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OBSERVABLE FULL-HORSESHOES FOR LAGRANGIAN FLOWS

ADVECTED BY STOCHASTIC 2D NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

WEN HUANG AND JIANHUA ZHANG

Abstract. In this paper, we mainly study the turbulence of Lagrangian flow advected
by stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equations. It is proved that this system has observable
full-horseshoes. The observable full-horseshoe means that it is a kind of chaotic structure
and occurs on any two disjoint non-empty closed balls.

1. Introduction

Turbulence is said that a fluid motion becomes complicated, unpredictable, irregular
and chaotic over time. This kind of physical phenomenon ubiquitously exists in nature
(for example, see [30, 34, 39, 42] ). There are amount of experimental results to indicate
that some turbulent fluids systems are sensitive dependence on initial conditions, such
as [38, 16, 26]. Recently, Bedrossian et.al made a breakthrough. And they proved some
kinds of fluid models including Lagrangian flow advected by stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes
equation and Galerkin truncation of stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equations, have positive
Lyapunov exponents in [3, 4, 5].

In chaotic dynamical systems, another kind of landmark of chaos is horseshoe, which
was introduced by Smale in [40]. It is a powerful geometry tool to describe the complex
behaviour of the systems, for example see [41]. It is natural to ask whether there is
horseshoe or horseshoe-like structure for turbulent dynamical system. Lately, the authors
have proved the Galerkin truncation of stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equations have full-
horseshoes which is a weaker chaotic structure than horseshoes in [17]. In this paper, we
devote to describe turbulence of Lagrangian flows advected by stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes
equations by using full-horseshoes. Despite the statistical property of random Lagrangian
flow has extensively been investigated a lot (for example, see [8, 11, 12, 22, 23, 19]), few
literatures characterize the chaos of random Lagrangian flow from perspective of sample
pathwise. In this paper, we obtain that the random Lagrangian flow has full-horseshoes
on any two disjoint non-empty closed balls for almost sure sample and initial velocity (see
Theorem 1.2). The crucial point of our result is that it provides a possibility to capture
the chaotic behaviour of random Lagrangian flow.

1.1. Random Lagrangian flow. In this subsection, we introduce random Lagrangian
flow and some basic assumptions. Denote T2 as the two-dimensional torus. The Lagrangian
flow advected by stochastic 2D Navier-Stokes equations is diffeomorphisms ϕt(ω, u) : T

2 →
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T2 for t > 0 defined by following random ordinary differential equation

dϕt(ω, u)x

dt
= ut(ω, u)(ϕt(ω, u)x), ϕ0(ω, u)x = x.(1.1)

Here, the random velocity field ut : Ω × H × T2 → R2 is the solution of following 2D
incompressible stochastic Navier-Stokes equation with u0(·, u) ≡ u,

∂tut + (ut · ∇)ut = ǫ∆ut −∇p+ Ẇt, div(ut) = 0,(1.2)

where ǫ is the fixed positive constant viscosity, p is the pressure, and Ẇt is the stochastic
external force described more precisely below.

Take the phase space of Equation (1.2) as following Hilbert space

H = {u ∈ H
s(T2;R2) :

∫

T2

udx = 0, div(u) = 0},

where s > 4. Define a basic of H by

ek(x) =

{
k⊥

|k|
sin(k · x) k ∈ Z2

+,
k⊥

|k|
cos(k · x) k ∈ Z2

−,

where k⊥ = (k2,−k1),

Z2
+ = {(k1, k2) ∈ Z2 : k2 > 0} ∪ {(k1, k2) ∈ Z2 : k1 > 0, k2 = 0} and Z2

− = −Z2
+.

Denote (Ω,F ,P) as an infinite-dimensional Wiener space, i.e.

(Ω,F ,P) =
(
C0([0,+∞),R),F0,P0

)Z2
0 ,(1.3)

where F0 is the Borel σ-algebra of C0([0,+∞),R) with compact open topology, P0 is the
Wiener measure on (C0([0,+∞),R),F0), and Z2

0 = Z2
+ ∪Z2

−. Then {W k
t (ω) := ωk(t)}k∈Z2

0

is a family of independent one-dimensional Wiener processes on (Ω,F ,P). Throughout

this paper, we will consider a white-in-time stochastic forcing Ẇt being the form

Ẇt =
∑

k∈Z2
0

qkekẆ
k
t ,

where qk are non-negative constants with following assumptions

(Low mode non-degeneracy): qk > 0 whenever k = (±1, 0) or (0,±1);
(High mode non-degeneracy): there exist some α ∈ (s + 1, s + 2) and some large positive

integer L such that

qk ≈ |k|−α,

holds for any k ∈ {k ∈ Z2
0 : max{|k1|, |k2|} > L}.

The above two assumptions mainly ensure that the Lagrangian flow has positive Lya-
punov exponents. The reader can refer to [3, Theorem 1.6] for details. Now, we summary
the well-posedness and properties of velocity flow (ut)t>0 and Largrangian flow (ϕt)t>0.

Proposition 1.1. Under above setting, one has that

(1) For all u ∈ H, Equation (1.2) exists a unique mild solution (ut(ω, u))t>0 ∈ C([0,∞);H)
with u0(ω, u) = u for almost trajectory. And the Markov process (ut)t>0 admits a
unique Borel stationary measure µ in H.
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(2) Equation (1.1) exists a unique Carathéodory solution

(ϕt(ω, u))t>0 ∈ C([0,∞);Diff2(T2))

with ϕ0(ω, u) = IdT2 for almost trajectory. And the Markov process (ut, ϕt)t>0

admits a unique Borel stationary measure µ × vol in H × T2, where vol is the
volume measure on T2.

The existence and uniqueness of solution of Equation (1.2) follows from [9, Chapter
15] or [20, Chapter 2]; the unique ergodicity can be obtained by adjusting the arguments
in [13, 37]. The existence of uniqueness of solution of Equation (1.1) follows from the
regularity of ut and [1, Chapter 2]; the unique ergodicity was proved in [3, Section 7].

