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ON INVARIANT HOLONOMIES BETWEEN CENTERS

RADU SAGHIN

ABSTRACT. We prove that for C'*?, 9-bunched, dynamically coherent partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms,
the stable and unstable holonomies between center leaves are C! and the derivative depends continuously on
the points and on the map. Also for C!*?, 9-bunched partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism, the derivative
cocycle restricted to the center bundle has invariant continuous holonomies which depend continuously
on the map. This generalizes previous results by Pugh-Shub-Wilkinson, Burns-Wilkinson, Brown, Obata,
Avila-Santamaria-Viana, Marin.
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1. INTRODUCCION

Let M be a compact smooth Riemannian manifold.
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Definition 1.1. A diffeomorphism f : M — M of the compact Riemannian manifold M is called partially
hyperbolic if the tangent bundle admits a continuous D f-invariant splitting TM = E° ® E€ @ E" such
that there exist continuous functions 0 < As(x) < AZ(x) < AL(x) < A, (x), with As(x) < 1 < A,(x),
satisfying the following conditions:

(1) IDfx)v*]| < As(x),

(2) A2 (x) < IDf(x)ve]l < A2 (x),

(3) IDf vl = Au(x),
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or every x € M and unit vectors v* € E*(x)(x = s, ¢, u).
y

E’ and E" are uniquely integrable, generating the stable and unstable foliations ‘W* and W*. A
partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism is called dynamically coherent if there exist invariant foliations ‘W¢*
and W€ tangent to E°° = E€ @ E® and E* = E€ @ E". In this case ‘W is subfoliated by the stable
and central foliations ‘W* and ‘W€, while ‘W¢* is subfoliated by the unstable and center foliations W*
and We.

Definition 1.2. A partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism is 6-unstable bunched, 60 > 0 if

AL
1 28> =<,
(€)) 1

Similarly we define 0-stable bunching if 19 < <, and 0-bunched means both stable and unstable bunched.

AH

Given f : M — M partially hyperbolic and dynamically coherent, p € M, g € W"(x, f), we can
define the unstable holonomy h;’q’ E W (p) = W (q) between the center leaves. We are addressing
the question of differentiability of the holonomy along the center leaves, and the continuity of the derivative
with respect to the points and the map.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that f is a C'*Y partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism which is dynamically
coherent and 0-unstable bunched, 0 € (0, 1]. Then h“ af is C' and its derivative depends continuously
onf,p,qwithq € W"(p). A similar statement holds forthe stable holonomy under the 0-stable bunching
condition.

Remark 1.1. The continuity means that if f, is inside a C'*? neighborhood of f and converges to f in
the C' topology, x,, converges to x, y, € W) (xn) and y, converges to y, then Dhﬁn’ym 7, converges to

u
thyf

Evenif f is not dynamical coherent, one can always construct fake foliations which are locally invariant
under f and are almost tangent to the invariant bundles (see [4] for example). The fake foliations are a
fundamental tool for the study of ergodic properties of partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms.

Corollary 1.1. Suppose that f is a C'*? partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism which is 6-unstable bunched,
0 € (0,1]. Then the fake unstable holonomy between fake center leaves is uniformly C' (Lipschitz). A
similar statement holds for the stable holonomy under the 6-stable bunching condition.

Independently if f is dynamically coherent or not, one can have invariant holonomies of the continuous
cocycle defined by D f|ge.

Definition 1.3. Let & be a continuous vector bundle over M and F : & — & a continuous linear cocycle
over the partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism f : M — M. An invariant unstable holonomy for F is a
family of linear maps {HY ,, : E(x) — &(y) : x € M,y € W"(x)} satisfying the following conditions:
(1) HY , =1d, Hy o HY |, = HY _;
u
(2) FoHy, Hf(x) ro o
(3) HY , is continuous in x, y under the condition y € W (x);

The invariant stable holonomy is defined in a similar manner.

One can also consider the projectivized bundle P& over M, with fibers P& (x) (the projective space of
&(x)), which is also a continuous bundle (with smooth fibers) over M. The projectivization of the cocycle
F, PF, is a continuous cocycle in P&E. If H is an invariant unstable holonomy for the cocycle F, then its
projectivization PH is an invariant unstable holonomy for the cocycle PF (see for example [ 1] for more
details on cocycles with holonomy and applications to the study of central Lyapunov exponents).

If f is partially hyperbolic, then the center bundle forms a continuous (in fact Holder if f is C'*9)
vector bundle E°( f) over M and D f|ge (¢ is a continuous (Hélder) linear cocycle over f. A by-product
of the proof of Theorem 1.1 is the following result.
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Theorem 1.2. Suppose that f is a C'*9 partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism which is 6-unstable bunched,
6 € (0,1]. Then D f|gc and PD f|pge have invariant unstable holonomies. The holonomies are also
continuous with respect to the map in the C' topology restricted to a C'*? neighborhood of f. A similar
statement holds for the stable holonomy under the 0-stable bunching condition. If f is dynamically
coherent then the invariant holonomy coincides with the derivative of the holonomy between center leaves.

Remark 1.2. Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 work in particular for C> maps and the regular (1-) bunching
condition.

Let us make some historical remarks about these results. The differentiability of the holonomies along
center leaves was established in [15] for C? partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms which are 1-bunched,
however the continuity of the derivative with respect to the points or the maps was not considered. The
continuity of the derivative with respect to the points was proven in [ 1 3] under the additional assumptions
of a-bunching and a-pinching for some @ > 0. The case of C'*¢ partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms
was addressed in several papers like [3], [2]. The differentiability of the holonomy and the continuity of
the derivative with respect to the point was obtained under the assumption of #-bunching together with
more restrictive assumptions of pinching. The continuity of the derivative of the holonomy with respect
to the map was not addressed to our knowledge.

Regarding the invariant holonomies, there are also various works establishing the existence and the
continuity with respect to the map (the continuity with respect to the points is included in the definition)
under the assumptions of C? smoothness, 0-bunching and #-pinching (see for example [1],[12],[9],[10]).
It seems to follow from the construction that in the dynamical coherent case the invariant holonomy of
the center bundle cocycle coincides with the derivative of the regular holonomy between the centers of
the original partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism.

