
ROBUSTLY NON-CONVEX HYPERSURFACES IN CONTACT MANIFOLDS

JULIAN CHAIDEZ

Abstract. We construct the first examples of hypersurfaces in any contact manifold of dimension
5 and larger that cannot be 𝐶2-approximated by convex hypersurfaces. This contrasts sharply with
the foundational result of Giroux in dimension 3 and the work of Honda-Huang in the 𝐶0 setting.
The main technical step is the construction of a Bonatti-Diaz type blender in the contact setting.

1. Introduction

A hypersurface Σ in a contact manifold p𝑌, 𝜉q is convex if there is a contact vector-field 𝑉 that
is transverse to Σ. Convex surface theory was first introduced by Giroux [34], and has since
proven to be a deep and powerful tool for the study of contact 3-manifolds. Applications include
classifications of contact structures [24,33,39,40,44,48,56,59] and Legendrians [19,28,30,43]; the
construction of 3-manifolds with no tight contact structures [26] and tight, non-fillable contact
structures [27]; and finiteness results for tight contact structures [22, 23]. There have also been
many fruitful interactions with Floer homology [2–4,21, 29, 45]

Recently, the study of higher dimensional convex surface theory was initiated by Honda-
Huang [41, 42] and Breen-Honda-Huang [14], who have systematically generalized many of the
foundational results of Giroux to dimensions larger than three. One such result is the following.

Theorem 1 (Giroux). Any closed surface Σ in a contact manifold p𝑌, 𝜉q in dimension 3 can be 𝐶8-
approximated by a convex surface Σ1.

In [42], Honda-Huang proved the following version of Theorem 1 in any dimension.

Theorem 2 (Honda-Huang). Any closed hypersurface Σ in a contact manifold p𝑌, 𝜉q can be 𝐶0-
approximated by a Weinstein convex hypersurface.

Any convex surface Σ naturally divides into two ideal Liouville manifolds meeting along their
boundary, and Σ is called Weinstein if these Liouville manifolds are Weinstein.

Theorem 2 is both stronger than Theorem 1 due to the Weinstein condition, but also weaker
since it only provides 𝐶0-approximations. Indeed, Honda-Huang noted in [42] that the precise
analogue of Giroux’s theorem was left unresolved by their work.

Question 3. [42, Rmk 1.2.4] or [53, Problem 2.1]. Can any closed hypersurface Σ in a contact
manifold p𝑌, 𝜉q be 𝐶8-approximated by a convex hypersurface?

Remark 4. A counter-example to Question 3 was previously proposed by Mori [49, 50] but was
later proven to be 𝐶8-approximable by Weinstein convex hypersurfaces by Breen [12, Cor 1.8].
A different candidate counter-example (with boundary) remains unverified [12, Rmk 1.9].

The purpose of this paper is to resolve Question 3 negatively by proving the following theorem.

Theorem 5 (Main Theorem). For any 𝑛 ě 2, there is a closed hypersurface Σ in standard contact R2𝑛`1

(and thus in any contact p2𝑛 ` 1q-manifold) that cannot be 𝐶2-approximated by convex hypersurfaces.

The main idea of the proof is to use a dynamical property, namely topological mixing, as an
obstruction to convexity. Specifically, we adapt a blender construction pioneered by Bonatti-
Diaz [7, 10] to construct contactomorphisms that are 𝐶1-robustly topologically mixing. We will
then use suspension and embedding constructions to produce hypersurfaces in R2𝑛`1 with 𝐶2-
robustly mixing characteristic foliations. The characteristic foliation of a convex surface cannot
be topologically mixing by an elementary argument, so this will prove Theorem 5.
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1.1. Characteristic Foliations. Let us briefly recall some dynamical aspects of the structure of
hypersurfaces in contact manifolds, before discussing the key results in our proof.

Let Σ be any hypersurface in a contact manifold p𝑌, 𝜉q. Recall that the characteristic foliation Σ𝜉

of Σ is the (generally singular) oriented, 1-dimensional foliation given by

Σ𝜉 “ p𝑇Σ X 𝜉q𝜔 Ă 𝑇Σ

Here𝑉𝜔 denotes the symplectic perpendicular of a subspace of 𝜉 with respect to the (conformal)
symplectic structure on 𝜉. A characteristic vector-field𝑍 ofΣ is a vector-field onΣ that is everywhere
(oriented) tangent to Σ𝜉.

Any convex surface can be divided into two regions that act as a source and a sink for the flow
of any characteristic vector-field for the characteristic foliation.

Definition 1.1 (Dividing Set). Let Σ be a convex surface in a contact manifold p𝑌, 𝜉q with trans-
verse contact vector-field 𝑉 . The dividing set Γ with respect to 𝑉 is given by

Γ “ 𝐻´1p0q X Σ where 𝐻 “ 𝛼p𝑉q for any contact form 𝛼 for 𝜉

The dividing set Γ is the intersection of the negative region Σ´ and positive region Σ` given by the
inverse images 𝐻´1p´8, 0s X Σ and 𝐻´1r0,8q X Σ respectively.

The dividing set Γ is always a transversely cutout hypersurface in Σ with a natural contact
structure 𝑇Γ X 𝜉 [42]. The two regions Σ` and Σ´ are ideal Liouville domains with Liouville
forms given by the restriction of 𝛼, and the characteristic foliation is given by the span of the
corresponding Liouville vector-field. Thus Σ is equipped with a folded symplectic structure
[13, 36]. Moreover, this structure is independent of the choices of 𝑉 and 𝛼 up to isotopy, and is
thus canonical up to deformation.

Figure 1. A convex surface with dividing set and characteristic foliation.

The characteristic foliation Σ𝜉 of a convex surface Σ is always transverse to the dividing set Γ,
pointing out of Σ` and into Σ´, and this has some significant implications for the dynamics. For
example, we recall the following definition.

Definition 6 (Topological Mixing). A smooth flow Φ : R ˆ Σ Ñ Σ is topologically mixing if, for
any two non-empty open subsets𝑈,𝑉 Ă Σ, there is a time 𝑇 such that

Φ𝑡p𝑈q X𝑉 ‰ H for all 𝑡 ą 𝑇

We adopt the analogous definition for a diffeomorphism Φ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 of a manifold 𝑌.

Lemma 7. Let Σ Ă p𝑌, 𝜉q be a closed convex surface and let 𝑍 be a vector-field that is oriented tangent
to Σ𝜉. Then 𝑍 is not topologically mixing.
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Proof. Choose a dividing set Γ on Σ and a pair of disjoint open subsets 𝑈 and 𝑉 of Γ. Let Φ be
the flow of a characteristic vector-field 𝑍 and consider the open subsets

ΦpR ˆ𝑈q and ΦpR ˆ𝑉q

Any trajectory of the characteristic foliation Σ𝜉 intersects Γ at most once, so these sets are
embedded and disjoint. In particular, if we take the open sets

𝐴 “ Φpp´𝜖, 𝜖q ˆ𝑈q and 𝐵 “ Φpp´𝜖, 𝜖q ˆ 𝐵q

Then Φ𝑡p𝐴q X 𝐵 “ H for all 𝑡. Therefore Φ is not topologically mixing. □

This is the only dynamical property of convex surfaces that we will need for the rest of the
paper. Our goal (in view of Lemma 7) is now to construct examples of hypersurfaces that are
robustly topologically mixing in the following sense.

Definition 8. A smooth flow Φ : R ˆ Σ Ñ Σ is robustly mixing if there is a 𝐶1-open set

U Ă FlowpΣq with Φ P U

such that any Ψ P U is topologically mixing. We adopt the analogous definition for a diffeomor-
phism Φ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 of a manifold 𝑌.

1.2. Suspension. The first step towards this goal is to reduce the problem to a question about
contactomorphisms. Fix a contact manifold p𝑌, 𝜉q and a contactomorphism

Φ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌

We may take the suspension (or mapping torus) to get an even dimensional space

ΣpΦq “ r0, 1s𝑠 ˆ 𝑌{ „ with a hyperplane field 𝜂 “ spanpB𝑠q ‘ 𝜉

The hyperplane field 𝜂 is an example of an even contact structure, and so ΣpΦq has the structure
of a contact Hamiltonian manifold (also referred to as an even contact manifold [5]). Any such
space has a natural characteristic foliation, which in this case is given by

ΣpΦq𝜉 “ spanpB𝑠q

In particular, the flow of the characteristic foliation is simply the suspension flow of the contac-
tomorphism Φ. One may also take the contactization

R𝑠 ˆ ΣpΦq

such that the characteristic foliation on 0 ˆ ΣpΦq (as a hypersurface within the contactization)
agrees with the intrinsic characteristic foliation ΣpΦq𝜉.

Figure 2. The suspension of a half rotation of the circle 𝑌 “ 𝑆1.

As an example, we have depicted the suspensionΣpΦq of a half rotationΦ : 𝑆1 Ñ 𝑆1 of the circle
in Figure 2. This is an example of a contactomorphism that gives rise to a non-convex surface in
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the contactization of its suspension. It is a nice exercise for the reader to find a perturbation of
this foliation that satisfies Giroux’s convexity criterion [12, 34].

In Section 2, we will discuss contact Hamiltonian manifolds and the suspension construction
in detail. As an elementary application of this construction, we will prove the following result.

Theorem 9 (Proposition 2.17). Let Φ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 be a robustly mixing contactomorphism. Then ΣpΦq has
a 𝐶2-neighborhood U , in the space of hypersurfaces in its contactization, that contains no convex surfaces.

1.3. Robustly Mixing Contactomorphisms And Blenders. The next step in our proof is the
constructing of examples of robustly mixing contactomorphisms. This is the subject of our most
difficult theorem.

Theorem 10 (Theorem 6.1). Let p𝑌, 𝜉q be a closed contact manifold admitting an Anosov Reeb flow Φ

with 𝐶8 stable and unstable foliations. Then the open set of robustly mixing contactomorphisms

ContRMp𝑌, 𝜉q Ă Contp𝑌, 𝜉q

is non-empty. More precisely, if 𝑇 is a (non-zero) multiple of the period of a closed Reeb orbit of Φ, then
Φ𝑇 is in the 𝐶8-closure of the set of robustly mixing contactomorphisms.

Before discussing the proof, we briefly note that there are examples where Theorem 10 applies.

Example 1.2. Let 𝑋 be a closed 𝑛-manifold with a hyperbolic metric 𝑔. Then the geodesic flow

Φ : R ˆ 𝑆𝑋 Ñ 𝑆𝑋

on the unit cosphere bundle 𝑆𝑋 is Anosov with smooth stable and unstable foliations. These
foliations are precisely the quotients of the foliations by the positive and negative unit conormal
bundles of the horospheres in H𝑛 , respectively. Specific constructions of closed hyperbolic
manifolds in any dimension 2 or greater can be found in [11, 35, 47].

Theorem 10 is an adaptation of a seminal theorem of Bonatti-Diaz [7, Thm A] to the contact
setting, and our main task is to adapt their construction of a certain dynamical structure called
a blender. Roughly speaking, a blender is a robust, horseshoe-type structure that forces certain
invariant manifolds to be larger than expected. We will give a precise discussion of blenders,
along with some background from partially hyperbolic dynamics, in Section 3.

Since their introduction in [7], blenders have become an essential tool in the study of robust
and generic properties of smooth dynamical systems. We refer the reader to [6,10] for a survey on
this topic and [8,9,46,52] for just a few examples of their applications. Although constructions of
blenders in the symplectic setting have appeared previously (c.f. Nassiri-Pujals [52]), this work is
(to our knowledge) the first application of this fundamental dynamical tool to an open problem
in symplectic topology.

Our construction of a contact blender will occupy the majority of this paper. The original
construction of Bonatti-Diaz [7] does not work without some modifications, and it is quite
delicate in certain places, so we have carefully reworked it. We have also included many details
that did not appear in [7]. We hope that these details will make this paper more accessible to
non-experts in dynamics, e.g. readers with a background primarily in contact topology.

Remark 1.3. The hypothesis that the Anosov Reeb flow has 𝐶8 stable and unstable foliation is
not present in [7, Thm A] and is quite restrictive. In our proof, we will use it in an essential way
to prove one of the axioms of a blender (see Definition 3.22 and Section 5.3). However, we view
it as a purely technical hypothesis that can likely be eliminated with more careful analysis.
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Figure 3. A cartoon of the blender appearing in [7] and in this paper, created by
the interaction of trajectories between two fixed points (in black). The blue shapes
are time evolving balls starting in the green blender box (see Definition 3.22)

1.4. Non-Convex Hypersurfaces. We are now ready to combine the results discussed thus far
to prove the main theorem. Already, we can use Lemma 7, Theorems 9-10 and Example 1.2 to
immediately acquire a specific case of our main theorem.

Theorem 11. The cosphere bundle 𝑆𝑋 of a closed hyperbolic manifold 𝑋 has a contactomorphism Φ :
𝑋 Ñ 𝑋 such that the suspension

ΣpΦq Ă R ˆ ΣpΦq

cannot be 𝐶2-approximated by a convex hypersurface.

In order to enhance this result to acquire the more general Theorem 5, we apply two difficult
theorems. First, we have the following theorem of Sullivan.

Theorem 12. [55] Every closed hyperbolic manifold𝑊 has a finite cover 𝑋 that is stably parallelizable.

We also have the following existence theorem for Legendrian embeddings. This follows from the
h-principle of Murphy [51], although this case follows from the earlier h-principle of Gromov.

Theorem 13. [51] Any closed, stably parallelizable manifold𝑋 has a Legendrian embedding𝑋 Ñ R2𝑛`1.

Finally, we need the following lemma that will be proven in Section 2.

Lemma 14 (Lemma 2.20). Let Λ Ă p𝑌, 𝜉q be a closed Legendrian and let Φ : 𝑆Λ Ñ 𝑆Λ be a positive
contactomorphism of the cosphere bundle 𝑆Λ. Then there exists a contact embedding

p´𝜖, 𝜖q ˆ ΣpΦq Ñ p𝑌, 𝜉q for small 𝜖

Theorem 15. There is a closed, embedded hypersurface Σ Ă R2𝑛`1 for any 𝑛 ě 2 that cannot be
𝐶2-approximated by convex hypersurfaces.

Proof. Take a stably parallelizable closed hyperbolic manifold 𝑋 (via Theorem 12 and Example
1.2) with a Legendrian embedding 𝑋 Ñ R2𝑛`1 (via Theorem 13). By Theorem 6.1, there is a
robustly mixing contactomorphism

Φ : 𝑆𝑋 Ñ 𝑆𝑋

that is 𝐶8-close to the time𝑇 Reeb flow, where𝑇 is the period of a closed Reeb orbit. In particular,
Φ is the time 1 map of a positive contact Hamiltonian. By Lemma 14, there is a contact embedding
𝑈 Ñ R2𝑛`1 of a neighborhood 𝑈 Ă R ˆ ΣpΦq of the suspension ΣpΦq in its contactization. By
Theorem 9, ΣpΦq cannot be 𝐶2-approximated by a convex surface. □
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Every contact manifold contains a contact Darboux ball, so this also proves the general case.

1.5. Open Problems. This work raises many interesting questions at the interface of contact
topology and dynamics. We conclude this section with a discussion of just a few of these
problems, starting with the following terminology.

Definition 16 (Robust Non-Convexity). A hypersurface Σ in a contact manifold is robustly non-
convex if there is a 𝐶2-neighborhood U in the space of embedded hypersurfaces such that

Σ1 is not convex for any Σ1 P U

Similarly, a contactomorphism Φ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 is called robustly non-convex if the suspension ΣpΦq is.

Theorem 5 states that robustly non-convex hypersurfaces exist in any contact manifold of
dimension five and higher. It is thus natural to ask about the diversity of such hypersurfaces.

Question 17. Is every smoothly embedded hypersurface Σ Ñ 𝑌 in a contact manifold p𝑌, 𝜉q

isotopic to a robustly non-convex one in dimensions 5 and higher?

Our proof of Theorem 5 relies heavily on techniques from partially hyperbolic dynamics. On
the other hand, some spaces are known to have no partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms. For
example, we have the following result of Burago-Ivanov.

Theorem 18. [15] The 3-sphere 𝑆3 does not admit any partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms.

On the other hand, a result of Bonnati-Diaz-Pujals [9, Thm 2] states that any robustly mixing dif-
feomorphism must be partially hyperbolic. Thus 𝑆3 admits no robustly mixing diffeomorphisms.
The following question thus seems natural.

Question 19. Does p𝑆3 , 𝜉stdq admit a robustly non-convex contactomorphism?