1.2. Main result and discussions. The existence of full-horseshoes for Lagrangian flows
can be obtained by checking conditions in [17, Proposition 5.6]. But we give more precise
argument for the Lagrangian flow to determine the location of the full-horseshoes in this
paper. Particularly, we give an abstract result to ensure the existence of observable full-
horseshoes (see Proposition 4.8). Now, we state the main result of this paper as follows.

Theorem 1.2. The Lagrangian flow (ϕt)t>0 defined by Equation (1.1) has full-horseshoes
on any two disjoint non-empty closed balls of T2. Namely, given any two disjoint non-
empty closed balls {U1, U2} of T2 , for P × µ-a.s. (ω, u) ∈ Ω × H, there exists a subset
J(ω, u) of Z+ := N ∪ {0} such that

(a) limn→+∞
|J(ω,u)∩{0,1,...,n−1}|

n
> 0;

(b) for any s ∈ {1, 2}J(ω,u), there exists an xs ∈ T2 such that ϕj(ω, u)xs ∈ Us(j) for each
j ∈ J(ω, u).

Remark 1.3. In fact, the Lagrangian flow has observable full-horseshoes of any discrete
time form and the hitting time has uniformly positive lower bound. Particularly, for any
t > 0 and any two disjoint non-empty closed balls {U1, U2} of T2, there exists positive
constants b such that for P × µ-a.s. (ω, u) ∈ Ω × H, there is a subset J(ω, u) of Z+ such
that

(a) limn→+∞
|J(ω,u)∩{0,1,...,n−1}|

n
> b;

(b) for any s ∈ {1, 2}J(ω,u), there exists an xs ∈ T2 such that ϕtj(ω, u)xs ∈ Us(j) for each
j ∈ J(ω, u).

Recently, the phenomenon of observable full-horseshoe has been obtained in [24] for a
kind of one-dimensional expanding random dynamical system. However, the method in
[24] looks like to be invalid for high-dimensional dynamical system. In this paper, we adopt
totally different method, which is based on the hyperbolic property of stationary measure
and authors’ recent work [17]. We believe our method can relax the condition of stationary
measure to ensure the existence of observable full-horseshoes.

This paper is organized as following: In Section 2, we mainly review the basic knowledge
of entropy, Pinsker σ-algebra, and K-system for random dynamical system. In Section 3,
borrowing the invariant manifold theory in smooth random dynamical systems, we give a
sufficient condition of a system to guarantee that it is a K-system. In Section 4, we mainly
verify that Lagrangian flow is a K-system and use the result in [17] to complete the proof
of Theorem 1.2.
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2. Entropy, Pinsker σ-algebra and K-system for RDS

In this section, we review some basic concepts and classical results about measurable
partition, entropy, Pinsker σ-algebra and K-system for random dynamical system. The
reader can see [1, 10, 14, 43] for details.

2.1. Measurable partition and RDS. In this section, we always assume that triple
(X,BX , µ) is a Polish probability space, which means that X is a Polish space, BX is the
Borel σ-algebra of X, µ is a probability measure on (X,BX).

Definition 2.1 (Measurable partition). A partition α of (X,BX , µ) is called the measur-
able partition if there exists a family of countable measurable subsets {Ai}i∈N satisfying
that (1) for every i ∈ N Ai is the union of elements in α, (2) for any two distinct elements
B1, B2 of α there exists some i ∈ N such that either B1 ⊂ Ai, B2 6⊂ Ai or B1 6⊂ Ai, B2 ⊂ Ai.
Obviously, the elements in α are measurable.

For any measurable partition α of (X,BX , µ), denote α̂ as the σ-algebra generated by
measurable set in BX which is the union of elements in α. Then we define the inclusion
relationship of measurable partition through the inclusion relationship of σ-algebra. i.e.

(1) given any two partitions α1 and α2 of (X,BX , µ), we say that α1 is finer (coarser)
than α2, and denote it by α2 ≺ α1 (α2 ≻ α1) if σ-algebra α̂2 ⊂ α̂1 (mod µ) (α̂2 ⊃ α̂1

(mod µ)). Particularly, denote α1 = α2 if α2 ≻ α1 and α2 ≺ α1;
(2) letting {αn}n∈N be a sequence of measurable partitions of (X,BX , µ), denote ∧i∈Nαi

(∨i∈Nαi) as the most the finer (coarser) measurable partition which is coarser (finer)
than all αi.

In fact, sub σ-algebras of BX are in one-to-one correspondence with the classes of mod-0
equal measurable partitions (see the details in [27, Chapter 0 §2]). Now, we review a useful
tool in this paper: measure disintegration.

Lemma 2.2 ([10, Proposition 5.19]). Let α be a measurable partition of Polish probability
space (X,BX , µ). Then, there is a family of conditional probability measures {µα

x}x∈X on
(X,BX) which are characterized by

• there exists a µ-full measure subset X ′ such that for any x ∈ X ′ one has that
µα
x(α(x)) = 1 and µα

x1
= µα

x2
, where α(x) is the unique atom in α which contains x,

and x1, x2 ∈ α(x);
• for each f ∈ L1(X,BX , µ), one has that f ∈ L1(X,BX , µ

α
x) for µ-a.s. x ∈ X, the

map x 7→
∫
X
f dµα

x belongs to L1(X,BX , µ) and µ =
∫
X
µα
xdµ(x) in the sense that

∫

X

(∫

X

f dµα
x

)
dµ(x) =

∫

X

f dµ.

Then µ =
∫
X
µα
xdµ(x) is called disintegration of µ with respect to α.
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Next, we recall some basic definitions of measure-preserving dynamical systems. For
sake of convenience, denote T as R,R+ := {t ∈ R : t > 0},Z or Z+ := {t ∈ Z : t > 0}.

Definition 2.3. A measurable dynamical system (X,BX , (Tt)t∈T) is said that the mapping

T : T×X → X, (t, x) 7→ Ttx

is BT ⊗ BX/BX -measurable satisfying that T0 = idX and Tt ◦ Ts = Tt+s for any s, t ∈ T.
If T = R or Z, then (X,BX , T ) is called an invertible measurable dynamical system.

Definition 2.4. Let (X,BX , (Tt)t∈T) be a measurable dynamical system and (X,BX , µ)
be a Polish probability space.

