.

�

Fix ε2 ∈ (0, 1), m0 ∈ N, and j0 ∈ N to be the ε, m0, and j0 provided by
Proposition 5.8 for the rest of the paper.

We finish this section with an approximation lemma which will be used in Sec-
tion 8. Fix δAM > 0 such that any pair of points in BAM (e, δAM ) ⊂ AM has a
unique geodesic through them. Fix a constant CBP > 0 such that

CBP ≥ sup{‖(dBPj,x)y‖op : x, y ∈ ∆0, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , j0}}

for any m ≥ m0 and corresponding maps {BPj}j0j=1 provided by Proposition 5.8. It

can be checked from the proofs of Propositions 5.8 and 5.9 (see [SW21, Proposition
6.5], in particular, [SW21, Eq. (6)]) that CBP can be chosen independently of the
inverse branches and their length provided by Proposition 5.8. Lemma 5.11 can be
proved as in [SW21, Lemma 7.1].
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Lemma 5.11. Let m ≥ m0 and {BPj}j0j=1 be the corresponding maps provided by
Proposition 5.8. Then there exists Cexp,BP > 0 such that for all 1 ≤ j ≤ j0 and

x, y ∈ ∆0 with ‖x− y‖ < δAM
CBP

, we have

dAM (exp(Z),BPj(x, y)) ≤ Cexp,BP‖x− y‖2

where Z = (dBPj,x)x(y − x).

6. Non-concentration property

In this section we establish the second key property called the non-concentration
property (NCP). The main result, Proposition 6.1, is the appropriate generalization
of NCP in [SW21, Proposition 6.6] for geometrically finite hyperbolic manifolds with
cusps.

We start with some notations. Recall the choice of reference vector vo ∈ T1(Hd+1)
from Subsection 2.1. With this choice, at acts on Hd+1 ⊂ Rd+1 simply by scaling by
a factor of e−t for all t ∈ R. We parametrize the unstable horospherical subgroup

N+ = {n+
x : x ∈ Rd}

so that for all x ∈ Rd, we have the forward endpoint (n+
x )+ = x. Define the map

u• : ∆0 → T1(X) by ux = π ◦ Φ̃(x,∞, 0) for all x ∈ ∆0, where Φ̃ is the embedding
defined as in Eq. (11) and π is the projection from ∂2(Hd+1) × R ∼= T1(Hd+1)
to T1(X). Note that u∆0

is then the immersion of a subset of the horosphere
corresponding to ∆0×{∞}×{0}. Recalling Eq. (9), we define the compact region

ΩR ⊂ T1(X) (18)

to be the closed (R+ log(C∆0))-neighborhood of u∆0 .

Proposition 6.1 (NCP). Let R > 0. There exists η ∈ (0, 1) such that for all

ε ∈ (0, 1), x ∈ ΛΓ ∩ ∆0 − B(∂∆0, ε) with uxa− log(ε) ∈ ΩR, and w ∈ Rd with
‖w‖ = 1, there exists y ∈ ΛΓ ∩B(x, ε) ⊂ ∆0 such that |〈y − x,w〉| ≥ εη.

Proof. To obtain a contradiction, suppose the proposition is false. Then there
exists R > 0 such that for all j ∈ N, taking ηj = 1

j , there exist εj ∈ (0, 1),

xj ∈ ΛΓ ∩∆0 − B(∂∆0, εj) with uxja− log(εj) ∈ ΩR, and wj ∈ Rd with ‖wj‖ = 1,

such that |〈y−xj , wj〉| ≤ εjηj =
εj
j for all y ∈ ΛΓ∩B(xj , εj). Hence, we can rewrite

this as

ΛΓ ∩B(xj , εj) ⊂
{
y ∈ Rd : |〈y − xj , wj〉| ≤

εj
j

}
for all j ∈ N. (19)

We want to use the self-similarity property of the fractal set ΛΓ. We have
Γn+

xjM = uxj ∈ u∆0
. For all j ∈ N, setting tj = − log(εj) we have Γn+

xjatjM =

uxjatj ∈ ΩR by hypothesis and hence n+
xjatj ∈ ΓΩ̃R where Ω̃R is some M -invariant

lift of ΩR which we note is compact. Thus, for all j ∈ N, there exist βj ∈ Γ and

gj ∈ Ω̃R such that n+
xjatj = βjgj . Now for all j ∈ N, we have gja−tjn

+
−xj = β−1

j .

Hence, the action of gja−tjn
+
−xj on ∂∞(Hd+1) preserves ΛΓ.

Now, applying gja−tjn
+
−xj in Eq. (19) gives

ΛΓ ∩ gjB(0, 1) ⊂ gj
{
y ∈ Rd : |〈y, wj〉| ≤

1

j

}
for all j ∈ N.
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By compactness, we can pass to subsequences so that limj→∞ wj = w ∈ Rd
with ‖w‖ = 1 and limj→∞ gj = g ∈ Ω̃R. Then in the limit j → ∞, we have
ΛΓ∩gB(0, 1) ⊂ g

{
y ∈ Rd : 〈y, w〉 = 0

}
. This contradicts [Win15, Proposition 3.12]

since Γ < G is Zariski dense. �

It can also be deduced from the structure of cusps (see Subsection 2.3) and the
geometry of ∂Hd+1 that NCP is true without the condition involving the compact
subset ΩR ⊂ T1(X) if and only if all the cusps are of maximal rank (cf. [DFSU21,
Theorem 3.15] and its proof). That is, the condition involving the compact subset
ΩR ⊂ T1(X) is necessary in the presence of cusps of non-maximal rank. We end
this section with an example below which demonstrates the latter by elaborating
on the comments after [DFSU21, Theorem 3.15]. As a result, the difficulty is that
in Dolgopyat’s method, we cannot obtain cancellations on every set in the partition
P(b,ρ) of ∆0 (see Lemma 8.5 and Proposition 8.8).

Example 6.2. Suppose Γ < G is a geometrically finite subgroup with parabolic
elements and p ∈ ∂Hd+1 − {∞} is a rank 1 parabolic fixed point for the Γ-action

on ∂Hd+1. Let g ∈ G be an element such that gp = ∞. Define Γ̃ = gΓg−1 < G
which is isomorphic to Γ. Then, ∞ ∈ ∂Hd+1 is a rank 1 parabolic fixed point for
the Γ̃-action on ∂Hd+1. Recalling Subsection 2.3 and the notations there, we have
a corresponding fundamental domain ∆∞ := BY (C∞)×∆′∞.

Let ∆Y ⊂ Y ⊂ Rd be an open (d − 1)-dimensional parallelotope containing
BY (C∞). By Eq. (3), we have

ΛΓ̃ − {∞} ⊂
⋃

γ∈Γ̃∞

γ
(
∆Y ×∆′∞

)
,

where Γ̃∞ < StabΓ̃(∞) is the finite index subgroup provided by Lemma 2.1. Let
{Fj,k : j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}, k ∈ {1, 2}} be the set of (d − 1)-dimensional generalized
affine subspaces in Rd ∪ {∞} which contain the corresponding (d− 1)-dimensional
faces of ∆Y × ∆′∞. The set is ordered such that Fj,1 and Fj,2 are parallel for all
j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}, and Fd,1 and Fd,2 are orthogonal to the 1-dimensional subspace
Z ⊂ Rd. This set of generalized affine subspaces determine a corresponding set
{Hj,k : j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d− 1}, k ∈ {1, 2}} of open half spaces not containing ΛΓ̃.

Using g−1, we conclude that {g−1Fj,k : j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}, k ∈ {1, 2}} consists of
(d− 1)-dimensional spheres such that g−1Fj,1 and g−1Fj,2 are mutually tangent to
each other at p for all j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}. Moreover, g−1Fj,1 is the boundary of the
open ball g−1Hj,k for all j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d− 1} and k ∈ {1, 2}. In fact, we have

ΛΓ ⊂ Rd ∪ {∞} −
⋃

j∈{1,2,...,d−1},
k∈{1,2}

g−1Hj,k.

Choose w ∈ Rd to be any unit vector based at p and orthogonal to both g−1Fj,1 and
g−1Fj,2 for any choice of j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d − 1}. Note that w is then automatically
tangent to both g−1Fd,1 and g−1Fd,2. Then NCP as stated in [SW21, Proposition
6.6] fails at p for the direction w, i.e., the following is false: there exists η ∈ (0, 1)
such that for all ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists y ∈ ΛΓ ∩B(p, ε) such that |〈y− p, w〉| ≥ εη.
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∆Y

∆′∞

∞ is a rank 1 parabolic fixed point

p

p is a rank 1 parabolic fixed point

w

Figure 3. An illustration of a rank 1 parabolic fixed point in ∂H3.
The limit sets are contained in the shaded regions.

7. Large deviation property

In this section we establish the third key property called the large deviation
property (LDP).

Recall the measures µ and ν from Subsections 2.4 and 3.1, respectively, and also
Eq. (6).

For all t > 0 and R > 0, we define Ω†(t, R) to be the set consisting of maximal
cylinders C ⊂ ∆0 satisfying

e−R−t ≤ diam(C) ≤ eR−t.

Define

Ω(t, R) =
⋃

C∈Ω†(t,R)

C ⊂ ∆0.

The following is the relation between Ω(t, R) ⊂ ∆0 and the compact subset
ΩR ⊂ T1(X) defined in Eq. (18).

Lemma 7.1. Let t > 0 and R > 0. For all x ∈ Ω(t, R), we have uxat ∈ ΩR.

To prove Lemma 7.1, we need a quick estimate which follows from Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 7.2. Let t > 0 and R > 0. For any cylinder C ∈ Ω†(t, R), write C = γ∆0

with γ ∈
⋃
n∈NHn. We have

C−1
∆0
e−R−t ≤ ‖dγ‖ ≤ C∆0

eR−t.

Proof of Lemma 7.1. Let t > 0 and R > 0. Let x ∈ Ω(t, R). Take the cylinder
C = γ∆0 ∈ Ω†(t, R) containing x and let n be its length. Recall that

Rn(x) = log ‖(dTn)x‖ = − log ‖(dγ)x′‖

with x = γx′. Using Lemma 7.2 and Eq. (7), we have

Rn(x) ∈ [t− (R+ log(C∆0
)), t+ (R+ log(C∆0

))].

Since uxaRn(x) ∈ u∆0
, we obtain uxat ∈ ΩR. �
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The following proposition is the required LDP. We will show in Subsection 7.2
that it follows from Proposition 7.9.

Proposition 7.3 (LDP). There exist R0 > 0 and κ ∈ (0, 1) such that the following
holds. For all m,n ∈ N and t > 0, we have

ν{x ∈ Λ+ : #{j ∈ N : j ≤ n, T jm(x) ∈ Ω(t, R0)} < κn} ≤ e−κn.

Here the parameter m is the step length. For the sake of simplicity, readers may
take m = 1 on first read of this section.

Proposition 7.3 is a uniform version of a classical LDP in the sense that it is
proved for Ω(t, R0) with rate κ which is uniform over all t > 0. The idea of its
proof is similar to the proof of LDP for an i.i.d. coin flipping process (see [DZ10,
Section 3.1]). The main proposition is an estimate for the probability that ` fixed
bad events occur in n events, which we prove is less than e−ε`. Then we count the
number of ways ` bad events occur in n events and take the sum of the probabilities.
We are interested in the `’s satisfying ` ≥ n − κn, so by taking the parameter κ
sufficiently small, we obtain the desired LDP. Proposition 7.3 indicates that we need
to study whether T jm(x) is in Ω(t, R0), and by Lemma 7.1, it is roughly equivalent
to study whether the geodesic ray {uT jm(x)at ∈ T1(X) : t > 0} is in some cusp,
which corresponds to a bad event for our dynamical system. The difficulty is that
we need to further partition the ` bad events into a certain union of consecutive
bad events, whose geometric picture is that the geodesic trajectory uxat remains
in the same cusp without coming back to the compact part. Proposition 7.9 is the
estimate for such consecutive bad events. We need some preparation before stating
Proposition 7.9.

7.1. From cusp to bounds on residual waiting time. We first recall some
constants and Lipschitz bounds which will be used often in the rest of the section.
By Proposition 3.1, for any z, z′ ∈ ∆0 and γ ∈ H, we have

‖γz − γz′‖ ≤ λ‖z − z′‖ (20)

and also (see Eq. (41)), for all z, z′ ∈ ∆0, l ∈ N, and γ ∈ Hl, we have

|Rl(γz)− Rl(γz
′)| ≤ C2‖z − z′‖, (21)

recalling the constant from Eq. (16). Fix

λ0 = inf{R(x) : x ∈ ∆t},
C3 = max{C2, C2 diam(∆0) + | log(diam(∆0))|}.

Definition 7.4 (Stopping time, Residual waiting time). For all (y, t) ∈ Λ+ × R+,
its stopping time is the unique l = l(y, t) ∈ N such that Rl(y) ≤ t < Rl+1(y), and
its residual waiting time is the difference Rl+1(y)− t.

When there is no confusion about the pair (y, t), we will often write l to simplify
the notation.

We give the geometric intuition of this notion. Proposition 7.9, one of the main
estimates, is about studying points y of the form T imx. We want to investigate
whether the point y is in Ω(t, R), and by Lemma 7.1, it is roughly equivalent to see
whether uyat is in some cusp. The observation is that we can roughly identify uyat
with uTnyat−Rn(y): it follows from the construction of the coding that uyaRn(y) is
bounded away from uTny and they are in the same stable leaf; hence the distance
between uyat and uTnyat−Rn(y) are uniformly bounded for t ≥ Rn(y). The stopping
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time l = l(y, t) is the maximal possible value of n satisfying t ≥ Rn(y). The
remaining time t−Rl(y) and the next return time R(T ly) together tell us whether
the point uyat is in some cusp or not. The following lemma is a quantitative version
of this observation. See Fig. 4 for illustration.

0
y

tRj(y)

T jy

Rl(y)

T ly

Rl+1(y)

T l+1y

Figure 4. This is a timeline. For a time of the form Rj(y), we
add a point T jy below, which can be regarded as a point in the
geodesic trajectory uyaRj(y) ≈ uT jy. The blue segment is of length
t. The red segment is the interval of time s whose corresponding
point uyas is inside the cusp region.

Lemma 7.5. For all y /∈ Ω(t, R), t > 0, and R > 2C3, we have a stronger inequality

Rl(y) + (R− C3) < t < Rl+1(y)− (R− C3).

Proof. Suppose y = γ1 · · · γlz /∈ Ω(t, R) with z ∈ ∆0 and γj ∈ H. Let t > 0, and
R > 2C3. Then by Eq. (21), for x ∈ ∆0 we have

‖(dγ1 · · · γl)x‖ = exp(−Rl(γ1 · · · γlx)) ∈ exp(−Rl(y))[e−C2‖x−z‖, eC2‖x−z‖].

Therefore, by Lemma 3.5

diam(γ1 · · · γl∆0) ∈ exp(−Rl(y))[e−C3 , eC3 ].

Since y /∈ Ω(t, R), we have

diam(γ1 · · · γl∆0) /∈ exp(−t)[e−R, eR].