Question 20. More generally, is the suspension ΣpId𝑆q of the identity contactomorphism Id𝑆 on
𝑆3 isotopic to a robustly non-convex hypersurface in its contactization?

The result [9, Thm 2] of Bonnati-Diaz-Pujals follows from a 𝐶1-generic dichotomy [9, Thm
1] between partially hyperbolic maps and maps with infinitely many sources and sinks (i.e.
exhibiting the Newhouse phenomenon). On the other hand, the methods of Honda-Huang
[41, 42] for convexifying hypersurfaces involve the introduction of many new critical points to
the characteristic foliation by many small 𝐶0-perturbations. This motivates our final question.

Question 21. Let Σ be a hypersurface in a contact manifold that is not partially hyperbolic. Does
Σ then admit a 𝐶𝑘-approximation by convex hypersurfaces for some 𝑘 ě 1?

Outline. This concludes the introduction (Section 1) of this paper. In Section 2, we will discuss
contact Hamiltonian manifolds (also known as even contact manifolds) and the suspension
construction. In Section 3, we will review the necessary background from the theory of partially
hyperbolic diffeomorphisms and blenders. In Sections 4 and 5 we will undertake the construction
of our contact blender, following Bonatti-Diaz [7]. Finally, we prove Theorem 10 in Section 6.

Acknowledgements. Question 3 was posed at the workshop Higher-Dimensional Contact Topol-
ogy at the American Institute of Mathematics in April 2024. We thank the organizers Roger
Casals, Yakov Eliashberg, Ko Honda, and Gordana Matic and the AIM staff for a fruitul week.

We also thank the members of the conformal symplectic structures breakout room (Mélanie
Bertelson, Kai Celiebak, Fabio Gironella, Pacôme Van Overschelde, Kevin Sackel and Lisa
Traynor) for our discussion of this problem, including a very helpful overview of even con-
tact structures and the suspension construction.
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2. Contact Hamiltonian Manifolds

In this brief section, we discuss the theory of contact Hamiltonian manifolds, which are also
called even contact manifolds in the terminology of Bertelson-Meigniez [5].

This theory has satisfying parallels with the theory of (stable) Hamiltonian manifolds [17, 20,
58], which motivates our preferred nomenclature. We freely use these two terms as synonyms.

2.1. Fundamentals. We start with the basic facts, which mirror the stable Hamiltonian case.

Definition 2.1. A contact Hamiltonian manifold pΣ, 𝜂q is a 2𝑛-manifold Σ equipped with a coori-
entable, maximally non-integrable, plane distribution of codimension one

𝜂 Ă 𝑇Σ

Equivalently, 𝜂 is the kernel of a contact Hamiltonian form 𝜈 with 𝜈 ^ 𝑑𝜈𝑛´1 is nowhere vanishing.

Example 2.2 (Product). Let p𝑌, 𝜉q be a contact manifold. Then the manifolds

R ˆ 𝑌 and R{Z ˆ 𝑌

are contact Hamiltonian manifolds with distribution 𝜂 “ B𝑡 ‘ 𝜉, where 𝑡 is the R-coordinate.

Every contact Hamiltonian manifold has a natural line distribution (or equivalently, foliation).

Definition 2.3. The characteristic foliation Σ𝜂 of a contact Hamiltonian manifold pΣ, 𝜂q is given by

Σ𝜂 “ kerp𝑑𝜈|𝜂q Ă 𝑇Σ for any contact Hamiltonian form 𝜈 for 𝜂

A characteristic vector-field 𝑍 is a section of Σ𝜉 and a framing form 𝜃 is a 1-form whose restriction
to Σ𝜉 is nowhere vanishing. A framing form determines a characteristic vector-field by

(2.1) 𝜈p𝑍q “ 0 p𝜄𝑍𝑑𝜈q|𝜂 “ 0 and 𝜃p𝑍q “ 1

Lemma 2.4. Any characteristic vector-field 𝑍 on a contact Hamiltonian manifold pΣ, 𝜂q preserves 𝜂.

Proof. Let Φ be the flow of 𝑍. Note that 𝜄𝑍𝑑𝜈 “ 𝑓 𝜈 for some smooth 𝑓 since p𝜄𝑍𝑑𝜈q|𝜂 “ 0. Thus

L𝑍𝜈 “ 𝑑p𝜄𝑍𝜈q ` 𝜄𝑍𝑑𝜈 “ 𝑓 𝜈 and therefore Φ˚
𝑡 𝜈 “ 𝑔𝑡 ¨ 𝜈 □

There are also notions of Reeb and Hamiltonian vector-fields on contact Hamiltonian manifolds,
which generate automorphisms (c.f. [32, Thm 2.3.1]). .

Definition 2.5 (Hamiltonian Vector-fields). The Reeb vector-field 𝑅 of a contact Hamiltonian man-
ifold pΣ, 𝜂q with contact Hamiltonian form 𝜈 and framing 𝜃 is the unique vector-field satisfying

𝜃p𝑅q “ 0 𝜈p𝑅q “ 1 and 𝜄𝑅𝑑𝜈 “ 0

The Hamiltonian vector-field 𝑉𝐻 of a function 𝐻 : Σ Ñ R is the unique vector-field satisfying

𝜃p𝑉𝐻q “ 0 𝜈p𝑉𝐻q “ 𝐻 and 𝜄𝑉𝐻 𝑑𝜈 “ 𝑑𝐻p𝑅q ¨ 𝜈 ´ 𝑑𝐻

Note that the last condition is equivalent to L𝑉𝐻𝜈 “ 𝑑𝐻p𝑅q ¨ 𝜈 given that 𝐻 “ 𝛼p𝑉𝐻q.

2.2. Contact Hamiltonian Hypersurfaces. A natural source of contact Hamiltonian hypersur-
faces are (special) hypersurfaces in contact manifolds.

Definition 2.6. A hypersurface Σ in a contact manifold p𝑌, 𝜉q is contact Hamiltonian called if

𝜉 is transverse to 𝑇Σ

A framing vector-field𝑈 is a vector-field in a neighborhood of Σ such that

𝑈 is transverse to Σ and 𝑈 is tangent to 𝜉

Lemma 2.7. Let Σ be a contact Hamiltonian hypersurface in p𝑌, 𝜉q with framing vector-field𝑈 . Then

pΣ, 𝜉 X 𝑇Σq is contact Hamiltonian with framing form 𝜃 “ 𝜄𝑈𝑑𝛼
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Proof. Fix a contact form 𝛼 on𝑌. Then 𝑑𝛼 has a 1-dimensional kernel on kerp𝛼qX𝑇Σ by standard
symplectic linear algebra. It follows that 𝜈 “ 𝛼|𝑇Σ is a contact Hamiltonian form. Similarly, since
𝑑𝛼 is non-degenerate on 𝜉, we must have

𝑑𝛼p𝑈, 𝑍q ‰ 0 for any non-vanishing 𝑍 P Σ𝜂 □

Every contact Hamiltonian manifold arises as a hypersurface in its own contactization.

Definition 2.8. The contactization p𝐶Σ, 𝛼q of a closed contact Hamiltonian manifold pΣ, 𝜂q with
contact Hamiltonian form 𝜈 and framing form 𝜃 is given by

𝐶Σ “ p´𝜖, 𝜖q𝑠 ˆ Σ with contact form 𝛼 “ 𝑠𝜃 ` 𝜈

Lemma 2.9. The contactization p𝐶Σ, 𝛼q is a contact manifold for 𝜖 small, and Σ naturally embeds as a
contact Hamiltonian hypersurface

Σ “ 0 ˆ Σ Ă 𝐶Σ with 𝜈 “ 𝛼|Σ

Proof. Note that 𝜈 ^ 𝑑𝜈𝑛´1 is nowhere vanishing and the characteristic vector-field 𝑍 of 𝜃 is a
nowhere vanishing vector-field that satisfies

𝜄𝑍p𝜈 ^ 𝑑𝜈𝑛´1q “ 0

A 1-form 𝜇 on Σ thus satisfies 𝜇 ^ 𝜈 ^ 𝑑𝜈𝑛´1 if and only if 𝜇p𝑍q ‰ 0 everywhere. Therefore

𝜇 ^ 𝜈 ^ 𝑑𝜈𝑛´1 and 𝜈 ^ 𝑑𝑠 ^ 𝜃 ^ 𝑑𝜈𝑛´1

are volume forms on Σ and 𝐶Σ respectively. The second volume form above agrees with 𝛼^ 𝑑𝛼𝑛

along 0 ˆ Σ, so there is a neighborhood of 0 ˆ Σ where 𝛼 ^ 𝑑𝛼𝑛 is a volume form. □

There is a natural way to deform a contact Hamiltonian manifold as a graph in its own contacti-
zation (c.f. [18] for a stable Hamiltonian analogue).

Definition 2.10 (Deformation). The deformation pΣ, 𝜂𝐻q of the contact Hamiltonian manifold
pΣ, 𝜂q by the Hamiltonian 𝐻 : Σ Ñ R is given by

𝜂𝐻 “ kerp𝜈𝐻q where 𝜈𝐻 “ 𝐻 ¨ 𝜃 ` 𝜈

This is precisely the pullback of the induced contact Hamiltonian structure on the graph

Gr𝐻 Ă 𝐶Σ given by Gr𝐻 “
␣

p𝐻p𝑥q, 𝑥q : 𝑥 P Σ
(

Finally, we note that the contactization provides a local model for the neighborhood of any
contact Hamiltonian hypersurface. Specifically, we have the following (strict) standard neigh-
borhood lemma.

Lemma 2.11 (Collar Neighborhood). LetΣ be a contact Hamiltonian hypersurface in a contact manifold
p𝑌, 𝜉q. Fix a contact form 𝛼 on 𝑌 and a framing vector-field𝑈 of Σ such that

𝜄𝑈𝑑𝛼 is closed

Then the flow by𝑈 yields a strict contact embedding

𝜄 : p´𝜖, 𝜖q ˆ Σ Ñ 𝑌 with 𝜄˚𝛼 “ 𝑠 ¨ 𝜃 ` 𝜈 where 𝜈 “ 𝛼|Σ and 𝜃 “ 𝜄𝑈𝑑𝛼|Σ

Proof. First note that we have the following calculation.

L𝑈p𝜄𝑈𝑑𝛼q “ 𝑑p𝑑𝛼p𝑈,𝑈qq ` 𝑑p𝜄𝑈𝑑𝛼q “ 0

Now let 𝜄 : p´𝜖, 𝜖q𝑠 ˆ Σ Ñ 𝑌 be the tubular neighborhood coordinates of Σ induced by𝑈 . Then
the previous calculation and the fact that 𝜄𝑈𝜃 “ 0 shows that the 1-form

𝜃 “ 𝜄˚p𝜄𝑈𝑑𝛼q “ 𝜄B𝑠 𝑑p𝜄˚𝛼q satisfies LB𝑠𝜃 “ 0 and 𝜃pB𝑠q “ 0
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Thus 𝜃 is the pullback of a differential form on Σ to p´𝜖, 𝜖q ˆ Σ. Moreover, we see that

L𝑈𝛼 “ 𝑑p𝜄𝑈𝛼q ` 𝜄𝑈𝑑𝛼 “ 𝜄𝑈𝑑𝛼 and thus LB𝑠 𝜄
˚𝛼 “ 𝜃

It follows that 𝜄˚𝛼 and 𝑠𝜃 ` 𝜈 satisfy the same ODE and have the same restriction to 0 ˆ Σ.
Therefore they are equal on the given tubular neighborhood. □

2.3. Suspensions. The key examples of contact Hamiltonian manifolds for the purposes of this
paper are suspensions of contactomorphisms (or synonymously, mapping tori). This is analogous
to the mapping torus construction of stable Hamiltonian manifolds [20, §2.1].

Fix a contact manifold p𝑌, 𝜉q with a contactomorphism Φ of 𝑌. Recall that the suspension
ΣpΦq of Φ is the quotient of R ˆ 𝑌 by the map

Φ̄ : R ˆ 𝑌 Ñ R ˆ 𝑌 given by Φ̄p𝑡 , 𝑦q “ p𝑡 ´ 1,Φp𝑦qq

Since 𝜉 is preserved byΦ, the contact Hamiltonian structure spanpB𝑡q‘𝜉 on the productRˆ𝑌 (see
Example 2.2) is Φ̄-invariant. It descends to a contact Hamiltonian structure 𝜂 on the suspension.

Definition 2.12 (Contact Suspension). The contact suspension of a contactomorphismΦ : p𝑌, 𝜉q Ñ

p𝑌, 𝜉q is the contact Hamiltonian manifold given by

pΣpΦq, 𝜂q with the framing form 𝜃 “ 𝑑𝑡

The characteristic foliation and a natural framing form are given by the coordinate vector-field
and covector-field in the 𝑡-direction.

ΣpΦq𝜂 “ spanpB𝑡q and 𝜃 “ 𝑑𝑡

Remark 2.13. In this case, the contact structure on the contactization extends to all of R ˆ ΣpΦq,
and we will refer to this latter space as the contactization.

The most important result of this section is the following lemma, which relates graph-like per-
turbations of the suspension hypersurface to perturbations of the underlying contactomorphism.

Lemma 2.14 (Hamiltonian Perturbation). Let 𝐻 : ΣpΦq Ñ R be a smooth function on the suspension
of Φ : p𝑌, 𝜉q Ñ p𝑌, 𝜉q such that 𝜃 “ 𝑑𝑡 frames 𝜂𝐻 . Then there exists a contactomorphism

Φ𝐻 : p𝑌, 𝜉q Ñ p𝑌, 𝜉q with an isomorphism Ψ𝐻 : pΣpΦ𝐻q, 𝜂q Ñ pΣpΦq, 𝜂𝐻q

such that dist𝐶1pΦ𝐻 ,Φq ď 𝐶 ¨ }𝐻}𝐶2 for any Riemannian metric 𝑔 and a constant 𝐶 “ 𝐶p𝑔q.

Proof. Let 𝑍𝐻 denote the characteristic vector-field of 𝜂𝐻 with respect to the framing form 𝑑𝑡.
The characteristic flow Ψ𝐻 of 𝑍𝐻 satisfies Ψ𝐻

𝑡 p0 ˆ𝑌q “ 𝑡 ˆ𝑌 since 𝑍𝐻p𝑡q “ 1 and Ψ𝐻 preserves
𝜂𝐻 by Lemma 2.4. Finally, note that 𝜈𝐻 restricts to 𝛼 on 0 ˆ 𝑌 and thus 𝜂𝐻 X p0 ˆ 𝑌q is 𝜉. By
restriction to R ˆ 𝑌 where 𝑌 is identified with 0 ˆ 𝑌 in ΣpΦq, we get a map

Ψ𝐻 : R ˆ 𝑌 Ñ ΣpΦq with pΨ𝐻q˚𝑑𝑡 “ 𝑑𝑡 and pΨ𝐻q˚𝜂𝐻 “ spanpB𝑠q ‘ 𝜉

We now define Φ𝐻 to be the time 1 map Ψ𝐻
1 of the flow. Then the map Ψ𝐻 satisfies

Ψ𝐻p𝑠, 𝑥q “ Ψ𝐻p𝑠 ´ 1,Φ𝐻p𝑥qq

In particular, Ψ𝐻 descends to a map Φ𝐻 : ΣpΦ𝐻q Ñ ΣpΦq with pΦ𝐻q˚𝜂𝐻 “ 𝜂. Finally, note that
by Definition 2.3, 𝑍𝐻 is defined by the formulas

𝜃p𝑍𝐻q “ 1 𝜄𝑍𝐻 p𝐻 ¨ 𝜃 ` 𝜈q “ 0 𝜄𝑍𝐻 p𝑑𝐻 ^ 𝜃 ` 𝑑𝜈q “ 0

It follows that there is a smooth linear bundle map

𝑇 : Λ0pΣpΦqq ‘ Λ1pΣpΦqq ‘ Λ2pΣpΦqq Ñ 𝑇ΣpΦq such that 𝑍𝐻 “ 𝑇p𝐻, 𝜈, 𝑑𝜈q

In particular, for any choice of metric on ΣpΦq, there is a constant 𝐶 ą 0 and an estimate

}𝑍𝐻 ´ 𝑍}𝐶1 ď 𝐶 ¨ }𝐻}𝐶1
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The same estimate holds for the flow and the time-1 maps. □

Example 2.15 (Mapping Torus Of Identity). Let p𝑌, 𝜉q be a contact manifold with contact form 𝛼
and consider the suspension of the identity

ΣpId𝑌q “ pR{Zq𝑡 ˆ 𝑌 with contact Hamiltonian form 𝜈 “ 𝛽

Fix a Hamiltonian 𝐻 : R{Z ˆ𝑌 Ñ R and let 𝑉𝐻 : R{Z ˆ𝑌 Ñ 𝑇𝑌 be the contact vector-field of 𝐻.
Consider the deformation

pR{Z ˆ 𝑌, 𝜈´𝐻q with 𝜈´𝐻 “ ´𝐻𝑑𝑡 ` 𝛼

It is simple to check that in this case the characteristic vector-field for framing form 𝑑𝑡 is given by

𝑍𝐻 “ B𝑡 `𝑉𝐻

It follows that the contactomorphism Φ𝐻 constructed in Lemma 2.14 is precisely the time 1 map
of the contactomorphism generated by ´𝐻 and map Ψ defines an isomorphism

pΣpΦ𝐻q, 𝜂q » pR{Z ˆ 𝑌, 𝜂´𝐻q

We easily derive the following analogue of Lemma 2.14 for perturbations of hypersurfaces.

