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Abstract. In this paper we prove that the positive Lyapunov exponents for the billiard flow
in an open billiard in R? (d > 3) are all equal. We should stress that we do not make any
particular assumptions about the shape and size of the components of our obstacles — they are
just assumed to be strictly convex and compact with C? boundaries and satisfy the so called no
eclipse condition.
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1 Introduction
Let K be a subset of R? (d > 3) of the form
K:K1UK2U...UKkO,

where K; are compact strictly convex disjoint domains in R? with C? boundaries I'; = 0K, and
ko > 3. Set 2 = R4\ K. We assume that K satisfies the following no-eclipse condition:

for every pair K;, K; of different connected components of K
(H) the convex hull of K; U K has no common points with any other

connected component of K.
With this condition, the billiard flow ¢; defined on the sphere bundle
S(Q) ={(g,v):q€Q, ves}

in the standard way is called an open billiard flow. It has singularities, however its restriction to
the non-wandering set A has only simple discontinuities at reflection points.

In this paper we prove that all positive Lyapunov exponents of the billiard flow with respect to
any invariant probability measure on A are equal. Equivalently, all positive Lyapunov exponents
of the related billiard ball map are equal.

While this result may seem surprising, it has to be noted that conjectures of somethings
similar happening, although in a more special and different situation, have been made before. E.g.
Chernov conjectured in [Ch3]| (see p.17 there; see also [Ch2]) that all positive Lyapunov exponents
for a periodic Lorentz gas with spherical scatterers should be the same. We are not aware of any
positive or negative results concerning this conjecture. However, as Chernov mentioned in [Ch3],
it had been shown both theoretically and numerically that for 3D random Lorentz gases with a
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random configuration of scatterers the two positive Lyapunov exponents are different (see [LBS],
[DP] and [BL]). There are probably some more recent results in this direction.

Here we do not assume that our scatterers K; are spherical, in fact we do not assume anything
about their shape and size except that they are strictly convex and compact with C3 boundaries,
however we do assume the no-eclipse condition (H) which is apparently significant. It is an inter-
esting question what happens if we drop the latter assumption: are there examples of obstacles K
in R? (d > 3) as above, however without assuming the condition (H), where the positive Lyapunov
exponents are not all the same?

The non-wandering set A for the flow ¢; is the set of those x € S(€) such that the trajectory
{¢e(x) : t € R} is bounded. Notice that the natural projection of ¢; on the quotient space
S(Q2)/ ~, where ~ is the equivalence relation (g,v) ~ (p,w) iff ¢ = p and v = w or ¢ = p € K
and v and w are symmetric with respect to T,(0K), is continuous. Moreover whenever both x
and ¢(z) are in the interior of S(€2) and sufficiently close to A, the map y — ¢:(y) is smooth
on a neighbourhood of z. It follows from results of Sinai ([Sil], [Si2]) that A is a hyperbolic
set for ¢y, and it is easily seen that there exists an open neighbourhood U of A in S(€2) such
that A = Nerde(U). In fact, A is clearly the maximal compact ¢;-invariant subset of S(Q).
Thus, A is a basic set for ¢; and the classical theory of hyperbolic flows applies in the case under
consideration (see e.g. Bowen [B] or part 4 in the monograph of Katok and Hasselblatt [KH]|; see
also [CP]).

The related billiard ball map B is defined in a natural way on

M = {(g,v) € 9K x $*' : (v(q),v) > 0},

where v(q) is the outward unit normal to OK at gq. Namely, B(q,v) = (p,w), where p = g+tv € 0K
for some ¢ > 0, ¢ is minimal with this property, and w € S% ! is the reflected direction of the
corresponding billiard trajectory at p, namely w = v —2(v,v(p)) v(p). The set My = M NA is the
non-wandering set of the billiard ball map B. It is well-known (see below) that B : My — M is
naturally conjugate to a transitive sub-shift of finite type so the Multiplicative Ergodic Theorem
(see Sect. 2) applies to it.

Given an invariant probability measure p on My, let

)\k<)\k—1<~'<)\2<)\1

be the positive Lyapunov exponents of B. Then —A\; < —Xy < ... < —Ap_1 < —A are the
negative Lyapunov exponents of B.
Here we prove the following

Theorem 1.1. All positive Lyapunov exponents of the billiard ball map B : My — My are equal.
That is, k =1 and A1 has multiplicity d.