Hence, it is impossible that the second interval is contained in the first interval.
By the definition of stopping time and the assumption of the lemma, we have
Rl(y) + C3 ≤ t+R. Therefore,

−Rl(y) + C3 > −t+R,

which implies t > Rl(y) +R− C3. For the other side, the proof is similar. �

Given two points T iy, T ry /∈ Ω(t, R), we can regard uT iyat and uT ryat as points

on the geodesic trajectory {uyas ∈ T1(X) : s > 0}. We introduce the following
definition to detect whether they are in the same cusp.

Definition 7.6 (Equivalent). Let y ∈ Λ+, t > 0, and R > 0. For two points
(T iy, t) and (T ry, t) with T iy, T ry /∈ Ω(t, R) for some i, r ∈ Z≥0, we say that they
are equivalent if

l(T iy, t) + i = l(T ry, t) + r,

and we use [(T iy, t)] to denote its equivalence class. Another characterization is
that Ri+li(y) < t+ Rr(y) < Ri+li+1(y) with li = l(T iy, t) (see Fig. 5). From this
characterization, we deduce that the set of k ∈ N such that (T ky, t) is equivalent
to (T ix, t) is an interval containing i and r.
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Lemma 7.7. Let y ∈ Λ+, t > 0, and R > 2C3. If (T iy, t) and (T ry, t) are
equivalent with 0 ≤ i ≤ r, then for the stopping time l = l(T iy, t), the residual
waiting time satisfies

Rl+1(T iy)− t > R

2
+ fλ0,

with f = r − i.

Proof. Assume the hypotheses of the lemma. By applying Lemma 7.5 to T ry, due
to the fact that l + i = l(T ry, t) + r, we have

Rl+1−(r−i)(T
ry)−R > t− C3.

This implies

Rl+1(T iy) = Rl+1−(r−i)(T
ry) + R(r−i)(T

iy) > t+ (R− C3) + (r − i)λ0.

The proof is complete. �

0
y

Ri(y)

T iy

t+ Ri(y)

Rr(y)
T ry

t+ Rr(y)

Ri+li(y)

T i+liy

Ri+li+1(y)

T i+li+1y

Figure 5. The points (T iy, t) and (T ry, t) are equivalent. Here
li = l(T iy, t), lr = l(T ry, t), and i+ li = r+ lr. The blue segments
are of length t. The red segment is the interval of time s whose
corresponding point uyas is inside the cusp region.

7.2. Reduction to combinatorial words. Let n := {1, . . . , n}. A word w is a
subset of n. Let `(w) be the number of elements in w. For a word w, we will
partition it into (discrete) subintervals of the form

w =

j+1⋃
j=1

Ij = {i1, . . . , r1} ∪ · · · ∪ {ij+1, . . . , rj+1},

with j + 1 ≤ n, and ij ≤ rj < ij+1 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ j, and Ij = {ij , ij + 1, . . . , rj} for
all 1 ≤ j ≤ j + 1. Here j + 1 is called the number of subintervals in w. We denote
I := {Ij : 1 ≤ j ≤ j + 1}. We use the pair (w, I) to denote the word w and its
partition. For example, if we take n = 6, then w = I1 ∪ I2 = {1, 2} ∪ {4, 5, 6} is a
word of n = {1, . . . , 6}. Both this partition and the ones like w = {1, 2}∪{4, 5}∪{6}
are the kind of partitions of w we will study.

Definition 7.8 (Type). Let R > 0. Given a triple (w, t,m) with w ⊂ n, t > 0,
and m ∈ N, a point x ∈ Λ+ is of type (w, t,m) if

w = {k ∈ n : T kmx /∈ Ω(t, R)}. (22)

Given a quadruple (w, I, t,m) with w ⊂ n, a partition I of w, t > 0, and m ∈ N,
a point x ∈ Λ+ is of type (w, I, t,m) if x is of type (w, t,m) and the partition I
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of w is determined by the equivalence classes of the points in {(T kmx, t) : k ∈ w}
according to Definition 7.6, i.e., for all 1 ≤ j ≤ j + 1, there exists kj ∈ w such that

Ij = {k ∈ w : (T kmx, t) ∈ [(T kjmx, t)]}.

For each quadruple (w, I, t,m), we estimate the measure of the set of x ∈ Λ+ of
type (w, I, t,m) using cusp excursion. The main proposition is as follows.

Proposition 7.9. There exists ε > 0 such that for all R > 0 sufficiently large,
t > 0, and n,m ∈ N, the following holds. For all quadruple (w, I, t,m) with w a
word in n and a partition I of w, we have

ν{x ∈ Λ+ : x is of type (w, I, t,m)} ≤ e−ε((j+1)R+`(w)−j−1).

Proof that Proposition 7.9 implies Proposition 7.3. Fix ε > 0 provided by Proposi-
tion 7.9. Let R > 0, κ ∈ (0, 1), t > 0, and n,m ∈ N. Due to Definition 7.6, for each
point x ∈ Λ+ of type (w, t,m), there exists a partition I of w such that x is of type
(w, I, t,m). For each word w, the number ways of diving w into k subintervals is

less than
(
`(w)
k−1

)
for k ≤ `(w). Therefore by Proposition 7.9,

ν{x ∈ Λ+ : x is of type (w, t,m)} ≤
`(w)∑
k=1

(
`(w)

k − 1

)
e−ε(kR+`(w)−k)

≤ e−ε`(w)(1 + e−ε(R−1))`(w).

Taking R sufficiently large depending on ε, we obtain

ν{x ∈ Λ+ : x is of type (w, t,m)} ≤ e−ε`(w)/2. (23)

A word w is called bad if its length satisfies `(w) ≥ b(1 − κ)nc. For each bad
word w we have the estimate of Eq. (23). To get the large deviation estimate in
Proposition 7.3, it remains to sum over bad words. The number of bad words is
bounded by short sum of binomial coefficients: for any ` ≤ n, we have

∑̀
k=0

(
n

k

)
≤
∑̀
k=0

nk

k!
=
∑̀
k=0

`k

k!

(n
`

)k
≤ e`

(n
`

)`
.

Therefore by taking ` = n− b(1− κ)nc, we obtain

n∑
k=b(1−κ)nc

(
n

k

)
=

n−b(1−κ)nc∑
k=0

(
n

k

)
≤ e(κ+| log κ|κ)n.

Combined with Eq. (23), we obtain

ν{x ∈ Λ+ : #{1 ≤ j ≤ n, T jmx /∈ Ω(t, R)} ≥ (1− κ)n}

≤ e−ε(1−κ)n/2e(κ+| log κ|κ)n.

Taking κ > 0 sufficiently small finishes the proof. �

The aim of the rest of the section is to prove Proposition 7.9.
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7.3. Measure estimate of large residual waiting time. Recall that for any
(x, t) ∈ Λ+ × R+, we denote by l = l(x, t) the stopping time for (x, t) such that
Rl(x) ≤ t < Rl+1(x). The difference Rl+1(x)−t is called the residual waiting time.

Proposition 7.10. There exists ε > 0 such that for all R > 0 sufficiently large
and t > R, we have

ν{x ∈ Λ+ : Rl+1(x)− t > R} ≤ e−εR.
The proof of the above proposition will be given in Subsection 7.5. Let us

give a direct consequence of the exponential tail property (see Property (5) in
Proposition 3.1).

Proposition 7.11. There exists ε > 0 such that for all R > 0 sufficiently large,
we have

ν{x ∈ Λ+ : R(x) > R} ≤ e−εR.
Proof. By Chebyshev’s inequality

ν{x ∈ Λ+ : R(x) > R} ≤ e−ε0R
∫

Λ+

eε0R(x) dν(x) for all R > 0.

Taking R sufficiently large finishes the proof. �

Proposition 7.12. There exists ε > 0 such that for all R > 0 sufficiently large,
i ∈ N, and t > 0, we have

ν{x ∈ Λ+ : Rl+1(T ix)− t > R} ≤ e−εR,
where l = l(T ix, t) is the stopping time for (T ix, t).

Proof. Since the measure ν is T -invariant, we only need to consider the case when
i = 0.

We divide into two cases: when the time t is large, we use Proposition 7.10;
when the time t is small, we use Proposition 7.11. Fix ε > 0 to be the minimum
of the ε’s provided by the propositions and let R > 0 be sufficiently large so that
both the proportions hold.

If t > R, we can apply Proposition 7.10 to obtain the desired bound.
Otherwise t ≤ R. Note that if t ≥ Rl(x) and Rl+1(x)− t > R, then R(T l+1x) >

R. For a fixed l, we can use Proposition 7.11 and T -invariance of ν to obtain that

ν{x ∈ Λ+ : R(T l+1x) > R} = ν{x ∈ Λ+ : R(x) > R} ≤ e−εR. (24)

Due to inf{R(y) : y ∈ Λ+} > λ0 and R ≥ t ≥ Rl(x), the number of possible choices
of such l is bounded by R. Combined with Eq. (24), we obtain

ν{x ∈ Λ+ : Rl+1(x)− t > R} ≤ Re−εR ≤ e−εR/2

which completes the proof by adjusting ε. �

Corollary 7.13 (Single cusp-excursion). There exists ε > 0 such that for all R > 0
sufficiently large, t > 0, and n,m ∈ N, we have

ν{x ∈ Λ+ : (x, t) and (Tnmx, t) are equivalent} ≤ e−ε(nmλ0+R).

Proof. Let R, t, n, and m be as in the corollary. Let x ∈ Λ+. By Lemma 7.7, if
(x, t) and (Tnmx, t) are equivalent, we obtain

Rl+1(x)− t > R

2
+ (nm− 0)λ0.

We finish the proof by using Proposition 7.12. �
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7.4. Conditional probability. The way we attain the estimate of multiple cusp-
excursions, which is Proposition 7.9, from Proposition 7.12 is inspired by the lan-
guage of conditional probability.

Given any n,m ∈ N and t > 0, we consider the quadruple (w, I, t,m) with w a
word in n and I = {Ij : 1 ≤ j ≤ j + 1} a partition of w:

w =

j+1⋃
j=1

Ij = {i1, . . . , r1} ∪ · · · ∪ {ij+1, . . . , rj+1}

with ij ≤ rj < ij+1 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ j. The proof of Proposition 7.9 will use
induction on the number of subintervals j + 1.

Given a point x ∈ Λ+ of type (w, I, t,m), let lj := l(T ijmx, t) be the stopping
time for (T ijmx, t). For each 1 ≤ j ≤ j, as (T ijmx, t) and (T ij+1mx, t) are not
equivalent, we have

lj + ijm < lj+1 + ij+1m. (25)

For each 1 ≤ j ≤ j + 1 and all i ∈ Ij , the points (T imx, t) are equivalent. Hence,
when j + 1 = 1, Proposition 7.9 is Corollary 7.13.

To explain the idea of the proof of Proposition 7.9, we describe the probability
model of the proposition for comparison. The pair (Λ+, ν) is a probability space.
The j-th event happens at a point x if T imx /∈ Ω(t, R) for all i ∈ Ij and (T imx, t)
are equivalent (Definition 7.6) for all i ∈ Ij . The difference of our model is the
definition of all j + 1 events happening at a point x ∈ Λ+ which requires that
x satisfies all j-th event for 1 ≤ j ≤ j + 1, and additionally (T imx, t) are not
equivalent for i in the different intervals Ij ’s.

In order to do induction, we introduce the following definition, which extracts
all the information we need from x of type (w, I, t,m). This definition is weaker
than Definition 7.6, which helps to do induction.

Definition 7.14. Given i, f,m ∈ N, R > 0, and t > 0, we say that x ∈ Λ+ satisfies
(i, t,m,R, f) if the stopping time l = l(T imx, t) satisfies

Rl(T
imx) +R ≤ t < Rl+1(T imx)− (R+mfλ0). (26)

Given any x ∈ Λ+, we know that the expanding map Tn is defined at x for any
n ∈ N, and is of the form Tnx = γ−1x for some γ ∈ Hn. We call the element γ the
inverse branch of x of length n.

Lemma 7.15. Given i, f,m ∈ N, R ≥ C3, and t > 0, suppose x ∈ Λ+ sat-
isfies (i, t,m,R, f). Let l be the stopping time for (T imx, t). Take the inverse
branch γ of x of length k ≥ im + l + 1. Then, for all y ∈ γ∆0, the stopping
time satisfies l(T imy, t) = l(T imx, t). Moreover, the point y satisfies (i, t,m,R −
C3λ

k−(im+l+1), f).

Proof. Assume the hypotheses of the lemma. Take l = l(T imx, t). As γ is the
inverse branch of x of length k, we can write x = γz, y = γz′. Due to Eqs. (20)
and (21), we have

|Rl(T
imy)− Rl(T

imx)| = |Rl(T
im(γz))− Rl(T

im(γz′))|

≤ C2‖T im+l(γz)− T im+l(γz′)‖ ≤ C3λ
k−(im+l).

Similarly,

|Rl+1(T imy)− Rl+1(T imx)| ≤ C3λ
k−(im+l+1).
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By noticing Eq. (26) for the stopping time l(T imx, t), we have that y satisfies
Eq. (26) with R replaced by R− C3λ

k−(im+l+1), which automatically implies that
l(T imx, t) = l(T imy, t). �

Proof of Proposition 7.9. Let R, t, n, and m be as in the proposition. Take any
quadruple (w, I, t,m). We do induction on the number j + 1 of intervals of I.

For j + 1 = 1, it is exactly Corollary 7.13. The constant λ0 is absorbed into ε

and notice that `(w) =
∑j+1
j=1(fj + 1) = f1 + 1.

For j + 1 > 1, let R1 = R/2 and fj = rj − ij . Let

S1 := {x ∈ Λ+ : x is of type (w, I, t,m)}.
For the rest of the proof, we will denote by lj(x) the stopping time l(T ijmx, t). Let

S2 :=

{
x ∈ Λ+ : ijm+ lj(x) > ij−1m+ lj−1(x) and
x satisfies (ij , t,m,R1, fj) for j = 1, . . . , j + 1

}
. (27)

By Lemmas 7.5 and 7.7, Eq. (25) and the definition of type (w, I, t,m), we have
S1 ⊂ S2. So we only need to bound ν(S2).

We want to compute the measure of the set given in Eq. (27) using the language
of conditional probability. We first fix the events for j = 1, . . . , j by fixing the
inverse branch of x and then compute the conditional probability of the last event
j = j + 1.

We need the following before continuing the proof of the proposition. Let
kj(x) := ijm+ lj(x) + 1. Let

H(w, I, t,m) :=

{
γ ∈

⋃
n∈NHn : ∃x ∈ S2 such that

the inverse branch of x of length kj(x) is γ

}
. (28)

Lemma 7.16. The set {γ∆0 : γ ∈ H(w, I, t,m)} consists of mutually disjoint
cylinders, i.e., there are no γ, γ′ ∈ H(w, I, t,m) such that γ = γ′γ′′ for some
γ′′ ∈

⋃
n∈NHn.

Proof. For the sake of contradiction, suppose the lemma is false. Then, we have
γ = γ′γ′′ for some γ, γ′ ∈ H(w, I, t,m) and γ′′ ∈

⋃
n∈NHn. By definition, γ (resp.