Lemma 2.16 (Surface Perturbation). Let Φ be a contactomorphism. Then there is a 𝐶2-neighborhood

U Ă Embp𝐶ΣpΦqq of the sub-manifold 𝜄 : ΣpΦq Ñ 𝐶ΣpΦq

in the space of embedded smooth sub-manifolds such that any element Σ P U has an isomorphism

ΨΣ : pΣ, 𝜂 X Σq Ñ pΣpΦΣq, 𝜂q where dist𝐶1pΦΣ ,Φq ď 𝐶 ¨ dist𝐶2pΣ,ΣpΦqq

Proof. Any surface Σ in the contactization p´𝜖, 𝜖q ˆΣpΦq that is 𝐶2-close to 0 ˆΣpΦq is the graph
of a function 𝐻 on ΣpΦq with 𝐶2-norm controlled by the 𝐶2-distance of Σ to 0 ˆ Σ. Thus this
lemma is immediate from Lemma 2.14 and Definition 2.10. □

We are now ready to prove Theorem 9 from the introduction, which is very simple.

Proposition 2.17 (Theorem 9). Let Φ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 be a robustly mixing contactomorphism. Then the
suspension ΣpΦq has a 𝐶2-neighborhood U Ă Embp𝐶ΣpΦqq that contains no convex surfaces.

Proof. By Lemma 2.16, there is a neighborhood U of ΣpΦq such that every Σ P U is the suspension
of a contactomorphism ΦΣ that is 𝐶1-close to Φ. Since Φ is robustly mixing (Definition 8), we can
assume after shrinking U that ΦΣ is topologically mixing for any Σ in U .

Thus the suspension flow of ΦΣ, which is the characteristic flow of Σ is also topologically
mixing. In particular, Σ cannot be convex by Lemma 7. □

2.4. Constructions Of Contact-Hamiltonian Hypersurfaces. We conclude this section with con-
structions of contact Hamiltonian hypersurfaces. The following elementary embedding lemma
will be our main tool.

Lemma 2.18 (Disk Neighborhood). Let Γ be a closed contact manifold and let Φ : Γ Ñ Γ be a positive
contactomorphism. Fix a contact form 𝛽 and let

𝐻 : R{Z ˆ Γ Ñ p0,8q

be the corresponding generating Hamiltonian such that Φ “ Φ𝐻
1 . Then there is a contact embedding

(2.2) p´𝜖, 𝜖q𝑠 ˆ ΣpΦq Ñ p𝐷2 ˆ Γ,´𝑎 ¨ 𝑟2𝑑𝜃 ` 𝛽q for any 𝑎 ą
1

2𝜋 ¨ max𝐻
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Proof. We use the following smooth map in radial coordinates.

𝜄 : p´2𝜋𝑎, 0q𝑠 ˆ R{Z𝑡 ˆ Γ Ñ p𝐷2 ´ 0q ˆ Γ given by 𝜄p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑥q “ pp´𝑠{2𝜋𝑎q1{2 , 2𝜋𝑡 , 𝑥q

This map satisfies 𝜄˚p´𝑎𝑟2𝑑𝜃 ` 𝛽q “ 𝑠𝑑𝑡 ` 𝛽. Fix 𝑎 satisfying 2𝜋𝑎 ą max𝐻. By Example 2.15,
the graph of ´𝐻 defines an embedding

pΣpΦq, 𝜂q » pR{Z ˆ Γ,´𝐻𝑑𝑡 ` 𝛽q Ñ pp´2𝜋𝑎, 0q𝑠 ˆ R{Z𝑡 ˆ Γ, 𝑠𝑑𝑡 ` 𝛽q

This embedding extends to a contactomorphism (2.2) by the flow of B𝑠 (see Lemma. 2.11). □

The next lemma shows that small regions of the jet bundle contains arbitrarily large tubular
neighborhoods of the cosphere bundle.

Lemma 2.19. Let 𝑋 be a closed smooth manifold with cosphere bundle 𝑆𝑋 and jet bundle 𝐽𝑋. Fix a
neighborhood𝑈 of 𝑋 Ă 𝐽𝑋 and a contact form 𝛽 on 𝑆𝑋. Then for any 𝑎 ą 0, there is a contact embedding

p𝐷2 ˆ 𝑆𝑋, 𝜉𝑎,𝛽q Ñ 𝑈 where 𝜉𝑎,𝛽 “ kerp´𝑎 ¨ 𝑟2𝑑𝜃 ` 𝛽q

Proof. Recall that the jet bundle 𝐽𝑋 is given by R𝑡 ˆ 𝑇˚𝑋 with the standard contact form 𝛼std “

𝑑𝑡 ` 𝜆std. We break the proof into two steps.
Step 1. First assume that𝑈 “ 𝐽𝑋 (so that we may ignore the neighborhood). There is a standard
embedding of the symplectization of R ˆ 𝑆𝑋 into 𝑇˚𝑋 via the Liouville flow of 𝑇˚𝑋. By using
𝑡-translation, we can extend this to an embedding

𝜅 : R𝜌 ˆ R𝑡 ˆ 𝑆𝑋 Ñ 𝐽𝑋 with 𝜅˚𝛼std “ 𝑑𝑡 ` 𝑒𝜌𝛽

By applying a further change coordinates by taking 𝑠 “ ´𝑒´𝜌, we get a map

𝚥 : p´8, 0s𝑠 ˆ R𝑡 ˆ 𝑆𝑋 Ñ 𝐽𝑋 with 𝚥˚p𝑑𝑡 ` 𝑒𝜌𝛽q “ 𝑑𝑡 ´ 𝑠´1𝛽 “ ´𝑠´1 ¨ p´𝑠 ¨ 𝑑𝑡 ` 𝛽q

Now we construct an embedding to p´8, 0s𝑠 ˆR𝑡 ˆ𝑆𝑋. Take a disk 𝐷 Ă p´8, 0s𝑠 ˆR𝑡 of radius
p2𝑎q1{2 centered at a point p𝑠0 , 𝑡0q. We consider the Liouville form

𝜆 “
1
2pp𝑡 ´ 𝑡0q𝑑𝑠 ´ p𝑠 ´ 𝑠0q𝑑𝑡qq satisfying 𝑑𝜆 “ ´𝑑𝑠 ^ 𝑑𝑡

Next, let 𝜏 : R2 Ñ R be a primitive such that 𝜆 “ ´𝑠𝑑𝑡 ` 𝑑𝜏 and consider the diffeomorphism

Ψ : R𝑠 ˆ R𝑡 ˆ 𝑆𝑋 Ñ R𝑠 ˆ R𝑡 ˆ 𝑆𝑋 given by Ψp𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑥q “ p𝑠, 𝑡 ,Φ𝑅p𝜏p𝑠, 𝑡q, 𝑥q

Here Φ𝑅 : R𝜏 ˆ 𝑆𝑋 Ñ 𝑆𝑋 denote the Reeb flow of 𝛽. We compute that

Ψ˚p´𝑠𝑑𝑡 ` 𝛽q “ ´𝑠𝑑𝑡 ` 𝛽p𝑅q ¨ 𝑑𝜏 ` pΦ𝑅q˚𝛽 “ ´𝑠𝑑𝑡 ` 𝑑𝜏 ` 𝛽 “ 𝜆 ` 𝛽

Finally, we compose Ψ with the map Φ “ 𝜙 ˆ Id𝑆𝑋 where

𝜙 : 𝐷2 Ñ R𝑠 ˆ R𝑡 given by p𝑟, 𝜃q ÞÑ p𝑎𝑟 cosp𝜃q ` 𝑠0 , 𝑎𝑟 sinp𝜃q ` 𝑡0q

The composition Ψ ˝ Φ now restricts to a contact embedding

𝐷2 ˆ 𝑆𝑋 Ñ p´8, 0s𝑠 ˆ ˆ𝑆𝑋 with pΨ ˝ Φq˚p´𝑠 ¨ 𝑑𝑡 ` 𝛽q “ ´
𝑎

2 ¨ 𝑟2𝑑𝜃 ` 𝛽

The composition 𝚥 ˝ Ψ ˝ Φ : 𝐷2 ˆ 𝑆𝑋 Ñ 𝐽𝑋 is the desired embedding in the lemma.
Step 2. Now consider the general case where 𝑈 Ă 𝐽𝑋 is a proper open set. There is a natural
flow of contactomorphisms Φ1 : R𝑟 ˆ 𝐽𝑋 Ñ 𝐽𝑋 given by Φ𝑍

𝑟 p𝑡 , 𝑧q “ p𝑒𝑟𝑡 ,Φ𝑍
𝑟 p𝑧qq where Φ𝑍 is the

Liouville flow on 𝑇˚𝑋. This flow is generated by a vector-field𝑈 “ 𝑡B𝑡 ` 𝑍 satisfying

L𝑈𝛼std “ 𝛼std

In particular, any compact set in 𝐽𝑋 can be pushed into 𝑈 by Φ1
𝑟 for 𝑟 sufficiently negative. We

may then compose the embedding from Step 1 with Φ1
𝑟 to acquire the desired embedding. □

By using the Weinstein neighborhood theorem for Legendrians [32] to convert a Legendrian
into an embedding of the cosphere bundle of the Legendrian, we acquire the following corollary.
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Lemma 2.20 (Lemma 14). Let Λ Ă p𝑌, 𝜉q be a closed Legendrian sub-manifold and let Φ : 𝑆Λ Ñ 𝑆Λ

be a positive contactomorphism of the cosphere bundle 𝑆Λ. Then there is a contact embedding

p´𝜖, 𝜖q ˆ ΣpΦq Ñ p𝑌, 𝜉q

Proof. By the Weinstein neighborhood theorem, we have a contact embedding

p𝑈, 𝜉stdq Ñ p𝑌, 𝜉q for a neighborhood𝑈 Ă 𝐽𝑋 of 𝑋

By Lemma 2.18 and Lemma 2.19, for any contact form 𝛽 on 𝑆Λ, there are constants 𝜖, 𝑎 ą 0 and
a contact embedding of the form

pp´𝜖, 𝜖q ˆ ΣpΦq, 𝜂q Ñ p𝐷2 ˆ 𝑆𝑋, 𝜉𝑎,𝛽q Ñ p𝑈, 𝜉stdq □

3. Partial Hyperbolicity

In this section, we review the theory of partially hyperbolic maps and blenders.

Remark 3.1. This section contains extensive background aimed at non-experts in dynamics. We
recommend that the reader look to Crovisier-Potrie [25], Hertz-Hertz-Ures [37], Hirsch-Pugh-
Shub [38] or Bonatti-Diaz-Viana [10] for a more comprehensive treatment. We also recommend
the excellent book of Fisher-Hasselblatt [31] for an accessible treatment of hyperbolic dynamics.

3.1. Fundamentals. Fix a compact smooth manifold 𝑌 and a diffeomorphism

Φ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌

Definition 3.2 (Expansion/Contraction). A sub-bundle 𝐸 Ă 𝑇𝑌 is uniformly expanding with
respect to Φ and a Riemannian metric 𝑔 on 𝑌 if there are constants 𝐶 ą 0 and 𝜆 ą 1 such that

|𝑇Φ𝑛p𝑢q| ě 𝐶 ¨ 𝜆𝑛 ¨ |𝑢| for all 𝑛 ě 0

Similarly, 𝐸 is uniformly contracting for Φ and 𝑔 if it is uniformly expanding for Φ´1 and 𝑔.

Definition 3.3 (Domination). A continuous splitting of 𝑇𝑌 into continuous sub-bundles

𝑇𝑌 “ 𝐸1 ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ ‘ 𝐸𝑘

is dominated with respect to Φ and a metric 𝑔 if there are constants 𝐶 ą 0 and 𝜆 ą 1 such that

|𝑇Φ𝑛p𝑢q| ě 𝐶 ¨ 𝜆𝑛 ¨ |𝑇Φ𝑛p𝑣q| for all 𝑛 ě 0 and any unit vectors 𝑢 P 𝐸𝑖`1 and 𝑣 P 𝐸𝑖

The constant 𝜆 is the constant of dilation and the splitting may also be called 𝜆-dominated.

Dominated splittings obey several fundamental properties (cf. [10, Appendix B] or [25]) that
we now discuss briefly. First, dominated splittings are persistent with respect to 𝐶1-perturbation.

Theorem 3.4 (𝐶1-Persistence). Let Φ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 be a diffeomorphism with a 𝜆-dominated splitting

𝑇𝑌 “ 𝐸1 ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ ‘ 𝐸𝑘

Then for 𝜇 ă 𝜆, there is a 𝐶1-neighborhood U of Φ such that every Ψ P U has a 𝜇-dominated splitting

𝑇𝑌 “ 𝐸1pΨq ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ ‘ 𝐸𝑘pΨq such that dim𝐸𝑖pΨq “ dim𝐸𝑖pΦq

Next, dominated splittings with an expanding (or contracting) factor possess a unique, expanding
(or contracting) invariant foliation (cf. [38] and [10, Thm B.7]).

Theorem 3.5 (Foliations). [38] Let Φ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 be a diffeomorphism with a dominated splitting

𝑇𝑌 “ 𝐷 ‘ 𝐸 with 𝐸 uniformly expanding

Then there is a unique Hölder foliation 𝐹 with smooth leaves such that

𝐹 is tangent to 𝐸 Φ˚𝐹 “ 𝐹 and 𝐹p𝑃q » R
rkp𝐸q
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Finally, the stable manifold theorem (c.f. Hirsch-Pugh-Shub [38, Thm 4.1]) asserts the existence
of stable and unstable manifolds for hyperbolic invariant sets.

Theorem 3.6 (Invariant Manifolds). Let Γ be an invariant sub-manifold of a diffeomorphismΦ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌

with normal hyperbolic splitting 𝐸𝑢 ‘ 𝑇Γ ‘ 𝐸𝑠 . Then there are unique invariant sub-manifolds

𝑊 𝑠pΓ,Φq and 𝑊𝑢pΓ,Φq containing Γ

that are locally invariant near Γ, 𝐶1-robust and that satisfy

𝑇𝑊 𝑠pΦ, Γq “ 𝐸𝑠 ‘ 𝑇Γ and 𝑇𝑊𝑢pΦ, Γq “ 𝐸𝑢 ‘ 𝑇Γ along Γ

Notation 3.7 (Local Invariant Manifolds). Given a normally hyperbolic invariant set Γ and an
open neighborhood𝑈 of Γ we will use the notation

𝑊 𝑠
locpΓ,Φ;𝑈q and 𝑊𝑢

locpΓ,Φ;𝑈q

to denote the respective components of𝑊 𝑠pΓ,Φq X𝑈 and𝑊𝑢
p
Γ,Φq X𝑈 that contain Γ. We adopt

analogous notation for the leaves of the foliations 𝐹𝑠pΦq and 𝐹𝑢pΦq when defined.

This paper will be entirely oriented towards the following class of diffeomorphisms.

Definition 3.8 (Partially Hyperbolic). A diffeomorphism Φ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 is partially hyperbolic if there
is a splitting the tangent bundle into Φ-invariant, continuous sub-bundles

𝑇𝑌 “ 𝐸𝑠pΦq ‘ 𝐸𝑐pΦq ‘ 𝐸𝑢pΦq

such that 𝐸𝑠pΦq is uniformly contracting, 𝐸𝑢pΦq is uniformly expanding and the splitting is
dominated with respect to Φ and some (or equivalently any) Riemannian metric 𝑔.