Equivalently, all positive Lyapunov exponents of the time-one map of the billiard flow ¢; on

A with respect to any invariant probability measure are equal.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Billiard ball map vs billiard flow

For z € A and a sufficiently small € > 0 be the (strong) stable and unstable manifolds of size € for
the billiard flow are defined by

We) = {y € M : d(¢y(x), ¢1(y)) < efor all £ >0, d(ér(x),:(y) <000}



Wg‘(az) ={ye M :d(¢(x),d¢(y)) <eforall t <0, d(pe(x),de(y)) —t——oc0 0}

Set E“(z) = T,W¥(z) and E*(z) = T,Ws(z). For any x = (g,v) € M, the stable/unstable
manifolds for the billiard ball map B are defined similarly:

W (z) = {y € My : d(B"(z), B"(y)) < efor all ne N, d(B"(x), B"(Y)) —nso0 0},

Wiz) ={y € My :d(B™"(z),B™"(y)) <eforall ne N, dB " (z),B""(Yy)) = no00 0},

where N is the set of positive integers.
Given =z = (q,v) € My and a small ty > 0, set y = (¢ + tov,v). For a small € > 0 and a
sufficiently small § > 0 (depending on €) the map

d: Wi(z) — Wi(y) (2.1)

such that ®(z,w) = (z + tw,w) for all (z,w) € W¥(z), where t = t(z,w) > 0, is a local
diffeomorphism. In the same way there is a local diffeomorphism from W' (z) to Wf(y) Moreover
D®(x) : T, My — TyA is an isomorphism so that D®(x)(E"(x)) = E(y) and D®(z)(E5(z)) =
E5(y). . . N

It is known (see [Sil], [Si2]) that W2 (y) has the form W5 (y) =Y, where

Y ={(p,vy(p)):peY}

for some smooth (d — 1)-dimensional surface Y in R? containing the point y such that Y is strictly
concave with respect to the unit normal field vy, i.e. the curvature of Y is strictly negative. In a
similar way one can describe W} (y) using a strictly convex local surface.

Returning to the map (2], let 21 = (¢1,v1) = B(x), where ¢g; = ¢+dv for some d > 0. Define
y1 = (q1 + t1v1,v1) for some small t; > 0 (e.g. t; = t9). Then there is a local diffeomorphism
(assuming again that e > 0 and 6 > 0 are sufficiently small) ®; : W5 (z1) — Wf(yl) defined as
above. As above, W(y;) = Y1, where ¥; = {(p1,vy(p1)) : p1 € Y1} for some smooth (d — 1)-
dimensional surface Y; in R? containing the point y; such that Yj is strictly concave with respect
to the unit normal field vy,. Setting t = d 4 t1, the following two diagrams are commutative:

Wi@) L Wem) E@) 29 Bs(a)
l@ JCIH , lD@ qu)I
W) =7 2 W) = 1 Biy) Y By

For an open billiard, the billiard ball map B : My — Mj is naturally isomorphic to a
transitive subshift of finite type. Here we briefly describe the natural conjugacy.

Let ko > 2 be as in Sect.1 and let A = (A(i,j))ﬁ‘;-zl be the kg x ko matrix such that A(4,j) =1
if i # j and A(i,7) = 0 for all 4, j. Consider the symbolic space

EA = {(Zj)ii—oo 1< ij < k?o,A(ij ij+1) =1 for all j },

with the product topology and the shift map o : ¥4 — ¥4 given by o((i;)) = ((i})), where
z; = i;41 for all j. Given 0 < 6 < 1, consider the metric dg on ¥4 defined by dy(&,n) =0if =1
and dg(&,n) = 0™ if & =n; for |i| < m and m is maximal with this property (see e.g. [B] or [PP]
for general information on symbolic dynamics). Now define R : My — ¥4 by R(z) = {i;}jez
so that pry(B’(z)) € K;; for all j € Z. It is well-known (see e.g. [I] or [PS]) that this is well-
defined bijection which defines a conjugacy between B : Mg — My and o : ¥4 —> X 4, namely
R o B =0 o R. Moreover, with an appropriate choice of § € (0,1), R is a homeomorphism.



2.2 Multiplicative Ergodic Theorem

Let f be an invertible transitive subshift of finite type over a bilateral symbol space X and let
1 be an invariant probability measure. We will assume in addition that p is ergodic. Let L be
an invertible continuous linear cocycle over f acting on a continuous R%bundle E over X. Thus,
L(z) : E(x) — E(f(z)) is a linear map for each z € X and

L™x) = L(f*"!(2)) o L(f"*(x)) o ... 0 L(f(2)) o L(x) : B(x) — E(f"(x))

for every integer n > 1.

Given an integer p = 1,...,d, let Grp(Rd) be the Grassman manifold of the linear subspaces
of R of dimension p endowed with the usual distance d(U, V') between subspaces U,V € Gr,(R%)
defined by

d(U, V) = max{|(u,w)| : u € Uyw € V*,||lu|| = ||w|| = 1}.

The following is Oseledets’ Multiplicative Ergodic Theorem stated under the above assump-
tions (see e.g. [Ar], [BP] or [V] for related detailed exposition and proofs; see also [BPS]).

Theorem 2.1. (Multiplicative Ergodic Theorem). There ezists a subset L of X with u(L) =1
such that:

(a) For all x € L there exists N(zx) = lim (L™ (z) L™ (x))Y/?".

n—oo

(b) There exist an integer k > 1 such that the operator (matriz) N(x) has k distinct eigenvalues
tp(r) <...<ti(z) for all z € L.