(a) the measure µ is called a (Tt)t∈T-invariant measure if (Tt)∗µ = µ for every t ∈ T;
(b) the measure µ is called a (Tt)t∈T-ergodic measure if (1) µ is a (Tt)t∈T-invariant measure;

(2) any measurable subset A with µ(A∆(Tt)
−1A) = 0 for any t ∈ T has µ-full measure

or µ-null measure.

The quadruple (X,BX , µ, (Tt)t∈T) is refer to a measure-preserving dynamical system or
metric system. Sometimes, we will write (X,BX , µ, (Tt)t∈T) short as (X, µ, (Tt)t∈T).

A random dynamical system (being abbreviated as RDS) ϕ on a Polish space M over a
metric system (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈T) means that

ϕ : T× Ω×M → M, (n, ω, x) 7→ ϕn(ω)x

is a mapping satisfying that

(i) ϕ is BT ⊗ F ⊗ BM/BM -measurable;
(ii) for P-a.s. ω ∈ Ω, one has that ϕ0(ω) = idM and ϕn+m(ω) = ϕn(θmω) ◦ϕm(ω) for any

n,m ∈ T.

The RDS ϕ induces a measurable dynamical system (Ω×M,F ⊗ BM , (Φt)t∈T) given by

Φ : T× Ω×M → Ω×M, (t, ω, x) 7→ (θtω, ϕt(ω)x).(2.1)

If T is R+ or Z+ (R or Z), the RDS ϕ is called a one-side (two-side) RDS. In the case of
T = Z or R, note that the induced measurable dynamical system (Ω×M,F⊗BM , (Φt)t∈T)
is invertible.

Definition 2.5. Let ϕ be a measurable RDS on a Polish space M over a metric system
(Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈T). A probability measure µ on (Ω×M,F ⊗BM) is an invariant (ergodic)
measure of the RDS ϕ if µ is (Φt)t∈T-invariant (ergodic) and the marginal measure on
Ω is the measure P. The pair (ϕ, µ) is refer to a measure-preserving RDS on M over
(Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈T).

In the end of this subsection, we recall measure disintegration of RDS, which can be
regard as a special version of Lemma 2.2.

Lemma 2.6 ([1, Lemma 1.4.3]). Let (ϕ, µ) be a measure-preserving RDS on a Polish
space M over a metric system (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈T). The disintegration of µ with respect to
measurable partition ̟ = {ω ×M : ω ∈ Ω} can be expressed as

µ =

∫

Ω

δω × µωdP(ω),(2.2)

where δω is the Dirac’s measure on (Ω,F ) at ω, and {µω}ω∈Ω is a family of probability
measures on (M,BM).
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2.2. Entropy and K-system for RDS. In the subsection, we will give the definitions
of entropy and K-system for RDS. Assume that (ϕ, µ) is a measure-preserving RDS on a
Polish space M over a metric dynamical system (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈T) through this subsection,
where T = Z or Z+. Firstly, recall that

• ̟ = {ω ×M : ω ∈ Ω} is the measurable partition of (Ω×M,F ⊗ BM , );
• µ =

∫
Ω
δω × µωdP(ω) is the disintegration of µ with respect to ̟ which is defined

as (2.2);
• (Φt)t∈T is measurable map on (Ω×M,F ⊗ BM) which is defined as (2.1).

Definition 2.7. For any finite measurable partition α of (Ω ×M,F ⊗ BM), its entropy
with respect to the RDS (ϕ, µ) is defined as

hµ(ϕ, α) :=

∫

Ω

lim
n→+∞

1

n
Hδω×µω

(

n−1∨

i=0

(Φi)
−1α)dP(ω),

where Hν(α) := −
∑

A∈α ν(A) log ν(A) with a probability measure ν on (Ω×M,F ⊗BM ).
The measure-theoretic entropy of the measure-preserving RDS (ϕ, µ) is defined as

hµ(ϕ) := sup
α

hµ(ϕ, α),(2.3)

where α is taken all over finite Borel measurable partitions of Ω×M .

Remark 2.8. For a measure-preserving dynamical system (X, µ, (Tt)t∈T) on the Polish
probability space, its (Tt)t∈T-invariant σ-algebra is one to one the (Tt)t∈T-invariant mea-
surable partition (for example, see [10, Theorem 6.5]). Therefore, the definition of entropy
in (2.3) is coincide with the classical definition of relative entropy (see the detail discussions
in [27, Chapter 0]).

The Pinsker σ-algebra Pµ(ϕ) of measure-preserving RDS (ϕ, µ) is defined as the smallest
σ-algebra containing

{
A ∈ F ⊗ BM : hµ(ϕ, {A,Ω×M \ A}) = 0

}
,

which is a (Φt)t∈T-invariant sub-σ-algebra of F ⊗BM (for example, see [43, Section 4.10]
or [15]). Denote Pµ as a (Φt)t∈T-invariant unique measurable partition determined by the
Pinsker σ-algebra Pµ(ϕ), which is called Pinsker partition of the measure-preserving RDS
(ϕ, µ).

Definition 2.9 (K-system). A measure-preserving RDS (ϕ, µ) is called a K-system if the
Pinsker partition Pµ of (ϕ, µ) is trivial. That is Pµ = ̟.

Finally, we review a proposition which states a relationship between Pinsker partition
and general partition for RDS. The reader can see a general form in [44, Lemma 3.6].