Example 3.9. Let Ψ : R ˆ 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 be an Anosov flow generated by a vector-field 𝑉 . Then for any
𝑇, the time 𝑇 map

Ψ𝑇 : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌

is partially hyperbolic. The stable and unstable bundles of Ψ𝑇 are those of Ψ, while the central
bundle is the span of 𝑉 .

Partially hyperbolic contactomorphisms have some special compatibility properties with the
underlying contact structure. For instance, we have the following lemma (for use later).

Lemma 3.10. Fix a contact p2𝑛 ` 1q-manifold p𝑌, 𝜉q and a partially hyperbolic contactomorphism

Φ : p𝑌, 𝜉q Ñ p𝑌, 𝜉q

such that 𝜉 “ 𝐸𝑠pΦq ‘𝐸𝑢pΦq and 𝐸𝑐pΦq is transverse to 𝜉. Then the stable and unstable foliations 𝐹𝑠pΦq

and 𝐹𝑢pΦq have Legendrian leaves.

Proof. The leaves of 𝐹𝑠pΦq and 𝐹𝑢pΦq are tangent to 𝜉, and the dimensions of the leaves of 𝐹𝑠pΦq

and 𝐹𝑢pΦq add to the rank of 𝜉. It follows the dimension of the leaves 𝐹𝑠pΦq and 𝐹𝑢pΦq must be
𝑛, so that the leaves are Legendrian. □

3.2. Holonomy. The holonomy of the stable and unstable foliations are a key tool in the analysis
of partially hyperbolic maps, which we will need in Section 4. We next briefly review this concept.

Let 𝐹 be a transversely continuous foliation with smooth leaves on a manifold 𝑌. Let Λ be a
leaf and let 𝑃 be a point in Λ. Recall that a a transversal to Λ at 𝑃 is a sub-manifold 𝑆 Ă 𝑌 of
dimension codim 𝐹 tranverse to the leaves of 𝐹 and intersecting Λ at 𝑃.
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Definition 3.11 (Holonomy). [16, Ch 2] Let Λ be a leaf of 𝐹 equipped with transversals 𝑆 and 𝑇
at points 𝑃 and 𝑄 in Λ. Fix a continuous path

Γ : r0, 1s Ñ Λ with Γp0q “ 𝑃 and Γp1q “ 𝑄

The holonomy is the unique correspondence assigning to pΓ, 𝑆, 𝑇q the germ of a smooth map

Hol𝐹,Γ : 𝑆 X Nbhdp𝑃q Ñ 𝑇 X Nbhdp𝑄q with Hol𝐹,Γp𝑃q “ 𝑄

that satisfies the following properties.
‚ The correspondence Hol respects path composition.
‚ If Γ, 𝑆, 𝑇 are in a foliation chart, then HolΓp𝑠q is the point in 𝑇 in the same plaque as 𝑠.

The holonomy only depends on Γ up to homotopy relative to 𝑃 and 𝑄 in Λ [16, Prop 2.3.2].
Moreover, given a foliation 𝐺 such that 𝑇𝐹 and 𝑇𝐺 are 𝐶0-close, there is a continuation point

𝑄𝐺 P Nbhdp𝑄q X 𝑇

on the leaf of 𝐺 through 𝑃, converging to𝑄 as 𝐺 converges to 𝐹. There is also a unique homotopy
class of path 𝑃 to 𝑄𝐺 corresponding to Γ. Thus there is a holonomy map

Hol𝐺,Γ : 𝑆 X Nbhdp𝑃q Ñ 𝑇 X Nbhdp𝑄q

The holonomy Hol𝐹,Γ varies continuously with respect to the foliation 𝐹.

By Theorem 3.5, the leaves of the stable foliation 𝐹𝑠 and unstable foliation 𝐹𝑢 of a partially
hyperbolic diffeomorphism Φ are contractible and so the holonomy is independent of the path
Γ. In this case, we denote the corresponding holonomies

Hol𝑠Φ “ Hol𝐹𝑠 ,Γ and Hol𝑢Φ “ Hol𝐹𝑢 ,Γ

The main property of holonomy that we will need is the following regularity result, which follows
from (for instance) the uniform Hölder regularity results of Pugh-Shub-Wilkenson [54, Thm A].

Lemma 3.12 (Hölder Holonomy). Let Φ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 be a partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism. Fix points
𝑃 and 𝑄 in an unstable leaf with transversals 𝑆 and 𝑇. Then is exists

a 𝐶1-neighborhood U of Φ a Hölder constant 𝜅 P p0, 1q and a neighborhod Nbhdp𝑃q

so that the holonomy Hol𝑢Ψ : 𝑆 X Nbhdp𝑃q Ñ 𝑇 X Nbhdp𝑄q of any diffeomorphism Ψ in U satisfies

(3.1) dist
`

Hol𝑢Ψp𝑥q,Hol𝑢Ψp𝑦q
˘

ă distp𝑥, 𝑦q𝜅

3.3. Cone-Fields. There is an alternative formulation of dominated splittings in terms of cone-
fields. Cone-fields will also be used extensively in the definition and construction of blenders.

Definition 3.13 (Cone Fields). A continuous cone-field 𝐾 on a manifold 𝑋 is a bundle of the form

𝐾 “
␣

𝑣 : 𝑄p𝑣q ď 0
(

for a continuous, non-degenerate quadratic form 𝑄 : 𝑇𝑋 Ñ R

A diffeomorphism Φ : 𝑋 Ñ 𝑌 induces a natural pushforward cone-field

Φ˚𝐾 with fiber Φ˚𝐾𝑥 “ 𝑇Φ𝑥p𝐾Φ´1p𝑥qq

The interior int𝐾 of a cone-field 𝐾 is the (fiberwise) cone over the interior of 𝐾.

Example 3.14 (Metric Cones). The cone-field 𝐾𝜖𝐸 of width 𝜖 around a sub-bundle 𝐸 Ă 𝑇𝑋 of the
tangent bundle of a Riemannian manifold p𝑋, 𝑔q is defined by

𝐾𝜖𝐸 :“
␣

𝑣 P 𝑇𝑋 : |𝑣 ´ 𝜋𝐸p𝑣q|𝑔 ď 𝜖 ¨ |𝜋𝐸p𝑣q|𝑔
(

where 𝜋𝐸 is orthogonal projection to 𝐸

A cone-field 𝐾 has width less than 𝜖 with respect to 𝑔 if 𝐾 Ă 𝐾𝜖𝐸 for some linear sub-bundle 𝐸 Ă 𝑇𝑋.
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Definition 3.15 (Contraction/Dilation). Fix a subset 𝐴 Ă 𝑋 and a cone-field 𝐾 over 𝑋. A
diffeomorphism Φ contracts 𝐾 over 𝐴 if

Φ˚p𝐾|𝐴q Ă int𝐾

Given a Riemannian metric 𝑔, we say that Φ dilates 𝐾 over 𝐴 with constant of dilation 𝜆 ą 0 if

𝜆 ¨ |𝑣|𝑔 ď |Φ˚𝑣|𝑔 for every 𝑣 P 𝑇𝑋|𝐴

Theorem 3.16 (Invariant Cone-Fields). (c.f. [25, §2.2]) Let Φ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 be a diffeomorphism with a
dominated splitting 𝑇𝑌 “ 𝐷 ‘ 𝐸. Then for any Riemannian metric 𝑔 and any 𝜖 ą 0, there is an 𝑁 ą 0
such that

Φ𝑁 contracts 𝐾𝜖𝐸 for all 𝑛 ě 𝑁

Moreover, if 𝐸 is uniformly expanding, then for any 𝜆 ą 1, we may choose 𝑁 so that

Φ𝑁 dilates 𝐾𝜖𝐸 with dilation factor 𝜆 for all 𝑛 ě 𝑁

3.4. Blenders. A blender is a type of robust hyperbolic set within a dynamical system, introduced
by Bonatti-Diaz [7]. In this section, we review blenders and their relation with robust mixing.

We start by introducing the notion of a blender box, along with accompanying structures.

Definition 3.17 (Blender Box). A blender box 𝐵 of type p𝑘, 𝑙q in an 𝑛-manifold 𝑋 is a 𝐶1-embedded
𝑛-manifold with corners 𝐵 with coordinates

p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q : 𝐵 „
ÝÑ 𝐷𝑘

𝑠 ˆ 𝐷1
𝑡 ˆ 𝐷 𝑙

𝑢 Ă R
𝑛

Here 𝐷𝑚
𝑥 denotes a closed metric 𝑚-ball of some (unspecified) radius in R𝑚

𝑥 , with coordinates 𝑥𝑖 .
The boundary of 𝐵 has distinguished subsets that we denote as follows.

B𝑠𝐵 “ B𝐷𝑘 ˆ 𝐷1 ˆ 𝐷 𝑙 B𝑐𝐵 “ 𝐷𝑘 ˆ B𝐷1 ˆ 𝐷 𝑙 B𝑢𝐵 “ 𝐷𝑘 ˆ 𝐷1 ˆ B𝐷 𝑙

These are the stable, central and unstable boundaries, respectively. The boundary of 𝐷1 is a union
of two points, a negative point B´𝐷1 and a positive point B`𝐷1. We also fix the notation

B𝑙𝐵 “ 𝐷𝑘 ˆ B´𝐷1 ˆ 𝐷 𝑙 and B`𝐵 “ 𝐷𝑘 ˆ B`𝐷1 ˆ 𝐷 𝑙

These subsets are the left-side and right-side of 𝐵, respectively.

Definition 3.18 (Compatible Cones). A triple of smooth cone-fields 𝐾𝑠 , 𝐾𝑐𝑢 and 𝐾𝑢 on 𝑋 are
compatible with a blender box 𝐵 if there are inclusions

𝑇𝐷𝑘 ˆ 𝐷1 ˆ 𝐷 𝑙 Ă 𝐾𝑠 𝐷𝑘 ˆ 𝑇𝐷1 ˆ 𝑇𝐷 𝑙 Ă 𝐾𝑐𝑢 𝐷𝑘 ˆ 𝐷1 ˆ 𝑇𝐷 𝑙 Ă 𝐾𝑢

We refer to these cone-fields as stable, central-unstable and unstable cones for 𝐵, respectively.

Definition 3.19 (Vertical/Horizontal Disks). An embedded 𝑘-disk 𝐷 Ă 𝐵 is called vertical with
respect to an unstable cone-field 𝐾𝑢 if

𝑇𝐷 Ă 𝐾𝑢 and B𝐷 Ă B𝑢𝐵

Similarly, an embedded 𝑙-disk 𝐷 Ă 𝐵 is called horizontal with respect to a stable cone-field 𝐾𝑠 if

𝑇𝐷 Ă 𝐾𝑠 and B𝐷 Ă B𝑠𝐵

Given a horizontal disk𝐻 Ă 𝐵 that is disjoint from B𝑢𝐵, there are precisely two homotopy classes
of vertical disk disjoint from 𝐻, corresponding to the disks

𝐷Right “ 0𝑠 ˆ `1 ˆ 𝐷 𝑙 and 𝐷Left “ 0𝑠 ˆ ´1 ˆ 𝐷 𝑙

A vertical disk 𝐷 is right of 𝐻 if it is homotopic to 𝐷Right and left of 𝐻 if it is homotopic to 𝐷Left.

It will be useful to record some basic properties of vertical disks in the following lemmas.
These are entirely elementary and left to the reader (also see [7, §1] or [10]).
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Lemma 3.20 (Vertical Manifolds). Let Σ Ă 𝐵 be any smooth sub-manifold in a blender box 𝐵 with

𝑇Σ Ă 𝐾𝑢 and BΣ Ă B𝑢𝐵

Then Σ is diffeomorphic to an 𝑙-disk and is a vertical disk.

Lemma 3.21 (Graphs). Let 𝐷 be a vertical disk in a blender box 𝐵 with respect to an unstable cone-field
𝐾𝑢 of width 𝜖. Then 𝐷 is the graph

𝐷 Ă 𝐷𝑘
𝑠 ˆ 𝐷1

𝑡 ˆ 𝐷 𝑙
𝑢 of an 2𝜖-Lipschitz map 𝑓 : 𝐷 𝑙

𝑢 Ñ 𝐷𝑘
𝑠 ˆ 𝐷1

𝑡

We can now introduce the definition of a blender. Several alternative definitions have been
introduced since [7] (cf. [10, §6.2.2]). Here we provide a simplified version of the operating
definition used in [7], which still seems to be the best adapted to proving robust mixing.

Definition 3.22 (Blender). Let Φ : 𝑋 Ñ 𝑋 be a 𝐶1-diffeomorphism and let 𝐵 Ă 𝑋 be a blender
box (see Definition 3.17). The pair

p𝐵,Φq

is a simple stable blender (or just stable blender) if it satisfies the following properties.
(a) There is a connected component 𝐴 of 𝐵 X Φp𝐵q that is disjoint from

B𝑠𝐵 ΦpB𝑐𝐵q and ΦpB𝑢𝐵q

(b) There is an 𝑚 P N and a connected component 𝐴1 of 𝐵 X Φ𝑚p𝐵q that is disjoint from

B𝑟𝐵 B𝑠𝐵 and ΦpB𝑢𝐵q

Next, there are constants 𝜇 ą 1 ą 𝜖 and a compatible set of cone-fields 𝐾𝑠 , 𝐾𝑐𝑢 and 𝐾𝑢 on 𝑌 of
width less than 𝜖 (with respect to the standard metric on 𝐵) such that

(c) The cone-fields 𝐾𝑠 and 𝐾𝑢 are contracted and dilated (with constant 𝜇) by Φ´1 and Φ.

Ψ
´1
˚ 𝐾𝑠 Ă int𝐾𝑠 Φ˚𝐾

𝑢 Ă int𝐾𝑢 Φ´1 dilates 𝐾𝑠 Φ dilates 𝐾𝑢

(d) The cone-field 𝐾𝑐𝑢 is contracted and dilated (with constant 𝜇) by Φ as follows.

Φ˚𝐾
𝑐𝑢 Ă int𝐾𝑐𝑢 and Φ dilates 𝐾𝑐𝑢 over Φ´1p𝐴q

Φ𝑚
˚ 𝐾

𝑐𝑢 Ă int𝐾𝑐𝑢 and Φ𝑚 dilates 𝐾𝑐𝑢 over Φ´𝑚p𝐴1q

Finally, in any box 𝐵 equipped with such cone-fields 𝐾‚, Φ has a unique hyperbolic fixed point
𝑄 in the component 𝐴 of index 𝑙 (via [7, Lemma 1.6]), and the local stable manifold

𝑊 :“ 𝑊 𝑠
locp𝑄,Φ; 𝐵q Ă 𝑊 𝑠p𝑄,Φq X 𝐵

is a horizontal 𝑘-disk in the blender box 𝐵. We further assume that there are neighborhoods

𝑈´ of B𝑙𝐵 𝑈` of B𝑟𝐵 𝑈 of𝑊

satisfying the following assumptions.
(e) Every vertical disk 𝐷 through 𝐵 to the right of𝑊 is disjoint from𝑈´.
(f) Every vertical disk 𝐷 through 𝐵 to the right of𝑊 satisfies one of two possibilities.

(i) The intersection Φp𝐷q X 𝐴 contains a vertical disk 𝐷1 through 𝐴1 to the right of 𝑊
and disjoint from𝑈`.

(ii) The intersection Φ𝑚p𝐷q X 𝐵 contains a vertical disk 𝐷1 through 𝐴1 to the right of 𝑊
and disjoint from𝑈 .

The pair p𝐵,Φq is an simple unstable blender if the pair p𝐵,Φ´1q is a simple stable blender.
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Remark 3.23. Definition 3.22 matches the original definition of Bonatti-Diaz [7, p. 365] except
that we replace the hypothesis [7, p. 365 H3] with the simplified hypothesis (c-d).

The hypothesis [7, p. 365 H3] asserts the existence of cone-fields that are only contracted and
dilated over the subsets 𝐴 and 𝐴1. We will work with partially hyperbolic maps exclusively in
this paper, so we are free to assume the existence of global contracted cone-fields.

4. Blender Construction

In this section, we construct a contact version of the blenders used by Bonatti-Diaz [7] to
demonstrate robust transitivity of certain perturbed partially hyperbolic maps.