γ′) is the inverse branch of some x ∈ S2 (resp. x′ ∈ S2) of length

kj(x) = ijm+ lj(x) + 1 (resp. kj(x′) = ijm+ lj(x′) + 1).

We denote by lj (resp. l′j) the stopping time lj(x) (resp. lj(x′)). Also due to x and

x′ satisfying (ij , t, R1, fj), we have

Rlj (T ijmx) ≤ t−R1 and Rl′j+1(T ijmx′)− t > R1 + fjλ0.

But by hypothesis γ = γ′γ′′, and so we have l′j + 1 ≤ lj . Note that x = γz = γ′γ′′z

and x′ = γ′z′. Therefore

Rl′j+1(T ijmγ′z′) ≤ Rl′j+1(T ijmγ′γ′′z) + C3 ≤ Rlj (T ijmγz) + C3 ≤ t−R1 + C3,

where the first inequality is due to Eq. (21). This is a contradiction. �

Then by definition and Lemma 7.16,

ν(S2) = ν

{
x ∈ Λ+ : ijm+ lj(x) > ij−1m+ lj−1(x) and
x satisfies (ij , t,m,R1, fj) for j = 1, . . . , j + 1

}
≤

∑
γ∈H(w,I,t,m)

ν

{
γz ∈ γΛ+ : ij+1m+ lj+1(γz) > ijm+ lj(γz)
and γz satisfies (ij+1, t,m,R1, fj+1)

}
.
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From here we can see that in order to estimate ν(S2), we need to estimate the
following quantities:

I. the probability of the first j events:∑
γ∈H(w,I,t,m)

ν(γ∆0);

II. the conditional probability when the first j events happen:

1

ν(γ∆0)
· ν
{
γz ∈ γΛ+ : ij+1m+ lj+1(γz) > ijm+ lj(γz)
and γz satisfies (ij+1, t,m,R1, fj+1)

}
. (29)

7.4.1. Estimate of I. Take γ ∈ H(w, I, t,m). There exists x′ = γz′ ∈ S2. By
Lemma 7.15, for all x = γz with z ∈ Λ+, its stopping time is lj(x) = lj(x

′) for all
1 ≤ j ≤ j. Such x belongs to the set{

x ∈ γΛ+ : ijm+ lj(x) > ij−1m+ lj−1(x) and
x satisfies (ij , t,m,R1 − C3λ

kj−(ijm+lj+1), fj) for j = 1, . . . , j

}
. (30)

Therefore, by Eq. (30) and Lemma 7.16,∑
γ∈H(w,I,t,m)

ν(γ∆0)

≤ ν
{
x ∈ Λ+ : ijm+ lj(x) > ij−1m+ lj−1(x) and
x satisfies (ij , t,m,R1 − C3λ

kj−(ijm+lj+1), fj) for j = 1, . . . , j

}
. (31)

7.4.2. Estimate of II. Now we estimate the “conditional probability under γ”.
Let us be more precise. Let γ ∈ H(w, I, t,m). For any x = γz with z ∈ Λ+

satisfying the condition given in Eq. (29), we rewrite the condition in terms of
z ∈ Λ+; then we can apply Proposition 7.12. Note that there exists x′ ∈ γz′ ∈ S2.
By Lemma 7.15, for all x = γz with z ∈ Λ+, the stopping time lj(x) equals to
lj(x

′) for 1 ≤ j ≤ j. We will denote the common number lj(x) by lj . Recall that
kj = ijm+ lj + 1 is the length of γ.

(i) If kj ≤ ij+1m, then T ij+1mγz = T ij+1m−kjz. Hence, the point z satisfies(
ij+1m−kj

m , t,m,R1, fj+1

)
. Here we abuse notation. Although

ij+1m−kj
m

may not be an integer,
(
ij+1m−kj

m , t,m,R1, fj+1

)
makes sense under Defi-

nition 7.14.
(ii) If kj > ij+1m, let l′ = ij+1m+ lj+1−kj . Since ij+1m+ lj+1 > ijm+ lj , we

know l′ ≥ 0. First fix z0 ∈ Λ+ and let tγ = t−Rkj−ij+1m(T ij+1mγz0). We

will verify that l′ is the new stopping time for (z = T kjx, tγ) and z satisfies
(0, tγ ,m,R1 − C3, fj+1).

Due to the fact that

Rlj+1+1(T ij+1mγz) = Rl′+1(z) + Rkj−ij+1m(T ij+1mγz),

we obtain

Rl′+1(z)− tγ
= Rlj+1+1(T ij+1mγz)− t− (Rkj−ij+1m(T ij+1mγz)− Rkj−ij+1m(T ij+1mγz0))

≥ R1 + fj+1λ0 − C3,
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where the last inequality is due to Eq. (21) and the fact that x satisfies
(ij+1, t,m,R1, fj+1). Similarly,

Rl′(z) +R1 − C3 < tγ .

x

γz
T ijx T kjx

z

T ij+1x

T ij+1−kjz

T ij+1+lj+1x T ij+1+lj+1+1x

Figure 6. Case (i) of estimate of II. It is similar to Fig. 4. To
simplify the notation, we only write the points T ix, which also
represents Ri(x) in the timeline. The blue segment is of length t.

x

γz
T ijx T kjx

z

T ij+1x

T ij+1γz

T ij+1+lj+1x T ij+1+lj+1+1x

Figure 7. Case (ii) of estimate of II. The brown line is of length
approximately Rkj−ij+1

(T ij+1γz0) and the orange line is of length

approximately tγ = t− Rkj−ij+1
(T ij+1γz0).

If the length of γ satisfies case (ii), then we have

ν

{
x = γz ∈ γΛ+ : x satisfies (ij+1, t, R1, fj+1)
and ij+1m+ lj+1 > ijm+ lj

}
≤ ν ({x = γz ∈ γΛ+, z satisfies (0, tγ , R1 − C3, fj+1)})

≤ Ccyl‖dγ‖δν({z ∈ Λ+ : z satisfies (0, tγ , R1 − C3, fj+1)}) (by Lemma 3.5)

≤ Ccyl‖dγ‖δe−ε(R1−C3+fj+1mλ0) (by Proposition 7.12)

≤ C4ν(γΛ+)e−ε(R1−C3+fj+1mλ0) (by Lemma 3.5),

(32)

with C4 = C2
cyl.

If the length of γ satisfies case (i), then the second equation above is for z which

satisfies
(
ij+1m−kj

m , t,m,R1, fj+1

)
. By the same estimate as above, we have

ν

{
x = γz ∈ γΛ+ : x satisfies (ij+1, t, R1, fj+1)
and ij+1m+ lj+1 > ijm+ lj

}
≤ C4ν(γΛ+)e−ε(R1+fj+1mλ0).

(33)
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7.4.3. Completing the estimate of ν(S2). Summing over all γ ∈ H(w, I, t,m),
we have

ν(S2) =
∑

γ∈H(w,I,t,m)

ν

{
γz ∈ γΛ+ : γz satisfies (ij+1, t,m,R1, fj+1)
and ij+1m+ lj+1 > ijm+ lj

}
≤

∑
γ∈H(w,I,t,m)

ν(γΛ+)(C4e
−ε(R1−C3+fj+1mλ0)) (by Eqs. (32) and (33))

≤ ν
{
x ∈ Λ+ : x satisfies (ij , t,m,R1 − C3λ

kj−(ijm+lj+1), fj) and
ijm+ lj(x) > ij−1m+ lj−1(x) for j = 1, . . . , j

}
× (C4e

−ε(R1−C2+fj+1mλ0)) (by Eq. (31)).

For the first term in the last equation, we use induction to estimate it. We
repeat the process and reduce the number j. At each step, we will get a term
similar to the second term of the last equation. The subtlety is that after the first
step, the number R1 for events j = 1, . . . , j changes, and the error is of the form
C3λ

kj−(ijm+lj+1). Due to λ < 1, for a fixed j, after j + 1− j steps, the number R1

is replaced by

R1 − C3

j∑
r=j

λkr−(ijm+lj+1),

which is greater than R1 −C3/(1− λ), where kr’s are mutually distinct due to the
hypothesis that irm+ lr > ir−1m+ lr−1. Then, we use the argument of conditional
probability to compute the measure of the j-th event. Altogether, we obtain

ν(S2) ≤
j+1∏
j=1

C4e
−ε(fjmλ0+R1−C3(1+ 1

1−λ )).

Recall that `(w) =
∑j+1
j=1(fj + 1) =

∑j+1
j=1 fj + (j + 1). Finally, we obtain Proposi-

tion 7.9 by using m ≥ 1, decreasing ε to ελ0/2, and choosing R1 = R/2 sufficiently
large to absorb the constants C3, C4. �

7.5. Renewal theorem. In this section, we will prove Proposition 7.10. For ref-
erences of the renewal theorem, see for example [Woo82] and [Fel71]. We define a
“random walk” from Λ+ × R to Λ+ × R: starting from a point (x, t) ∈ Λ+ × R,
the probability to reach the next point (y, t+ R(y)) with Ty = x is e−δR(y). Then
the integral form of the renewal theorem for this “random walk” is given in The-
orem 7.17. This kind of renewal theorem can be obtained through the classical
method of using transfer operators and Laplace transforms. In order to obtain
an exponential error term in Proposition 7.10, we need a spectral gap result from
[LP22].

Proposition 7.10 is for estimating the measure of the set of x ∈ Λ+ whose residual
waiting time satisfies Rl+1(x) − t > R where l = l(x, t) is the stopping time. In
Lemma 7.19, we use a classical computation to relate the residual waiting time to
the integral of the renewal sum in Eq. (34) which appears in Theorem 7.17, the
integral form of the renewal theorem. This enables us to derive Proposition 7.10
from Theorem 7.17.

Only for this subsection, denote Ls := L(δ+s)R for s ∈ C with <s > −ε0, which
is the unnormalized transfer operator on Lip(Λ+,C) defined in Section 4. We also
use the measure µE which satisfies L∗0(µE) = µE. Recall h0 ∈ Lip(Λ+,R) is the
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eigenfunction of the transfer operator L0 with eigenvalue 1 and
∫

Λ+
h0 dµE = 1.

Let σ0 := R̄ = ν̂(R) =
∫

Λ+
Rh0 dµE be the Lyapunov exponent.

For any compactly supported function f : R → R, x ∈ Λ+, and t > 0, we
introduce the renewal sum

Rf(x, t) :=

∞∑
n=0

∑
γ∈Hn

e−δRn(γx)f(Rn(γx)− t) (34)

which converges. We denote by ‖ · ‖1 the L1 norm.

Theorem 7.17 (Renewal theorem). There exists ε > 0 such that for all f ∈
C2

c (R,R), x ∈ Λ+, and t > 0, we have

Rf(x, t) =
h0(x)

σ0

∫ ∞
−t

f dmLeb +O
(
e−εteεm

Leb(supp f)(‖f ′′‖1 + ‖f‖1)
)

as t→ +∞.

By Lemma A.1, we know that s 7→ Ls is analytic on {s ∈ C : <s > − ε02 }, where
ε0 comes from the exponential tail property in Proposition 3.1. We need a lemma
about the operator (Id−Ls)−1 =

∑∞
n=0 L

n
s . The proof is similar to the case of finite

symbolic coding; see for example [Lal89, Propositions 7.2 and 7.3]. Lemma 7.18 is
stronger than the results in [Lal89] because we obtain a meromorphic extension to
a half plane {s ∈ C : <s > −η} and the estimate of the norm of U(s) is uniform up
to a polynomial term in s.

Lemma 7.18. We have a meromorphic extension of the map s 7→ (Id−Ls)−1,
which we denote by the same symbol, from the domain {s ∈ C : <s > 0} to
the domain {s ∈ C : <s > −η} for some η ∈ (0, ε02 ). Moreover, we have the
decomposition

(Id−Ls)−1 =
N(0)

σ0s
+ U(s) for all |<s| < η, (35)

where N(0)φ = µE(φ)h0 for all φ ∈ Lip(Λ+,C) and s 7→ U(s) is analytic and
satisfies

‖U(s)‖op ≤ C(1 + |=s|)2 for all |<s| < η. (36)

Proof. First, we deal with s ∈ C with small |s|. It follows from the characterization
of the spectrum of L0 (see Section 4) and its spectral decomposition that it is
quasi-compact (see [Kat95, Chapter 3]). By further using perturbation theory of
operators (see [Kat95, Chapter 7]), we obtain

Ls = λsN(s) +Q(s) for all s ∈ O,
for some open ball O ⊂ C centered at 0 and analytic maps s 7→ λs, s 7→ N(s), and
s 7→ Q(s). Here, λs is the maximal simple eigenvalue of Ls and the operators satisfy
N(s)Q(s) = Q(s)N(s) = 0, N(s)2 = N(s) (i.e., a projection), and ‖Q(s)‖op ≤ ρ <
1. Therefore,

(Id−Ls)−1 =

∞∑
n=0

Lns =

∞∑
n=0

(λnsN(s) +Q(s)n) =
N(s)

1− λs
+

∞∑
n=0

Q(s)n.

In order to obtain Eq. (35), we need to compute ∂sλs|s=0 (cf. [PP90, Proposition
4.10] and [AGY06, Lemma 7.22]). Let hs ∈ Lip(Λ+,C) be the eigenfunction of Ls
with eigenvalue λs and

∫
Λ+

hs dµE = 1 so that s 7→ hs is analytic. In the following
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computation, we use L̇s and λ̇s to denote their derivatives with respect to the
variable s. By taking the derivative of λshs = Lshs and integrating, we have∫

Λ+

(λ̇shs + λsḣs) dµE =

∫
Λ+

(L̇shs + Lsḣs) dµE.

Then set s = 0 in the above formula. Since L∗0(µE) = µE, we have
∫

Λ+
ḣ0 dµE =∫

Λ+
L0ḣ0 dµE, and so we obtain

∂sλs|s=0 = λ̇0 =

∫
Λ+

L̇0h0 dµE = −
∫

Λ+

L0(Rh0) dµE = −σ0.

Hence, the map s 7→ N(s)/(1− λs) has a simple pole at 0 and

s 7→ N(s)

1− λs
− N(0)

σ0s

is analytic on O. Thus, s 7→ U(s) := (Id−Ls)−1 − N(0)/(σ0s) is analytic and
Eq. (35) holds on O. Equation (36) is trivial.

Now, we deal with s ∈ C with bounded |<s| and large |=s|. Using the spectral
bounds provided by [LP22, Proposition 7.3] and an argument similar to the one
after [Nau05, Proposition 5.3] or the proof of [AGY06, Proposition 7.16], we obtain
the following: there exist C > 0, η ∈ (0,diam(O)/2), b0 > 0, and ρ ∈ (0, 1) such
that

‖Lns ‖op ≤ C(1 + |=s|)2ρn on {s ∈ C : |<s| < η, |=s| > b0}.
This implies that Id−Ls is invertible and s 7→ (Id−Ls)−1 is analytic on {s ∈ C :
|<s| < η, |=s| > b0}, and its norm satisfies

‖(Id−Ls)−1‖op ≤ C
(1 + |=s|)2

1− ρ
.