Our contribution s to get rid of the unnecessary and restrictive pinching conditions, and to establish the
full continuity (including with respect to the map) of the derivative of the holonomy and of the invariant
holonomy, assuming only 6-bunching and C'*? regularity of the map. We also give a unifyed presentation
of both the differentiability of the holonomy between centers and the existence of invariant holonomies
for the center derivative cocycle.

1.1. Ideas of the proofs. The main difficulty in the proofis the lack of sufficient regularity of the invariant
bundles. The center bundle is Holder continuous, but the Holder exponent is smaller than 6 in general,
and this makes difficult to use the control which comes from the #-bunching and the C? regularity of the
derivative. A first idea which we use is to consider the invariant holonomy together with a correction of
the potential error coming from the variation of the center bundle with respect to the points (the projection
from one bundle to the other, roughly along the unstable leaf is good enough). We can expect that the
difference has better regularity along the unstable leaves. This observation together with a (more or
less) standard application of the invariant section theorem [6] gives us the existence and continuity of the
invariant holonomies (Theorem 1.2 without the identification with the derivative of the regular holonomy
in the dynamically coherent case).

The differentiability of the regular holonomy requires more work. Previous works usually start with a
good approximations of “W* inside ‘W "-leaves, and iterate it forward. Unfortunately again the leaves of
W< and ‘W€ are only C'*® for some a < 6, and this fact limits the regularity of the approximation to
C'*@, and consequently we loose the control when we iterate forward. The second idea of this paper is to
start with a smooth approximation of both “W* and ‘W<"-leaves and iterate it forward. It is important that
these approximations are uniformly smooth, which makes the construction a bit more technical. When
we iterate forward the approximation of “W¢*-leaves and its subfoliation, the bunching condition helps us
keep uniform C'*¢ control of the holonomy along the subfoliation. This argument will give us that the
holonomy is Lipschitz, with uniform bounds on the Lipschitz constants.
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In order to upgrade to differentiability we use the ideas from [6] on Lipschitz jets. The continuity of the
derivative and the identification with the invariant holonomy is obtained again using the invariant section
theorem.

1.2. Several applications. We list a couple of applications of the above results.

(1) The ergodicity of C'*? accessible 6-center bunched partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms can
be obtained under weaker assumptions, without the condition that the invariant bundles are C?
([41.016D).

(2) The existence of invariant holonomies for the derivative cocycle on the center bundle for par-
tially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms can be also obtained with weaker assumptions, without the
6-pinching condition (and in C'*? regularity). This applies for example to various results
concerning the continuity and the non-vanishing of central exponents of partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphisms with two dimensional center ([ 1], [12], [9], [10], [7])

(3) We establish the continuity of the derivative of the holonomies with respect to the points and
the map, under more general conditions. This is a useful tool which can be applied in order to
obtain perturbation results related to the uniqueness of u-Gibbs or MMEs for some classes of
partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms (for example along the lines of [14], [5], [1 1]) or related to
the accessibility of partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms ([8]).

1.3. Organization of the paper. In Section 2 we present some tools which we will use in the proof. In
particular we discuss the regularity of the holonomy along a subfoliation of a submanifold, and how to
approximate immersed submanifolds with smooth ones. In Section 3 we present the proofs.

2. PREPARATIONS

2.1. Regularity of holonomy along a subfoliation: some general comments. We will start with a
discussion about the regularity of the (derivative of) holonomy along a subfoliation of a submanifold in
R4
Assume that we have a C! embedded submanifold ‘W inside R¢. Assume that ¥ is a C! subfoliation
of W. Given two points x, y on the same leaf of ¥, and two transversals Ty, Ty to F inside W passing
through x and y, let hT(F r. - Tx — Ty be the holonomy given by .
x>y

Let Dy =TTy and D = T, T, the tangent planes to T, T, in x and y. Let DhgTCX T, D, — D, bethe
derivative of the holonomy h%z 7, Clearly it depends only on D and D and not on the transversals T
and Ty, this is why we will also use the notation Dhgx D, Given a decomposition A ® B = R, we denote

by pf : R4 — A the projection to A parallel to B. If we want to specify that we consider the restriction
of p& to a subspace A’ we will denote it p&, .
Let d# be the distance induced on the leaves of F.

Definition 2.1. Let x € W, A be a continuous cone field inside T'W uniformly transverse to ¥, E
transverse to Ay and & > 0. We say that Dh” is (Cy, 0)-Holder along F at x with respect to A, E and
at scale 6 if

@) |Dr5, 5, () =Pl || < Crare.n)?, ¥y e Fo), vD € AL D, €.

If instead of R we are in a smooth Riemannian manifold, the definition is similar, with the requirement
that the condition 2 holds in an exponential chart at x of size 6.

Let us remark that given a C? submanifold W with a C? subfoliation F, the continuous cone field A,
and a subspace E, containing T, ¥ (x), there exist Cs#, & > 0 such that Dh” is (C, 6)-Holder along F
at x with respect to A, E; and at scale 6 (we can actually take 6 = 1). The following lemma explains this
fact in more detail.
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We need a bound on the transversality between E, and A at the scale §:

1

EDT e Dy e,

t(Ex, A, §) = sup {

In particular we have

17531l < 1(Ex, A, ) forall y such that d(x, y) < 6.

We aslo consider a bound on the transversality between A and 7

HF,A) = sup{ ! : Dy e Ay}.

sin(£(TyF (), Dy)) ~

We say that ¢ : RY — R‘f is a linear parametrization of (W, ¥ ) if G(RIMW 5 (oyd—dim Wy — qy
and ¢(RI™T x {b} x {0}4~4m W) = 7(4(0, b,0)), Vb € RIMW=dmT (4 basically straightens both ‘W
and 7). If ¢ is defined only between balls of radius ¢ at the origin and x we say that it is a o-linear
parametrization of (W, F) at x.