(¢) There exist numbers t, < tp_1 < ... < to < t1 such that (tgn)(x))l/" — t; forallx € L
and alli=1,... k.

(d) For all x € L and every j = 1,...,k the dimension dim(E](-n) (x)) = m; is constant and
there exists limy, oo EJ(") (z) = Ej(x) in Grm, (RY).

(e) For allx € L and every j =1,...,k we have

1
lim - log [[L™(x) - ul| =logt; , we Ej(x)\{0}

n—+oo

forallj=1,... k.
The numbers
A = logtk < Ap_1 = logtk_l < o< A= logt2 <A = logt1

are the (distinct) Lyapunov exponents of the cocycle L over f. The so called Oseledets subspaces
E;(x) are invariant with respect to L.

Since the billiard ball map B : My — M is conjugate to an invertible transitive subshift of
finite type (see Sect. 2.1), the above theorem applies to it.



3 Derivative estimates for open billiards

Let K C R? be as in Sect. 1. Set dy = n;indist(Ki,Kj). Denote by pr; : T(R%) — RY the
i#]

natural projection pry(¢,v) = ¢. For any x € I' = 0K we will denote by v(x) the outward unit

normal to I' at x.

Remark. Notice that the condition (H) implies the existence of a constant dp > 0 depending only
on the obstacle K such that (u,v(z)) > dg for any (x,u) € S*(2) whose backward and forward
billiard trajectories both have common points with 0K.

Since every K; is strictly convex, the curvature (shape) operator
L, :T,(0K) — T,(0K) , Lyu= (Vyuv)(z),

defines a positive definite second fundamental form (Lyu,u). The normal curvature of 0K at x
in the direction of u € T,(OK) (||u|| = 1) is by definition k(z,u) = (Lyu,u). Clearly, ||Lyu| >
k(x,u).

Given € € (0,dp/2), set

S¥Q) ={z = (q,v) € S*(Q) : dist(¢,0K) > ¢} , Ac=ANSIHND).

In what follows in order to avoid ambiguity and unnecessary complications we will consider stable
and unstable manifolds only for points x in S*(£2) or A¢; this will be enough for our purposes.
Here we derive a formula which is useful in getting estimates for ||d¢:(x) - ul| (v € E%(x),
x € A), both from above and below. In a natural way this provides estimates for the derivatives
of the billiard ball map B as well (see Sect. 2.1).
Fix for a moment a point g = (go,vp) € Ae. If € > 0 is sufficiently small, as we remarked in
Sect. 1.2, W¥(z) has the form (cf. [Sil],[Si2])

Wg(xo) ={(z,vx(x)):x € X}

for some smooth hypersurface X in R¢ containing the point go such that X is strictly convex with
respect to the unit normal field vx. Let

Dy TyX — T,X , Dy(v) = (Vorx) (9);

be the curvature (shape) operator of X at ¢ € X defined by means of the normal field vx; then
the second fundamental form (D, (§),§), £ € T,(X), is positive definite.

Given a point gg € X, let v(x) be the forward billiard trajectory generated by = = (qo,vx(qo))-
Let q1(), ga(w), ... be the reflection points of this trajectory and let &;(z) € S¥~1 be the reflected
direction of y(x) at gj(x).

Set qo(x) = qo, to(z) = 0 and denote by t1(z), ta(x), ... the times of the consecutive reflections
of y(xz) at OK. Then t;j(z) = do(x) + di(z) + ... + dj—1(x), where d;(z) = ||gj+1(x) — ¢;(2)]|,
0 < j. Given t > 0, denote by u;(qo) the shift of gy along the trajectory ~(z) after time t. Set

X ={w(q) :qe X}.

When us(qo) is not a reflection point of (z), then locally near w;(qg), X; is a smooth convex
(d — 1)-dimensional surface in R% with ”outward” unit normal given by the direction vi(qo) of

v(z) at ui(qo) (cf. [Si2]).



Fix for a moment ¢ > 0 such that ¢,,(xg) < t < t;n+1(xo) for some m > 1, and assume that
qo(s), 0 < s < a, is a C3 curve on X with go(0) = go such that for every s € [0,a] we have
tm(2(8)) <t < tmy1(x(s)), where z(s) = (qo(s),vx(qo(s))). Assume also that a > 0 is so small
that for all j = 1,2,...,m the reflection points ¢;(s) = gj(x(s)) belong to the same boundary
component 8K2-j for every s € [0, al.

We will now estimate ||d¢:(x0) - 4o(0)]|, where ¢(0) € Ty, X.