Setup 4.1 (Blender Setup). Let p𝑌, 𝜉q be a contact p2𝑛 ` 1q-manifold with contact form 𝛼 and
Reeb vector-field 𝑅. Fix a strict contactomorphism

Φ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌

that satisfies the following properties.
(a) The contactomorphismΦ is partially hyperbolic with stable, central and unstable splitting

𝐸𝑠pΦq ‘ 𝐸𝑐pΦq ‘ 𝐸𝑢pΦq with 𝜉 “ 𝐸𝑠pΦq ‘ 𝐸𝑢pΦq and 𝐸𝑐pΦq “ spanp𝑅q

(b) There is a closed Reeb orbit Γ Ă 𝑌 that is a normally hyperbolic set of fixed points of Φ.
(c) There is a neighborhood 𝑉 of Γ and a smooth, integrable sub-bundle

𝐸𝑠smpΦq Ă 𝜉 with foliation 𝐹𝑠smpΦq over 𝑉

that is uniformly contracted by Φ and that agrees with 𝐸𝑠pΦq on𝑊 𝑠pΓ,Φq.
(d) There are two points 𝑃 and 𝑄 in Γ such that the stable and unstable manifolds

𝑊 𝑠p𝑄,Φq and 𝑊𝑢p𝑃,Φq

intersect cleanly along a heteroclinic orbit 𝜒 of Φ orbit from 𝑃 to 𝑄.

Our goal over the following two sections (Sections 4 and 5) is to prove the following result.
We will apply this result to prove the existence of robustly mixing diffeomorphisms in Section 6.

Theorem 4.2 (Heteroclinic Contact Blender). For any contactomorphism Φ : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 as in Setup 4.1,
there is an integer 𝑁 ą 0 and a smooth family of contactomorphisms

Ψ : r0, 1s ˆ 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 with Ψ0 “ Φ

satisfying the following properties for all sufficiently small 𝑟 ą 0.
(a) The points 𝑃 and 𝑄 are hyperbolic fixed points of Ψ𝑟 of index 𝑛 ` 1 and 𝑛, respectively.
(b) There is a neighborhood 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q of 𝑄 such that p𝐵𝑟p𝑄q,Ψ𝑁

𝑟 q is a stable blender.
(c) The intersections𝑊𝑢p𝑃,Ψ𝑟q X 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q contains a vertical disk 𝐷𝑄 to the right of𝑊 𝑠p𝑄,Ψ𝑟q.

In this section (Section 4), we will construct the objects appearing in Theorem 4.2, and in the
next section (Section 5), we will prove the blender properties (Definition 3.22). We will use the
notation of Setup 4.1 and Theorem 4.2 throughout. We also use the following standing notation.

Notation 4.3 (Reeb Intervals). Let 𝛾 : r0, 𝑇s Ñ 𝑌 be an embedded segment of a Reeb trajectory
with end-points 𝑥 “ 𝛾p0q and 𝑦 “ 𝛾p𝑇. Then we use the shorthand

r𝑥, 𝑦s “ 𝛾r0, 𝑇s Ă 𝑌
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4.1. Standard Chart. We will require a particular standard rectangular neighborhood of the
segment of Γ from 𝑄 to 𝑃. Our first task is to construct this chart carefully.

Lemma 4.4 (Standard Chart). Let 𝑉 Ă 𝑌 be an open neighborhood of Γ. Then there is a smoothly
embedded cube𝑈 Ă 𝑉 , constants 𝐿, 𝛿, 𝜖 ą 0 and local coordinates

p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q : 𝑈 » r´3, 3s𝑛𝑠 ˆ r´𝛿, 𝐿 ` 𝛿s𝑡 ˆ r´𝜖, 𝜖s𝑛𝑢

satisfying the following properties.
(a) The contact form is given by 𝛼|𝑈 “ 𝑑𝑡 ´ p𝑠1𝑑𝑢1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` 𝑠𝑛𝑑𝑢𝑛q.
(b) The Reeb vector-field 𝑅 of 𝛼 is given by 𝑅|𝑈 “ B𝑡 .
(c) The points 𝑃 and 𝑄 are given by p0𝑠 , 𝐿𝑡 , 0𝑢q and p0𝑠 , 0𝑡 , 0𝑢q respectively.
(d) The local stable and unstable manifolds𝑊 𝑠

locpΓ,Φ;𝑈q and𝑊𝑢
locpΓ,Φ;𝑈q of Γ X𝑈 are given by

r´3, 3s𝑛𝑠 ˆ r´𝛿, 𝐿 ´ 𝛿s𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢 and 0𝑠 ˆ r´𝛿, 𝐿 ´ 𝛿s𝑡 ˆ r´𝜖, 𝜖s𝑢

(e) The stable and unstable bundles 𝐸𝑠pΦq and 𝐹𝑢pΦq satisfy

𝑇𝐹𝑠pΦq “ 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 on𝑊 𝑠

locpΓ,Φ;𝑈q and 𝑇𝐹𝑢pΦq “ 𝑇R𝑛
𝑢 on𝑊𝑢

locpΓ,Φ;𝑈q

(f) The bundle 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 “ 𝐸𝑠smpΦq is invariant under Φ and uniformly contracted by Φ on𝑈 .

(g) The heteroclinic orbit 𝜒 contains the point

𝑎 “ p1𝑠 , 0𝑡 , 0𝑢q where 1𝑠 “ p1, 0, . . . , 0q P r´3, 3s𝑛𝑠

(h) There is an integer 𝑘 ą 0 such that

Φ´𝑘p𝑎q R 𝑈

Proof. We construct this chart in two steps: the construction of a nice transverse hypersurface
and the construction of a good chart using that hypersurface.

Step 1: Transverse Hypersurface. In this step, we construct a nice embedded hypersurface.
We shrink𝑉 so that the smooth unstable bundle 𝐸𝑠smpΦq is defined on𝑉 (see Setup 4.1). Consider
the foliations 𝐹𝑢pΦq and 𝐹𝑠smpΦq corresponding to the unstable bundle 𝐹𝑢pΦq and the smooth
stable bundle 𝐸𝑠smpΦq. These foliations are Legendrian (Lemma 3.10) and 𝐹𝑢pΦq is Hölder with
smooth leaves (Theorem 3.5).

Next, choose a ball Λ𝑢 in the leaf of 𝐹𝑢pΦ;𝑄q containing 𝑄. Since 𝐹𝑢smpΦq is smooth, we may
choose an embedded codimension 1 surface that is contained in the union of the leaves of 𝐹𝑠smpΦq

intersecting Λ𝑢 . Denote this surface by

Σ Ă 𝑌 with Λ𝑢 Ă Σ

This surface is transverse to the Reeb vector-field, and is thus symplectic with symplectic form

𝑑𝛼|Σ with primitive 𝛼|Σ vanishing on the leaves of 𝐹𝑠pΦq and 𝐹𝑢pΦq

By flowing Σ slightly by the Reeb flow, we acquire an embedding as follows (for small 𝛿 ą 0).

(4.1) 𝜄 : p´𝛿, 𝛿q𝑡 ˆ Σ Ñ 𝑌 with 𝜄˚𝛼 “ 𝑑𝑡 ` 𝛼|Σ

Next, apply the neighborhood theorem for Lagrangian foliations [57, Thm 7.1] to the smooth
Legendrian foliation 𝐹𝑠smpΦq near the transverse smooth Lagrangian Λ𝑢 Ă Σ. After shrinking Σ,
this yields a symplectic embedding

(4.2) 𝚥 : Σ Ñ 𝑇˚𝐹𝑢pΦ;𝑄q with 𝐹𝑠smpΦq X Σ “ 𝚥˚𝐹std

Here 𝐹std is the standard Lagrangian foliation of𝑇˚𝐹𝑢pΦ;𝑄q by cotangent fibers. Finally, consider
the pullback 𝜆std of the standard Liouville form on 𝑇˚Λ𝑢 by (4.2). Since 𝜆std and 𝛼|Σ vanish on
Λ𝑠 and Λ𝑢 , we can find a primitive 𝑓 such that

𝜆std ´ 𝛼|Σ “ 𝑑𝑓
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The primitives 𝛼|Σ and 𝜆std vanish on 𝐿𝑢 and on the foliation 𝐹𝑠pΦq X Σ, so 𝑓 is constant these
manifolds. It follows that 𝑓 is constant on Σ and so

(4.3) 𝜆std “ 𝛼|Σ

Step 2: Cube Coordinates. In this step, we use Σ to construct a rectangular chart and verify
the requirements. Since 𝜒 is a homoclinic orbit asymptotic to𝑄 in the forward direction, we may
choose a point 𝑎 P 𝜒 such that

𝑎 P Σ X 𝐹𝑠smpΦ;𝑄q Ă 𝐹𝑠pΦ;𝑄q

Here we use the fact that𝑄 P Γ so that 𝐹𝑠smpΦ;𝑄q “ 𝐹𝑠pΦ;𝑄q Ă 𝑊 𝑠pΓ,Φq by Setup 4.1(c). Choose
a smooth embedding of a cube of the form

(4.4) r´𝜖, 𝜖s𝑛𝑢 Ñ Λ𝑢 Ă 𝐹𝑢p𝑄q with 0𝑢 ÞÑ 𝑄

This extends naturally to a map of cotangent bundles, giving a Liouville embedding

𝜅 : pr´3, 3s𝑛𝑠 ˆ r´𝜖, 𝜖s𝑛𝑢 ,𝜆stdq Ñ pΣ, 𝛼|Σq where 𝜆std “ ´
ÿ

𝑖

𝑠𝑖 ¨ 𝑑𝑢𝑖

By shrinking Σ around Λ𝑠 , we may assume that this map is a symplectomorphism. Using the
Reeb flow as in (4.1), we may extend 𝜅 to a local contactomorphism

𝜅 :
`

r´3, 3s𝑛𝑠 ˆ r´𝛿, 𝐿 ` 𝛿s𝑡 ˆ r´𝜖, 𝜖s𝑢 , 𝑑𝑡 ` 𝜆std
˘

Ñ p𝑌 , 𝛼q

The restriction of 𝜅 to 0𝑠 ˆ r´𝜖, 𝐿 ` 𝜖s𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢 is a parametrization of a sub-arc of Γ containing 𝑄
and 𝑃 sending 0 to 𝑄 and 𝐿 to 𝑃. Thus by choosing a sufficiently small surface Σ and choosing
𝛿, 𝜖 small, we may guarantee that 𝜅 is an embedding and the image of 𝜅 lies in 𝑉 .

Now take 𝑈 to be the image of 𝜅 and take p𝑥, 𝑠, 𝑢q as the coordinates induced by 𝜅. By
construction𝑈 Ă 𝑉 . We now check that𝑈 and p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q satisfy (a-g). For (a), we note that

𝜅˚𝛼 “ 𝑑𝑡 ` 𝜆std “ 𝑑𝑡 ´ p𝑠1𝑑𝑢1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` 𝑠𝑛𝑑𝑢𝑛q

The requirements (b) follows immediately from (a). Requirements (c) and (f,g) follow trivially
from the construction. To see property (d), note that the local stable manifold 𝑊 𝑠

locpΓ,Φ;𝑈q of Γ
is precisely the 𝑅-orbit of the component of the local stable leaf 𝐹𝑠locpΦ, 𝑄;𝑈q containing 𝑄. By
construction, 𝜅 maps r´3, 3s𝑛𝑠 ˆ 0𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢 to 𝐹𝑠locpΦ, 𝑄;𝑈q. It follows that 𝑊 𝑠pΓ,Φ;𝑈q is identified
with the zero set

t𝑢 “ 0u “ r´3, 3s𝑛𝑠 ˆ r´𝜖, 1 ` 𝜖s𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢
An analogous discussion applies to 𝑊𝑢

locpΓ,Φ;𝑈q, verifying (d). Requirement (e) follows from
the same discussion, and the fact that 𝐹𝑠pΦq and 𝐹𝑢pΦq are 𝑅-invariant. Finally, by shrinking the
neighborhood 𝑉 in the construction, we may guarantee that the orbit 𝜒 contains a point that is
not in 𝑉 or𝑈 . It follows that Φ´𝑘p𝑎q R 𝑈 for some 𝑘. This verifies (h). □

We will require an enhancement of Lemma 4.4 that incorporates a set of invariant cone-fields.

Lemma 4.5 (Standard Chart With Cone-Fields). For any 𝜇 ą 1 and 𝜖 P p0, 1q, there exists
‚ An integer 𝑁 ě 1.
‚ A cube𝑈 Ă 𝑌 with coordinates p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q as in Lemma 4.4.
‚ A Riemannian metric 𝑔 on 𝑌 that is compatible with the splitting 𝑇𝑌 “ 𝐸𝑠 ‘ 𝐸𝑐 ‘ 𝐸𝑢

‚ Continuous cone-fields 𝐾𝑠 and 𝐾𝑢 on 𝑌.
that satisfy the following properties (after possibly rescaling the contact form 𝛼).

(a) The cone-fields 𝐾𝑠 and 𝐾𝑢 are compatible with the blender box𝑈 (see Definition 3.18).

𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 Ă 𝐾𝑠 and 𝑇R𝑛

𝑢 Ă 𝐾𝑢



20 JULIAN CHAIDEZ

(b) The cone-fields 𝐾𝑠 is contracted by Φ´𝑁 , and 𝐾𝑐𝑢 and 𝐾𝑢 are contracted by Φ𝑁 .

Φ
´𝑁
˚ p𝐾𝑠q Ă int𝐾𝑠 and Φ𝑁

˚ p𝐾𝑢q Ă int𝐾𝑢

(c) The cone-fields 𝐾𝑠 and 𝐾𝑢 are dilated by Φ´𝑁 and Φ𝑁 with contant of dilation 𝜇, respectively.

𝜇 ¨ |𝑇Φ𝑁p𝑣q| ă |𝑣| if 𝑣 P 𝐾𝑢 and 𝜇 ¨ |𝑇Φ´𝑁p𝑣q| ă |𝑣| if 𝑣 P 𝐾𝑠

(d) The cone-fields 𝐾𝑠 and 𝐾𝑢 are width less than 𝜖 for both 𝑔 and the standard metric on𝑈 .

Proof. Choose an auxilliary chart 𝑈 1 and coordinates p𝑠1 , 𝑡1 , 𝑢1q as in Lemma 4.4. Also choose a
continuous metric 𝑔 on 𝑌 that is compatible with the splitting 𝐸𝑠 ‘ 𝐸𝑐 ‘ 𝐸𝑢 . Finally, choose a
𝛿 ă 𝜖 sufficiently small such that the cone-fields

𝐾𝑠 “ 𝐾𝛿p𝐸𝑠pΦqq 𝐾𝑐𝑢 “ 𝐾𝛿p𝐸𝑐pΦq ‘ 𝐸𝑢pΦqq 𝐾𝑢 “ 𝐾𝛿p𝐸𝑢pΦqq

are width less than 𝜖 with respect to 𝑔. By construction, these cone-fields satisfy (d). By Theorem
3.16 and Setup 4.1, we may choose an 𝑁 ě 1 such that Φ satisfies (b) and (c).

To achieve (a), note that 𝐸𝑠pΦq, 𝐸𝑐pΦq ‘ 𝐸𝑢pΦq and 𝐸𝑢pΦq agree with the tangent spaces
𝑇R𝑛

𝑠 , 𝑇pR1
𝑡 ˆR𝑛

𝑢q and 𝑇R𝑛
𝑢 along Γ, respectively. Thus in a small neighborhood𝑉 of Γ, the chosen

cone-fields satisfy (a). We may then rescale the coordinates p𝑠1 , 𝑡1 , 𝑢1q by taking

p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q “ p𝑐 ¨ 𝑠1 , 𝑐 ¨ 𝑡1 , 𝑐 ¨ 𝑢1q for 𝑐 large

For 𝑐 sufficiently large, the cube with p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q-coordinates r2,´2s𝑠 ˆ r´𝛿, 𝐿 ` 𝛿s𝑡 ˆ r´𝜖, 𝜖s𝑛𝑢 will
lie within 𝑉 . Properties (a-b) are preserved after we scale the contact form by 𝑐´1. Properties
(c-f,h) in Lemma 4.4 are preserved by this coordinate change. Property (g) in in Lemma 4.4 can
be preserved by replacing 𝑎 with Φ𝑗p𝑎q for large 𝑗. □

4.2. Family of Contactomorphisms. Our next task is to construct the family of contactomor-
phisms Ψ in Theorem 4.2 and discuss its basic properties. For the rest of the section, we fix

constants 𝐿, 𝑁 , 𝑚 𝑈 Ă 𝑌 with coordinates p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q metric 𝑔 and cone-fields 𝐾‚

as in Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5. We can now begin the main construction of the family of maps. We
will require two auxilliary contact Hamiltonians for the construction.

Construction 4.6 (Hamiltonian 𝐻). Let 𝐻 : 𝑌 Ñ R be a contact Hamiltonian such that

𝐻p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q “ ℎp𝑡q

Here ℎ : R Ñ R is a smooth function of the 𝑡-variable satisfying the following constraints.