Therefore, s 7→ U(s) := (Id−Ls)−1−N(0)/(σ0s) is analytic and Eqs. (35) and (36)
hold on {s ∈ C : |<s| < η, |=s| > b0}.

For the rest of the region in {s ∈ C : |<s| < η} which is bounded away from 0
and ∞, by the same argument as in [Lal89, Proposition 7.3] and [AGY06, Lemma
7.21], the spectral radius of the operator Ls is less than 1 and s 7→ (Id−Ls)−1 is
analytic, which finishes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 7.17. Let f , x, and t be as in the lemma. Using Eq. (34), the
Fourier transform, and the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain

Rf(x, t) =

∞∑
n=0

∑
γ∈Hn

e−δRn(γx)

∫ +∞

−∞
eiξ(Rn(γx)−t)f̂(ξ) dξ

=

∞∑
n=0

∫ +∞

−∞
e−itξ f̂(ξ)Ln−iξ(χΛ+)(x) dξ

=

∫ +∞

−∞
e−itξ f̂(ξ)(Id−L−iξ)−1(χΛ+

)(x) dξ.

Using Lemma 7.18, we continue as in [Li22, Proposition 4.27], which is a version of
the classical Paley–Wiener theorem, which finishes the proof. �

Before we begin the proof of Proposition 7.10, we need a lemma which relates
the residual waiting time to the integral of the renewal sum.
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Lemma 7.19. For all R > 0 and t > 0, we have

µE{x ∈ Λ+ : Rl+1(x)− t > R} =

∫
Λ+

Rfx(x, t) dµE(x),

where fx := χ{s∈R:R−R(x)<s≤0} for all x ∈ Λ+.

Proof. Let R > 0 and t > 0. Using L∗0(µE) = µE, we obtain

µE{x ∈ Λ+ : Rl+1(x)− t > R}

=

∞∑
n=0

∫
Λ+

χ{y∈Λ+:Rn(y)≤t<Rn+1(y)−R}(x) dµE(x)

=

∞∑
n=0

∫
Λ+

Ln0
(
χ{y∈Λ+:Rn(y)≤t<Rn+1(y)−R}

)
(x) dµE(x)

=

∞∑
n=0

∫
Λ+

∑
γ∈Hn

e−δRn(γx)χ{y∈Λ+:R−R(Tny)<Rn(y)−t≤0}(γx) dµE(x)

=

∫
Λ+

∞∑
n=0

∑
γ∈Hn

e−δRn(γx)fx(Rn(γx)− t) dµE(x).

The proof is complete by Eq. (34). �

Proof of Proposition 7.10. Fix ε > 0 to be the minimum of the ε’s provided by
Propositions 3.1 and 7.11 and Theorem 7.17. Let R > 1 and t > R. By Lemma 7.19,
we would like to apply Theorem 7.17 to Rfx, where fx is as in the lemma. Since
fx is not C2, we take a smooth function which is greater than fx.

Let sx = max{−t/2, R − R(x)}. If sx ≤ 0, let gx be a smooth bump function
supported on [sx − 1, 1] and equal to 1 on [sx, 0]. Otherwise, let gx = 0. Then,
mLeb(supp gx) ≤ min{t/2+2,R(x)−R+2} and ‖g′′x‖1, ‖gx‖1 ≤ t. By Theorem 7.17,
we have∫

Λ+

Rgx(x, t) dµE(x) =

∫
Λ+

(
h0(x)

σ0

∫
R
gx dm

Leb +O
(
e−εt/2t

))
dµE(x)

�
∫
{y∈Λ+:R(y)>R}

(R(x)−R+ 2) dµE(x) + e−εt/4

≤ 1

ε0

∫
Λ+

eε0(R(x)−R+2) dµE(x) + e−εt/4

� e−εR/4

due to the exponential tail property (see Property (5) in Proposition 3.1).
Now, we can bound

∫
Λ+
Rfx dµE. If R(x) < R+ t/2, then we have fx ≤ gx due

to the construction of gx. Therefore∫
{y∈Λ+:R(y)<R+t/2}

Rfx(x, t) dµE(x) ≤
∫

Λ+

Rgx(x, t) dµE(x)� e−εR/4. (37)

By the exponential tail property in the form of Proposition 7.11,

µE{x ∈ Λ+ : R(x) ≥ R+ t/2} � e−ε(R+t/2).

For the renewal sum Rfx defined in Eq. (34), if n ≥ t/λ0, then Rn(y) − t > 0, so
fx(Rn(y)− t) = 0. We only need to sum over integers 0 ≤ n ≤ t/λ0. Then due to
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the fact that fx ≤ 1� h0, we have

Rfx(x, t) =

bt/λ0c∑
n=0

∑
γ∈Hn

e−δRn(γx)fx(Rn(γx)− t)�
bt/λ0c∑
n=0

∑
γ∈Hn

e−δRn(γx)h0(γx)

=

bt/λ0c∑
n=0

Ln0 (h0)(x) ≤ t

λ0
h0(x)� t.

So we have ∫
{y∈Λ+:R(y)≥R+t/2}

Rfx(x, t) dµE(x)� e−ε(R+t/2)t� e−εR. (38)

We obtain the desired inequality for µE by combining Eqs. (37) and (38). We
finish the proof by first recalling that ν is absolutely continuous with respect to µE

with bounded density, and then by adjusting ε and taking R > 0 sufficiently large
depending on ε to absorb the accumulated implicit constants. �

Remark 7.20. With a more precise estimate, we can obtain an asymptotic formula

µE{x : Rl+1(x)− t > R} =

∫
{y∈Λ+:R(y)>R}

h0(x)(R(x)−R) dµE(x) +O
(
e−εt

)
for all R > 0 sufficiently large and t > R. We only need an upper bound in
Proposition 7.10 and so we do not give the proof of this more precise formula.

Remark 7.21. In the proof of Proposition 7.12, we see that we only need a weaker
version of Proposition 7.10, that is, for all t > eεR/2. As a consequence, a version of
Theorem 7.17 with a polynomial error is sufficient for the argument. The current
version of Theorem 7.17 may be of independent interest, so we present this stronger
version here.

8. Dolgopyat’s method

As outlined in the introduction, in this section, we will perform a version of Dol-
gopyat’s method which is a combination of the works of Stoyanov [Sto11], Sarkar–
Winter [SW21], and Tsujii–Zhang [TZ23]. Our goal is to prove Theorem 8.1.

We start with some notations. Let (V, ‖ · ‖) be any normed vector space over
R or C. Let d be any distance function on ∆0; in particular, d = dE or d = D.
Let H : Λ+ → V be any function. Following Dolgopyat [Dol98], define a family of
equivalent norms

‖H‖1,b = ‖H‖∞ +
1

max{1, |b|}
Lipd(H), b ∈ R.

The Lipschitz norm is then simply ‖H‖Lip(d) = ‖H‖1,1. Recall the measure ν from
Subsection 3.1. If H is measurable, denote

‖H‖2 =

(∫
Λ+

‖H(x)‖2 dν(x)

) 1
2

.

We also define the function ‖H‖ : Λ+ → R by

‖H‖(x) = ‖H(x)‖ for all x ∈ Λ+.
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Theorem 8.1. There exist η > 0, C > 0, a0 > 0, and b0 > 0 such that for

all ξ = a + ib ∈ C with |a| < a0, if (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), then for all k ∈ N and

H ∈ Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
, we have∥∥Mk

ξ,ρ(H)
∥∥

2
≤ Ce−ηk‖H‖1,‖ρb‖.

For all (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), recall Ω(log ‖ρb‖, R0) ⊂ ∆0 from Section 7.

Theorem 8.2. There exist η ∈ (0, 1), κ ∈ (0, 1), a0 > 0, b0 > 0, m ∈ N, and
a continuous function ζ : [−a0, a0] → R with ζ(0) = 1 such that the following

holds. For all ξ = a + ib ∈ C with |a| < a0, if (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), then for all

H ∈ Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
, there exist a sequence of positive functions {hn}∞n=0 ⊂

LipD(Λ+,R) with h0 = ‖H‖1,‖ρb‖ and a sequence of closed subsets {Ωn}∞n=1 of
Ω(log ‖ρb‖, R0) such that:

(1) for all n ∈ N, we have∥∥Mnm
ξ,ρ (H)(x)

∥∥
2
≤ hn(x) for all x ∈ Λ+;

(2) for all n ∈ N, we have

h2
n(x) ≤

{
ηLm0 (h2

n−1)(x), x ∈ Ωn,

ζ(a)Lm0 (h2
n−1)(x), x ∈ Λ+ − Ωn;

(3) for all n ∈ N, we have

ν{x ∈ Λ+ : #{j ∈ N : 1 ≤ j ≤ n, T jmx ∈ Ωj} < κn} < 2e−κn.

The following proof is inspired by [TZ23, Proposition 3.15] but we use the lan-
guage of transfer operators instead.

Proof that Theorem 8.2 implies Theorem 8.1. Denote by η̃, κ, ã0, b0, m, and ζ the
constants and function provided by Theorem 8.2. Fix η = 1

4 min{κ,−κ log(η̃)} and
a0 ∈ (0, ã0) such that sup{| log(ζ(a))| : a ∈ [−a0, a0]} ≤ η. Fix

C0 = sup
{∥∥Mξ,ρ

∥∥2m

op
: |a| ≤ a0, ρ ∈ M̂

}
≤ sup

{∥∥Lξ∥∥2m

op
: |a| ≤ a0

}
,

C =
√

3C0,

viewing the transfer operators as operators on L2
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
and L2(Λ+,R)

respectively. Let ξ = a + ib ∈ C with |a| < a0. Suppose (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0). Let
k ∈ N and write k = nm + l for some integers n ∈ Z≥0 and 0 ≤ l < m. Let

H ∈ Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
. We then obtain corresponding sequences {hn}∞n=0 and

{Ωn}∞n=1 provided by Theorem 8.2.
We define the sequence of functions {Gj : Λ+ → R}∞j=0 recursively by

G0 = h2
0,

Gj(x) =

{
η̃Gj−1(x), x ∈ T−jm(Ωj),

ζ(a)Gj−1(x), x ∈ Λ+ − T−jm(Ωj),
for all j ∈ N.

We will first show by induction that they satisfy

Ljm0 (Gj) ≥ h2
j for all j ∈ Z≥0. (39)
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The base case j = 0 is trivial. Now let j ∈ N and assume Eq. (39) holds for j − 1.
It is immediate from definitions that for all γ ∈ Hm, we have

L(j−1)m
0 (Gj)(γx) =

{
η̃L(j−1)m

0 (Gj−1)(γx), for all x ∈ Ωj

ζ(a)L(j−1)m
0 (Gj−1)(γx), for all x ∈ Λ+ − Ωj .

(40)

For all x ∈ Ωj , we use Eq. (40), the induction hypothesis, and Property (2) in
Theorem 8.2, to get

Ljm0 (Gj)(x) =
∑
γ∈Hm

eF(0)
m (γx)L(j−1)m

0 (Gj)(γx)

= η̃
∑
γ∈Hm

eF(0)
m (γx)L(j−1)m

0 (Gj−1)(γx)

≥ η̃
∑
γ∈Hm

eF(0)
m (γx)h2

j−1(γx) = η̃Lm0 (h2
j−1)(x) ≥ h2

j (x).

For all x ∈ Λ+ − Ωj , a similar calculation gives

Ljm0 (Gj)(x) =
∑
γ∈Hm

eF(0)
m (γx)L(j−1)m

0 (Gj)(γx)

= ζ(a)
∑
γ∈Hm

eF(0)
m (γx)L(j−1)m

0 (Gj−1)(γx)

≥ ζ(a)
∑
γ∈Hm

eF(0)
m (γx)h2

j−1(γx) = ζ(a)Lm0 (h2
j−1)(x) ≥ h2

j (x).

This establishes Eq. (39).
Now, using Property (1) in Theorem 8.2, Eq. (39), and L∗0(ν) = ν, we have∥∥Mk

ξ,ρ(H)
∥∥2

2
≤ C0

∥∥Mnm
ξ,ρ (H)

∥∥2

2
≤ C0‖hn‖22

≤ C0

∫
Λ+

Lnm0 (Gn) dν

= C0

∫
Λ+

Gn dν.

Using ζ(a) > η̃, for all x ∈ {y ∈ Λ+ : #{j ∈ N : j ≤ n, T jmy ∈ Ωj} ≥ κn}, we have
the bound

Gn(x) ≤ ζ(a)n−dκneη̃dκneG0(x) ≤ eηnη̃κnh2
0(x)

while for all x ∈ {y ∈ Λ+ : #{j ∈ N : j ≤ n, T jmy ∈ Ωj} < κn}, we have the trivial
bound

Gn(x) ≤ ζ(a)nG0(x) ≤ eηnh2
0(x).

Using Property (3) in Theorem 8.2, we have∥∥Mk
ξ,ρ(H)

∥∥2

2
≤ C0

∫
Λ+

Gn dν

≤ C0e
ηn(η̃κn · (1− 2e−κn) + 2e−κn)‖h0‖2∞

≤ C2e−2ηn‖H‖21,‖ρb‖.

�
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Our goal for the rest of this section is to prove Theorem 8.2. Lemmas 8.3–8.5
are preparatory lemmas.

The following is a Lasota–Yorke type lemma. Many similar lemmas can be
found in the literature. But as we are dealing with a countably infinite coding and

V
⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ -valued functions, we give a proof analogous to that of [SW21, Lemma 7.3]

and [Sto11, Appendix].

Lemma 8.3. Let d be any distance function on ∆0 such that dE(x, y) ≤ d(x, y)
for all x, y ∈ Λ+ (e.g., d = dE or d = D). There exists A0 > 1 such that for all

ξ = a+ ib ∈ C with |a| < a′0, if (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(1), then for all k ∈ N, we have:

(1) if h ∈ Lipd(Λ+,R) and B > 0 satisfy

|h(x)− h(x′)| ≤ Bh(x)d(x, x′)

for all x, x′ ∈ Λ+, then we have

|Lka(h)(x)− Lka(h)(x′)| ≤ A0(Bλk + 1)Lka(h)(x)d(x, x′)

for all x, x′ ∈ Λ+.

(2) if H ∈ Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
, h ∈ Lipd(Λ+,R) and B > 0 satisfy

‖H(x)−H(x′)‖2 ≤ Bh(x)d(x, x′)

for all x, x′ ∈ Λ+, then we have∥∥Mk
ξ,ρ(H)(x)−Mk

ξ,ρ(H)(x′)
∥∥

2
≤ A0

(
BλkLka(h)(x) + ‖ρb‖Lka‖H‖(x)

)
d(x, x′)

for all x, x′ ∈ Λ+.

Proof. Recalling Eqs. (13) and (16), fix A0 > 4eC2 diam(∆0) C2

δ1,%
. Let ξ = a+ ib ∈ C

with |a| < a′0 and suppose (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(1). Let k ∈ N. Let x, x′ ∈ Λ+.
First we derive some bounds. For any γ ∈ Hk, by Proposition 3.1, we have

d(T l(γx), T l(γx′)) ≤ λk−ld(x, x′) for all integers 0 ≤ l ≤ k. Using Lipe
(
F(a)

)
≤ C ′1,

we have

∣∣F(a)
k (γx)−F

(a)
k (γx′)

∣∣ ≤ k−1∑
l=0

∣∣F(a)(T l(γx))−F(a)(T l(γx′))
∣∣

≤
k−1∑
l=0

C ′1λ
k−ld(x, x′) ≤ C2d(x, x′).