Clearly ¢¢(x(s)) = (p(s), vm(z(s))), where p(s), 0 < s < a, is a C® curve on X;. For brevity
denote by (s) the forward billiard trajectory generated by (go(s),v(qo(s))). Let &;(s) € S¥1 be
the reflected direction of 7(s) at ¢;(s) and let ;(s) be the angle between £;(s) and the outward unit
normal v(g;(s)) to 0K at g;j(s). Let ¢r(x(s)) = (ue(s),ve(s)), and let t;(s) = t;(x(s)) be the times
of the consecutive reflections of the trajectory v(s) at 0K. Set d;(s) = d;j(x(s)) = ||¢j+1(5)—q;(s)||
(0<j<m—1),dn(s) = |lp(s) = gn(s)|; to(s) =0 and tym11(s) = tm(s) + dm(s).

Next, let ko(s) be the normal curvature of X at go(s) in the direction of ¢y(s). That is

1
ko(s) = ———5 (Dy,()(G0(5)), Go(s)).
0( ) ||Q(](S))||2 < qo( )( 0( )) 0( )>
Similarly, for j > 0 let k;(s) > 0 be the normal curvature of X (5 = limp 4,(s) Xt at gj(s) in the
direction e;(s) (llej(s)|| = 1) of limp . (s) % (Ut(sl))\y:s, that is

kj(s) = (Dg;(s)(ej(s)), €5 (5))-
Set ep(s) = ¢o(0)/|ldo(0)|| and for any j > 0 define £;(s) > 0 by

[14d;(s)6;()]* = 1+ 2d;(s)k;(s) + (dj(5))? [| Dy (s) (e5())1* - (3.1)
Finally, set .
5j(S)ZW , 0<j5<m. (3.2)
Theorem 3.1. For all s € [0,a] we have
ldo(s)Il = [Ipo(s)[[60(5)01(s) - . - Om (s) - (3-3)

This theorem was proved in [St1] in the case d = 2 and stated without proof in [St2] in the
higher dimensional case. As we mentioned in [St2], the above formula can be derived from the
more general study of the evolution of unstable fronts in multidimensional dispersing billiards in
[BCST] (see Sect. 5 there). See also Ch. 3 in [ChM]. For completeness we provide a proof in the
Appendix for all d > 2.

4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Throughout we assume that p is a B-invariant probability measure on My. Fix a subset £ of M
of Lyapunov regular points with p(£) = 1 and all the properties in Theorem 2.1. Let

)\2k:_)\1<)\2k—1:_)\2<---<)\k+1:_)\k<0<)\k<~'<)\2<)\1

be the Lyapunov spectrum of dB with respect to u. As before denote by E;(x) the Oseledets
subspace corresponding to the Lyapunov exponent \;. The stable bundle E*(z) and the unstable
bundle E*(x) (x € Mp) are given by

E°(z) = Eoy(z) ® Eogp—1(z) © ... @ Epya(z) , E%(z) = Ex(z) @ Ex—1(z) © ... & Er(2).



Given a small € > 0, the local stable manifold Wf(az) and the local unstable manifold Weu(a:) for the
flow at © € A (see Sect. 2.1) have tangent spaces T,,(WZ(x)) = E*(z) and T,(Wk(z)) = E%(z).
Consider the ‘stable’ linear cocycle

S(z) =dB(x) : E*(x) — E*(B(z)) , x € My,
over the billiard ball map B : My — M. Its Lyapunov exponents are
Ne= AN <Ny =A< ... <N ==\,
and its Oseledets subspaces are
By(z) = Bay(w), By(z) = Bo—1(), ..., E(2) = Egqa (),
while its Oseledets flags are
Fj(z) = Bi(z) ® By(z) @ -+ ® Ej(x) = Egg(x) ® Eo—1(2) © -+ @ Bop—j1(2)

forall j = 1,...,k and # € L. Set Fj(x) = {0}. The corresponding Oseledets subspaces and
Oseledets flags for the flow will be denoted by E;(y) and F J/ (y), respectively.
Theorem 1.1 is an immediate consequence of the following

Theorem 4.1. We have k = 1, i.e. B has only two non-zero Lyapunov exponents A1 > 0 and
Ao = =)\ < 0, each with multiplicity d. That is, the linear cocycle S has only one Lyapunov
exponent o = —A1 < 0 which has multiplicity d.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Assume that k > 2. Fix §p € (0,¢/10) so small that
1
0<dp < Emin{)\j—/\j_H ijl,...,k‘—l}.

We will use the notation and setup in Sect. 3, however backwards, since we will be dealing
with local stable manifolds. s
Fix a point yg = (po,n0) € Ac for some small € > 0 so that W(yg) has the form

W2 (yo) = {(p, v (p)) : p € Y}

for some smooth hypersurface Y in R? containing the point py such that Y is strictly concave
with respect to the unit normal field vy. Then the shape (curvature) operator

K, :T,Y — T,Y

of Y at p € Y is negative definite at y = (p, vy (p)) with respect to the normal field vy . Let py(s),
0<s<a,beaC3curve on Y with pg(0) = po such that

lpo(s)| =1 . se[0.al. (4.1)
Then yo(s) = (po(s), v (po(s))) is a C* curve on W (yo), 50 §0(0) € E*(yo).