ℎp𝑡q “ 𝑡 if 𝑡 ď 𝐿{3 and ℎp𝑡q “ 𝐿 ´ 𝑡 if 𝑡 ě 2𝐿{3

ℎp𝑡q ą 0 and |ℎ1p𝑡q| ă 1{𝐿 if 0 ă 𝑡 ă 𝐿

The contact Hamiltonian vector-field 𝑉𝐻 generating the flow of contactomorphisms Φ𝐻 is

(4.5) 𝑉𝐻 “ ℎp𝑡q ¨ B𝑡 ´ ℎ1p𝑡q ¨
ÿ

𝑖

𝑠𝑖 ¨ B𝑠𝑖 in the chart𝑈

In particular, we have the following formulas for special ranges of 𝑡.

(4.6) 𝑉𝐻 “ 𝑡B𝑡 ´
ÿ

𝑖

𝑠𝑖B𝑠𝑖 if 𝑡 ď 𝐿{3 𝑉𝐻 “ p𝐿 ´ 𝑡qB𝑡 `
ÿ

𝑖

𝑠𝑖B𝑠𝑖 if 𝑡 ě 2𝐿{3

Using (4.5), it is a simple calculation to show that Φ𝐻 takes the following general form on𝑈 .

(4.7) Φ𝐻
𝑟 p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q “ p 𝑓𝑟p𝑡q ¨ 𝑠,𝜓𝑟p𝑡q, 𝑢q where B𝑟𝜓 “ ℎ ˝ 𝜓 and B𝑟 𝑓 “ ´ℎ1 ¨ 𝑓

In particular, we have the following formulas for Φ𝐻 on the ranges of 𝑡 appearing in (4.6).

(4.8) Φ𝐻
𝑟 p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q “ p𝑒´𝑟 𝑠, 𝑒𝑟𝑡 , 𝑢q if 𝑡 ď 1{3

(4.9) Φ𝐻
𝑟 p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q “ p𝑒𝑟 𝑠, 𝐿 ` 𝑒´𝑟p𝑡 ´ 𝐿q, 𝑢q if 𝑡 ě 2𝐿{3
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Construction 4.7 (Hamiltonian 𝐺). We define the (time-dependent) contact Hamiltonian

𝐺 : r0, 1s𝑟 ˆ 𝑌 Ñ R

as follows. Recall that the heteroclinic point 𝑎 in Lemma 4.4 is in the unstable manifold of 𝑃.
Moreover, the local unstable manifold of 𝑃 in𝑈 is the set 0𝑠 ˆ 𝐿𝑡 ˆ r´𝛿, 𝛿s𝑛𝑢 . Thus we choose

(4.10) 𝑚 ě 2 such that Φ´𝑁𝑚p𝑎q “ p0𝑠 , 𝐿𝑡 , 𝑥𝑢q for some 𝑥𝑢 P r´𝛿, 𝛿s𝑛𝑢

Choose a neighborhood𝑊 of Φ´𝑁𝑚p𝑎q that is small enough so that the sets

pΦ𝐻
𝑟 ˝ Φq𝑗p𝑊q for 𝑗 “ 0 . . . 𝑚

are all disjoint for sufficiently small 𝑟. Since Φ´𝑁𝑚p𝑎q and 𝑎 are in𝑈 , we may also assume that

𝑊 Ă 𝑈 and pΦ𝐻
𝑟 ˝ Φq𝑁𝑚p𝑊q Ă 𝑈

for sufficiently small 𝑟. Moreover, since Φ´𝑘p𝑎q is not in Φ´1p𝑈q for some 𝑘, we have that

pΦ𝐻
𝑟 ˝ Φq𝑁𝑚´𝑘p𝑊q X Φ´1p𝑈q “ H

for sufficiently small 𝑟 and neighborhood 𝑊 . We may thus fix a pair of open sets 𝑊 1 Ă 𝑊2 that
have the following properties for sufficiently small 𝑟.

pΦ𝐻
𝑟 ˝ Φq𝑁𝑚´𝑘p𝑊q Ă 𝑊 1 𝑊2 X Φ´1p𝑈q “ H

𝑊2 X pΦ𝐻
𝑟 ˝ Φq𝑗p𝑊q “ H if 0 ď 𝑗 ď 𝑁𝑚 and 𝑗 ‰ 𝑁𝑚 ´ 𝑘

Now we define a smooth family of contactomorphism Φ𝐾
𝑟 : 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 (generated by a parameter-

dependent contact Hamiltonian 𝐾) implicitly by the following equation.

(4.11) Φ𝑅
𝑟 ˝ Φ𝑁𝑚 ˝ Φ𝐻

𝑁𝑚𝑟 “ pΦ𝐻
𝑟 ˝ Φq𝑘 ˝ 𝐺𝑟 ˝ pΦ𝐻

𝑟 ˝ Φq𝑁𝑚´𝑘

Here Φ𝑅 is the Reeb flow of 𝑌. Note that Φ𝐾
0 “ Id. We now define 𝐺 so that it satisfies

𝐺𝑟 “ 𝐾𝑟 on 𝑊 1 and 𝐺𝑟 “ 0 on 𝑌z𝑊2

Construction 4.8 (Family Of Maps). We define the family of contactomorphisms

Ψ : r0, 1s𝑟 ˆ 𝑌 Ñ 𝑌 as the composition Ψ𝑟 “ Φ𝐺
𝑟 ˝ Φ𝐻

𝑟 ˝ Φ

Note that Ψ𝑟 satisfies the following elementary properties for𝑊 and 𝑚 as in Construction 4.7.

(4.12) Ψ𝑟 “ Φ𝐻
𝑟 ˝ Φ on Φ´1p𝑈q and Ψ𝑁𝑚

𝑟 p𝑥q “ Φ𝑅
𝑟 ˝ Φ𝑁𝑚 ˝ Φ𝐻

𝑁𝑚𝑟 on 𝑊

4.3. Properties Of Family. In this section, we prove several properties of the family Ψ in Con-
struction 4.8. We will use these properties extensively in the proof of the blender properties.

We start by recording the effect of the maps Ψ on the coordinates in the standard chart𝑈 .

Lemma 4.9 (Coordinate Projections). Let 𝜋𝑊 and 𝜋Γ be the coordinate projections

𝜋𝑊 : 𝑈 Ñ 𝑊𝑢
locpΓ,Φ;𝑈q “ 𝑈 X t𝑠 “ 0u given by 𝜋𝑊p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q “ p0𝑠 , 𝑡 , 𝑢q

𝜋Γ : 𝑈 Ñ Γ X𝑈 “ 𝑈 X t𝑠, 𝑢 “ 0u given by 𝜋Γp𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q “ p0𝑠 , 𝑡 , 0𝑢q

Then 𝜋𝑊 and 𝜋Γ commute with Ψ𝑟 over𝑈 X Φ´1p𝑈q. In particular, if 𝜓 is the flow of ℎ ¨ B𝑡 on R𝑡 then

𝑡pΨ𝑟p𝑥qq “ 𝑡p𝜋Γ ˝ Ψ𝑟p𝑥qq “ 𝑡pΨ𝑟 ˝ 𝜋Γp𝑥qq “ 𝜓𝑟p𝑡p𝑥qq

Proof. On the set Φ´1p𝑈q, we have Ψ𝑟 “ Φ𝐻
𝑟 ˝ Φ by the first identity in (4.12). By Lemma 4.4(d-f)

and by examination of (4.7), both Φ and Φ𝐻
𝑟 preserves the foliation

(4.13) 𝐸𝑠smpΦq “ 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 on𝑈 and 𝑇R𝑛

𝑢 on𝑊𝑢
locpΓ,Φ;𝑈q

Moreover, both Φ and Φ𝐻
𝑟 (and therefore Ψ𝑟) preserve the sets

𝑊𝑢
locpΓ,Φ;𝑈q “ 𝑈 X t𝑠 “ 0u and Γ X𝑈 “ 𝑈 X t𝑠, 𝑡 “ 0u
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This Ψ𝑟 sends the leaf of 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 through 𝑥 P 𝑈 X t𝑠 “ 0u to the leaf through Ψ𝑟p𝑥q. In other words,

𝜋𝑊 commutes with Ψ𝑟 . Similarly, Ψ𝑟 preserves the leaves of 𝑇R𝑛
𝑢 on𝑈 X t𝑠 “ 0u and so

𝜋Γ ˝ Ψ𝑟p𝑥q “ Ψ𝑟 ˝ 𝜋Γp𝑥q if 𝑥 P 𝑈 X t𝑠 “ 0u

Since 𝜋Γ ˝ 𝜋𝑊 “ 𝜋Γ, this implies that 𝜋Γ commutes with Ψ𝑟 in general. The final claim follows
since 𝑡 ˝ Ψ𝑟 “ 𝜓𝑟 ˝ 𝑡 on Γ X𝑈 , since Φ fixes Γ pointwise and 𝑡 ˝ Φ𝐻

𝑟 “ 𝜓𝑟 ˝ 𝑡 on Γ X𝑈 . □

Lemma 4.10 (Coordinate Contraction). Let𝑈 1 “ 𝑈 X ¨ ¨ ¨ X Ψ´𝑁p𝑈q. Then for small 𝑟, we have

𝜇 ¨ |𝑠pΨ𝑁
𝑟 p𝑥qq| ă |𝑠p𝑥q| and 𝜇 ¨ |𝑢p𝑥q| ă |𝑢pΨ𝑁

𝑟 p𝑥qq|

Proof. Note that 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 is uniformly contracted by Φ𝑁 by a factor of 𝜇 on 𝑈 and 𝑇R𝑛

𝑢 is uniformly
expanded by Φ𝑁 by a factor of 𝜇 on𝑊𝑢

locpΓ,Φ;𝑈q due to Lemma 4.5.
These properties are robust in the 𝐶1-topology, so the map Ψ𝑟 also satisfies these properties

for small 𝑟. Since 𝑥 and 𝜋Γp𝑥q lie in the same fiber of 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 , we can apply Lemma 4.10 to see that

|𝑠pΨ𝑁
𝑟 p𝑥qq| “ |𝑠pΨ𝑁

𝑟 p𝑥qq ´ 𝑠pΨ𝑁
𝑟 p𝜋𝑊p𝑥qq| ď 𝜇´1 ¨ |𝑠p𝑥q ´ 𝑠p𝜋𝑊p𝑥qq| “ 𝜇´1 ¨ |𝑠p𝑥q|

Also, the maps 𝑢,𝜋Γ and 𝜋𝑊 satisfy 𝑢 ˝ 𝜋𝑊 “ 𝑢 and 𝑢 ˝ 𝜋Γ “ 0. Thus by Lemma 4.10, we have

|𝑢pΨ𝑁
𝑟 p𝑥qq| “ |𝑢 ˝ 𝜋𝑊pΨ𝑁

𝑟 p𝑥qq ´ 𝑢 ˝ 𝜋ΓpΨ𝑁
𝑟 p𝑥qq| ě 𝜇 ¨ |𝑢p𝜋𝑊p𝑥qq ´ 𝑢p𝜋Γp𝑥qq| ě |𝑢p𝑥q| □

Next, note that the maps in the family Ψ is partially hyperbolic near Φ. This follows from
Theorems 3.4-3.5 and the partial hyperbolicity of Φ.

Lemma 4.11 (Partial Hyperbolicity). The maps Ψ𝑟 (for sufficiently small 𝑟) has a dominated splitting

𝑇𝑌 “ 𝐸𝑠pΨ𝑟q ‘ 𝐸𝑐pΨ𝑟q ‘ 𝐸𝑢pΨ𝑟q with stable/unstable foliations 𝐹𝑠pΨ𝑟q and 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟q

The points 𝑃 and 𝑄 become non-degenerate and hyperbolic fixed points of Ψ𝑟 .

Lemma 4.12 (Fixed Points). The points 𝑄 and 𝑃 are hyperbolic fixed points of Ψ𝑟 of index

indpΨ𝑟 ;𝑄q “ 𝑛 and indpΨ𝑟 ;𝑃q “ 𝑛 ` 1

The local stable and unstable manifolds of 𝑃 and 𝑄 in𝑈 with respect to Ψ𝑟 are given by

𝑊 𝑠
locp𝑃,Ψ𝑟 ;𝑈q “ r´3, 3s𝑛𝑠 ˆ p0, 𝐿 ` 𝜖s𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢 𝑊𝑢

locp𝑃,Ψ𝑟 ;𝑈q “ 0𝑠 ˆ 𝐿𝑡 ˆ r´𝛿, 𝛿s𝑢

𝑊 𝑠
locp𝑄,Ψ𝑟 ;𝑈q “ r´3, 3s𝑛𝑠 ˆ 0𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢 𝑊𝑢

locp𝑄,Ψ𝑟 ;𝑈q “ 0𝑠 ˆ r´𝜖, 𝐿q𝑡 ˆ r´𝛿, 𝛿s𝑢

Proof. The points 𝑃 and 𝑄 are fixed by Φ due to Setup 4.1(d) and fixed by Φ𝐻
𝑟 due to (4.8-4.9).

Thus (4.12) implies that 𝑃 and 𝑄 are fixed by Ψ𝑟 . To compute the index of 𝑃, note that 𝑇Φ and
𝑇Φ𝐻

𝑟 at 𝑃 decomposes via the splitting 𝑇𝑌 “ 𝐸𝑠pΦq ‘ 𝐸𝑐pΦq ‘ 𝐸𝑢pΦq as follows.

𝑇𝑃Φ “ 𝑇𝑃Φ
𝑠 ‘ Id𝑐 ‘𝑇𝑃Φ

𝑢 and 𝑇𝑃Φ
𝐻
𝑟 “ 𝑒𝑟 Id𝑠 ‘ 𝑒´𝑟 Id𝑐 ‘ Id𝑢

The linear maps 𝑇𝑃Φ𝑠 and 𝑇𝑃Φ𝑢 are the restrictions to 𝐸𝑠pΦq and 𝐸𝑢pΦq respectively. Since 𝑃 is
in𝑈 , the first formula in (4.12) implies that the differential of Ψ𝑟 at 𝑃 is given by

𝑇𝑃Ψ𝑟 “ 𝑒𝑟𝑇𝑃Φ
𝑠
𝑟 ‘ 𝑒´𝑟 Id𝑐 ‘ 𝑇𝑃Φ

𝑢
𝑟

Since Γ is a normally hyperbolic fixed set of Φ by Setup 4.1, the maps 𝑒𝑟𝑇𝑃Φ𝑠
𝑟 (for small 𝑟) and

𝑇𝑃Φ
𝑢
𝑟 have real eigenvalues of norm bounded above by 1 and below by 1, respectively. It follows

that 𝑇𝑃Ψ𝑟 will be hyperbolic of index 𝑛 ` 1. The same analysis applies to the index of 𝑄.
To find the stable and unstable manifolds, fix 𝑥 P 𝑈 . By Lemma 4.9, we know that 𝑡pΨ𝑘

𝑟 p𝑥qq “

𝜓𝑘
𝑟 p𝑡p𝑥qq where 𝜓𝑟 of the vector-field ℎ ¨ B𝑡 and 𝐻 is as in Construction 4.6. Moreover ℎ ą 0 on

p0, 𝐿q and ℎ ă 0 on r´𝜖, 0q and p𝐿, 𝐿 ` 𝜖s. This implies that 𝑡pΨ𝑘
𝑟 p𝑥qq converges to

𝐿 if 𝑡p𝑥q P p0, 𝐿 ` 𝜖s 0 if 𝑡p𝑥q “ 0
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and that Ψ𝑘
𝑟 p𝑥q leaves 𝑈 if 𝑡p𝑥q P r´𝜖, 0q. Now Lemma 4.10 implies that |𝑢pΨ𝑘

𝑟 p𝑥qq| diverges if
𝑢p𝑥q ‰ 0, and so Ψ𝑘

𝑟 p𝑥q leaves 𝑈 . On the other hand, if 𝑢p𝑥q “ 0 then |𝑠pΨ𝑘
𝑟 p𝑥qq| Ñ 0 as 𝑘 Ñ 8

by Lemma 4.10. This shows that

𝑊 𝑠
locp𝑃,Ψ𝑟 ;𝑈q “ r´3, 3s𝑛𝑠 ˆ p0, 𝐿 ` 𝜖s𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢 𝑊 𝑠

locp𝑄,Ψ𝑟 ;𝑈q “ r´3, 3s𝑛𝑠 ˆ 0𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢

An identical analysis works for the unstable manifolds. □

Next, we have the following description of the local stable and unstable foliations, and the
action of Ψ𝑟 on the leaves in the chart𝑈 .