Proposition 2.10. Assume that (ϕ, µ) is a two-side measure-preserving RDS on a Polish
space over a metric system (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈T). Then for any measurable partition η of
(Ω×M,F ⊗ BM) with

̟ ≺ η ≺ Φ1η,
∨

i∈N

Φiη = εΩ×M

implies that
∧

i∈N Φ−iη ≻ Pµ, where εΩ×M is the extreme measurable partition, i.e. εΩ×M =
{(ω, x) ∈ Ω×M}.
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3. Hyperbolic RDS is a K-system

In this section, we limit our setting on abstract smooth RDSs and we prove that a
C2 RDS with a totally ergodic non-uniformly hyperbolic SRB measure is a K-system,
namely Proposition 3.9. The main idea of this proof is inspired by the Pesin’s spectral
decomposition theorem for determinant systems (for example, see [33, 2]). Throughout
this section, we assume that

(A1) M is a d-dimensional closed connected Riemannian manifold with d > 2, and ϕ is
a RDS on M over a metric system (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈T) satisfying that ϕ1(ω) is a C2

diffeomorphism on M for P-a.s. ω ∈ Ω and T = Z or Z+;
(A2) the RDS ϕ satisfies following integrability condition∫

Ω

(
log+ ‖ϕ1(ω)‖C2 + log+ ‖ϕ1(ω)

−1‖C2

)
dP(ω) < +∞,(3.1)

where log+ |a| = max{log |a|, 0} with a ∈ R;
(A3) the Borel probability measure µ on Ω×M is an ergodic measure of RDS ϕ.

3.1. Lyapunov exponets and entropy. In this section, we mainly review the relation-
ship between Lyapunov exponents and entropy for RDSs. Firstly, we recall the well-known
multiplicative ergodic theorem, which ensures the existence of Lyapunov exponents. The
reader can refer to [1, Theorem 3.4.1, Theorem 4.2.6 and Theorem 4.3.14] for the details.

Proposition 3.1. Let (ϕ, µ) be a measure-preserving RDS on M over a metric system
(Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈T) satisfying (A1)-(A3).
One-side: assume that ϕ is one-side RDS. Then there exist r ∈ {1, . . . , d}, constant values
λ1 > · · · > λr, m1, . . . , mr ∈ N and a measurable filtration

TM =: V1(ω, x) ) V2(ω, x) ) · · · ) Vr(ω, x) ) Vr+1(ω, x) := {0}

with following properties for µ-a.s. (ω, x) ∈ Ω×M and any i ∈ {1, . . . , r}:

(a) for v ∈ Vi(ω, x) \ Vi+1(ω, x), one has that

lim
n→+∞

1

n
log |dxϕn(ω)v| = λi;

(b) dxϕn(ω)Vi(ω, x) = Vi(Φn(ω, x)) and mi = dimVi(ω, x) − dimVi+1(ω, x), where Φn is
defined as (2.1).

Two-side: assume that ϕ is two-side RDS. Then there exist r ∈ {1, . . . , d}, constant values
λ1 > · · · > λr, m1, . . . , mr ∈ N and a measurable filtration

TM = E1(ω, x)⊕ E2(ω, x)⊕ · · · ⊕Er(ω, x)

with following properties for µ-a.s. (ω, x) ∈ Ω×M and any i ∈ {1, . . . , r}:

(a) for all v ∈ Ei(ω, x), one has that

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |dxϕn(ω)v| = λi;

(b) dxϕn(ω)Ei(ω, x) = Ei(Φn(ω, x)) and mi = dimEi(ω, x);
(c) denoting πi(ω, x) as the projection on Ei(ω, x) along

⊕
j∈{1,...,r}\i Ej(ω, x), then

lim
n→±∞

1

n
log |πi(Φn(ω, x))| = 0.
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The constants λi are called Lyapunov exponents of (ϕ, µ) with multiplicities mi.

Let (ϕ, µ) be a one-side measure-preserving RDS on M over (Ω,F ,P, (θn)n∈Z+
) which

satisfies (A1)-(A3). In the following we will give a natural way to define a two-side measure-
preserving RDS. By [35, 36], there exists an ergodic measure-preserving dynamical system

(Ω̂, F̂ , P̂, (θ̂n)n∈Z) on the Polish probability space (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂) and a factor map

π̂ : (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂, (θ̂n)n∈Z) → (Ω,F ,P, (θn)n∈Z+
).(3.2)

Usually, (3.2) is called the invertible extension of (Ω,F ,P, (θn)n∈Z+
). Then define a two-

side RDS ϕ̂ on M over (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂, (θ̂n)n∈Z) as

ϕ̂n(ω̂)x =

{
ϕn

(
π̂(ω̂)

)
x if n > 0

ϕ−n

(
π̂(θ̂nω̂)

)−1
x if n < 0.

(3.3)

By [1, Theorem 1.7.2], it is clear that there exists a unique ergodic measure µ̂ of RDS ϕ̂
with the marginal µ on Ω × M . In this paper, we call two-side measure-preserving RDS
(ϕ̂, µ̂) as invertible extension of the measure-preserving RDS (ϕ, µ). The reader should be
caution that the main reason why we can do as this is that ϕ1(ω) is a diffeomorphism on
M for P-a.s. ω ∈ Ω. According to Proposition 3.1 and a similar argument in [27, Theorem
2.3 in Chapter I], we have the following remark.

Remark 3.2. The entropy and the Lyapunov exponents of (ϕ, µ) are coincides with the
Lyapunov exponents and entropy of (ϕ̂, µ̂), respectively.

Finally, we review the celebrate Pesin’s entropy formula and its characterization in RDSs.

Proposition 3.3. Assuming that (ϕ, µ) is a one-side RDS satisfying (A1)-(A3), then µ is
a SRB measure (see Definition 3.8) if and only if following equality holds,

hµ(ϕ) =
r∑

i=1

λ+
i mi,

where a+ := max{a, 0} with a ∈ R. Particularly, if µ = P × vol is an ergodic measure of
RDS ϕ, where vol is the volume measure on M , then µ and µ̂ are both SRB measure of
RDS ϕ and ϕ̂, respectively, where (ϕ̂, µ̂) is the invertible extension of the RDS (ϕ, µ).

Proof. Note that

− log+ |ϕ1(ω)
−1|C2 . log inf

x∈M
| det dxϕ1(ω)| . log+ |ϕ1(ω)|C2.