Lemma 2.1. Let W be a C? submanifold in R¢ and F a C? subfoliation of W. Let A be a continuous cone
fieldinT'W transferse to F, x € ‘W and E . a subspace containing T F (x) and transverse to Ay forall y €
F5(x) forsome § > 0. Let ¢ be a C* §-linear parametrization of (W, F ) atx. Then Dh” is (C#, 0)-Hilder
along F at x with respect to A, E and at scale § for C¢ = ||¢||2C]+g g ”2C+19 “t(Ex,A,8) - t(F,A) -6,

Proof. Denote % the pushed forward under ¢! of the objects *. Observe that

Vi —
Dhiy b, =P

x

Dy

O

because E, contains the plane parallel to the linear foliation . Denote D’ = D¢(%)Dy and D’ =
D¢ (x)Dy. Since DYE, = E, we have

Do)\ 0 Py 0 DO (W,

- E, E, _
D¢(x)|D' Opr’[), OPDX,[)y o D¢ l(x)|Dx

E.X
Pp,.p,

E. - Ey _
Pp.p, ° D@, °Pp.b, ° D¢~ ()b,
Then

F E
”Dth,Dy - PD);’Dy ”

~ 7 - E,
ID$(3)p, 0 DY 5 0 D™ ()b, = PP p, |

= 1(PeDp, = P.p, © DD, | Pl 5 D™ @,

< lppill - ID$() — Do)l - ||p§;|| D¢~ ()]
_ MExA8) - Nllco - gt ghe - 6¢

a sin(£(Dy, TF))

< s N I - H(Ex AS) - 1(F . A) - 67

We used the fact that

sin(£(Dy, TyF)) < sin(£(Dy, TF) D4l - 1D$™"]].
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We want to study the behavior of the regularity of foliations under the push-forward of a diffeomorphism.
Assume that ‘W is contained in the open set U and f : U — F(U) is a C'*? diffeomorphism. We will
use the following notations for the bounds of D f along A and TF:

AZ(f,)C, 5) = sup ||Df(y)|Ay||,
d(x,y)<é
-1
Ap(fox,0) = ( sup ||(Df(y)|Ay)_]||) ;
d(x,y)<o
-1
Ar(f,x,0) = ( sup ”(Df(y)lTyT(x))_l”) ;
d(x,y)<o

The following lemma is one of the main tools behind our proof. It keeps track on how the constant C#
changes under iterations.

Lemma 2.2. Let F be a foliation as above such that Dh” is (C#, 0)-Hélder along F at x € R™ with
respect to A, Ex and at scale 6. Let f : U — f(U) C R" be a C'*Y diffeomorphism. Then for any
AN c f.Aand & < Ag(f,x,8)8, DT is (Cy. 7, 0)-Holder along f.F at f(x) with respect to N', f.E
and at scale &', where

Az(frx? 5)C7:+ t(E)ﬁ A’ 5)t(f*EX7 A’7 5/)||Df||C9

/lg(f»x» 6)/17:(](‘7)(:7 6)9

Proof. Denote E}, = D f(x)Ex, D, = D f(x)Dx, D}, = Df(y)Dy, D = D f(x)D,.
Since D f(x) takes the decomposition E & Dy to E’, & D', we have that

(3) Cry=

bl

E’ E’ E
pDZ’ny oDf(x)|p, = pD)jD; C’Df(x)|Dy OPD);,Dy‘

We also have
dp7(f(x), f(¥) = AF(f)d(x,).

For simplicity we will use the notation 1%, 15 We have

ot

x -1 E,/\’
5 o= P | =[P @)ny 0 DGy )0 (DF@ID) " = 25

<||prolo, o (Dr5, b, ) =P ) o (DFID) |+
+||proln, ol p, 0 (DFOID) " =P |

(PrOI, @55, = g 2 DIWo. ) (7o) |+

IA

+

A
+ fcfdf(x, )’

A
.
1 o
S/l_%c‘]"d(f"(x» )’)9 + /1—_ Df(y)lD) Opgi’Dy — pD’ng o Df(_x)lDy o pg’;’Dy
A A
/lz 2] 1 E’ E
<=Cgrdg(x,y)" + —llp I - IDFWIp, = DfX)Ip, Il - Py p I
/lA /1A y x>y
LCr  (Ex, A 8)t(fEx, N, 8D f|lco )
s\t 10 dr.7(f(x), fF(¥)".
ATF At F
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2.2. Smooth approximations of invariant submanifolds. The center-unstable leaves ‘W of the par-
tially hyperbolic diffeomorphism f are subfoliated by the unstable leaves “W*, but unfortunately they are
not smooth enough in order to carry out the ideas from the previous sub-section. This is why we need
to construct smooth approximations of the center-unstable leaves, together with a smooth approximation
of the unstable subfoliation. We need to approximate pieces of ‘W<* which are arbitrarily large in the
center direction, while making sure that the C?> bounds of the approximations are uniform. The reader
can keep in mind some specific examples where the smooth approximations are more or less straightfor-
ward: fake foliations — cu-subspace subfoliated by u-subspaces; perturbations of linear maps — the linear
foliations of the original linear map. The case of partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms which are fibered
over hyperbolic homeomorphisms is also easier, because the center leaves are uniform C'*® embeddings
of the same compact fiber, and one can use standard smooth approximation. Our construction is a bit
more technical because we want to include possible large pieces of the center manifolds with possible
complicated topology.
Let us make some preparations.

Definition 2.2. A C” submanifold ‘W has size greater than 6 at x if within the exponential chart at x, W
contains the graph of a C” function g from the ball of radius 6 in Tx'W to the orthogonal complement
T W

If the ball of radius 6 at x in the C" submanifold ‘W can be written, in an exponential chart at x € M,
as the graph of a C" function g from an open subset of TxyW to the orthogonal complement Ty W™, then
the (C", x,6) size of W is || Wllcr x.s = lIgllcr.

Eventually modifying the Riemannian metric, we can assume that the invariant subspaces are close to
orthogonal.

Definition 2.3. The continuous cone field A over M is defined in the following way: A.(x) con-
tains the subspaces of TxM which have the same dimension as E*(x) and are e-close to E*(x),
x € {s,c,u,cs,su,cu}.