(41)

Along with the inequality that |1− ez| ≤ e<z|z| for all z ∈ C, we obtain

∣∣∣1− eF
(a)
k (γx′)−F

(a)
k (γx)

∣∣∣ ≤ eC2d(x,x′)C2d(x, x′) ≤ A0

2
δ1,%d(x, x′). (42)
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To prove Property (1), suppose h ∈ Lipd(Λ+,R) and B > 0 are as in the lemma.
Using Eqs. (41) and (42), we have∣∣Lka(h)(x)− Lka(h)(x′)

∣∣
≤
∑
γ∈Hk

∣∣∣eF
(a)
k (γx)h(γx)− eF

(a)
k (γx′)h(γx′)

∣∣∣
≤
∑
γ∈Hk

(∣∣∣1− eF
(a)
k (γx′)−F

(a)
k (γx)

∣∣∣ eF
(a)
k (γx)h(γx) + eF

(a)
k (γx′)|h(γx)− h(γx′)|

)
≤
∑
γ∈Hk

(
A0d(x, x′)eF

(a)
k (γx)h(γx) +A0e

F
(a)
k (γx)Bh(γx)d(γx, γx′)

)
≤ (A0 +A0Bλ

k)d(x, x′)
∑
γ∈Hk

eF
(a)
k (γx)h(γx)

= A0(Bλk + 1)Lka(h)(x)d(x, x′)

where all the sums converge due to the exponential tail property (see Property (5)
in Proposition 3.1).

To prove Property (2), suppose H ∈ Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
, h ∈ Lipd(Λ+,R), and

B > 0 are as in the lemma. A similar but more involved calculation as in Eq. (41)
using Lipe( G) ≤ C ′1 (see [Sar22b, Lemma 5.2.3]) gives that for any γ ∈ Hk, we have

‖ρb( Gk(γx)−1)− ρb( Gk(γx′)−1)‖op ≤ ‖ρb‖dAM ( Gk(γx), Gk(γx′))

≤ 2C2‖ρb‖d(x, x′).
(43)

Thus, using Eqs. (41)–(43), we have∥∥Mk
ξ,ρ(H)(x)−Mk

ξ,ρ(H)(x′)
∥∥

2

≤
∑
γ∈Hk

∥∥eF
(a)
k (γx)ρb( Gk(γx)−1)H(γx)− eF

(a)
k (γx′)ρb( Gk(γx′)−1)H(γx′)

∥∥
2

≤
∑
γ∈Hk

(∣∣∣1− eF
(a)
k (γx′)−F

(a)
k (γx)

∣∣∣ eF
(a)
k (γx)‖ρb( Gk(γx)−1)H(γx)‖2

+ eF
(a)
k (γx′)‖(ρb( Gk(γx)−1)− ρb( Gk(γx′)−1))H(γx)‖2

+ eF
(a)
k (γx′)‖ρb( Gk(γx′)−1)(H(γx)−H(γx′))‖2

)
≤
∑
γ∈Hk

(A0

2
δ1,%d(x, x′)eF

(a)
k (γx)‖H(γx)‖2

+ 2C2e
F

(a)
k (γx′)‖ρb‖d(x, x′)‖H(γx)‖2

+ eF
(a)
k (γx′)‖H(γx)−H(γx′)‖2

)
≤
∑
γ∈Hk

(A0

2
‖ρb‖d(x, x′)eF

(a)
k (γx)‖H(γx)‖2 +

A0

2
‖ρb‖eF

(a)
k (γx)d(x, x′)‖H(γx)‖2

+A0Bλ
keF

(a)
k (γx)h(γx)d(x, x′)

)
≤A0

(
BλkLka(h)(x) + ‖ρb‖Lka‖H‖(x)

)
d(x, x′). (44)

�
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We also need the following lemma.

Lemma 8.4. For all r > 0, there exists c > 0 such that for all x ∈ ΛΓ ∩∆0, there
exists a cylinder C ⊂ B(x, r) with diam(C) > c and ν(C) > c.

Proof. Let r > 0. By compactness of ΛΓ∩∆0, it has a finite cover
{
B(xj , r/2)

}n
j=1

for some {xj}nj=1 ⊂ ΛΓ ∩ ∆0 and n ∈ N. By Lemma 5.10, B(xj , r/2) contains a
cylinder Cj for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Fix c = min1≤j≤n min{diam(Cj), ν(Cj)}. Then the
lemma follows because for any x ∈ ΛΓ ∩∆0, the ball B(x, r) covers B(xj , r/2) for
some 1 ≤ j ≤ n. �

We now fix several fundamental constants for Dolgopyat’s method. Recall the
reference point x0 ∈ Λ+ ⊂ ∆0 from Subsection 3.3. Fix δ0 > 0 such that

B(x0, 2δ0) ⊂ ∆0. (45)

Recall ε1 from Lemma 4.2 and ε2 fixed after Proposition 5.8. Fix R0 > 0 provided
by Proposition 7.3. Corresponding to R0, fix ε3 ∈ (0, 1) to be the η provided by
Proposition 6.1. Fix positive constants

b0 = 1, (46)

E >
2A0

δ1,%
, (47)

δ1 <
ε1ε2ε3

14
< ε3, (48)

ε1 < min

{
δ0C

−1
cylC

−1
∆0
e−R0 , δ−1

1 δ0 · 8A0CcylC∆0e
R0 ,

1

δ1
,
δ1
C2

BP

,
δ1δ1,%
Cexp,BP

}
. (49)

Fix

c0 > 0 (50)

to be the constant provided by Lemma 8.4 corresponding to r = δ1ε1
8A0CcylC∆0e

R0
.

Fix
c = c0C

−1
cylC

−1
∆0
. (51)

Fix

m ≥ m0 such that λm < max

{
ce−2R0 ,

1

8A0
,

1

8Eε1
,
δ1

32E

}
. (52)

Fix {αj}j0j=0 ⊂ Hm and the corresponding maps {BPj : ∆0 × ∆0 → AM}j0j=1

provided by Proposition 5.8. Also fix positive constants

T0 = max
{

sup
{∥∥F(a)

m

∣∣
αj∆0

∥∥
∞ : |a| ≤ a′0

}
: j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , j0}

}
, (53)

τ < min

1

4
, 2Ee−R0cC−1

cyl min
j∈{0,1,...,j0}

‖dαj‖,
arccos

(
1− (δ1ε1)2

2

)2

16 · 16e2T0

 . (54)

The following lemma provides the necessary cancellations for Dolgopyat’s method.
It is proved as in [SW21, Lemma 8.1] by combining Proposition 5.8 (LNIC), Propo-
sition 6.1 (NCP), and the lower bound in Lemma 4.2. However, notice that it is
not true for all x ∈ ∆0 and an additional constraint coming from NCP is required.
Consequently, cancellations only occur on balls centered at such x or its partner
point y.
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Lemma 8.5. For all (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), x ∈ ΛΓ∩∆0−B
(
∂∆0,

ε1
‖ρb‖

)
with uxalog ‖ρb‖ ∈

ΩR0 , and ω ∈ V
⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ with ‖ω‖2 = 1, there exist 1 ≤ j ≤ j0 and y ∈ ΛΓ ∩

B
(
x, ε1
‖ρb‖

)
−B

(
x, δ1ε1‖ρb‖

)
such that

‖dρb (d(BPj,x)x(y − x)) (ω)‖2 > 7δ1ε1.

8.1. Good partitions and Dolgopyat operators.

Definition 8.6 (Partition, Atom, Finer, Coarser). A ν-measurable partition P of
∆0 is a set of mutually disjoint Borel subsets C ⊂ ∆0 such that

ν

(⋃
C∈P

C

)
= ν(∆0).

For any point x ∈ ∆0, its atom is the unique element denoted by P(x) ∈ P which
contains x; if no such element of P exists, define P(x) = ∅. For two ν-measurable
partitions P and Q, we say Q is finer than P or P is coarser than Q, denoted by
Q � P, if for all D ∈ Q, there exists C ∈ P such that D ⊂ C.

For all (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), let P(b,ρ) be the ν-measurable partition of ∆0 consisting

of maximal cylinders C ⊂ ∆0 with diam(C) ≤ eR0

‖ρb‖ . From definitions (see Section 7),

we have

Ω†(log ‖ρb‖, R0) =

{
C ∈ P(b,ρ) : diam(C) ≥ e−R0

‖ρb‖

}
(55)

Lemma 8.7. For all (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0) and n ∈ N, we have T−n(P(b,ρ)) � P(b,ρ).

Proof. Let (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0) and n ∈ N. Let C ∈ T−n(P(b,ρ)). Then Tn(C) ∈ P(b,ρ)

and so by the expanding property, we have

diam(C) ≤ diam(Tn(C)) ≤ eR0

‖ρb‖
.

Thus, by definition of P(b,ρ), there exists a cylinder D ∈ P(b,ρ) containing C. �

Proposition 8.8 will introduce the sub-cylinders where cancellations can take
place.

Proposition 8.8. Let (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0) and J ∈ Ω†(log ‖ρb‖, R0). There exists

x1 ∈ J ∩ Λ+ such that B
(
x1,

ε1
‖ρb‖

)
⊂ J and for all ω ∈ V ⊕ dim(ρ)

ρ with ‖ω‖2 = 1,

there exist 1 ≤ j ≤ j0 and x2 ∈ Λ+ ∩B
(
x1,

ε1
‖ρb‖

)
−B

(
x1,

δ1ε1
‖ρb‖

)
such that

(1) ‖dρb (d(BPj,x1)x1(x2 − x1)) (ω)‖2 ≥ 7δ1ε1;
(2) for all k ∈ {1, 2}, there exists a T−m(P(b,ρ))-measurable subset Jk ⊂ J ∩

B
(
xk,

δ1ε1
4A0‖ρb‖

)
such that

diam(Jk) > c diam(J), ν(Jk) > cν(J).

Proof. Let (b, ρ) and J be as in the proposition. Write J = γ∆0 for some γ ∈ Hn
and n ∈ N. By Eq. (55) and Lemma 7.2, we have

C−1
∆0
e−R0‖ρb‖−1 ≤ ‖dγ‖ ≤ C∆0

eR0‖ρb‖−1. (56)
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Take x1 = γx0 ∈ J ∩ Λ+. Recall that B(x0, 2δ0) ⊂ ∆0 from Eq. (45). For
δ′0 := δ0

CcylC∆0
eR0

, we have

B

(
x1,

ε1
‖ρb‖

)
⊂ B

(
x1,

δ′0
‖ρb‖

)
⊂ γB(x0, δ0) ⊂ J

by Eq. (56), a similar argument as in Lemma 3.5, and inequality ε1 < δ′0 (see
Eq. (49)). As x1 ∈ Ω(log ‖ρb‖, R0), Lemma 7.1 gives ux1

alog ‖ρb‖ ∈ ΩR0
. Let ω

be as in the proposition. Using Lemma 8.5 and the fact that Λ+ ⊂ ∆0 is of full
measure, we obtain a point x2 such that

x2 ∈ Λ+ ∩B
(
x1,

ε1
‖ρb‖

)
−B

(
x1,

δ1ε1
‖ρb‖

)
⊂ J ∩ Λ+

and Property (1) holds.
Let k ∈ {1, 2}. By Lemma 8.4 and Eq. (50), there exists a cylinder J′k ⊂

B
(
γ−1xk,

δ1ε1
8A0CcylC∆0e

R0

)
with diam(J′k) > c0 and ν(J′k) > c0. Take Jk = γJ′k ⊂

B
(
xk,

δ1ε1
4A0‖ρb‖

)
where we derive the containment using Eq. (56) and Lemma 3.5.

Again using Lemma 3.5 and Eq. (51), we have

diam(Jk) ≥ C−1
cyl‖dγ‖diam(J′k) > c0C

−1
cylC

−1
∆0

diam(J) = c diam(J), (57)

ν(Jk) ≥ C−1
cyl‖dγ‖

δν(J′k) > c0C
−1
cylC

−1
∆0
ν(J) = cν(J). (58)

Using Eq. (52), we have

diam(Tm(Jk)) ≥ λ−m diam(Jk) > cλ−m diam(J) ≥ cλ−m

eR0‖ρb‖
>

eR0

‖ρb‖
which implies Tm(Jk) is P(b,ρ)-measurable. �

We construct a function indicating at which sub-cylinders we gain decay. Let

(b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), J ∈ Ω†(log ‖ρb‖, R0), and H ∈ Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
. We introduce

the following notations:

• denote by xJ,H1 ∈ J the x1 provided by Proposition 8.8 and apply the same
proposition to the unit vector

ω =
ρb
(
Gm
(
α0x

J,H
1

)−1)
H
(
α0x

J,H
1

)∥∥H(α0x
J,H
1

)∥∥
2

∈ V ⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ ; (59)

• denote by

xJ,H2 ∈ Λ+ ∩B
(
xJ,H1 ,

ε1
‖ρb‖

)
⊂ J ∩ Λ+, (60)

1 ≤ jJ,H ≤ j0, (61)

JHk ⊂ J ∩B
(
xJ,Hk ,

δ1ε1
4A0‖ρb‖

)
, (62)

the corresponding x2, j, and Jk provided by Proposition 8.8 for all k ∈
{1, 2};
• define Ξ(b, ρ) = Ω†(log ‖ρb‖, R0)× {1, 2} × {1, 2};
• define ΩHJ =

⋃
(J,k,l)∈J J

H
k for all J ⊂ Ξ(b, ρ);

• define JHk,1 = α0J
H
k and JHk,2 = αjJ,HJ

H
k for all k ∈ {1, 2};
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• define the following function on Λ+:

βHJ = χΛ+
− τ

∑
(J,k,l)∈J

χJHk,l , (63)

where we view the characteristic functions χJHk,l as functions on Λ+.

Note that xJ,H1 and JH1 do not depend on H. Although βHJ is defined using
characteristic functions, it is indeed Lipschitz with respect to D, which is the ad-
vantage of the distance function D. More precisely, using Lemma 3.5, we obtain
the following lemma.

Lemma 8.9. Let (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), J ⊂ Ξ(b, ρ), and H ∈ Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
. We

have βHJ ∈ LipD(Λ+,R) with

LipD
(
βHJ
)
≤ τ‖ρb‖eR0

cC−1
cyl minj∈{0,1,...,j0} ‖dαj‖

. (64)

∆0 ∆0

J

α0J

αjJ

JH1 JH2

JH1,1 JH2,1

JH1,2 JH2,2

α0

αj

xJ,H1

xJ,H2

1− τ
1

∆0

R

· · · JH1,1 JH1,2 JH2,1 JH2,2 J̃H1,1 J̃H1,2 J̃H2,1 J̃H2,2 · · ·

Figure 8. An illustration of the construction of βHJ . The shapes
and sizes of the cylinders are for simplicity.