By [28, Theorem 2.2 and ] or [21, Theorem 3.13], one has that µ is a SRB measure if and
only if hµ(ϕ) =

∑r
i=1 λ

+
i mi. If µ = P× vol, then µ and µ̂ are both random SRB measures,

since Remark 3.2 and [28, Corollary 2.3]. This completes the proof of the Proposition. �

3.2. K-system. Recall that (ϕ, µ) is the measure-preserving RDS on M over the metric
system (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈T) and it satisfies (A1)-(A3). In this subsection, we additionally
assume that

(A4) ϕ is a two-side measure-preserving RDS;
(A5) µ is an ergodic hyperbolic measure of ϕ, i.e. (ϕ, µ) has non-zero Lyapunov expo-

nents;
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(A6) (ϕ, µ) is totally ergodic, i.e. its induced measure-preserving dynamical system (Ω×
M, (Φnm)m∈Z, µ) is ergodic for any n ∈ N.

In the next, we will use the invariant manifold theorem to prove that (ϕ, µ) is a K-system.
Invariant manifold theorem describes geometry structures of stables sets and unstable sets
defined as following,

W s
(ω,x) = {y ∈ M : lim sup

n→+∞

1

n
log dist(ϕn(ω)y, ϕn(ω)x) < 0}

W u
(ω,x) = {y ∈ M : lim sup

n→+∞

1

n
log dist(ϕ−n(ω)y, ϕ−n(ω)x) < 0},

where dist is the metric induced by the Riemannian structure of M . Due to multiplicative
ergodic theorem (see Proposition 3.1), denote

Es
(ω,x) :=

⊕

λi<0

Ei(ω, x) and Eu
(ω,x) :=

⊕

λi>0

Ei(ω, x)

as the stable space and unstable space at (ω, x) of (ϕ, µ), respectively. Now, we state
a convenient version of invariant manifold theorem. The reader can refer to [7] or [27,
Chapter V] for an analogous proof.

Proposition 3.4 (Invariant manifold theorem). Assume that the measure-preserving RDS
(ϕ, µ) satisfies that (A1)-(A5). Given a λ ∈ (0,mini=1,...,r |λi|), there exist two tempered
functions l, C : Ω×M → [1,+∞)1 such that for any enough small constant δ > 0 there is
a Φ-invariant µ-full measure set Γ and a unique family of C1+Lip maps

{gτ(ω,x) : E
τ
(ω,x)(δl(ω, x)

−1) → Eτ ′

(ω,x)}(ω,x)∈Γ,

where τ 6= τ ′ ∈ {u, s}, with following properties

(a) d0g
τ
(ω,x) = 0;

(b) Lip(gτ(ω,x)) 6 1/10, and Lip(d0g
τ
(ω,x)) 6 C(ω, x)l(ω, x);

(c) for any n ∈ N one has that

dist(ϕ−n(ω)y1, ϕ−n(ω)y2) 6 C(ω, x)e−nλd(y1, y2) if y1, y2 ∈ W u
(ω,x),δ := expx(graph gu(ω,x)),

dist(ϕn(ω)y1, ϕn(ω)y2) 6 C(ω, x)e−nλd(y1, y2) if y1, y2 ∈ W s
(ω,x),δ := expx(graph gs(ω,x)),

where expx is the exponential map at x;
(d) one has that

W u
(ω,x) =

⋃

n∈Z+

ϕn(θ−nω)W
u
(Φ−n(ω,x)),δ, W s

(ω,x) =
⋃

n∈Z+

ϕ−n(θnω)W
s
(Φn(ω,x)),δ,(3.4)

which are immersed submanifolds of M .

In the above proposition, we usually call W u
(ω,x),δ (W s

(ω,x),δ) as local unstable (stable)

manifolds at (ω, x) of (ϕ, µ). Next, we mainly review the construction process of measurable
partitions which are subordinated to the unstable or stable manifolds. In the following, we
always assume that (ϕ, µ) is a measure-preserving RDS on M over (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈T), and
it satisfies that (A1)-(A5) without extra specific explanation.

1A tempered function l on Ω×M is that l is a Borel measurable function and limn→±∞
log |l(Φn(ω,x))|

n
= 0.
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Definition 3.5. A measurable partition η of Ω × M is subordinated to the unstable
manifolds of (ϕ, µ) if there exists a positive measurable function r : Ω×M → R such that
for µ-a.s. (ω, x) ∈ Ω×M , one has that

Bu
(ω,x)(r(ω, x)) ⊂ ηω(x) := {y ∈ M : (ω, y) ∈ η(ω, x)} ⊂ W u

(ω,x),

where Bu
(ω,x)(r(ω, x)) is the open ball at (ω, x) with the radius r(ω, x) on the immersed

manifold W u
(ω,x). The definition of measurable partition which is subordinated to the stable

manifolds is similar.

Using Pesin’s block, Lusin’s theorem and properties of invariant manifolds, we can obtain
following claims. Since the argument is standard in smooth ergodic theory, the proof will
be omitted. The reader can refer to [27, Chapter IV] and [6] for the details.

Claim 3.6 (Local properties). Recall that Γ is a µ-full measure subset of Ω×M defined
as Proposition 3.4. Then there exists a positive µ-measure compact subset Γ1 ⊂ Γ such
that for any τ 6= τ ′ ∈ {u, s}, for all r > 0, there is a sufficiently small positive constant
ǫ = ǫ(r) and a point (ω̌, x̌) ∈ Γ1 such that

L(r) := Γ1 ∩
(
B(ω̌, ǫ)× B(x̌, ǫ)

)

with following properties

(1) µ(L(r)) > 0;
(2) for any (ω, x) ∈ L(r), there is a C1+Lip map gτ(ω,x) : Eτ

(ω̌,x̌)(r) → Eτ ′

(ω̌,x̌)(r) with

Lip(g(ω,x)) 6 1 such that the connected component of W τ
(ω,x),δ ∩ B(x̌, ǫ) containing

x coincides with expx̌(graph gτ(ω,x));

(3) (ω, x) 7→ gτ(ω,x) varies continuously in the uniform norm on C(Eτ
(ω̌,x̌)(r), E

τ ′

(ω̌,x̌)(r)) as

(ω, x) varies in L(r), where C(X, Y ) is collections of the continuous maps from X to
Y with compact metric spaces X, Y ;

(4) for any (ω, x) ∈ L(r), submanifold graph gτ(ω,x) is transverse to the family of manifolds

{graph gτ
′

(ω,y)}(ω,y)∈L(r).