For € small we have that A% and A% are forward invariant while A} and AS® are backward invariant.
Fix €y, 59 > 0 and a C'*? neighborhood U( f) of f such that

e the s, sc-cones of size 2¢) are backwards invariant while the u, cu-cones are forward invariant,
forall g € U(f);

e the cone fields A;EO are uniformly transverse for all = € {s,c,u,cs,su,cu} at the scale §y,
meaning that for every x € M, within the exponential chart at x, A;EO (x) and A;'E()(y) are
uniformly transverse for d(x,y) < 8p: t(Azeo, A;;O, 60) < 2;

e The bunching condition holds at the (2¢p, §9)- scale for all g € U(f), meaning that

/12560 (g,x,60)

“) - =
/lAc (g,x, 50)/1Au (87&50)9
2¢) 2¢

<pu<l, VgeU(f),Vxe M.

e The center bundle is uniformly C® and the local center manifolds are uniformly C'*®, meaning
that there exists C, > Osuch that forevery g € U(f)andeveryx,y € M,d(E(x,g), E(y,g)) <
Cod(x,y)" and |Ws (x.8)lcree x a5, < Ca-

The following lemma is an immediate consequence of the transversality. We say that the submanifold
W is tangent to the cone field A if 7, W € A(y), forall y € W.

Lemma 2.3 (Local product structure). There exist 6, > 0 such that for any 0 < 6 < 6p, any x,y € M
with d(x,y) < 6, any Was(x) C' manifold of size 26 at x tangent to A% , and any Was(y) C' manifold of

€’
size 20 at 'y tangent to A, where = and ' are complementary combinations of {s, ¢, u}, then W5 (x) and

Was(y) intersect transversally in a unique point.
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Now we are ready to construct the smooth approximations..

2.2.1. Smooth uniform approximation of center manifolds. The first step is to approximate large pieces
of center manifolds with smooth ones, while keeping control on the smoothness of the approximations.
Fix a smooth approximation E£*" inside Ag. There exists 0 < € < € such that for every p € M, the

family {exp, (B¢ ES“(x)) : x € W¢(p)} subfoliate a tubular neighborhood of ‘W€ (p). Let 2%“ be the
holonomy generated by this subfoliation.

Lemma 2.4. Forany e > 0 small enough, any p € M and any R > 0, there exists a smooth approximation
of size € of Wy (p), meaning the following. There exists a smooth immersed manifold (possible with self-

intersections) ’ng’e(p) tangent to AS, together with a local diffeomorphism ﬁse“ given by the local
h*-holonomy. y

Furthermore the approximations are uniform in the following sense. For every x € W,g’f (p) we have
||(W’g’€(p)||cl+a’x’5o < C, for some Cq independent of p, R, e, f, and ||W,§’E(p)||cz,x,50 < C(e) for
some C(€) independent of p, R, f (but depends on €).

Proof. Cover M by a finite number of foliation charts of “W¢ with center leaves of size §y, say
Uy, Us, ..., Ur. Then Wg(p) is covered by finitely many leaves (Wgo(x,-),l < i £ K from these fo-
liation charts. Let B; = Wy (x;) and Wg(p) € Wy = Uk B;.

Each B; is (contained in) the graph of a function y; : Bss,E“(x;) — E< (x;) with uniform C'*¢
bounds. We will use the following standard regularization procedure.

Suppose that y : U — E*is C'*€, B3s,E c U C E, anditis also C* on some subset V c U. For any
e > 0 sufficiently small we can use the standard regularization and obtain y’ which is C* and C! close to
v. Let p be a smooth bump function which is one on B> s, E and zero outside B3s,E. Use p to interpolate
between ¥’ and y and obtain a new function ¥ which is C'*@ on By, E, C* on Bys,E UV and satisfies

o Iy =vller < €*ll¥llcrva on U,
o [7llcr-a < 2lYllciee on U,
* [[¢lB,5,Euvlic2 < C(€) max{[|gllcisa, [lvllc2}s
e $ = ¢ outside B3, E,
where C(€) > 2 depends only on € (and p).

We proceed with perturbing the leaves in U;. Let [; = {1 <i < k : (Wgo (x;) € U;}. By performing
the perturbation described above to each B;,i € I} we obtain new submanifolds B} which are graphs
of the functions y} in exponential charts at x;. The holonomy }sz" of length smaller that 2¢“C,, (in the
exponential chart at x;) is well defined between B; and B} . Let

Wi =W\ (Uier, Bi) U (Ujer, B,-l)-
The W) is an immersed submanifold of M, possible with self-intersections. Observe that we can
extend hf” as the identity outside U;¢/, B} and obtain a local diffeomorphism between ‘W) and ‘W). Let
A1 = Ve, Gr (7[1|3250E”(xi)) (the smooth part of ‘W)). Fori ¢ I define B} = fzf“(Bi) c W,. Then W,
is the union of B} , and each B} is related to B; by ﬁi”. If n; is the projection on the first coordinate in the
exponential chart at x;, then B! is the graph of a function y! : 7;(B!) — E¢" (x;) satisfying
Bisy-e E€(x;) C mi(B]) C Basyre E€(xi),
lyi =¥iller < e/
”'yl] ||C]+a < ZCMCQ/,
1) Ly sioan llc2 < C(€)ChrCar
where Cjs depends on the Riemannian manifold M and 6 (measures the size of the change of coordinates
between nearby exponential charts) and €; = 2e*CpsC,. Furthermore each B; is diffeomorphic to B} by
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the holonomy 71“1'“ of length less that €;. Observe that if € is small enough so “W; stays C' close to W<,
then we have that A; contains U;ey, 71{“ ((chéo_zﬂ (x,-)).

Now we proceed with perturbing the leaves corresponding to U,. In a similar manner we obtain
a submanifold W, related to ‘W) by the holonomy h;“ of length ¢ = 46"C12V1Ca, and containing a
smooth part Ay ¢ W,. W, is the union of B% = ﬁ;“(B}), and each B% is the graph of a function
yl.z : ﬂ[(B%) — E€" (x;) satisfying
B4§0—E]—62Ec(xi) - nl(Blz) - B450+E]+€2Ec(xi)9
Iy} =¥l < /2,
||yl~2||cl+(t < 4C]2\/[Ca/7

||7i2|7r,~(Bl!nAz)||c2 < C(G)ZCIZVICQ,

If € is small enough so that ‘W stays C! close to W€, then

Uier, UIZhgu °© h;u ((WZCSO—ZQ—ZQ (xi)) c A

Continue by induction perturbing on each U; until we reach Uy. We get a submanifold W}, related
to ‘W1 by the holonomy fzi“ of length €, = 2ke?C ,]f/l Cy, and containing a smooth part Ay € “Wy. In
particular ‘W, is related to ‘W, by the holonomy /** of length € = Zle €;. Furthermore ‘W is the union
of Bf.‘ = ﬁi“(Bf.“l), and each Bl’.‘ is the graph of a function yf‘ : ni(Bl’.‘) — E (x;) satisfying
Bisy-eE€(x;) C m(BY) C Baspre E€ (x0),

IyE~" = vfller < e /2,50 llyi = ¥fller < €/2,
Iy llcrea < 25CK,Co,
”'ylklm(Bl!ﬁAk)ch < C(e)*Cy,Ca.