Definition 8.10 (Dolgopyat operator). For all ξ = a + ib ∈ C with |a| < a′0, if

(b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), then for all J ⊂ Ξ(b, ρ) and H ∈ Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
, we define the

Dolgopyat operator NH
a,J : LipD(Λ+,R)→ LipD(Λ+,R) by

NH
a,J(h) = Lma

(
βHJ h

)
for all h ∈ LipD(Λ+,R).

Actually, the fact that NH
a,J(h) is Lipschitz with respect to D for any h ∈

LipD(Λ+,R) can be proved similar to Lemma 8.3.

Lemma 8.11. There exist a0 > 0, η ∈ (0, 1), and C > 0 such that for all ξ =

a + ib ∈ C with |a| < a0, if (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), then for all J ⊂ Ξ(b, ρ) and (H,h) ∈
Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
× LipD(Λ+,R), we have

NH
a,J(h)2(x) ≤

{
ηLm0 (h2)(x), x ∈ ΩHJ
ζ(a)Lm0 (h2)(x), x ∈ Λ+ − ΩHJ ,

where ζ : [−a0, a0]→ R is a continuous function with ζ(0) = 1.
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Proof. Recall the constant T0 from Eq. (53). Fix η =
√

1− τe−T0 . We introduce
the function ζ : [−a′0, a′0]→ R defined by

ζ(a) = (λ−2
a λ2a)m

∥∥∥∥h0

ha

∥∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥∥hah0

∥∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥∥ hah2a

∥∥∥∥
∞

∥∥∥∥h2a

ha

∥∥∥∥
∞

whose purpose will become clear shortly. Since ζ is continuous and ζ(0) = 1, we
can fix a sufficiently small a0 ∈ (0, a′0/2) such that ηζ(a) ≤ 1 for all |a| < a0. Let
ξ, (b, ρ), J , and (H,h) be as in the lemma. By the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we
have

NH
a,J(h)2 =

 ∑
γ∈Hm

eF(a)
m (γx)βHJ (γx)h(γx)

2

≤

 ∑
γ∈Hm

e(F(a)
m −aRm)(γx)βHJ (γx)2

 ∑
γ∈Hm

e(F(a)
m +aRm)(γx)h(γx)2


≤ ζ(a)Lm2a

((
βHJ
)2)Lm0 (h2).

Note that Lm2a(χΛ+
) = χΛ+

by virtue of the normalization of the transfer operators.

Hence, Lm2a
((
βHJ
)2) ≤ 1 which gives the trivial bound NH

a,J(h)2 ≤ ζ(a)Lm0 (h2).

Now, let x ∈ ΩHJ . Then x ∈ JHk for some (J, k, l) ∈ J . Using
(
βHJ
)2 ≤ χΛ+

− τχJHk,l
and Eq. (53), we have

Lm2a
((
βHJ
)2)

(x) ≤ Lm2a(χΛ+)(x)− τLm2a
(
χJHk,l

)
(x) ≤ 1− τe−T0 = η2.

Thus, using this in the previous inequality gives

NH
a,J(h)2(x) ≤ η2ζ(a)Lm0 (h2)(x) ≤ ηLm0 (h2)(x).

�

8.2. Invariance of cone. First we introduce the following two related notions of
density following Tsujii–Zhang [TZ23] and Dolgopyat [Dol98].

Definition 8.12 (Dense). Let P be a ν-measurable partition of ∆0. A subset
B ⊂ ∆0 is said to be P-measurable if ν

(
B4

⋃
x∈B P(x)

)
= 0. Furthermore, we say

that a ν-measurable subset A ⊂ B is (P, c)-dense in B for some c > 0 if

ν(A ∩ P(x)) > cν(P(x)) for ν-almost all x ∈ B.

Definition 8.13 (Dense index set). Let (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0). We say that J ⊂ Ξ(b, ρ) is
a dense index set , if for all J ∈ Ω†(log ‖ρb‖, R0), there exists (k, l) ∈ {1, 2}×{1, 2}
such that (J, k, l) ∈ J .

For all (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), if J ⊂ Ξ(b, ρ) is a dense index set, then by Propo-
sition 8.8, we have that ΩHJ is (P(b,ρ), c)-dense in Ω(log ‖ρb‖, R0) for all H ∈
Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
.

Define J (b, ρ) = {J ⊂ Ξ(b, ρ) : J is a dense index set}. In this subsection we
introduce a cone and prove that it is preserved by a pair consisting of a transfer
operator with holonomy and a Dolgopyat operator for some J ∈ J (b, ρ). This is
the heart of the Dolgopyat’s method where we obtain cancellations of the sum-
mands of the transfer operator with holonomy via Proposition 8.8 whose source is
Proposition 5.8 (LNIC), Proposition 6.1 (NCP), and the lower bound in Lemma 4.2.
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For all (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), define the cone

C(b,ρ)(Λ+) =


(H,h) ∈ Lip

(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
× LipD(Λ+,R) :

(1) h > 0,
(2) |h(x)− h(x′)| ≤ E‖ρb‖h(x)D(x, x′) for all x, x′ ∈ Λ+,
(3) ‖H(x)‖2 ≤ h(x) for all , x ∈ Λ+,
(4) ‖H(x)−H(x′)‖2 ≤ E‖ρb‖h(x)D(x, x′) for all x, x′ ∈ Λ+


(65)

using the constant E defined in Eq. (47).

Proposition 8.14. Let ξ = a+ ib ∈ C with |a| < a′0 and suppose (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0).
For all (H,h) ∈ C(b,ρ)(Λ+), there exists J ∈ J (b, ρ) such that

(
Mm

ξ,ρ(H),NH
a,J(h)

)
∈

C(b,ρ)(Λ+).

The goal of the rest of the subsection is to prove Proposition 8.14. Preservation
of Property (1) in Eq. (65) is trivial. Preservation of Properties (2) and (4) in
Eq. (65) follow from the following two lemmas. The proofs are similar to [SW21,
Lemmas 9.1 and 9.2]. They are analogous to the original [Dol98, Proposition 6 and
Lemma 11]. Preservation of Property (3) will be given later.

Lemma 8.15. For all ξ = a + ib ∈ C with |a| < a′0, if (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), and if
h ∈ LipD(Λ+,R) satisfies Property (2) in Eq. (65), then for all J ⊂ Ξ(b, ρ) and

H ∈ Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
, NH

a,J(h) also satisfies Property (2) in Eq. (65).

Proof. Let ξ, (b, ρ), h, J , and H be as in the lemma. Let x, x′ ∈ Λ+. Using
Eqs. (54) and (64), and βHJ ≥ 1− τ , we have∣∣(βHJ h)(x)−

(
βHJ h

)
(x′)

∣∣ ≤ |h(x)− h(x′)|+ h(x)
∣∣βHJ (x)− βHJ (x′)

∣∣
≤ E‖ρb‖h(x)D(x, x′) + h(x) · τ‖ρb‖eR0

cC−1
cyl minj∈{0,1,...,j0} ‖dαj‖

·D(x, x′)

≤ 3E‖ρb‖ ·
βHJ (x)

1− τ
· h(x)D(x, x′)

≤ 4E‖ρb‖
(
βHJ h

)
(x)D(x, x′).

Now applying Lemma 8.3 and Eqs. (47) and (52), we have∣∣NH
a,J(h)(x)−NH

a,J(h)(x′)
∣∣ =

∣∣Lma (βHJ h)(x)− Lma
(
βHJ h

)
(x′)

∣∣
≤ A0(4E‖ρb‖λm + 1)Lma

(
βHJ h

)
(x)D(x, x′)

= E‖ρb‖NH
a,J(h)(x)D(x, x′).

�

Lemma 8.16. For all ξ = a + ib ∈ C with |a| < a′0, if (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), and

if (H,h) ∈ Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
× LipD(Λ+,R) satisfies Properties (3) and (4) in

Eq. (65), then for all J ⊂ Ξ(b, ρ),
(
Mm

ξ,ρ(H),NH
a,J(h)

)
also satisfies Property (4)

in Eq. (65).
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Proof. Let ξ, (b, ρ), (H,h), and J be as in the lemma. Let x, x′ ∈ Λ+. Applying
Lemma 8.3 and Eqs. (47), (52), and (54), and βHJ ≥ 1− τ , we have∥∥Mm

ξ,ρ(H)(x)−Mm
ξ,ρ(H)(x′)

∥∥
2

≤ A0 (E‖ρb‖λmLma (h)(x) + ‖ρb‖Lma (‖H‖2)(x))D(x, x′)

≤ A0

(
E‖ρb‖
8A0

+
E‖ρb‖
2A0

)
Lma (h)(x)D(x, x′)

≤
(
E‖ρb‖

8(1− τ)
+

E‖ρb‖
2(1− τ)

)
Lma
(
βHJ h

)
(x)D(x, x′)

≤ E‖ρb‖NH
a,J(h)(x)D(x, x′).

�

The preservation of Property (3) in Eq. (65) is crucial and this is where the afore-
mentioned cancellations occur. It follows from the next four lemmas. For all ξ =

a+ib ∈ C with |a| < a′0, if (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), then for all (H,h) ∈ Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
×

LipD(Λ+,R), and 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, we define the functions χ
[ξ,ρ,H,h]
j,1 , χ

[ξ,ρ,H,h]
j,2 : Λ+ → R

by

χ
[ξ,ρ,H,h]
j,1 (x)

=

∥∥eF(a)
m (α0x)ρb( Gm(α0x)−1)H(α0x) + eF(a)

m (αjx)ρb( Gm(αjx)−1)H(αjx)
∥∥

2

(1− τ)eF
(a)
m (α0x)h(α0x) + eF

(a)
m (αjx)h(αjx)

,

χ
[ξ,ρ,H,h]
j,2 (x)

=

∥∥eF(a)
m (α0x)ρb( Gm(α0x)−1)H(α0x) + eF(a)

m (αjx)ρb( Gm(αjx)−1)H(αjx)
∥∥

2

eF
(a)
m (α0x)h(α0x) + (1− τ)eF

(a)
m (αjx)h(αjx)

for all x ∈ Λ+. These function are for encoding that when they are at most 1,
cancellations occur among the vectors in the numerator. The second subscript is
to indicate for which of the two inverse branches α0 or αj the cancellations occur.

The following lemma can be proved similar to [SW21, Lemma 9.8]. It is analogous
to the original [Dol98, Lemma 14].

Lemma 8.17. Let (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0). Suppose (H,h) ∈ C(b,ρ)(Λ+). Then, for all

(J, k, l) ∈ Ξ(b, ρ), letting j = 0 if l = 1 and j = jJ,H if l = 2, we have

1

2
≤ h(αjx)

h(αjx′)
≤ 2 for all x, x′ ∈ JHk

and also either of the alternatives

(1) ‖H(αjx)‖2 ≤ 3
4h(αjx) for all x ∈ JHk ;

(2) ‖H(αjx)‖2 ≥ 1
4h(αjx) for all x ∈ JHk .

For any k ≥ 2, denote by Θ(w1, w2) = arccos
(
〈w1,w2〉
‖w1‖·‖w2‖

)
∈ [0, π] the angle

between w1, w2 ∈ Rk − {0}, where we use the standard inner product and norm.
The following is a basic lemma in Euclidean geometry (see [Sar22b, Lemma 5.4.9]
for a proof).
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Lemma 8.18. Let k ≥ 2. If w1, w2 ∈ Rk − {0} such that Θ(w1, w2) ≥ α and
‖w1‖
‖w2‖ ≤ L for some α ∈ [0, π] and L ≥ 1, then we have

‖w1 + w2‖ ≤
(

1− α2

16L

)
‖w1‖+ ‖w2‖.

Recall from Eqs. (60)–(62) that the index 1 ≤ jJ,H ≤ j0 indicates that for

H ∈ Lip
(
∆0, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
, the inverse branches α0 and αjJ,H should be compared in

order to obtain cancellations inside J which occur for either JH1 or JH2 .

Lemma 8.19. Let ξ = a + ib ∈ C with |a| < a′0 and (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0). Suppose
(H,h) ∈ C(b,ρ)(Λ+). For all J ∈ Ω†(log ‖ρb‖, R0), denoting j = jJ,H , there exists

(k, l) ∈ {1, 2} × {1, 2} such that χ
[ξ,ρ,H,h]
j,l (x) ≤ 1 for all x ∈ JHk ∩ Λ+.

Proof. Let ξ, (b, ρ), (H,h), and J be as in the lemma. To simplify notation, we

write xk for xJ,Hk for all k ∈ {1, 2} and j for jJ,H .
Now, if Alternative (1) in Lemma 8.17 holds for (J, k, l) ∈ Ξ(b, ρ) for some

(k, l) ∈ {1, 2} × {1, 2}, then it can be checked that χ
[ξ,ρ,H,h]
j,l (x) ≤ 1 for all x ∈

JHk ∩ Λ+. Otherwise, Alternative (2) in Lemma 8.17 holds for (J, 1, 1), (J, 1, 2),
(J, 2, 1), (J, 2, 2) ∈ Ξ(b, ρ). We would like to use Lemma 8.18 but first we need to
establish bounds on relative angle and relative size. We start with the former.

Define ω`(x) = H(α`x)
‖H(α`x)‖2 and φ`(x) = Gm(α`x) for all x ∈ Λ+ and ` ∈ {0, j}.

Let ` ∈ {0, j}. For any two points y, z ∈ (JH1 tJH2 )∩Λ+, without loss of generality,
we may assume ‖H(α`y)‖2 ≤ ‖H(α`z)‖2. Using the sine law, Alternative (2) in
Lemma 8.17, and Eqs. (52), (60), and (65), we have

sin(Θ(ω`(y), ω`(z))) ≤
‖H(α`y)−H(α`z)‖2

max{‖H(α`y)‖2, ‖H(α`z)‖2}

≤ E‖ρb‖h(α`z)D(α`y, α`z)

‖H(α`z)‖2

≤ 4E‖ρb‖ ·
ε1λ

m

‖ρb‖
≤ 4Eε1λ

m ∈ (0, 1/2),

Using the cosine law and Eqs. (49) and (52), we have

‖ω`(y)− ω`(z)‖ =
√

2− 2 cos(Θ(ω`(y), ω`(z)))

=

√
2− 2

√
1− sin2(Θ(ω`(y), ω`(z)))

≤
√

2− 2
√

1− (4Eε1λm)2

≤ δ1ε1
4
.