We will assume that py corresponds to a point in £ via the local diffeomorphism 1)
and that 90(0) € E{(yo), so

.1 .
Jim = log [|dey (po) - po(0)]| = —Au- (4.2)

7



Let po(s), 0 < s < a, be another C2 curve on Y with po(0) = pg such that
lpo(s)l =1, s€[0,a]. (4.3)
Then §o(s) = (Po(s), vy (Fo(s))) is a C3 curve on W (jjo) with
90(0) = (Po, vy (Po)) = yo(0)

and #o(0) € ES(g) ‘ N N
Assume that 7(0) € F} (yo) \ F},_1(yo) for some jo =1,... k. Then we have

.1 ~ B
—Ajo = tlggo n log ||de¢(po) - Po(0)]| = —A1.

Take T' > 0 so large that

1 .

7 log [dét(po) - Po(0)]| < —A1+ o (4.4)
forallt >1T.

Lemma 4.2. Choosing 01 € (0,00) sufficiently small, we can choose T > 0 so that if

150(0) — po(0)|| < 61, (4.5)

then we have )
7 log [dé¢(Po) - Do(0)]] < —A1 + 269 (4.6)

for all t > T. Consequently, jo = 1, i.e. 7jo(0) € Ei (90)-

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Denote by v(yo(s)) and v(go(s)) the forward billiard trajectories in Qg
determined by yo(s) and go(s). Let pi(s),pa(s),... and pi(s), p2(s),..., respectively, be the suc-
cessive reflection points of these trajectories. We will denote by n;(s) € S9! the reflected di-
rection of v(yo(s)) at pj(s) and by 7;(s) € S4! the reflected direction of v(fo(s)) at p;(s). Set
to(s) = to(s) = 0 and denote by t1(s), t2(s), ... the times of the consecutive reflections of the tra-
jectory ¥(yo(s)) at OK. Then t;(s) = do(s)+di(s)+...+dj-1(s), where d;(s) = [[pj+1(s) —p;(s)]|-
Similarly, denote by t1(s),t2(s),... the times of the consecutive reflections of the trajectory
Y(Jo(s)) at OK. Then t;(s) = do(s) + di(s) + ... + dj—1(s), where d;(s) = ||pj+1(s) — Dj(9)]-
Set yi(s) = ¢e(yo(s)) and Gi(s) = du(Yo(s)) for all t > 0.
Given t > 0, denote by Y; the shift of the surface Y along the flow ¢; after time ¢. That is

Y; = {pry(¢¢(p, vy (p)) :p € Y},

where pr; (u,v) = u for all (u,v) € R? x R When ¢;(yo) is not a reflection point of y(yg), then
locally near ¢;(yo), Y; is a smooth concave (d — 1)-dimensional surface in R? with ”outward” unit
normal given by the direction of v(yo) at ¢¢(yo) (see [Sil], [Si2], or [Chl], or [BCSTY).

Fix a (large) integer m and t > 0 such that ¢,,(0) > 7" and

£ (0) < t < tisn (0). (4.7)

Consider the surface X = Y; with the opposite normal vx = —vy,. Then X is strictly convex
with respect to this normal and (q,vx(q)) € W¥(xo), where xo = (qo,v0) with go = pry(y:(0))
and vy = —vy;(qo). Consider the curve go(s) = pry(y:(s)), s € [0,a], on X and let

zr(s) = dr(q(s), vx (q(s)) = (ur(s),v-(s))



for 0 <7 <t. Asin Sect. 3, let ¢1(s),g2(s), ... be the reflection points of the trajectory v(z-(s))
in Qg and let &;(s) € ST! be the reflected direction of y(z,(s)) at g;(s). Then g;(s) = pm—;(s)
for all j = 1,...,m, while §;(s) and 7,,—;(s) are symmetric with respect to the normal v(g;(s))
to OK at g;(s). Asin Sect. 3, let

Dy;(s) * Toy(5) (X)) = To05) (Xt ()

be the shape operator of X (s at g;(s). Define ¢;(s) > 0 by (.1, where d;(s) is defined by (B.2]).
Then, by Theorem 3.1, formula (3.3]) holds, where ||po(s)|| = 1 by (£I).

For the same m and ¢, we will need similar objects related to the trajectory v(go(s)). Set
To = (qo, Vo) with go = pry(9:(0)) and vo = —vv,(go). Consider the curve go(s) = pry(g(s)),
s €10,a], on X and let

Zr(s) = ¢7(q(s),vx(4(s))) = (Ur(s),0-(s)),

0 <7 <t Asin Sect. 3, let gi(s),ga(s),... be the reflection points of the trajectory v(Z-(s))
and let &(s) € Sd_1~be the reflected direction of v(Z-(s)) at G;(s). Then ¢;(s) = pm—;(s) for all
Jj=1,...,m, while {;(s) and 7,,—;(s) are symmetric with respect to the normal v(g;(s)) to 0K
at g;(s). Let