If € is small enough then we also have

Uieliliu 0---0 il”lm ((chéo_zg(xi)) C Apg.

We can make this construction until the end for any € small enough such that € < §o/2 (and W is
close to ‘W€ so the estimates on the smooth part hold).
Ifx = (a,y*(a)) € W* (inachartatx;), letxo = (a,y:(a)) € W€ (x—i). Wehave d(E€(x), E€(xg)) <
Co€? and d(E€ (xp), Gr(Dyf (a))) < & so Wy is tangent to A ., -
Since lim¢_,o € + €*C,, = 0, the conclusions of the lemma hold with € = €+ €*C,, (Wé' E(p) = Wk,
h = hi¥ o--- 0 hj", Cq = 25Ci;'Cq and C(€) = C(e)*ChH' C,.
m]

2.2.2. Smooth uniform approximation of center-unstable manifolds and of unstable foliation. The second
step is to use the smooth approximation of the center in order to construct smooth approximations of local
center-unstable pieces together with a subfoliation close to the unstable one.

Fix a smooth global approximation E* of E“, say within AZOO. We know from the previous step that

1
Wg. . (p) are uniformly C' for all p, R, €, f. Then there exists 0 < & < min{do,d,} such that, for
every p, R, €, f, the family {exp(Bs,E"(x)) : x € Wg . (p)} foliates a smooth submanifold inside a
tubular neighborhood of "ng’e (p); we denote this submanifold "ng’“e (p), and the foliation ﬁ;"e’p. By
€0

assuming that € < {5 and eventually making ¢ smaller we have that (ng"e (p) is tangent to Ag' and

7—“1?’6’[7 is tangent to A%, . We also have that "Wl‘éf‘e (p) and 7—“1?’6’[7 are uniformly C”, r > 2 with respect to
p, R, f (the C" bounds do however depend on €).
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Lemma 2.5. For any € > 0 small enough there exists a constant Cy(€) > 0 such that for every p, R, f
and any x € (Wé (p), there exists a dg-linear parametrization ¢ of (‘WE (P),FR . p) at x with

lgllc. g~ Il < Cole).

Proof. For simplicity of the notations we will work in an exponential chart at x, and we will make an
abuse of notations using the same notation for the objects in M and in the exponential chart.

Choose a decomposition Ey & E; & E3 = R (= T,M) with E, = TeWg _(p), E* = E¥ and E;
orthogonal on Ey, E;. Let a : B@F]Rd X Bs Ey — R4 be a smooth parametrization of the family
{exp(Bs,E"(y)) : y € Bs,R?}, in other words a(y, -) is a parametrization of exp(Bs,E"(y)). We can
assume that a(y,0) = y, so Dya(y,0) = Idga, and Dy,a(y,0) is a linear map from E, to £, uniformly
bounded from zero and infinity. In particular D, (0, 0) is an automorphism of E>. The map a is C*
and its size depends only on the Riemannian structure on M and the choice of E“,

Lety : Bs,E1 — E» ® E3 be a smooth function such that its graph is the local manifold (WE’E (p) in
a neighborhood of x. Then y has the C!*? size bounded by 2C,, and its C? size bounded by 2C (¢).

Let¢ : Bs,R? — R,

¢(y1.y2,y3) = (@((y1,¥(y1)), y2) + y3.
It is clear from the definition that ¢ is a § #-linear parametrization ¢ of (‘WE’G (p), Tlg"e’p) at x. The C?

size of ¢ is bounded by some Cy4(€) which depends on C(e), the Riemannian structure of M and the
choice of E*. The C'*? size of ¢ is bounded by some constant which depends on C(«), the Riemannian
structure of M and the choice of E*.

We have
Idg, 0 0
D¢(0)=] 0 Dy, a(0,0) 0
0 0 ldE,

The determinant is uniformly bounded away from zero, so eventually readjusting 6z we have that the C!
size of ¢~! is uniformly bounded. This finishes the proof. O

We claim that WiWg_ (p) and ’Wl‘é“e (p) are related by local stable holonomy for some r > 0 and
€, 0 sufficiently small.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that € is small enough and r —2e€ > 04, 6 + € < %’t. Then for any p, R, f, with

R > r, the stable holonomy of size 2(6 + €) gives a local homeomorphism from W{Wg _ (p) to (a subset
of) WE_(p).

Proof. Letx € Wg_ (p) andy € Wi (x). Letx’ = hst(x) € ’W;‘,”e(p), so d(x,x") < €. Then (Wig’f(p)
has size at x” at least » — 2e > d#. This implies that "ngf‘e (p) has size at x” at least %7. On the other
hand d(y,x’) < §+€ < %. The local product structure from Lemma 2.3 implies that ’W;(&e)(y)
intersects transversely the disk centered at x” of size 2(6 + €) < 5{ in ’Wl‘é’:‘e (p) in a point h§(5+e) (y).

Then h;(6+6) (v) is a local homeomorphism from W{Wg_ (p) to (ngf‘f (p). O

3. Proors
We divide the proof of Theorem 1.1 in several steps.
3.1. Approximation of the unstable holonomies: construction of ), 4+ We start with the construction

of an approximation of the unstable holonomy inside center-unstable leaves. From now on we fix r = 20 ¢
and0<e=0< f—g small enough so that all the conclusions from sub-section 2.2 hold.
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Letp € M, g € W{(p),x € Wi(p),z=h} ,(x) € Wis(q) and R, = 35sup,ep [IDf 7" |E<|| + 7.

We start iterating back by f~". Denote
Wo = WsWg, (S (p)).
Observe that f~"(Wss(p), [ (WSs(p) € W,.

As in the previous section we consider the approximation "ng:"e (f™(p)) := W, and its subfoliation
FRp,e, -7 (p) := Fn. Lemma 2.6 implies that the stable holonomy of size (smaller than) 40, hfm W, —
‘W, is a local homeomorphism. Denote %, = hys(f7"(x)) € W for = € {p,q,x,z}.