Lemma 4.13 (Stable/Unstable Foliations). The local stable and unstable foliations of Ψ𝑟 satisfy

𝐹𝑠pΨ𝑟q “ 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 on 𝑊 𝑠

locp𝑃,Ψ𝑟 ;𝑈q and 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟q “ 𝑇R𝑛
𝑢 on 𝑊𝑢

locp𝑄,Ψ𝑟 ;𝑈q

Moreover, if Λ𝑠 and Λ𝑢 are leaves of 𝐹𝑠pΨ𝑟q and 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟q intersecting Γ X𝑈 , respectively, then

Ψ𝑟pΛ
𝑠q X𝑈 “ Φ𝐻

𝑟 pΛ𝑠q X𝑈 and Ψ𝑟pΛ
𝑢q X𝑈 “ Φ𝐻

𝑟 pΛ𝑢q X𝑈

Proof. For the first claim, note that𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 and𝑇R𝑛

𝑢 are tangent to𝑊 𝑠
locp𝑃,Ψ𝑟 ;𝑈q and𝑊𝑢

locp𝑄,Ψ𝑟 ;𝑈q

by Lemma 4.12. Moreover, 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 and 𝑇R𝑛

𝑢 are uniformly contracted and expanded, respectively,
on those sets via (4.12). The lemma then follows from the uniqueness of the strong stable and
unstable foliations on the stable and unstable manifolds of a hyperbolic invariant set [38, §4].
The second claim follows from the first claim, the formula (4.12) and the fact that Φ preserves
the stable and unstable foliations in𝑈 . □

Finally, we have the following computation of a certain important family of heteroclinics.

Lemma 4.14 (Heteroclinics). Consider the Reeb segment r𝑏´𝑟 , 𝑏𝑟s containing the point 𝑎, where

𝑏𝜏 “ p1𝑠 , 𝜏, 0𝑢q and we recall that 𝑎 “ p1𝑠 , 0, 0𝑢q

Then for 𝑟 ą 0 sufficiently small, we have
(a) The leaf of 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟q through p0𝑠 , 𝐿´𝛿, 0𝑢q meets r𝑏´𝑟 , 𝑏𝑟s at the point p1𝑠 , 𝑟´𝛿, 0𝑢q for 𝛿 P r0, 2𝑟s.
(b) The interval p𝑎, 𝑏𝑟q is a connected component of the intersection of𝑊 𝑠p𝑃,Ψ𝑟q and𝑊𝑢p𝑄,Ψ𝑟q.
(c) The points 𝑎 and 𝑏𝑟 are transverse homoclinic points of 𝑄 and 𝑃, respectively.

Proof. Let 𝑚 and 𝑊 be the integer and fixed (𝑟-independent) neighborhood in Construction 4.8.
Note that𝑊 is a fixed neighborhood of the point

Φ´𝑁𝑚p𝑎q “ p0, 𝐿𝑡 , 1𝑢q

We may thus choose 𝑟 small enough so that we have the following inclusion for all 𝛿 P r0, 2𝑟s.

Φ𝐻
´𝑁𝑚𝑟p0𝑠 , 𝐿 ´ 𝛿, 1𝑢q P 𝑊

We first compute the image of p0𝑠 , 𝐿 ´ 𝛿, 1𝑢q under Ψ𝑁𝑚
𝑟 ˝ Φ𝐻

´𝑁𝑚𝑟
. By (4.12), we see that

Ψ𝑁𝑚
𝑟 ˝Φ𝐻

´𝑁𝑚𝑟p0𝑠 , 𝐿´ 𝛿, 1𝑢q “ Φ𝑅
𝑟 ˝Φ𝑁𝑚 ˝Φ𝐻

𝑁𝑚𝑟 ˝Φ𝐻
´𝑁𝑚𝑟p0𝑠 , 𝐿´ 𝛿, 1𝑢q “ Φ𝑅

𝑟 ˝Φ𝑁𝑚p0𝑠 , 𝐿´ 𝛿, 1𝑢q

Since the Reeb vector-field commutes with Φ, the latter expression becomes

Φ𝑅
𝑟 ˝ Φ𝑁𝑚p0𝑠 , 𝐿 ´ 𝛿, 1𝑢q “ Φ𝑅

𝑟 ˝ Φ𝑁𝑚 ˝ Φ𝑅
´𝛿p0𝑠 , 𝐿, 1𝑢q “ Φ𝑅

𝑟´𝛿 ˝ Φ𝑚p0𝑠 , 𝐿, 1𝑢q

Since p1𝑠 , 0, 0𝑢q “ Φ𝑁𝑚p0𝑠 , 𝐿, 1𝑢q by (4.10) in Construction 4.8, we then acquire the equality

Φ𝑅
𝑟´𝛿 ˝ Φ𝑁𝑚p0𝑠 , 𝐿, 1𝑢q “ Φ𝑅

𝑟´𝛿p1𝑠 , 0, 0𝑢q “ p1𝑠 , 𝑟 ´ 𝛿, 0𝑢q

We thus acquire the following formula that we will shortly use to prove (a-c).

(4.14) Ψ𝑁𝑚
𝑟 ˝ Φ𝐻

´𝑁𝑚𝑟p0𝑠 , 𝐿 ´ 𝛿, 1𝑢q “ p1𝑠 , 𝑟 ´ 𝛿, 0𝑢q
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Now we prove the claims above. For (a), note that by Lemma 4.13, Ψ𝑁𝑚
𝑟 maps the leaf Λ of

𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟q containing Φ𝐻
´𝑁𝑚𝑟

p0𝑠 , 𝐿 ´ 𝛿, 1𝑢q to the leaf Ψ𝑁𝑚
𝑟 pΛq “ Φ𝐻

𝑁𝑚𝑟
pΛq containing the points

Ψ𝑁𝑚
𝑟 ˝ Φ𝐻

´𝑁𝑚𝑟p0𝑠 , 𝐿 ´ 𝛿, 1𝑢q “ p1𝑠 , 𝑟 ´ 𝛿, 0𝑢q

Φ𝐻
𝑁𝑚𝑟 ˝ Φ𝐻

´𝑁𝑚𝑟p0𝑠 , 𝐿 ´ 𝛿, 1𝑢q “ p0𝑠 , 𝐿 ´ 𝛿, 1𝑢q

By Lemma 4.13, the leaf that contains p0𝑠 , 𝐿´ 𝛿, 1𝑢q also contains p0𝑠 , 𝐿´ 𝛿, 0𝑢q, proving (a). For
(b), we note that by (a), the point p0𝑠 , 𝑟 ´ 𝛿, 0𝑢q is contained in the stable manifold𝑊 𝑠p𝑃,Ψ𝑟q by
Lemma 4.12. On the other hand, it is also contained in the leaf of in 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟q passing through
p1𝑠 , 𝑟 ´ 𝛿, 0𝑢q by (a), and this leaf is contained in the unstable manifold 𝑊𝑢p𝑄,Ψ𝑟q by Lemma
4.12. This proves (b). For (c), we argue similarly to (b). By (a), the point 𝑎 “ p1𝑠 , 0𝑡 , 0𝑢q is
contained in the leaf of 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟q containing p0𝑠 , 𝐿 ´ 𝑟, 0𝑢q, which is contained in the unstable
manifold 𝑊𝑢p𝑄,Ψ𝑟q by Lemmas 4.12. On the other hand, 𝑎 is contained in 𝑊 𝑠p𝑄,Ψ𝑟q (also by
Lemma 4.12). Thus it is a homoclinic point for 𝑄. A similar discussion holds for 𝑏𝑟 and 𝑃. □

4.4. Family Of Boxes. In this section, we describe the families of smoothly embedded boxes

𝐵𝑟p𝑄q

appearing in the blenders in Theorem 4.2. We start by introducing notation for several important
points and quantities appearing in the description of the boxes.

Notation 4.15. For 𝑟 P r0, 1s, let 𝑃𝑟 and 𝑄𝑟 denote the points in𝑈 given by

𝑃𝑟 “ p0𝑠 , 𝐿 ´ 𝑟, 0𝑢q and 𝑄𝑟 “ p0𝑠 , 𝑟 ¨ p1 ´ 𝑒´8𝑁𝑟q, 0𝑢q

Then we define the constant 𝑚𝑟 to be the unique integer satisfying

(4.15) Ψ
𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝑄𝑟q P rΨ5𝑁

𝑟 p𝑃𝑟q,Ψ
6𝑁
𝑟 p𝑃𝑟qs

Lemma 4.16. The integers 𝑚𝑟 diverge to 8 as 𝑟 Ñ 0. Precisely, there are constants 𝐶, 𝑟0 ą 0 such that

𝑚𝑟 ą ´𝐶𝑟´1 ¨ logp𝑟q for all 𝑟 P p0, 𝑟0q

Proof. Since Ψ𝑟 restricts to the flow of 𝜓𝑟 on Γ (see Construction 4.6 or Lemma 4.9), we may
equivalently characterize 𝑚𝑟 by

𝜓𝑟𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝑟p1 ´ 𝑒´8𝑁𝑟qq P r𝐿 ´ 𝑟𝑒´5𝑁𝑟 , 𝐿 ´ 𝑟𝑒´6𝑁𝑟s

Here 𝜓𝑟 : R𝑡 Ñ R𝑡 is the flow of the vector-field ℎ ¨ B𝑡 and ℎ is as in Construction 4.6. Briefly
switch notation by letting 𝜓𝑟p𝑡q “ 𝜓p𝑟, 𝑡q, and let the quantities 𝑇stp𝑟q, 𝑇mid and 𝑇endp𝑟q be the
unique values such that

𝜓p𝑇stp𝑟q, 𝑟p1 ´ 𝑒´8𝑁𝑟qq “ 𝐿{3 𝜓p𝑇mid , 𝐿{3q “ 2𝐿{3 𝜓p𝑇endp𝑟q, 2𝐿{3q “ 𝐿 ´ 𝑟𝑒´5𝑁𝑟

Note that 𝑇mid is independent of 𝑟. Moreover, using the formulas (4.8) and (4.9) on the intervals
r0, 𝐿{3s𝑡 and r2𝐿{3, 𝐿s𝑡 (see Construction 4.6), we can compute that

𝑇stp𝑟q “ logp𝐿{3q ´ logp𝑟q ´ logp1 ´ 𝑒´8𝑁𝑟q

𝑇endp𝑟q “ ´ logp3{2q ´ logp𝑟q ` 5𝑁𝑟
Now we simply note that in the 𝑟 Ñ 0 limit, we have

𝑟𝑁𝑚𝑟 „ p𝑇stp𝑟q ` 𝑇mid ` 𝑇endp𝑟qq ě ´3 logp𝑟q

Here „ denotes that the limit of the ratio is 1. This proves the result. □

We can now introduce the definition of the blender box 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q.

Construction 4.17 (Blender Box For Ψ). The blender box 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q Ă 𝑈 is defined as the set

𝐵𝑟p𝑄q “ 𝐷𝑛
𝑠 p2q ˆ 𝐷1

𝑡 p𝑡p𝑄𝑟qq ˆ 𝐷𝑛
𝑢 p𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q

The constants in the formula are defined as follows.
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‚ The quantity 𝑡p𝑄𝑟q is the 𝑡-coordinate 𝑟 ¨ p1 ´ 𝑒´8𝑁𝑟q of the point 𝑄𝑟 .
‚ The constant 𝑙 is a positive number such that 𝑙{3 is larger than the minimum radius of a

ball in the unstable leaf 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟 ;𝑃q containing 𝑎.
‚ The constant 𝜇 is an 𝑟-independent constant of dilation for Ψ𝑟 via Lemma 4.11.
‚ The constant 𝑚𝑟 is the integer defined by the formula (4.15).

The stable, central, unstable, left and right boundaries are defined as in Definition 3.17.
We will also need an auxilliary Hölder continuous box constructed using unstable leaves. Let

(4.16) 𝑆𝑟p𝑄q “ 𝐷𝑛
𝑠 p2 ` 𝜇´𝑚𝑟{2q ˆ 𝐷1

𝑡 p𝑡pΨ𝑁
𝑟 p𝑄𝑟qqq ˆ 0𝑢

The Hölder box �̃�𝑟p𝑄q is as the union of disks in the leaves of the unstable foliation 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟q that
have boundary on the set t|𝑢| “ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟u and that intersect 𝑆𝑟p𝑄q . That is

(4.17) �̃�𝑟p𝑄q “
␣

𝑥 : 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟 , 𝑥q X 𝑆𝑟p𝑄q ‰ H and |𝑢p𝑥q| ď 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟
(

There is a map 𝜋 : �̃�𝑟p𝑄q Ñ 𝑆𝑟p𝑄q mapping a point 𝑥 to the intersection point 𝜋p𝑥q P 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟 , 𝑥qX

𝑆𝑟p𝑄q. The following lemma allows us to replace �̃�𝑟p𝑄q with 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q in some arguments.

Lemma 4.18. The Hölder box �̃�𝑟p𝑄q contains the blender box 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q for sufficiently small 𝑟.

Proof. Let 𝑥 P 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q. By Construction 4.17 we know that |𝑢p𝑥q| ď 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 . Let 𝐷 Ă 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟 , 𝑥q be
the disk given by 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟 , 𝑥q X t|𝑢p𝑥q| ď 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟u. This disk is tangent to the vertical cone-field
𝐾𝑢 in𝑈 (see Lemma 4.5), and thus is the graph of a Lipschitz map

𝑓 : 𝐷𝑛
𝑢 p𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q Ñ R

𝑛
𝑠 ˆ R

1
𝑡

with a uniform Lipschitz constant 𝐶 independent of 𝑟 (see Lemma 3.21) and so the image of 𝑓 in
R𝑠 ˆ R𝑡 has diameter bounded by 𝐶 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 . Thus if 𝑦 “ 𝑓 p0𝑢q then

|𝑠p𝑦q ´ 𝑠p𝑥q| ă 5𝐶 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 and |𝑡p𝑦q ´ 𝑡p𝑥q| ă 5𝐶 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟

In particular, this implies that for sufficiently small 𝑟, we have

|𝑠p𝑦q| ď |𝑠p𝑥q| ` 5𝐶 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 ď 2 ` 𝜇´𝑚𝑟{2

|𝑡p𝑦q| ď |𝑡p𝑥q| ` 5𝐶 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 ď 𝑡p𝑄𝑟q ` 5𝐶 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 ď 𝑡pΨ𝑟p𝑄𝑟qq

The last inequality follows from the fact that, for 𝑟 small, we have

𝑡pΨ𝑟p𝑄𝑟qq ´ 𝑡p𝑄𝑟q “ 𝑟p𝑒9𝑁𝑟 ´ 𝑒8𝑁𝑟q ě
1
2 𝑟

2

Thus𝐷 intersects 𝑆𝑟p𝑄q at 𝑦ˆ 0𝑢 and 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟 , 𝑥q X𝑆𝑟p𝑄q is non-empty. In particular, 𝑥 is in 𝑆𝑟p𝑄q

and 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q Ă �̃�𝑟p𝑄q. □

5. Proof Of Blender Axioms

In the previous section, we constructed the family of maps Ψ and an accompanying family of
blender boxes. Our objective in this section is to prove that the pair

pΨ𝑁
𝑟 , 𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq for sufficiently small 𝑟

satisfies the axioms of a stable blender given in Definition 3.22.

Construction 5.1 (Useful Holonomy). The following holonomy map will be useful in the proofs
below. Recall that 𝑎 and 𝑃 lie on a leaf of the unstable foliation 𝐹𝑢pΦq of Φ, with transversals

(5.1) 𝑆 “ 𝑇 “ r´2, 2s𝑛𝑠 ˆ r´𝜖, 𝐿 ` 𝜖s𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢
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By Lemma 3.12, we can choose a neighborhood Nbhdp𝑃q and a Hölder constant 𝜅 so that the
corresponding holonomy maps HolΨ𝑟 from Nbhdp𝑃q X 𝑆 to 𝑇 are Hölder with Hölder constant
𝜅 for sufficiently small 𝑟. For small 𝑟, this restricts to a holonomy map

(5.2) HolΨ𝑟 : 𝐷𝑛
𝑠 p2 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q ˆ r𝐿 ´ 2𝑟, 𝐿s𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢 Ñ r´2, 2s𝑛𝑠 ˆ r´𝛿, 𝐿 ` 𝛿s𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢

Lemma 4.14(a) can be restated as the following formula.