Diys) + T, (K (5) — L5 (K 5))

be the shape operator of Xy (s) at g;(s). Define ?;(s) > 0 following (BI), namely
[+ d;(s)E5(s)]> = 1+ 2d;(s)k;(s) + (d;(s))? | Dg, ) (& (),

where k;(s) is defined analogously to k;(s). That is

~ 1 . .
ko(s) = 7=——= (Dgo(s)(q0(5)), 4o (s)),
lao(snI2
and for j > 0, l;:j(s) > 0 denotes the normal curvature of Xj (o = lim_ ; () X- at g;(s) in the

direction €;(s) (||é;(s)]| =1) of lim 7 ) % (ur(s")) . Thus,

|s'=s

kj(s) = (Dg;(s5)(&(s)), € (s))-
Set éo(s) = qo(0)/[lgo(0)[| and for any j > 0 define
~ 1
5‘ S)=m ———7+—7— .
T T ene)
Then, by Theorem 3.1, the analogue of ([B.3]) holds, namely
lgo(s)1l = [70(5)[10()01(5) - - din(5) = do()31(5) - - dum(s) , (4.9)

taking into account (4.3)).
Replacing a > 0 with a smaller constant we may assume that d(p(s),p(s)) < d; for all s € [0, a].
As is well-known (see e.g. [Si2], [I], [Stl] or [PS]) it follows from the uniform hyperbolicity
of the open billiard and general properties of (strong) stable manifolds that there exist global
constants C' > 0 and p € (0,1), independent of the choice of yg such that

d(p;(s),5j(s)) < Co1p? ,  d(n;(s),7;(s)) < Co1p? (4.10)
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for all j > 0. Tt follows from the above that we have d(q;(s), d;(s)) < Co1p™ 7 and |d;(s)—d;(s)| <
Cé1p™ 7 for all j =0,1,..

We will now estimate ||e] dﬁ H for all j =0,1,...,m. We have |pg(0) — po(0)|| < &; by
#35). Assume a > 0 is so tha Hpo s)|| < &y for all s € ]0,a]. Since

em(s) = po(s)/Bo(s)ll = Po(s) ,  Em(s) = po(s)/lbo(s)ll = po(s),

we have ||, (s) — én(s)|| < d1 for all s € [0,al.
To get estimates for |le;(s) — €;(s)| for j < m, notice that according to the definitions, the

vectors e;(s) and e;ji(s) are symmetric with respect to the normal v(g;(s)) to 0K at g;(s).
Therefore

ej(s) = ej+1(s) — 2(ej+1(s),v(g;(s))) v(g;(s))-
Similarly,
€j(s) = €j+1(s) — 2(€j+1(s), v(G;(s))) v(g;(s))-

Now using d(g;(s),q;(s)) < C&p™ 9, which implies |v(g;(s)) — v(§;(s))| < C61p™ 7 if the
constant C' > 0 is chosen sufficiently large, we derive the followmgﬁ

lej(s) — €;(s)ll
= |llej+1(s) — 2{ej11(s),v(q;(5))) v(q;(s))] — [€j+1(8) — 2(&j+1(s), v(q;(s))) v(q; (s))]]|
[(ej+1(s) — €j4+1(s)) — 2((ej+1(s) — €j+1(8)), v(g;(s))) v(g; (s))]l
+2/(€j+1(5), v(g5(8))) v(gj(s)) — (€j+1(5), v(q;(s))) (g5 (s)) |
lej+1(s) = €j41(s) Il + 2[1(€541(5), v(gj(s)) — v(g;(s))) v(g; ()
+2/(€5+1(5), (45 (5))) (W(gs(s)) — v(G;(s))l
)
)

IN

14

S

IN

lej+a(s) = ejra(s)ll + 4llv(g;(s)) — v(g;(s))l
lej1(s) = €41(s)]| + 4Ca1p™ .

VANVAN

A simple induction now gives

lej(s) = &G < llesa(s) — ()] + 405 5
< llejsals) — 54a(s) ]| + 4CEH ™1 + 405, g
< L.
< lem(s) — ém(s)|| +4Co1p+ ... +4C5 p" 7 4 408 p™
< o +405, L

Therefore there exists a global constant C7 > 0 such that
lej(s) —€;(s)|| < C1dy (4.11)

for all j =0,1,...,m and all s € [0, al.
Next, it follows from (4I1]) that there exists a global constant Cy > 0 so that

[kj(s) = k()| < Cad1, |IDg;0)(e5 (DNl = 1 Dgy ) (&5 ()] < oy,

2This is just for convenience — later on we only need this for s = 0.
3Using also the simple fact that if w = v — 2(v,n) n for a unit vector n, then ||w|| = ||v|.
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and thus |£;(s) — £;(s)| < Cz8; for all s € [0,a] and 5 = 0,1,...,m. Now B2) and @S) yield
that for some global constant C'3 > 0 we have

|log 6;(s) —log ;(s)| = |log(1 + d;(s)¢ i(5)) ~10g(1+62j(8)57j(8))\
< Cldj(s)ti(s) — dj(s)t;(s)| < Cs6n,

and so log d;(s) > log d;(s) — C30; for all s € [0,a] and j = 0,1,...,m. From the latter, (33) and
(#9) it follows now that