Let T, h‘é(f "(Wis(p))) and Ty, = hi(f"(W;s5(q))), they are C'* transversals to the
foliation 7, in ‘W, (they are in fact tangent to A9).

Now we iterate ‘W, and ¥, forward by f". Denote x, = f"(%,) = h} /1”6(*) for « € {p,q,x,z}
(the stable holonomy commutes with f and is uniformly contracted). Also denote T, = f"(T;,) =

4/1"5( ys(p)) and T, = f"(T5,) = 4/1"5( +5(q)), they are again C'* transversals to f"%, ms1de
W,
The partial hyperbolicity implies that

Pn,>qn and x,, converge exponentially to p, g, x;

T, and T,, converge to :Wz"é(p) and ‘WJ,(q) in the C! topology;

h} o 5((Wl°0’z (p)) C f"W, converges to WS (p) in the C ! topology:

S Fnioc converges to W “in the following sense: if a, converges to a then f'Fu i0c(an)

converges to ‘W (a) in the C ! topology.

LetT, =hy " s(W5(p)) € Tp,. Then for n sufficiently large there exists a well defined holonomy

of the foliation £, between the transversals 7, and T, . We denote this holonomy hi 7;'; and observe

that it is C'*9.
Define 1}, , : W¢(p) = Wii(q),

-1
) hpq= hfu;l (hﬁnﬁ‘n) °© hzsu;la’

In other words, in order to obtain %}, ,(x) forx € ‘W{(p), we move with the stable holonomy of size 4476
o7, cf "W, then we move with the holonomy given by the foliation f%, of f"(‘W,) between the
C! transversals T!’, and T, , and then we move back by the stable holonomy of size 4456 to Wy, (g).

Clearly hf, , is continuous, since the stable holonomies are Hélder continuous, while the holonomy
hf*n,qu, is Cc1+0.

3.2. h}, , converges uniformly to /}, .. This follows immediately from the remarks in the previous

section.

3.3. h}, , is Lipschitz. We first show that Dhﬁ:g’; (x,,) is bounded uniformly in n, x,,.

Let A, = Aceg n T"Wn C A;EO be a cone field tangent to ‘W,,. Let E;x, = E f.cn ® T, %n. Since the cone
fields A;eo are uniformly transverse at the scale 6, we have ¢(E¥, , An,8) <2 and t(Fp, A,) < 2. In view
of the Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.1 we have that D7 %" is (C#, 6)-Holder along 7, at X, with respect to A,

Ex, and at scale ¢, for some constant C# independent on p, n, X, and g in U(f).

Let Ak = ASS U T fEW, C A, be a cone field tangent to f*W,,. Observe that Af*' ¢ f.A} because
of the backward invariance of A Slnce T f*#, stays tangent to A% <,» We also have uniform transversality
between AX and both fX7, and f¥Ex, at scale 6: t(f¥Ex,, A, 6) < 2 and t(f*F,,A¥) < 2. Due to
the fact that 7, is uniformly expanding, we can apply successively Lemma 2.2 and using the bunchmg
condition we conclude that Di/* % is (Cy, 6)-Holder along fI'f, at f"(%,) = x, with respect to A

41D
fI'Ex, and at scale 0, for the constant Cop = C¢# + % independent of p,n, %,. The constant also
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s . - e,
works for g within the neighborhood U (f) of f (eventually readjusting U (f) or Cp). Then Dhgmqn (xn)

is bounded uniformly by some constant Lg, so hg*:?n is Lipschitz with constant Ly uniformly in 7.

Ji'Fn
. o th»Qn
Lipschitz. We have that d(hf* T (xn), Rl T (x7,)) < Lod(xp, x;,) uniformly in n. Since x,, converges to

i Pnsdn Pnsdn f"T
* n u * n
P (Xn) converges to hY o (x) and hy,

(x")) < Lod(x,x").

Now the fact that hj, , is Lipschitz is just a simple consequence of the fact that are uniformly

X, X;, converges to x’, h
u
that d(hp’q(x), h

0 (xy,) converges to hY,  (x’), it follows
p.q

3.4. Estimate on the Lipschitz jet of 1, .. Let us remind the definition of Lipschitz jets. Let M, N be
two metric spaces, p € M, g € N. Two functions f, g : M — N such that f(p) = g(p) = g are equivalent
dUx).20)) — . The equivalence classes form the space J(M, p, N, q) of Lipschitz jets

d(x,p)
at p,q. The distance between two Lipschitz jets is d(J(f),J(g)) = limsup,_,, %’i;x», it can be

infinite and is independent of the representatives f and g. A Lipschitz jet is bounded if the distance to
the jet of the constant function is finite. The space of bounded Lipschitz jets at p, g, Jo (M, p,N,q), is
a complete metric space. If M, N are differentiable manifolds, then the space of differentiable Lipschitz
jets at p,q, J4(M,p,N,q), is formed by the jets which have a representative which is differentiable.
J4(M, p,N,q) is a closed subspace of J”(M, p, N, q).

For simplicity let us denote D, = Ty, Tp,, Dy, = Ty,T,,, where y, = hg:’; (xn)s Ex, = fl'Ex,,
7= h];:?;'; We have

. ke
6) IDR (xa) = P, Il < Cod(xn yn)?

In particular we have that D, and Dy, converge exponentially to £¢(x), E€(z) when n goes to infinity,
while E, converges exponentially to E*(x) @& E*(x).

We will work in an exponential chart at p,, and we will make an abuse of notation keeping the
notation of the points. Let B, , B,, be the balls or radius & in D, D,,. We can choose C'*® maps
0p, : Bp, = Tp, and oy, : By, — T,, such that

if limsup, _, ,

o pp+x -0, (x)€E,, VX' €Bp,;
® gn+y —0q,(Y) €Ep,. VY €By,.