Claim 3.7 (Subordinated partitions). For any τ ∈ {u, s}, define τ -random stack as

Sτ (r) :=
⋃

(ω,x)∈L(r)

{ω} × expx̌(graph gτ(ω,x))(3.5)

which is a positive µ-measure subset of Ω×M , and measurable partition as

ξτ (r) := {ω × expx̌(graph gτ(ω,x)) : (ω, x) ∈ L(r)} ∪ {Ω×M \ Sτ (r)}.

Then there exists r1 > 0 such that ηs :=
∨+∞

i=0 Φ−iξs(r1) ∨̟ and ηu :=
∨+∞

i=0 Φiξu(r1) ∨̟
are two measurable partitions of (Ω×M,F ⊗BM , µ), where ̟ = {ω×M : ω ∈ Ω}, which
satisfy that

(a) ̟ ≺ ηs ≺ Φ1ηs and
∨

n∈NΦnηs = εΩ×M ;
(b) ̟ ≺ ηu ≺ Φ−1ηu and

∨
n∈NΦ−nηu = εΩ×M ;

(c) ηu and ηs are subordinated to the unstable and stable manifolds, respectively.

Finally, we are going to state the main result (Proposition 3.9) in this section. Despite
there is a similar result in [25, Theorem C] for i.i.d. RDS as Proposition 3.9, we are dealing
with general RDSs. For sake of convenience, we introduce two simplified notations:
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• given a measurable partition η of (Ω×M,F ⊗BM , µ) with η ≻ ̟, for any ω ∈ Ω
denote ηω as projection measurable partition on M , i.e.

ηω = {A ∈ BM : {ω} × A ∈ η};(3.6)

• given a Borel measurable subset B of Ω×M , for any ω ∈ Ω denote Bω as projection
set, i.e.

Bω = {x ∈ M : (ω, x) ∈ B}.(3.7)

Definition 3.8. An ergodic measure µ of RDS ϕ is called a SRB measure if for any
measurable partition η which is subordinated to the stable manifolds of (ϕ, µ), one has
that

(µω)
ηω

x ≪ vols(ω,x)

for µ-a.s. (ω, x) ∈ Ω × M , where {(µω)
ηω

x }x∈M is the disintegration of µω with respect
to ηω, and vols(ω,x) is the volume measure on W s

(ω,x) induced by its inherited Riemannian
metric as a submanifold of M .

Proposition 3.9. Assume that (ϕ, µ) is a measure-preserving RDS on M over a metric
system (Ω,F ,P, (θn)n∈Z) satisfying (A1)-(A6). If µ is a SRB measure, then (ϕ, µ) is a
K-system.

Proof. Let ηs and ηu be two measurable partitions defined as Claim 3.7. Due to the
properties in Claim 3.6 and SRB property of µ, it is easy to see that there exists a positive
µ-measure compact subset L1 of L(r1) and r2 > 0 such that for every (ω, x) ∈ L1

(H1) for any τ ∈ {s, u} one has that Bτ
(ω,x)(r2) ⊂ ητ (ω, x), where Bτ

(ω,x)(r2) is the open

ball at (ω, x) with the radius r2 on the immersed manifold W τ
(ω,x);

(H2) (µω)
ηωs
x (Bs

(ω,x)(r2)) > 0.

According to the absolutely continuous theorem (see [27, Chapter III §5]) and (H1)-(H2),
there exists a positive µ-measure subset L2 of L1 such that for any (ω, x) ∈ L2 there is a
positive µω-measure subset B(ω,x) of

⋃
y∈ηωs (x) η

ω
u (y). Therefore, for every (ω, x) ∈ L2 one

has that µω

(
(ηu ∧ ηs)

ω(x)
)
> 0 by using the fact

ηs ∧ ηu(ω, x) ⊃
⋃

y∈ηωs (x)

{ω} × ηωu (y).

Recall that Pµ is the Pinsker partition of measure-preserving RDS (ϕ, µ). By Proposi-
tion 2.10, one has that

Pµ ≺
∧

n∈N

Φ−nηs and Pµ ≺
∧

n∈N

Φnηu,

which implies that Pµ ≺ ηs ∧ ηu, Therefore, for any (ω, x) ∈ L2 one has that

µω

(
Pω

µ (x)
)
> 0.

By the invariance of Pµ and ergodicity of the measure µ, we have that µω

(
Pω

µ (x)
)
> 0

for µ-a.s. (ω, x) ∈ Ω ×M . Therefore, the projective partition Pω
µ has at most countable

positive µω-measure element element for P-a.s. ω ∈ Ω. According to [32, Corollary 4.30],
there exists a finite Borel measurable partition γ = {A1, . . . , Am} of Ω×M such that

Φj−1(A1) = Aj for any j = 1, . . . , m and γ ∨̟ = Pµ.
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Since (ϕ, µ) is totally ergodic and Φm(A1) = A1, we have that A1 = · · · = Am = Ω ×M
(mod µ). Therefore, (ϕ, µ) is a K-system.

�

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we will mainly verify the invertible extension of Lagrangian flow is a
K-system by borrowing Proposition 3.9. Combining this property and Lemma 4.6, we
prove that the Lagrangian flow has observable full-horseshoes.

4.1. Totally ergodic property. In this subsection, we mainly explain that the time-1
map of Lagrangian flow induces a totally ergodic discrete RDS. Recall that (Ω,F ,P) is
the infinite-dimensional Wiener space which is defined as (1.3). Now, we define Wiener
shift (θt)t∈R+

on it as

θt(ω) = (ωk(t+ ·)− ωk(t))k∈Z2
0
,(4.1)

where Z2
0 = {n ∈ Z2 : n 6= (0, 0)}. Following the classical argument of Bernoulli system

being ergodic (for example, see [10, Proposition 2.15]), the reader can prove that the
Wiener measure P is (θτt)t∈R+

-ergodic for any τ > 0. In the following, we use (ut)t∈R+
and

(ϕt)t∈R+
to represent the velocity flow generated by Equation (1.1) and the Lagrangian

flow generated by Equation (1.2), respectively.