——log [l@o(s)]| = m—Hglogws) ;(loga —G)  (412)
> log [|do(s) | — Cs01.

m+1
Assuming that ¢ > 0 is sufficiently large, (£4)) holds and moreover for m with (£7]) we have
2 1

1
log |4 < Zlog||d D ) WY
1 og [|go(s)|| < . og || (po) po(0)|!+mle <At b0+

for some global constant C” > 0 independent of m and t. Thus, it follows from the above and
(A12) that

2

log [|do(s)]| < log |do(s)ll + C301 < =\ + 0 + ——— + C301.

m+ 1 m+1

However, again assuming that ¢ and m with (4.7) are sufficiently large, we have

X 1 O///
- S 1 _ _
108 llao(s)ll =+ log g (Bo) - p 50(0)] 1
for some global constant C”” > 0. Therefore
1 . C// Cf///
Zlog ldd: (Ba) - B < —A1+ 0 o
7 log[ldge (Bo) - po(O)| < —Au+do + ——— 4 ——— + T

for ¢ > T for all sufficiently large T. This implies that there exists a global constant C4 > 0 so
that

1 . s
n log ||dée(po) - po(0)]] < —A1 + 0o + Cady

for all sufficiently large t. Assuming ¢; is chosen with Cyd1 < dp, we see that (4.6]) holds for ¢t > T
for all sufficiently large T
This proves Lemma 4.2. B

We now continue with the proof of Theorem 4.1. .

Assume as before that yo(s) = (po(s), vy (po(s))) is a C3 curve on W2(yg) so that (0) €
E!(yo). That is @2) holds. Then assume again that T > 0 is chosen so large that (4) is
satisfied for all ¢ > T

Let 61 > 0 and T" > 0 be chosen as in Lemma 4.2. Since £ > 1 by assumption, we can
now choose a C? curve pg(s), 0 < s < a, on Y with po(0) = po and (&3)), and such that for
Jo(s) = (Po(s), vy (Po(s))) we have go(0) € F5(yo) \ Fi(yo) = (E1(y0) @ E5(yo)) \ E1(yo) and so
that (£.3]) holds as well. Now Lemma 4.2 implies that ¢0(0) € E](yo), a contradiction. This proves
Theorem 4.1. &
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5 Appendix

Here we prove Theorem 3.1.
To deal with Theorem 3.1 we will use the notation from the beginning of Sect. 3. We will
need the following simple lemma which is a more precise version of Lemma 3.7 in [I].

Lemma 5.1. Let Y and Z be the boundaries of two disjoint compact strictly convex domains
in R4, Suppose Y and Z are C3-smooth and denote by vy and vy their outer unit normal
fields. Given n € Y, let gy (t > 0) be the shift of n along the billiard trajectory issued from
(n,vy (n)). Suppose n(s), 0 < s < a, is a C° (local) curve on'Y such that for any s € [0,a] the
trajectory {n:(s) : t > 0} hits transversally Z at 1.5 (s) and the angle ¢(s) between the reflected
trajectory {ni(s) : t > 7(s)} and the unit normal vz(n. () (s)) is bounded from above by a constant
wo € (0,7/2). Let Ly : T,(Y) — T,(Y), Lyu = (Vuvy)(n), be the curvature (shape) operator
of Y with respect to the normal field vy . If kg > 0 is the normal curvature of Y at n(0) in the
direction of ug = 1(0) and ly > 0 is such that

(14 7(0)£0)* = 14 27(0) ko + 72(0) || Lyy(0) (uo/|Juo|)]I* ,
then
(1+7(0)o)lIn(s) = ()| = Clln(s) = n(O)[* < [11-(0)(5) = 1) (O)ll
< (1+7(0)0)|In(s) = n(0)[| + Clln(s) — n(0)|1

for 0 < s < a, where C' > 0 is a constant depending only on the minimum and mazimum of the

curvatures of Y and Z, M; = maxsg[g q) Hdsl( s)|| (i =1,2,3), the constant vy and supy<s<, 7(s).
Moreover, there exist constants 0 < ¢ < C' such that

CHTIT(S) (S) — Nr(s) (0)” < HTIT(S) (S) — 17 (0) (O)H < C”n'r(s) (S) — Nr(s) (0)”
for all s € [0, al.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. We will first deal with the case when no reflection at Z is involved. Then
we have to get estimates from below and above for

As) = llln(s) + tw(s)] = [n(0) + tw(0)]||*,

for t > 0 and s — 0, where v(s) = vy (n(s)).
We have A(s) = a(s) + 2tb(s) + t%c(s), where

a(s) = |ln(s) = n(O)I* , b(s) = (n(s) —n(0),v(s) = v(0)) , e(s)= [[(s) = v(0)]*.
Since a(s) = 2(n(s) —n(0),7(s)) and a(s) = 2[ln(s)||* +2{n(s) —n(0),7i(s)), we have a(0) = 0 and
d(O) = 2||upl|?, so a(s) = Hu0|]2 + O(s?®). (The estimate here obviously involves the constant