In other words they are parametrisations of T),,, 7y, given by the projection from B, , B, parallel to

n

Ep,. Using them we can define g, : T}, — Ty, gn = 07, © pg':;’an o o, 1. This means that g, has
Dg,(pn) = pg”" p.. - We will analyze the Lipschitz jets of hy, and g, at p,.
Pn>~dn
We will use the notations x,, = 0, (x},), yn = 04, (y;,). We can see that

® Up, (O) = Pn, O'qn(O) ={qn;
o DO'pn(O)ZIdD DO'qn(O)ZIdD

pn’ qan’

E n E n .
¢ Do-pn (x;l) - pDI:’n’DXn ’ Do-qn (y;l) = pDI:]n ’D)’n ’
Let G, = g-;n‘ ol o Tp, — pi’;’;’an : By, — Dg,. We have that G,(0) = 0 and ||[DG,(0)]| <

Cod(pn,qn)?. We have
_ —n E
IDG (x|l = Do} o DR (xn) © Do, (x},) ~Pp o, |

. Ep —n E E, E, E E, Ep
- ”le:l © (Dh (xn) - pD))C::l,Dyn) o pDX:I; +qu:; o (pD))C::l’Dyn - pDX:ll,Dyn © pD " ”

Ep, Ep,
<lppll-lpp Il (Cod(xn, yn)? +2d(Ep, . Ex,))
< 4(Cod(xp, yn)? +2d(Ep,, Ex,)).

There exists y > 0 depending on d(p, g) such that for all n sufficiently large and all x,, € T}, with
d(xn, pn) <y, we have
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o d(xn,yn) <2d(p,q);
e 8d(Ep,.Ex,)) < Cod(p,q)°.

We deduce that if d(x,, p,) < y then ||[DG(x},)|| < 5Cod(p,q)?, or G is Lipschitz with constant
5Cod(p, q)?. Then
-1 7N ’ E,, ’ ’ ’
d(oy ol 00y, (X)) P . () = d(G(x}), G(0)) < 5Cod(p. g)*d(x},.0) < 10Cod(p. 4)*d(xn. p).
and furthermore

d(ogl o h" (xu). o) 0 gn(xn))

A

d(h" (x2), g0 (xn))
sup < Lip(oy,) sup
dConp)<y A0, pn) " o)<y d(Xn, Pn)
20Cod(p. q)°

IA

In other words d(J(Zn), J(gn)) <20Cod(p,q)?ind?(Ty,, pn, Ty, qn) (infactin J4(Ty, , pu, Tg,s Gn))-
Since 7 is independent of n this relation can be passed to the limit when n goes to infinity and we get

d(hz q(x)»gp,q(x))

sup . <20Cod(p.q)°,
d(x,p)<y d(x, p)
where g, , = 0y © p’éz:g’)ﬂw) oo, '. This means that d(J(hY% ,).J(gp.q)) < 20Cod(p,q)?, for all

p € M and g € Wy (x).

Remark 3.1. g, , is differentiable and the derivative is pg: (P)

u(p’; Ee(q) The bound obtained also works for
the neighborhood U( f).

3.5. h} , is differentiable. We will use the invariant section theorem. Let g € W (p), ¢ # p. For
simplicity let us denote g fn(p), 1 (q) = g,,,pgzu(;p))Ec(q) = m,,. The base is Z with the discrete topology,

and the base map is 7', the translation by one. The fiber over n is

B, = B(J(gn), C1d(f" (p), f"(@))?) € I (W5 (f"(p)), f"(p)s W5 (f" (@), f™(q))

if n < 0, where C; = 20Cy. In particular we have J(h;n(p) f"(q)) € B,,. Observe that since C; > Cy we
have
4ulID fllco
(7 uCi + ———=— < (.
D1l

The subset Z~ = Z \ N is overflowed by 7. The bundle map is
F(n,J(h)) = (n+1,J(foho f)).

We claim that F is well defined. For this we have to prove thatif d(J(h),J(gn)) < C1d(f"(p), f"(q))
thend(J(f o ho f7),J(gns1)) < Crd(f™"(p), f**'(¢)). Observe that

d(J(foho f1),J(gn1) <d(J(fohof ), J(fognof ) +d(J(fognof ). J(gns1)).
On one hand we have

d(J(foho f1),J(fognof ") < Lip(f,f"(q)-d(J(h),J(gn) - Lip(f~", f™* (p))
/IZE'SO (fv P 50)

<
AZE (f’ p7 60)/";; (f7 p7 60)9
€0 €0

< uCid(f™(p). " (9)°.

Cid(f™ (p), f™*'(9))?
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On another hand, since g, and g,+ are differentiable, we have

d(J(fognof ). J(gne1)) =IID(fognof) = Dgnull

ES':H E‘gz _
lp gl - (DF(F"(@) = DFS (PN Pt - Df el

£+l (@) ' (a) 1+l (p)
4ullD fllco
h /lgg (f:pv 60)/1_124 (f:pv 60)9
€ €

_ 4D flleo
Y

The estimates above together with the condition 7 imply that F is indeed well defined.
Next we modify the distance inside each fiber B,,, we let d,, = m. Let X? be the space of

(™ (p), f"(q))?

d(f™(p). f™' ()"

sections over Z~, with the supremum distance dsup = sup,,cz- dy. Itis clear that (Zb s dsup) is a complete
metric space. We claim that F' is a uniform bundle contraction over Z~.
Let J(0),J(0”) € By,. Then

dui(J(foo o f).J(foa o f™h)
d(f™(p). f*'(q))

< Lip(f, f*(q)) - Lip(f~", f"'(p)) -

dU(0).J(0"))
d(f*(p), ["(q))
/IZE'SO (fv P 50)

<
AZE (f’ p7 60)/";; (f7 p7 60)9
€0 €0

< pdy(o,0’).

dusi (J(foao f),J(foo o f )=

d(f"(p). /(@)
a1 (). ™1 ()

dn(0, ")

This shows that F induces a contraction on £, so there exists a unique invariant bounded section
o(n) € By,.

B,N Jd((Wg (f"(p)), [ (p), WS(f"(q)), f"(q)) is a closed nonempty subset of B, so we can apply
again the invariant section theorem to this closed sub-bundle, which is clearly preserved by F, and we get
that the unique invariant section must contain actually differentiable jets at all points.

We can check that the jet of the holonomy is also an invariant bounded section of . Uniqueness of
the invariant section implies then that the holonomy is differentiable at every points p, g € ‘W (p), and
satisfies

ESN 9
DR q(P) = P gell < Crd(p.q)”.