Lemma 4.1. Recall that µ is the unique stationary measure of velocity flow defined in
Proposition 1.1. Then ut : Ω ×H → H is a continuous RDS on H over the metric system
(Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈R+

) and P× µ is an invariant measure of RDS (ut)t∈R+
. Furthermore, ϕt is

a C2 RDS on T2 over the metric system (Ω×H,F ⊗ BH,P× µ, (θt × ut)t∈R+
).

Proof. According to the argument in [20, Chapter 2.4.4], we know that (ut)t>0 is a con-
tinuous RDS on H over the metric system (Ω,F ,P, (θt)t∈R+

). By that and [1, Theorem
2.1.7], one has that P×µ is an invariant measure of RDS (ut)t∈R+

. Since ϕt is the solution
of a random ordinary differential equation of (1.1) , (ϕt)t∈R+

is a C2 RDS on T2 over the
metric system (Ω×H,F ⊗ BH,P× µ, (θt × ut)t∈R+

) by [1, Theorem 2.2.2]. �

Denote (Ut)t∈R+
and (Φt)t∈R+

as the measurable maps generated by (ut)t∈R+
and (ut, ϕt)t∈R+

as (2.1). Letting vol be the volume measure on T2, then we have following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. For any m ∈ N, (Ω×H×T2,P×µ× vol, (Unm)n∈Z+
) is an ergodic measure-

preserving dynamical system. Particularly, the time-1 map of RDS (ϕ,P×µ×vol) generates
a totally ergodic measure-preserving RDS (ϕ(1),P× µ× vol) on T2 over the metric system
(Ω×H,P× µ, (Φn)n∈Z+

) as

ϕ(1) : Z+ × Ω×H× T2 → T2, (n, (ω, u), x) 7→ ϕn(ω, u)x.

.

Proof. Denote (Pt)t∈R+
as the Markov semigroup generated by (ut, ϕt)t∈R+

. According to
the weak irreducibility (see [3, Lemma 7.3]) and strong Feller property of (Pt)t∈R+

, one has
that µ × vol is also unique stationary measure for Markov semigroup (Pmn)n∈Z+

for any
m ∈ N by [31, Corollary 3.17]. Therefore, (Ω×H× T2,P× µ× vol, (Unm)n∈Z+

) is ergodic
by combining [9, Theorem 3.2.6] and [1, Theorem 2.1.7]. �
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4.2. Integrable conditions for Lagrangian flow. In this subsection, we mainly verify
the integral condition (3.1) for the Lagrangian flow. Firstly, we give two useful lemmas.

Lemma 4.3. Let f ∈ H
s(T2;R2) with s > 3. Then f ∈ C2(T2;R2) and

|f |C2 .s ‖f‖Hs,

where a .s b means that there exists a constant C > 0 only depending on s such that
a 6 Cb.

This lemma follows from the classical Sobolev embedding theorem. The reader can refer
to [29, Theorem 3.13] for a simple case.

Lemma 4.4 ([20, Exercise 2.5.4]). Recall that (ut)t∈R+
is the velocity flow generated by

Equation (1.1), and µ is the unique stationary measure of the velocity flow (ut)t∈R+
. Then

∫

H

‖u‖Hsdµ < +∞.

Proposition 4.5. Recall that (ϕt)t∈R+
be the Lagrangian flow generated by Equation (1.1).

Then ∫

Ω×H

(
log+ ‖ϕ1(ω, u)‖C2 + log+ ‖ϕ1(ω, u)

−1‖C2

)
d(P× µ) < ∞.(4.2)

Proof. Firstly, recall a uniform estimation from [3, Proposition A.3] with a special case:
for any u ∈ H one has that

∫

Ω

sup
t∈[0,1]

‖ut(ω, u)‖HsdP .s 1 + ‖u‖Hs.(4.3)

By utilizing Lemma 4.3, we have that
∫

Ω

sup
t∈[0,1]

|ut(ω, u)|C2dP .s 1 + ‖u‖Hs.(4.4)

According to (1.1), for any x ∈ T2 and any t > 0 one has that

ϕt(ω, u)x = x+

∫ t

0

uτ(ω, u)(ϕτ(ω, u)x)dτ(4.5)

holds for P× µ-a.s. (ω, u) ∈ Ω×H. Then, for any i ∈ {1, 2} one has that

|∂iϕ1(ω, u)x| 6 1 +

∫ 1

0

‖dϕt(ω,u)xut(ω, u)‖ · |∂iϕt(ω, u)x|dt.(4.6)

By using Gronwal’s inequality, it is clear that |∂iϕ1(ω, u)x| 6 exp(
∫ 1

0
‖dϕt(ω,u)xut(ω, u)‖dt).

It follows that
∫

Ω

log+ ‖dϕ1(ω, u)‖dP 6

∫

Ω

∫ 1

0

sup
x∈T2

‖dϕt(ω,u)xut(ω, u)‖dtdP

(4.4)

. s 1 + ‖u‖Hs.
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Taking twice differential of (4.5) with respect to space parameter, for any i, j ∈ {1, 2} one
has that

|∂ijϕ1(ω, u)| .

∫ 1

0

‖ut(ω, u)‖C2

(
|∂iϕt(ω, u)x| · |∂jϕt(ω, u)x|+ |∂ijϕt(ω, u)x|

)
dt

. sup
t∈[0,1]

‖ut(ω, u)‖C2 exp 2(

∫ 1

0

‖dϕt(ω,u)xut(ω, u)‖dt)

+ sup
t∈[0,1]

‖ut(ω, u)‖C2

∫ 1

0

|∂ijϕt(ω, u)x|dt.

By a similar argument as above, we have
∫

Ω

log+ |d2ϕ1(ω, u)|dP .

∫

Ω

log
(

sup
t∈[0,1]

‖ut(ω, u)‖C2 + 1
)
+ 3 sup

t∈[0,1]

‖ut(ω, u)‖C2dP

.s 1 + ‖u‖Hs.