Ms3.) Consequently, [[7(s) Va(s) = |lug s + O(s?). )
ity 6s) O 700) O b 8] 050} and Bs) = Os) + 2o 26} o0
b(0) = b(0) = 0 and b(0) = 2||ug||? ko. Hence b(s) = ||Jug||?ko 52 + O(s%).
Finally, é¢(s) = 2(v(s) — v(0),2(s)) and &(s) = 2|#(s)||*> + O(s), so ¢(0) = ¢(0) = 0 and
é(0) = 2|[(0)[|* = 2||L,0yuol|*. Hence c(s) = ||L,yuol]*s* + O(s®). This gives
As) = luol*s® + 2t|luol|*ko 5> + 2| Ly(oyuol* s* + O(s%)
= (luoll® + 2t||uol*ko + t*[| Lyoyuol®) s* + O(s?) .
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Consequently,

In(s) + tv(s)] = [0(0) + tr(0)])]| = \/1 + 2t ko + 12| Ly (wo/Iluoll)? [luoll s + O(s?) .

As mentioned earlier, ||17(s) — n(0)| = ||uol| s + O(s?), so the term ||ug|| s above can be replaced
by [|In(s) = n(0)[|. Thus,
[l (s) + tw(s)] = [(0) + tw(0)]|| = (1 +7(0)o)|In(s) — n(0)]| + O(s?) - (5.1)

Next, we deal with the case when a reflection at Z has occurred. It is enough to consider the
following situation. Set 7 = 7(0) and assume that 7(s) < 7 for s > 0. For 7,(s) = n(s) + 7v(s)
it follows from (B.1]) that

1777 (s) = = (O)l = (1 + 7 Lo) [n(s) = n(0)| + Olln(s) = n(0)]?) - (5.2)

The point 7, (s) is symmetric to 7,(s) through the tangent plane 7 = (s )(S)Z to Z at n:(s)(s)
(see Figure 1).

Figure 1

Let ¢ = ((s) be the orthogonal projection of 1,(0) to 7. Since the angle of reflection ¢(s) is
bounded from above by a constant ¢y, it is easy to see that ||((s) — 1, (0)| = O(s?). On the other
hand, ((s) € 7 and the symmetry of n-(s) and 7, (s) imply [|n-(s) —((s)|| = ||7-(s) — ((s)]|. This,
71+ (0) = n-(0) and (5.2) imply

17 (s) = n-O)I| = llne(5) = ()]l + O(5%) = [[7i(5) = C(s)Il + O(s)
= iir(s) = n-(O)l + O(s?) = [l (5) = 71 (0) | + O(s)
= (L+7b)lln(s) = n(0)Il + O(n(s) - n(U)H ) -

This completes the proof of the first statement of the lemma.
The second statement in the lemma follows easily from the first. m

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We will be using the notation from Sect. 3 — see the notation just before
the statement of Theorem 3.1.
First notice that, using Lemma 4.1 in [T} (see also the proof of the estimate (3.64) in [Burq]),

there exists a constant M > 0 depending on K and M; = maxg|g ] Hdsl( s)|| (i = 1,2,3) such
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that max,cjo q

‘—H < M for any ¢ = 1,2,3 and any j = 1,2,...,m. This implies similar

estimates for H X (S)( || foralli=1,2,3 and j = 1,2,.

It is enough to estlmate llg(s)l for s = 0. Next, fix for a moment an arbitrary j =1,...,m.
Given s close to 0, set 8 = 0 if ¢;(0) > t;(s) and sj = s otherwise. Notice that s = 0 and

st 1 =0. (In fact to(s) = 0 and ty,11(s) =t for all s.) Setting d; = §;(0) for j =0,1,...,m and
€ = Hutj(sj)(s) — utj(sj)(O)H for j =0,1,...,m and €41 = ||p(s) — p(0)||, Lemma 2 gives

1+ dj(0)5(0)] ¢ — C & < e < [1+d;(0)45(0)] 5 +C €

€5 €5
for some global constant C' > 0. Thus, 5—J — C’e? <e€jp1 < 5—] + C’e? , which is equivalent to
J J
L R B
1+C(5j6j g =% = 1—0(5]'6]' It

Applying these inequalities recursively, we get

Ip(s) HH1+05 e; < |lp(s) HH1_056

for s close to 0. We have €y = ||qo(s) — qo(0)]|, so

I(s) HHHC(; < llao(s) ~ a0(0)] < [lp(s) HH o

Dividing all sides of the last row by s and letting s — 0, we get

m

15(0 HH5 < lldo(0)| < I5(0)| TT 8:(0) .

1=0

which proves (3.3]). m
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