(66)

For all x ∈ Λ+ and ` ∈ {0, j}, define

V`(x) = eF(a)
m (α`x)ρb(φ`(x)−1)H(α`x),

V̂`(x) =
V`(x)

‖V`(x)‖2
= ρb(φ`(x)−1)ω`(x).
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Using Eq. (66), we have∥∥V̂0(x2)− V̂j(x2)
∥∥

2

= ‖ρb(φ0(x2)−1)ω0(x2)− ρb(φj(x2)−1)ωj(x2)‖2
= ‖ρb(φj(x2)φ0(x2)−1)ω0(x2)− ωj(x2)‖2
≥ ‖ρb(φj(x2)φ0(x2)−1)ω0(x1)− ωj(x1)‖2
− ‖ρb(φj(x2)φ0(x2)−1)ω0(x2)− ρb(φj(x2)φ0(x2)−1)ω0(x1)‖2
− ‖ωj(x2)− ωj(x1)‖2

= ‖ρb(φj(x2)φ0(x2)−1)ω0(x1)− ωj(x1)‖2 − ‖ω0(x2)− ω0(x1)‖2
− ‖ωj(x2)− ωj(x1)‖2

≥ ‖ρb(φj(x2)φ0(x2)−1)ω0(x1)− ρb(φj(x1)φ0(x1)−1)ω0(x1)‖2
− ‖ρb(φj(x1)φ0(x1)−1)ω0(x1)− ωj(x1)‖2 − δ1ε1

= ‖ρb(φ0(x1)−1)ω0(x1)− ρb(φ0(x1)−1φ0(x2)φj(x2)−1φj(x1)φ0(x1)−1)ω0(x1)‖2
− ‖ρb(φ0(x1)−1)ω0(x1)− ρb(φj(x1)−1)ωj(x1)‖2 − δ1ε1

≥ ‖ρb(φ0(x1)−1)ω0(x1)− ρb(BPj(x1, x2))ρb(φ0(x1)−1)ω0(x1)‖2
−
∥∥V̂0(x1)− V̂j(x1)

∥∥
2
− δ1ε1.

Recall that we applied Proposition 8.8 to the unit vector ω = ρb(φ0(x1)−1)ω0(x1)
in Eq. (59). Let Z = d(BPj,x1

)x1
(x2 − x1). Continuing to bound the first term

above, we have

‖ω − ρb(BPj(x1, x2))(ω)‖2
≥ ‖ω − ρb(exp(Z))(ω)‖2 − ‖ρb(exp(Z))(ω)− ρb(BPj(x1, x2))(ω)‖2
≥ ‖ω − exp(dρb(Z))(ω)‖2 − ‖ρb‖ · dAM (exp(Z),BPj(x1, x2))

≥ ‖dρb(Z)(ω)‖2 − ‖ρb‖2‖Z‖2 − ‖ρb‖ · dAM (exp(Z),BPj(x1, x2))

≥ ‖dρb(Z)(ω)‖2 − ‖ρb‖2C2
BPd(x1, x2)2 − Cexp,BP · ‖ρb‖ · d(x1, x2)2 (Lemma 5.11)

≥ 7δ1ε1 − δ1ε1 − δ1ε1 ≥ 5δ1ε1. (by Proposition 8.8 and Eq. (49) )

Hence, we have ∥∥V̂0(x1)− V̂j(x1)
∥∥

2
+
∥∥V̂0(x2)− V̂j(x2)

∥∥
2
≥ 4δ1ε1.

This implies that there exists k ∈ {1, 2} such that∥∥V̂0(xk)− V̂j(xk)
∥∥

2
≥ 2δ1ε1.

For any x ∈ JHk ∩Λ+ and ` ∈ {0, j}, using estimates from Eqs. (43), (49), and (66),
we have∥∥V̂`(xk)− V̂`(x)

∥∥
2

≤ ‖(ρb(φ`(xk)−1)− ρb(φ`(x)−1))ω`(x)‖2 + ‖ρb(φ`(x)−1)(ω`(xk)− ω`(x))‖2
≤ A0‖ρb‖ · ‖x− xk‖+ ‖ω`(xk)− ω`(x)‖2

≤ A0‖ρb‖ ·
δ1ε1

4A0‖ρb‖
+
δ1ε1

4

=
δ1ε1

2
.
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Hence for all x ∈ JHk ∩ Λ+, we have∥∥V̂0(x)− V̂j(x)
∥∥

2
≥ δ1ε1 ∈ (0, 1).

Then using the cosine law, the required bound for relative angle is

Θ(V0(x), Vj(x)) = Θ(V̂0(x), V̂j(x)) ≥ arccos

(
1− (δ1ε1)2

2

)
∈ (0, π).

We prove the bound on relative size. Choose any y0 ∈ JHk ∩Λ+. We have either
h(α0y0) ≤ h(αjy0) or h(αjy0) ≤ h(α0y0). Let (`, `′) = (0, j) and l = 1 for the first
case and (`, `′) = (j, 0) and l = 2 for the second case. Recalling that ρb is a unitary
representation, by Lemma 8.17, we have

‖V`(x)‖2
‖V`′(x)‖2

=
eF(a)

m (α`x)‖H(α`x)‖2
eF

(a)
m (α`′x)‖H(α`′x)‖2

≤ 4eF(a)
m (α`x)−F(a)

m (α`′x)h(α`x)

h(α`′x)

≤ 16e2T0h(α`y0)

h(α`′y0)
≤ 16e2T0

for all x ∈ JHk ∩ Λ+, which is the required bound on relative size. Now using
Lemma 8.18, Eq. (54), and ‖H‖ ≤ h for ‖V0(x) + Vj(x)‖2 gives

χ
[ξ,ρ,H,h]
j,l (x) ≤ 1 for all x ∈ JHk ∩ Λ+.

�

For each J ∈ Ω†(log ‖ρb‖, R0), we use Lemma 8.19 to find (k, l), whose union
gives J ∈ J (b, ρ) for (H,h). A straightforward derivation using definitions and
Lemma 8.19 gives the following lemma (see the proof of [Sto11, Lemma 5.3] and
[SW21, Lemma 9.11]).

Lemma 8.20. For all ξ = a + ib ∈ C with |a| < a′0, if (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0), and if
(H,h) ∈ C(b,ρ)(Λ+), then there exists J ∈ J (b, ρ) such that

(
Mm

ξ,ρ(H),NH
a,J(h)

)
also satisfies Property (3) in Eq. (65).

Combining Lemmas 8.15, 8.16, and 8.20 completes the proof of Proposition 8.14.

8.3. Stochastic dominance and the proof of Theorem 8.2. In this subsection
we put together the various components to finish proving Theorem 8.2. Property (3)
in Theorem 8.2 is derived from Proposition 7.3 but the proof also requires the
stochastic dominance technique of Tsujii–Zhang [TZ23, Section 14].

Let us begin the proof of Theorem 8.2 by fixing for the rest of this subsection, η
and a0 provided by Lemma 8.11, and κ̃ to be the κ corresponding to R0 provided
by Proposition 7.3. We defer fixing κ of Theorem 8.2 to end of this subsection.

Also let (b, ρ) ∈ M̂0(b0) and H ∈ Lip
(
Λ+, V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ

)
for the rest of this subsection.

We then inductively define

(H0, h0) =
(
H, ‖H‖1,‖ρb‖ · χΛ+

)
∈ C(b,ρ)(Λ+),

(Hj , hj) =
(
Mm

ξ,ρ(Hj−1),NHj−1

a,Jj−1
(hj−1)

)
∈ C(b,ρ)(Λ+) for all j ∈ N,

where Jj−1 ∈ J (b, ρ) is inductively provided by Proposition 8.14 corresponding to

(Hj−1, hj−1) ∈ C(b,ρ)(Λ+) for all j ∈ N. Fix Ωj = Ω
Hj−1

Jj−1
for all j ∈ N. Proper-

ties (1) and (2) in Theorem 8.2 then follow from Lemma 8.11 and Proposition 8.14
respectively.
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It remains to prove Property (3) in Theorem 8.2. We present an adaptation
of [TZ23, Section 14] for our setting. To ease notation, set P := P(b,ρ), P ′ :=

T−m(P) � P, and the P-measurable set Ω̃ := Ω(log ‖ρb‖, R0). By Proposition 8.8,

for all j ∈ N, the set Ωj ⊂ Ω̃ is P ′-measurable and (P, c)-dense. To proceed further,
we need Lemma 8.21. Define

τ(x) = inf{j ∈ N : T jm(x) ∈ Ω̃},

σ(x) = T τ(x)m(x),
for all x ∈ Λ+,

and use similar notation as in Eq. (10). Let n ∈ N, κ ∈ (0, 1), and κ′ ∈ (0, 1) be
arbitrary. We introduce the sets

An,κ = {x ∈ Λ+ : #{j ∈ N : j ≤ n, T jm(x) ∈ Ωj} < κn} ⊂ Λ+,

Bn,κ = {x ∈ Λ+ : #{j ∈ N : j ≤ n, T jm(x) ∈ Ω̃} < κn} ⊂ An,κ,
Cn,κ = {x ∈ Λ+ : #{j ∈ N : j ≤ n, σj(x) ∈ Ωτj(x)} < κn} ⊂ Λ+.

We first derive Eq. (67), which is a useful relationship between these sets. For

all x ∈ Λ+ − Bn,κ, we have σj(x) = T τj(x)m(x) ∈ Ω̃ for all 1 ≤ j ≤ dκne but
τdκne(x) ≤ n. Consequently, for all x ∈ An,κκ′ −Bn,κ, we have

#{j ∈ N : j ≤ dκne, σj(x) ∈ Ωτj(x)} ≤ #{j ∈ N : j ≤ n, T jm(x) ∈ Ωj} < κκ′n.

Thus, we obtain

An,κκ′ −Bn,κ ⊂ Cdκne,κ′ . (67)

Now, Property (3) in Theorem 8.2 amounts to obtaining appropriate control of
ν(An,κκ′). Since we can already control ν(Bn,κ) by Proposition 7.3, it suffices to
gain control of ν(Cdκne,κ′). This is the content of the following lemma.

Lemma 8.21. There exists κ ∈ (0, 1) such that ν(Cn,κ) < e−κn for all n ∈ N.

Proof. Fix κ = c
C2

cyl
. Define the set Υk = {x ∈ ∆0 : σk(x) ∈ Ωτk(x)} for all k ∈ N

and the partition Qk = σ−k(P) for all k ∈ Z≥0. We first argue that Υk is Qk+1-
measurable for all k ∈ N. For any atom Qk(x), for some x ∈ ∆0, there exists an
inverse branch γ ∈ Hτk(x) and x′ ∈ ∆0 such that Qk(x) = γQ0(x′). Note that
τk is constant on Qk(x). Thus, we have Υk ∩ Qk(x) = γ(Ωτk(x) ∩ Q0(x′)) where
Ωτk(x) ∩ Q0(x′) is P ′-measurable as desired. Since Ωτk(x) is (Q0, c)-dense, using
Lemma 3.5, we estimate the expected value

E(χΥk |Qk)(x) =
ν(Υk ∩Qk(x))

ν(Qk(x))
≥
ν(Ωτk(x) ∩Q0(x′))

C2
cylν(Q0(x′))

>
c

C2
cyl

= κ.

Thus our stochastic process is dominated by an i.i.d. coin flipping process (which
is a Markov chain) with rate κ which is known to satisfy LDP again by transfer
operator techniques (see [DZ10, Section 3.1]). �

Fix κ̃′ to be the κ provided by Lemma 8.21. Fix κ = κ̃κ̃′ for Theorem 8.2. Then,
using Eq. (67) and LDP in Proposition 7.3 and Lemma 8.21, we have

ν(An,κ) = ν(An,κ̃κ̃′) ≤ ν(Bn,κ̃) + ν(Cdκ̃ne,κ̃′) < e−κ̃n + e−κ̃
′n ≤ 2e−κn

which completes the proof of Property (3) in Theorem 8.2.
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9. Exponential mixing of the frame flow

With Corollary 3.10 available, we use a convolution argument using a bump
function as in the proofs of [LP22, Theorem 3.1] and [Sar22b, Theorem 3.1.4] to

obtain Theorem 1.1 from the exponential mixing of the semiflow {T̂t}t≥0 on ΛR×M
with respect to the measure ν̂R ⊗ mHaar. By integrating out the strong stable
direction as in [AGY06, Section 8.2] or [SW21, Section 10.3], it suffices to prove
exponential mixing for the semiflow {Tt}t≥0 on ΛR

+ ×M . More precisely, we first
define the space

ΛR
+ ×M = {(x,m, s) ∈ Λ+ ×M × R : 0 ≤ s < R(x)}.

Since the holonomy map H : ∆t × Λ− → M is independent of the contracting
direction by Lemma 3.8, we can regard H as a map on ∆t. Define the semiflow
{Tt}t≥0 by

Tt(x,m, s) = (Tnx,Hn(x)m, s+ t− Rn(x))

for all (x,m, s) ∈ ΛR
+ × M , where n ∈ Z≥0 such that 0 ≤ s + t − Rn(x) <

R(Tnx). Recall that we equipped ΛR ×M with the measure d(ν̂R ⊗ mHaar) :=
dν̂ dmdmLeb/R̄, where mLeb is the Lebesgue measure and R̄ = ν̂(R). Similarly,
on ΛR

+ ×M , we consider the measure νR ⊗ mHaar defined by d
(
νR ⊗ mHaar

)
:=

dν dmdmLeb/R̄. Compared to the symbolic frame flow model
(
ΛR, {T̂t}t≥0, ν̂

R
)
,

the dynamical system
(
ΛR

+ , {Tt}t≥0, ν
R
)

is to forget the contracting direction.
We introduce some norms. Denote by ∇M the Levi-Civita connection on M .

For a function φ : ΛR
+ ×M → R differentiable in the R and M coordinates, we

define the norms

‖φ‖CrM = sup{‖∇kMφ‖∞ : 0 ≤ k ≤ r},

‖φ‖CrMC1
R
,= sup{‖∇kM∂tφ‖∞ + ‖∇kMφ‖∞ : 0 ≤ k ≤ r}.

For any function ψ : ΛR
+ ×M → R, we define the Lipschitz norm

‖ψ‖Lip = ‖ψ‖∞ + sup

{
|ψ(x,m, t)− ψ(x′,m′, t′)|

dE(x, x′) + dM (m,m′) + |t− t′|
: (x,m, t) 6= (x′,m′, t′)

}
.

Theorem 9.1. There exist C > 0, η > 0, and r ∈ N such that for all func-
tions φ, ψ : ΛR

+ ×M → R with bounded CrMC
1
R norm and bounded Lipschitz norm

respectively, and t > 0, we have∣∣∣∣∣
∫

ΛR
+×M

(φ ◦ Tt) · ψ d
(
νR ⊗mHaar

)
−
(
νR ⊗mHaar

)
(φ) ·

(
νR ⊗mHaar

)
(ψ)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ Ce−ηt‖φ‖CrMC1

R
‖ψ‖Lip.

The proof is similar to [SW21, Lemma 10.3], and the main difference is that
we utilize an infinite symbolic coding with an unbounded return time map and
the function is only Lipschitz in the direction Λ+. We write only the required
modifications in detail.

Let φ ∈ C(ΛR
+ ×M,R) and ξ ∈ C. Define φ̂ξ ∈ B(Λ+, L

2(M,C)) by

φ̂ξ(x)(m) =

∫ R(x)

0

φ(x,m, t)e−ξt dmLeb(t) for all m ∈M and x ∈ Λ+.
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We can decompose it further as φ̂ξ(x) =
∑
ρ∈M̂ φ̂ξ,ρ(x) ∈

⊕̂
ρ∈M̂ V

⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ for all

x ∈ Λ+. Let ρ ∈ M̂ . Defining φρ ∈ C(ΛR
+ ×M,R) by the projection φρ(x, ·, t) =

[φ(x, ·, t)]ρ ∈ V ⊕ dim(ρ)
ρ for all x ∈ Λ+ and t ∈ R≥0, we have

φ̂ξ,ρ(x)(m) =

∫ R(x)

0

φρ(x,m, t)e
−ξt dmLeb(t) for all m ∈M and x ∈ Λ+.