Remark 3.2. We proved the differentiability of the unstable holonomy between (nearby) center leaves.
However we can adapt the proof for any two transversals to W*" inside a center-unstable leaf. A sketch
of the proof'is the following.
LetT,,T, be two C Utransversals to ‘W restricted to W< ( p), and denote D, and D, their tangent
planes in p,q. Assume that D ,, D, € A and d(p,q) < 6/4 (otherwise iterate back a finite number of
)

times). Choose ‘W* a smooth approximation of W in a tubular neighborhood of ‘W $"(p). The local
W* holonomy takes T,,T, to the C! transvgrsals T,, Ty to f'Fn inside f"Wy. If nis sufficiently large,
[ W, is close to W (p), and the local ‘W* holonomy takes D, D 4 to subspaces D7, Dy, inside A‘;TO.
We do have again the uniform control of the regularity of the f;'F, holonomy between T}, and T;, so we
can pass it to the limit as before and obtain that the unstable holonomy betweenT,, and T, is differentiable,
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with .
DR, 7. (p) = Py p, Il < Crd(p,9)”.
In other words Dh" is (Cy, 0)-Hélder along W* at p with respect to ES", A‘EO and at scale 6 /4 for all
p € M. The result holds for the neighborhood U( f).

3.6. Dhj, , is continuous in p, g, f. We will apply again the invariant section theorem in yet another
space. First let us refine the bunching bound from 4. Choose y < ¢’ < 1. Since E€ is uniformly C?® in a
neighborhood of f, there exists 0 < §’ < § such that for all g € U(f), p,q € M,d(p,q) < &, we have

/..l/
- < —.
IPe™ g I Pg s s 1<,

The base space is N = M? x U(f), with the C! topology on U(f). The base map is G(p,q,g) =
(g(p). &(q),8), which is continuous. At each (p,q,g) € N we consider the fiber &, 4,0 = L(E}, ), the
linear maps from E, , to itself, with the usual norm given by the Riemannian metric. Since the center
bundle is continuous with respect to the point and the map, we obtain a continuous Banach bundle & over
N.LetN"={(p,q.8) € N: q € W (p,g)}. Clearly N” is overflowed by G.

Let

loly = sup IIf;(p, q,i)ll
(p.q.8)EN’ ([7, Q)

and let X the space of sections in & over N’ bounded in |||, (in particular o € X? implies o(p, p, g) = 0)
This is a complete metric space. %€ N X is the space of the sections which are both continuous and
bounded in || - ||, this is a closed nonempty subset of X? (it contains the zero section).

The bundle map is

(To)(g(p).g(q).8) = pE’z(”) “pe  oDg(q)lEg, © PE’Z" ES, ° (Id+0o(p,q.8)) o Dg(P)G;;’g —1Id.

2(q).8 g (p).g
This is continuous in p, g, g, o
The connection with the holonomies is the following. If

ESu,
Id+0(p.q:8) =Py’ pe O Hp 4

where Hy, , . 1 E}, , — Ey , is the candidate for the derlvatlve of the holonomy, then

1d+(To)(g(p).g(q).8) = pEiE”) fpe  oguHp o= p?z(”)  pe oDg(q)leg oH} 4 oD (Pl
a).8>7g(p).g gla).e”"g(p).g
Let us check that T applied to the zero section is in X?. We remark first that
Id=p, i7", o Dg(p)les, o pel® L. o Dg(p)g. .
EL E€ q.8 Ep o.EG ¢ Ej ¢

g(q).82 "g(p).g

Then
g(p)g( oD . l:chD _]C —Id
(I70[l» = sup ||p Ecw oo g(Q)lE‘“ pE Eqs g(p)|Ep,g I
(2(p).g(q).g)eN’ d(g(p).g(q))?
1P ¢ a0 o (Dg(q) - Dg(p))lE;,gOPEL e, o DePlgt |l
< sup 5
(p.q.8)eN’ d(g(p).g(q))
< sup 4||Dgllco

(pqlg)eN’/1 (g,P,(S')/Gg (gvpa(s’)g
€

_ 4ulDglco
1Dl
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Now let us check that 7' is a contraction in X2,

ESM ESM
g(p).g . P-g _ -1
”pE;(q,g,E;(,,),g °Dg(@)leg, o e pe © (1= 02)(p.q,8)) o Dg(p)le |l

IToy —Tos|lp = sup
N d(g(p).g(q))?

#’/l-'—c (g7 p7 5/)
2¢€)

< — - lor = oallp
plye (896" g (8, p,6")°
€ €

IA

wllor = ozllp.

Since 2? is a complete metric space, we obtain that there is a unique invariant section in £. Continuous
sections are preserved by T, so we can also apply the Banach fixed point Theorem in X N ¢, and we
obtain that the unique invariant section in ¢ is in fact continuous. On the other hand the section

ESM
o (p.q:8) = Ppe” pe  ©Dhypge—1d

. L . o . . L . . E3,

is an invariant section of T inside X”, so it must be the unique invariant section. Since p Ee. pe
4q4.8°7"P-8
is continuous in p, g, g, we obtain that D" is also continuous in p, g, g, which finishes the proof of

Theorem 1.1.

Remark 3.3. If we consider the restriction to the base space M* x {f}, then we have a Holder map in
a Holder bundle, so the invariant section theorem will provide us with a Holder continuous invariant
section, which means that Dh; af is actually Holder in p, q.

3.7. Proof of Corollary 1.1. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 1.1. The space is not compact
(it is a disjoint union of R<), but the bounds are uniform. The invariant foliations are globally defined
graphs so in this case the approximation of the pair (W, W") is actually much easier. We can take
W to be the cu-subspace passing through the origin, and the subfoliation # to be the subfoliation by
u-subspaces. For more details on fake foliations we send the reader to [4].

3.8. Proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof is actually contained in the section 3.6. Even if we don’t know
that there exists a (differentiable) holonomy between center leaves, we still obtain a continuous invariant

. E3!
section o of 7', and then H}; , , = pE%j’Eg’g
are looking for, at least at the scale ¢’. In order to define it for all ¢ € ‘W"(p) we iterate forward and
use invariance under f. Doing this we have automatically the invariance under f and the continuity with
respect to the points. To prove that Hy . o Hyj , = H}; , we can use the uniqueness of the invariant section.
If the relation does not hold, we can modify the invariant section o along the orbit of (p,r), replacing
it with the o’ corresponding to Hy . o Hy, .. Then the invariant section o~ is not unique, which is a

contradiction.

) (o-lbj gt d) is the invariant continuous holonomy we
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