Therefore, together with Lemma 4.4 we have
∫
Ω×H

log+ |ϕ1(ω, x)|C2d(P×µ) < +∞. Finally,
applying the equality

ϕt(ω, u)
−1x = x−

∫ t

0

uτ (ω, u)(ϕτ(ω, u)ϕ
−1
t (ω, u)x)dτ

for t > 0 with above similar argument, we can obtain that
∫

Ω×H

log+ |ϕ1(ω, x)
−1|C2d(P× µ) < +∞,

which implies the above proposition. �

4.3. Observable full-horseshoes. To complete the proof of Theorem 1.2, we recall a
lemma to ensure existence of the full-horseshoes which is from our previous work [17].
Although there is a no formal result in [17] as following lemma, the reader can begin with
[17, Lemma 4.5] to obtain following lemma by using analogous arguments in [17, Theorem
4.4 and Theorem 5.4].

Lemma 4.6. Let (ϕ, µ) be an ergodic continuous2 two-side measure-preserving RDS on a
compact metric space M over a metric system (Ω,F ,P, (θn)n∈Z). If hµ(ϕ) > 0, then for
any two disjoint non-empty closed balls {U1, U2} of M with

µ×Pµ
µ
(
(Ω× U1)× (Ω× U2)

)
> 0,

ϕ has full-horseshoes on {U1, U2}, where Pµ is the Pinsker σ partition of measure-preserving
RDS (ϕ, µ) and µ×Pµ

µ is the relative independent joining (see [14, Chapter 6]).

After completing all the preparatory work, we begin to give the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let

π̂ : (Ω̂, P̂, (θ̂n)n∈Z) → (Ω×H,P× µ, (Un)n∈Z+
)

2Here, ϕ being a continuous RDS means that ϕ1(ω) is a continuous map on M for P-a.s. ω ∈ Ω.
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be the invertible extension system defined as (3.2), where (Un)n∈Z+
is the measurable

maps generated by (ut)t∈R+
as (2.1), and let (ϕ̂, µ̂) be the invertible extension of measure-

preserving RDS (ϕ(1),P× µ× vol) on T2 over the metric system (Ω×H,P× µ, (Un)n∈Z+
)

(see (3.3) for details). It is clear to see that if RDS ϕ̂ has observable full-horseshoes, then
RDS ϕ has observable RDS. Therefore we only need to prove that RDS ϕ̂ has observable
RDS.

Firstly, we verify that (ϕ̂, µ̂) is a K-system. By Proposition 4.5 and integral changing
formula, one has that

∫

Ω̂

(
log+ ‖ϕ1(ω̂)‖C2 + log+ ‖ϕ1(ω̂)

−1‖C2

)
dP̂(ω̂) < +∞.

By [3, Theorem 1.6], we know that (ϕ(1),P × µ × vol) has positive Lyapunov exponents.
Combining Lemma 4.2, Proposition 3.3 and Remark 3.2, it is clear to see that (ϕ̂, µ̂)
satisfies the all assumptions in Proposition 3.9. Hence that the measure-preserving RDS
(ϕ̂, µ̂) is a K-system. It follows that

µ̂×Pµ
µ̂ =

∫

Ω̂

µ̂ω̂ × µ̂ω̂dP̂(ω̂),(4.7)

where µ̂ =
∫
Ω̂
µ̂ω̂dP is the disintegration of the measure µ̂ with respect to measurable

partition ̟̂ = {ω̂ × T2 : ω̂ ∈ Ω̂}. Next, we would like to prove following claim.

Claim 4.7. The measure µ̂ is full-support. Particularly, for P̂-a.s. ω̂ ∈ Ω̂, supp(µ̂ω̂) = T2.

Proof. Assume that there exists a positive P̂-measure subset Ω̂1 of Ω̂ such that supp(µ̂ω̂) 6=

T2 for any ω̂ ∈ Ω̂1. By [1, Proposition 1.6.11] and ergodicity of P̂, one has that P̂(Ω̂1) = 1.

Then there exists a random open set Û on (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂) satisfying µ̂(Û) = 0 (see [1, Chapter

1.6]), where random open set Û means that

(1) Û is Borel measurable subset of Ω̂× T2;

(2) Û(ω̂) := {x ∈ T2 : (ω, x) ∈ Û} is an open subset of T2 for P̂-a.s. ω̂ ∈ Ω̂.

By [17, Lemma 4.3], there exists a measurable map

π̌ : (Ω×H,F ⊗ FH,P× µ) → (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂)

such that π̂ ◦ π̌(ω, u) = (ω, u) for P × µ-a.s. (ω, u) ∈ Ω × T2. Therefore, there exists a

random open set U on (Ω× H,F ⊗ FH,P× µ) satisfying that U(ω, u) = Û
(
π̌(ω, u))

)
for

P× µ-a.s. (ω, u) ∈ Ω×H. Then one has that

0 = µ̂(Û) = P× µ× vol(U)(By (π̂ × IdT2)∗µ̂ = P× µ× vol)

=

∫

Ω×H

vol(U(ω, u))d(P× µ) > 0,

which is contradictory. �

Finally, applying (4.7) and Claim 4.7, one has that for any two disjoint non-empty closed
balls {U1, U2} of T2,

µ̂×Pµ̂
µ̂
(
(Ω̂× U1)× (Ω̂× U2)

)
=

∫

Ω̂

µ̂ω̂(U1)µ̂ω̂(U2)dP̂(ω̂) > 0.
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By Lemma 4.6, we know that the RDS ϕ̂ has full-horseshoes on {U1, U2}. Hence that ϕ̂
has observable full-horseshoes. This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.2. �

Through the proof, one can obtain following abstract result (Proposition 4.8) to ensure
the existence of the observable full-horseshoes for RDS. It is notable that this result is even
new when the RDS degenerates a deterministic dynamical system. Deterministic systems
under powerful assumptions of Proposition 4.8 have horseshoes (see [18]), but we can’t get
precise information about the locations of horseshoes. The shining point of our result is
that it gives a kind of observable version of chaotic structure (full-horseshoe).

Proposition 4.8. Let (ϕ, µ) be an ergodic two-side C2 measure-preserving RDS on a closed
Riemannian manifold M over a metric system (Ω,F ,P, (θn)n∈Z) satisfying (3.1). If µ is
hyperbolic, SRB, totally ergodic and full-support, then ϕ has observable full-horseshoes.
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