The following lemma serves as [SW21, Lemma 10.2] in our setting.

Lemma 9.2. There exist C > 0 and a0 > 0 such that for all ρ ∈ M̂ , functions φ, ψ :
ΛR

+ ×M → R with bounded CrMC
1
R norm and bounded Lipschitz norm respectively,

and ξ = a+ ib ∈ C with |a| ≤ a0, we have(∫
Λ+

∥∥φ̂ξ(x)
∥∥2

CrM
dν(x)

) 1
2

≤ C
‖φ‖CrMC1

R

max{1, |b|}
,

∥∥Mξ,ρ

(
ψ̂−ξ,ρ

)∥∥
1,‖ρb‖

≤ C ‖ψ‖Lip

max{1, |b|}
.

Proof. Recall the constants C2 > 0 from Eq. (16) and A0 > 0 from Lemma 8.3. Fix

C5 = 9 max{1,C2}
a2

0

∫
Λ+

e(ε0/2)R(x) dν(x) < ∞ and C = 2C5(1 + A0). Let a0 = ε0/8.

We show the first inequality. If |b| ≤ 1, from the definition of φ̂ξ(x) we have∫
Λ+

∥∥φ̂ξ(x)
∥∥2

CrM
dν(x) ≤

∫
Λ+

ea0R(x)‖φ(x)‖2CrM dν(x) ≤ C5‖φ‖2CrMC1
R
.

If |b| ≥ 1, integrating by parts gives

∇kM φ̂ξ(x) =

∫ R(x)

0

∇kMφ(x, ·, t)e−ξt dmLeb(t)

=

[
−1

ξ
∇kMφ(x, ·, t)e−ξt

]t↗R(x)

t=0

+
1

ξ

∫ R(x)

0

d

dt′

∣∣∣∣
t′=t

∇kMφ(x, ·, t′) · e−ξt dmLeb(t)

for all x ∈ Λ+ and 0 ≤ k ≤ r. Hence using the exponential tail property (see
Property (5) in Proposition 3.1),∫

Λ+

∥∥φ̂ξ(x)
∥∥2

CrM
dν(x)

≤ 1

|b|2

∫
Λ+

(
2‖φ(x)‖CrM e

a0R(x) + ‖φ(x)‖CrMC1
R
R(x)ea0R(x)

)2

dν(x)

≤ C5

‖φ‖2
CrMC

1
R

|b|2
.

Now we show the second inequality.

Mξ,ρ

(
ψ̂−ξ,ρ

)
(x) =

∑
γ∈H

eF(a)(γx)ρb( G(γx)−1)ψ̂−ξ,ρ(γx)

for all x ∈ Λ+. We first bound the L∞ norm. Using similar estimates as for the
first proven inequality, we have∥∥∥ψ̂−ξ,ρ(x)

∥∥∥
2
≤
∥∥∥ψ̂−ξ(x)

∥∥∥
2
≤
∥∥∥ψ̂−ξ(x)

∥∥∥
∞
≤ max{1,R(x)}ea0R(x)‖ψ‖Lip

max{1, |b|}
. (68)
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So, as ρb is a unitary representation, we have

∥∥Mξ,ρ

(
ψ̂−ξ,ρ

)∥∥
∞ ≤

‖ψ‖Lip

max{1, |b|}
La
(
e2a0R

)
≤ ‖ψ‖Lip

max{1, |b|}
La−2a0

(χΛ+
).

Again by the exponential tail property,

∥∥Mξ,ρ

(
ψ̂−ξ,ρ

)∥∥
∞ ≤ C5

‖ψ‖Lip

max{1, |b|}
.

Next, we deal with the Lipschitz norm. By the same computation as in the proof

of Property (2) in Lemma 8.3 for H = ψ̂−ξ,ρ, we obtain Eq. (44) and we show how
to estimate the three terms in the last but two equation. Similar to the previous
estimate, in the first two terms, we can use Eq. (68) to estimate ‖H(γx)‖2 and
obtain∑

γ∈H

(A0

2
δ1,%dE(x, x′)eF(a)(γx)‖H(γx)‖2 + 2C2e

F(a)(γx′)‖ρb‖dE(x, x′)‖H(γx)‖2
)

≤ A0 ·
1 + ‖ρb‖

max{1, |b|}
· ‖ψ‖Lip · dE(x, x′)La−2a0(χΛ+)

≤ C5A0 ·
1 + ‖ρb‖

max{1, |b|}
· ‖ψ‖Lip · dE(x, x′).

For the last term, we first need to estimate ‖H(γx)−H(γx′)‖2. Without loss of
generality, we may assume R(γx) ≤ R(γx′). Then

‖H(γx)−H(γx′)‖2 =
∥∥∥ψ̂−ξ,ρ(γx)− ψ̂−ξ,ρ(γx′)

∥∥∥
2

≤ |R(γx)− R(γx′)| · ‖ψρ‖2ea0R(γx)

+

∫ R(γx)

0

‖ψρ(γx, t)− ψρ(γx′, t)‖2ea0t dmLeb(t)

≤
(
C2e

a0R(γx′) + R(γx)ea0R(γx)
)
‖ψ‖LipdE(x, x′),

by an estimate as in Eq. (41). Thus, by a similar calculation as above, we have∑
γ∈H

eF(a)(γx)‖H(γx)−H(γx′)‖2 ≤ C5‖ψ‖LipdE(x, x′)

Summing all the terms, we obtain

1

max{1, ‖ρb‖}
Lip

(
Mξ,ρ

(
ψ̂−ξ,ρ

))
≤ C5(1 + 2A0)

‖ψ‖Lip

max{1, |b|}
.

The proof is completed by using the definition of ‖ · ‖1,‖ρb‖ and Lemma 4.1. �

We can prove an analog of [SW21, Lemma 10.3] by replacing supu∈U ‖φ̂ξ(u)‖CrM
with

(∫
Λ+

∥∥φ̂ξ(x)
∥∥2

CrM
dν(x)

) 1
2

and following the same argument. This gives expo-

nential mixing of the semiflow, i.e., Theorem 9.1.
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Appendix A. Analyticity of the complex transfer operator

Recall that for s ∈ C, we introduced the complex transfer operator Ls :=
L(δ+s)R : Lip(Λ+,C)→ Lip(Λ+,C) defined by, for u ∈ Lip(Λ+,C) and x ∈ Λ+,

Ls(u)(x) =
∑
γ∈H

e−(δ+s)R(γx)u(γx).

An operator-valued map on a subset of C is said to be analytic (or holomorphic)
if it is Fréchet differentiable. In this appendix, we prove Lemma A.1. The proof is
similar to [BQ16, Lemma 11.17], and we include it for completeness of the paper.

Lemma A.1. For any s ∈ C with <s > − ε02 , the complex transfer operator Ls
depends analytically on s.

Note that Property (4) in Proposition 3.1 states that there exists C1 > 0 such
that for any γ ∈ H and for any x ∈ ∆0, ‖(d(log ‖dγ‖))x‖ < C1. Note that R(γx) =
− log ‖(dγ)x‖. As a result, there exists C6 > 1 such that for any γ ∈ H and any
x ∈ ∆0,

1

C6
‖R ◦ γ‖∞ ≤ R(γx) ≤ C6‖R ◦ γ‖∞,

‖R ◦ γ‖∞ − C6 ≤ R(γx) ≤ ‖R ◦ γ‖∞ + C6.

Also Property (5) in Proposition 3.1 states that there exists ε0 ∈ (0, 1) such that∫
Λ+

eε0R <∞. Using the quasi-invariant property of µ, we have∑
γ∈H

e−(δ−ε0)‖R◦γ‖∞ <∞. (69)

Proof of Lemma A.1. We fix s ∈ C with <s > − ε02 . Pick any θ ∈ C with C6|θ| < ε0
2 .

For m ∈ Z≥0, we introduce the operator Ls,θ,m : Lip(Λ+,C)→ Lip(Λ+,C) given
by, for u ∈ Lip(Λ+,C) and x ∈ Λ+,

Ls,θ,m(u)(x) = θm
∑
γ∈H

(−R(γx))me−(δ+s)R(γx)u(γx).

Note that for m = 0, this operator is equal to Ls. Since for any γ ∈ H and x ∈ Λ+,

e−(δ+s+θ)R(γx) =

∞∑
m=0

1

m!
(−θR(γx))me−(δ+s)R(γx), (70)

to get the analyticity of L in a neighborhood of s, it suffices to check that for all
u ∈ Lip(Λ+,C), we have

(1)
∑∞
m=0

1
m!Ls,θ,m(u)(x) converges pointwise to Ls+θ(u)(x) for any x ∈ Λ+;

(2) the absolute convergence of the series

∞∑
m=0

1

m!
‖Ls,θ,m(u)‖Lip ≤M‖u‖Lip, (71)

for some constant M independent of u and θ.

We start with the claim: for any x ∈ Λ+, the sum

∞∑
m=0

∑
γ∈H

1

m!
|θ|mR(γx)me−(δ− ε02 )R(γx) (72)
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converges to
∑
γ∈H e

−(δ− ε02 −|θ|)R(γx).
We prove the claim. For any n ∈ N, we can switch the order of summation:

n∑
m=0

∑
γ∈H

1

m!
|θ|mR(γx)me−(δ− ε02 )R(γx) =

∑
γ∈H

n∑
m=0

1

m!
|θ|mR(γx)me−(δ− ε02 )R(γx),

where the convergence of the series on the left can be deduced from Eqs. (69)
and (70) and the assumption that C6|θ| < ε0

2 . We estimate

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
γ∈H

n∑
m=0

1

m!
|θ|mR(γx)me−(δ− ε02 )R(γx) −

∑
γ∈H

e−(δ− ε02 −|θ|)R(γx)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
γ∈H

(
n∑

m=0

1

m!
|θ|mR(γx)m − e|θ|R(γx)

)
e−(δ− ε02 )R(γx)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (73)

Fix any ε > 0. It follows from the exponential tail property (see Property (5) in
Proposition 3.1) that there exists M > 1 such that

∑
γ∈H,R(γx)>M

e−(δ− ε02 −|θ|)R(γx) < ε. (74)

At the same time, note that for all sufficiently large n ∈ N, we have the uniform
convergence ∣∣∣∣∣

n∑
m=0

1

m!
zm − ez

∣∣∣∣∣ < ε (75)

for any z ∈ C with |z| < M . Now we can see that

(73)� ε

by dividing the sum
∑
γ∈H into

∑
γ∈H,R(γx)≤M and

∑
γ∈H,R(γx)>M and applying

Eqs. (74) and (75). This finishes the proof of the claim.
Coming back to statement (1), it can be shown as in the convergence of (72).

Next, we show the absolute convergence in Eq. (71). We bound the sup norm: for
any x ∈ Λ+,

∣∣∣∣∣
∞∑
m=0

1

m!
Ls,θ,m(u)(x)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖u‖∞
∞∑
m=0

1

m!

∑
γ∈H
|θ|mR(γx)me−(δ− ε02 )R(γx)

� ‖u‖∞
∑
γ∈H

e−(δ−ε0)‖R◦γ‖∞ .
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Hence,
∣∣∑∞

m=0
1
m!Ls,θ,m(u)

∣∣
∞ is bounded by a uniform multiple of ‖u‖∞. It remains

to bound the Lipschitz seminorm. For any m ∈ N and any x, y ∈ Λ+:

Ls,θ,m(u)(x)− Ls,θ,m(u)(y)

dE(x, y)
= Am +Bm + Cm, where

Am = θm
∑
γ∈H

(−R(γx))m − (−R(γy))m

dE(x, y)
e−(δ+s)R(γx)u(γx),

Bm = θm
∑
γ∈H

(−R(γy))m
e−(δ+s)R(γx) − e−(δ+s)R(γy)

dE(x, y)
u(γx),

Cm = θm
∑
γ∈H

(−R(γy))me−(δ+s)R(γy)u(γx)− u(γy)

dE(x, y)
.

Since for any a, b ∈ C,

|am − bm| ≤ mmax{|a|, |b|}m−1|a− b|,

we get

|Am| � ‖u‖∞|θ|m
∑
γ∈H

m(C6‖R ◦ γ‖∞)m−1 |R(γx)− R(γy)|
dE(x, y)

e−(δ+<s)‖R◦γ‖∞

� ‖u‖∞
∑
γ∈H

m|θ|m(C6‖R ◦ γ‖∞)m−1e−(δ+<s)‖R◦γ‖∞ .

To continue, we use the power series definition of the exponential function in the
form of ez =

∑∞
m=1

m
m!z

m−1 for any z ∈ C. We get

∞∑
m=1

1

m!
|Am| �

∞∑
m=1

∑
γ∈H

m

m!
|θ|m(C6‖R ◦ γ‖∞)m−1e−(δ+<s)‖R◦γ‖∞‖u‖∞

� ‖u‖∞
∑
γ∈H

e−(δ+<s−C6|θ|)‖R◦γ‖∞ ,

where the equality is proved as in the convergence of (72). So, we have shown that
the sum

∑∞
m=1

1
m!Am is bounded by a uniform multiple of ‖u‖∞.

For Bm, we use the following inequality: for any a, b ∈ C,

|ea − eb| ≤ max
{
e<a, e<b

}
|a− b|.

We get

|Bm| � |θ|m
∑
γ∈H

(R(γy))me−(δ+<s)‖R◦γ‖∞ |(δ + s)R(γx)− (δ + s)R(γy)|
dE(x, y)

‖u‖∞

�
∑
γ∈H
|θ|m(C6‖R ◦ γ‖∞)me−(δ+<s)‖R◦γ‖∞‖u‖∞.

Hence, we have

∞∑
m=0

1

m!
|Bm| � ‖u‖∞

∑
γ∈H

e−(δ+<s−C6|θ|)‖R◦γ‖∞ ,

which bounds the sum on the left by a uniform multiple of ‖u‖∞.
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Finally, since each γ ∈ H acts on Λ+ by contraction, we have

u(γx)− u(γy)

dE(x, y)
=
u(γx)− u(γy)

dE(γx, γy)
· dE(γx, γy)

dE(x, y)
≤ Lip(u).

Hence,

|Cm| � |θ|m
∑
γ∈H
|C6‖R ◦ γ‖∞|me−(δ+<s)‖R◦γ‖∞ Lip(u),

which implies

∞∑
m=0

1

m!
|Cm| ≤ Lip(u)

∑
γ∈H

e−(δ+<s−C6|θ|)‖R◦γ‖∞ ,

again bounding the sum on the left by a uniform multiple of Lip(u). �
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split semisimple Lie groups. Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4), 55(6):1613–1686, 2022.

6, 36
[LP22] Jialun Li and Wenyu Pan. Exponential mixing of geodesic flows for geometrically

finite hyperbolic manifolds with cusps. Invent. Math., page 1–91, 2022. Advance
online publication. 2, 4, 5, 6, 10, 11, 15, 18, 19, 34, 36, 54

[Lub10] Alexander Lubotzky. Discrete groups, expanding graphs and invariant measures.
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