(5.3) HolΨ𝑟 p0𝑠 , 𝐿 ´ 𝛿, 0𝑢q “ p1𝑠 , 𝑟 ´ 𝛿, 0𝑢q for any 𝛿 P r0, 2𝑟s

5.1. Axiom A. We start by defining the subset 𝐴 and proving the axiom in Definition 3.22(a).

Definition 5.2 (Blender Set 𝐴). We let 𝐴𝑟p𝑄q Ă 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q be the connected component of the
intersection 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q X Ψ𝑁p𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq that contains the point 𝑄 “ p0𝑠 , 0𝑡 , 0𝑢q.

Lemma 5.3 (Blender Axiom A). The intersection 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q X Ψ𝑁
𝑟 p𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq is disjoint from

B𝑠𝐵𝑟p𝑄q Ψ𝑁
𝑟 pB𝑐𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq and Ψ𝑁

𝑟 pB𝑢𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq for sufficiently small 𝑟

In particular, the connected component 𝐴𝑟p𝑄q of 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q X Ψ𝑁
𝑟 p𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq satisfies these properties.

Proof. We start by noting that for sufficiently small 𝑟, we have

(5.4) 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q Ă 𝑈 X Ψ´1
𝑟 p𝑈q X ¨ ¨ ¨ X Ψ´𝑁

𝑟 p𝑈q

Now fix points 𝑥 P B𝑠𝐵𝑟p𝑄q and 𝑦 P Ψ𝑁
𝑟 pB𝑢𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq. By Lemma 4.10 and Construction 4.17, we

know that the coordinates of 𝑥 and 𝑦 satisfy

|𝑠p𝑥q| “ 2 and |𝑢p𝑦q| ą 𝜇 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟

Also by Lemma 4.10 and Construction 4.17) we know that any 𝑧 P 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q X Ψ𝑁
𝑟 p𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq satisfies

|𝑠p𝑧q| ă 2 ¨ 𝜇´1 and |𝑢p𝑧q| “ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟

It follows that 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q X Ψ𝑁
𝑟 p𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq is disjoint from B𝑠𝐵𝑟p𝑄q and Ψ𝑁

𝑟 pB𝑢𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq. For the central
boundary, note that 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q consists of points where 𝑡 ď 𝐿{3 for small 𝑟. Thus by Lemma 4.10

|𝑡pΨ𝑁
𝑟 p𝑤qq| “ |𝜓𝑁𝑟p𝑡p𝑤qq| “ 𝑒𝑁𝑟 ¨ 𝑟 ¨ p1 ´ 𝑒´8𝑁𝑟q for any 𝑤 P B𝑐𝐵𝑟p𝑄q

On the other hand, any 𝑧 P 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q has |𝑡p𝑧q| ď 𝑟 ¨ p1 ´ 𝑒´8𝑁𝑟q by Construction 4.17. Thus 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q

and Ψ𝑁
𝑟 pB𝑐𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq are disjoint, and the proof is finished. □

5.2. Axiom B. Next, we introduce the subset𝐴1 appearing in Definition 3.22 and prove the axiom
in Definition 3.22(b). We require the following lemma for the definition of 𝐴1.

Lemma 5.4. The heteroclinic point 𝑎 P 𝜒 is contained in the intersection

𝐵𝑟p𝑄q X Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq

Proof. By the construction of the integer 𝑚𝑟 (see Notation 4.15), we know that

Ψ
𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝑄𝑟q P

“

Ψ5
𝑟p𝑃𝑟q,Ψ

6
𝑟p𝑃𝑟q

‰

(using Notation 4.3)

Since Ψ𝑟 and Φ𝐻
𝑟 agree on the Reeb segment Γ X𝑈 , and pΦ𝐻

𝑟 q𝑁𝑚𝑟 maps the interval Γ X 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q to
an interval in Γ containing r0,Ψ5

𝑟p𝑃𝑟qs, we thus deduce that

𝑃𝑟 P Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 pr´𝑄𝑟 , 𝑄𝑟sq where ˘ 𝑄𝑟 “ 0𝑠 ˆ ˘𝑟p1 ´ 𝑒´8𝑁𝑟q ˆ 0𝑢q

Let 𝑥 P r´𝑄𝑟 , 𝑄𝑟s be the point with Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝑥q “ 𝑃𝑟 and let 𝐷 Ă 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q be the disk

𝐷 “ 0𝑠 ˆ 𝑥 ˆ 𝐷𝑛
𝑢 p𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q contained in 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟 , 𝑥q X 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q

This disk is a disk of radius 𝑙 ¨𝜇´𝑚𝑟 in 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟 , 𝑥q. Since Ψ𝑁
𝑟 uniformly expands distances in leaves

of 𝐹𝑢 (see Lemma 4.5), the disk Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝐷q has radius larger than 𝑙 in 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟 , 𝑃𝑟q. It follows from
the definition of 𝑙 that

𝑎 P Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝐷q Ă Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq □
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Definition 5.5 (Blender Set𝐴1). The sets𝐴1
𝑟p𝑄q and �̃�𝑟p𝑄q are the components of the intersections

𝐵𝑟p𝑄q X Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq and �̃�𝑟p𝑄q X Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p�̃�𝑟p𝑄qq

that contain the point 𝑎 “ p1𝑠 , 0𝑡 , 0𝑢q, respectively. Note that 𝐴𝑟p𝑄q Ă �̃�𝑟p𝑄q.

We next begin working towards the proof of the corresponding axiom, Definition 3.22(b). We
need some technical lemmas about the holonomy map (see Construction 5.1). Consider the set

𝐶𝑟 “ 𝐷𝑛
𝑠 p5 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q ˆ r𝐿 ´ 2𝑟, 𝐿s𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢

The holonomy from Construction 5.1 is well-defined on 𝐶𝑟 for small 𝑟, yielding a smooth map

HolΨ𝑟 : 𝐶𝑟 Ñ r´3, 3s𝑛𝑠 ˆ r´𝜖, 𝐿 ` 𝜖s𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢 for small 𝑟

Our first goal is to analyze the image of 𝐶𝑟 under the holonomy map.

Lemma 5.6 (Holonomy Estimates). There is a 𝜅 ą 0 independent of 𝑟 with the following property. Fix

𝑥 P 𝐶𝑟 and 𝑦 “ HolΨ𝑟 p𝑥q

Then for sufficiently small 𝑟, the coordinates of 𝑦 satisfy

|𝑠p𝑦q| ď 𝜇´𝜅𝑚𝑟 and |𝑡p𝑦q ´ p𝑟 ` 𝑡p𝑥q ´ 𝐿q| ď 𝜇´𝜅𝑚𝑟

Proof. If 𝑥 has 𝑠p𝑥q “ 0, then (5.3) says that 𝑠p𝑦q “ 0 and 𝑡p𝑦q “ 𝑟 ` 𝑡p𝑥q ´ 𝐿. In general, let
𝑥1 “ 𝜋Γp𝑥q be the projection of 𝑥 to the 𝑡-axis and let 𝑦1 “ HolΨ𝑟 p𝑥

1q. Then by Construction 5.1

distp𝑦1 , 𝑦q ď distp𝑥1 , 𝑥q𝜅 “ |𝑠p𝑥q|𝜅 ď p5𝑙𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q𝜅

Here 𝜅 is the Hölder constant in Construction 5.1. The implies that

|𝑠p𝑦q| “ |𝑠p𝑦q ´ 𝑠p𝑦1q| ď p5𝑙𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q𝜅 and |𝑠p𝑦q ´ p𝑟 ` 𝑡p𝑥q ´ 𝐿q| ď p5𝑙𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q𝜅

Since 𝑚𝑟 grows faster than 1{𝑟, we can eliminate the factor of 5𝑙 by shrinking 𝜅. □

Next letΣ𝑟 be the union of the disks𝐷 in the unstable foliation satisfying the following properties.

B𝐷 Ă t|𝑢| ď 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟u and 𝐷 X t𝑢 “ 0u P HolΨ𝑟 pB𝐶𝑟q

Lemma 5.7. The set Σ𝑟 is disjoint from �̃�𝑟p𝑄q X Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p�̃�𝑟p𝑄qq.

Proof. Fix 𝑧 P Σ𝑟 and let 𝐷 be the corresponding unstable disk of radius 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 , centered at
𝑦 “ HolΨ𝑟 p𝑥q where 𝑥 P B𝐶. Recall that 𝑆𝑟p𝑄q is the intersection of �̃�𝑟p𝑄q with t𝑢 “ 0u, given by

𝑆𝑟p𝑄q “ 𝐷𝑛
𝑠 p2 ` 𝜇´𝑚𝑟{2q ˆ 𝐷1

𝑡 p𝑡pΨ𝑁
𝑟 p𝑄𝑟qqq ˆ 0𝑢

Note that 𝑃 is connected to HolΦp𝑎q by a path of length less than 𝑙{3 in the unstable leaf 𝐹𝑢pΦ, 𝑃q.
Moreover, HolΨ𝑟 and 𝐶𝑟 converge to HolΦ and 𝑃 as 𝑟 Ñ 0. Therefore HolΨ𝑟 p𝑥q and 𝑥 are
connected by a path of length less than 𝑙{2 in 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟 , 𝑥q for small 𝑟, and 𝑧 is connected to 𝑥 by a
path in Λ of length less than 𝑙. Since Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p�̃�𝑟p𝑄qq contains the unstable disks of radius 𝑙 around
Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝑆𝑟p𝑄qq, it follows that

𝑧 P Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p�̃�𝑟p𝑄qq if and only if 𝑥 P Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝑆𝑟p𝑄qq

We now claim that the intersection Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝑆𝑟p𝑄qq X B𝐶𝑟 is contained in the set

(5.5) 𝐷𝑛
𝑠 p5 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q ˆ t𝐿 ´ 2𝑟u𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢

Indeed, any point in 𝑆𝑟p𝑄q satisfies |𝑠p𝑥q| ď 2 ` 𝜇´𝑚´𝑟{2 and 𝑡p𝑥q ď 𝑡pΨ𝑁
𝑟 p𝑄𝑟qq. Therefore it

follows from Lemmas 4.9-4.10 and the construction of 𝑚𝑟 that

|𝑠pΨ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝑥qq| ď p2 ` 𝜇´𝑚𝑟{2q ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 ă 5𝜇´𝑚𝑟

𝑡pΨ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝑥qq ď 𝑡pΨ𝑁p𝑚𝑟`1qp𝑄𝑟qq ď 𝑡pΨ7𝑁p𝑃𝑟qq “ 𝐿 ´ 𝑟𝑒7𝑁𝑟 ă 𝐿

By the definition of 𝐶𝑟 , this implies that 𝑥 is in Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝑆𝑟p𝑄qq X B𝐶𝑟 only if 𝑥 is in the set (5.5).
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Finally, we claim that if 𝑥 is in (5.5), then 𝑧 is disjoint from �̃�𝑟p𝑄q for small 𝑟. Indeed, by
Lemma 5.6, we know that

𝑡p𝑦q ď 𝑟 ` 𝑡p𝑥q ´ 𝐿 ` 𝜇´𝜅𝑚𝑟 “ 𝐿 ´ 𝑟 ` 𝜇´𝜅𝑚𝑟 ă ´𝑟p1 ´ 𝑟´9𝑁𝑟q “ ´𝑡pΨ𝑁
𝑟 p𝑄𝑟qq

On the other hand, if 𝑧 is in �̃�𝑟p𝑄q, then 𝑦 must be contained in 𝑆𝑟p𝑄q which only consists of
points 𝑦 with 𝑡p𝑦q ě ´𝑡pΨ𝑁

𝑟 p𝑄𝑟qq. This shows that 𝑧 must be disjoint from �̃�𝑟p𝑄qXΨ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p�̃�𝑟p𝑄qq,
concluding the proof. □

We now apply Lemmas 5.6 and 5.7 to acquire some estimates on 𝐴1
𝑟p𝑄q and �̃�𝑟p𝑄q.

Lemma 5.8 (Bounds On �̃�). There is a 𝜅 ą 0 so that for any point 𝑧 in �̃�𝑟p𝑄q and small 𝑟, we have

(5.6) |𝑠p𝑧q ´ 1𝑠 | ď 𝜇´𝜅𝑚𝑟 ´ 𝑡p𝑄𝑟q ď 𝑡p𝑧q ď 𝑟p1 ´ 𝑒´6𝑁𝑟q ` 𝜇´𝜅𝑚𝑟 |𝑢p𝑧q| ď 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟

Proof. The bound on 𝑢p𝑧q and the lower bound on 𝑡 follow since �̃�𝑟p𝑄q Ă �̃�𝑟p𝑄q.
For the remaining bounds, let 𝑉𝑟 Ă 𝑈 denote the tube r´2, 2s𝑛𝑠 ˆ r´𝛿, 𝐿 ` 𝛿s ˆ 𝐷𝑛

𝑢 p𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q.
Note that Σ𝑟 Ă 𝑉𝑟 and 𝑉𝑟zΣ𝑟 consists of two components 𝑉 in

𝑟 and 𝑉out
𝑟 where

𝑉 in
𝑟 “

␣

𝑧 P 𝐷 : 𝐷 is unstable disk with 𝐷 X 𝑆𝑟p𝑄q P HolΨ𝑟 pintp𝐶𝑟qq and B𝐷 Ă t|𝑢| “ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟u
(

We will not need a description of𝑉out
𝑟 . Since �̃�𝑟p𝑄q Ă 𝑉𝑟 by construction, �̃�𝑟p𝑄q Ă 𝑉𝑟 as well. By

Lemma 5.7, �̃�𝑟p𝑄q must be in one of the components 𝑉 in
𝑟 and 𝑉out

𝑟 . A direct computation gives
𝑎 P 𝑉 in

𝑟 , so it follows from Definition 5.5 that �̃�𝑟p𝑄q Ă 𝑉 in
𝑟 .

It therefore suffices to prove the remaining bounds for a point 𝑧 in 𝑉 in
𝑟 . Let 𝐷 be the unstable

disk through 𝑧 and let 𝑦 “ HolΨ𝑟 p𝑥q be the intersection of 𝐷 with 𝐷𝑟p𝑄q. By Lemma 5.6

|𝑠p𝑦q| ď 𝜇´𝜅𝑚𝑟 and 𝑡p𝑦q ď 𝐿 ´ 𝑟 ` 𝑡p𝑥q ď 𝐿 ´ 𝑟 ` 𝑡pΨ7
𝑟p𝑃𝑟qq “ 𝑟p1 ´ 𝑒7𝑁𝑟q

The point 𝑧 lies on the vertical disk𝐷, which is a graph of a 2𝜖-Lipschitz graph from𝐷𝑛
𝑢 p𝑙 ¨𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q.

It follows that distp𝑧, 𝑦q ď 𝐶𝜇´𝑚𝑟 for some 𝐶 independent of 𝑟, and so

|𝑠p𝑥q| ď 𝜇´𝜅𝑚𝑟 ` 𝐶𝜇´𝑚𝑟 𝑡p𝑦q ď 𝑟p1 “ 𝑒7𝑁𝑟q ` 𝐶𝜇´𝑚𝑟

The remaining estimates follow by taking 𝑟 small and possibly shrinking 𝜅. □

The axiom in Definition 3.22(b) is now an easy consequence of Lemma 5.8.

Lemma 5.9 (Blender Axiom B). The regions �̃�𝑟p𝑄q and 𝐴1
𝑟p𝑄q is disjoint from

B𝑟𝐵𝑟p𝑄q B𝑠𝐵𝑟p𝑄q and Ψ𝑁
𝑟 pB𝑢𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq

Proof. Disjointness from Ψ𝑁pB𝑢𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq follows from the same argument as in Lemma 5.3. For
the other two boundary regions, note that by Lemma 5.8 we have

|𝑠p𝑥q ´ 1𝑠 |𝜇´𝜅𝑚𝑟 and 𝑡p𝑥q ď 𝑟p1 ´ 𝑒´7𝑁𝑟q ` 𝜇´𝜅𝑚´𝑟 for all 𝑥 P �̃�𝑟p𝑄q

This implies that for sufficiently small 𝑟, the set �̃�𝑟p𝑄q is disjoint from the sets

B𝑠𝐵𝑟p𝑄q “ 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q X t|𝑠| “ 2u and B𝑟𝐵𝑟p𝑄q “ 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q X t𝑡 “ 𝑟 ¨ p1 ´ 𝑒´8𝑁𝑟qu □

5.3. Axioms C And D. Next, we prove the blender axioms related to cone-fields (see Definition
3.22(c-d)). The first of these axioms is relatively straightforward.

Lemma 5.10 (Blender Axiom C). There are compatible cone-fields 𝐾𝑠 and 𝐾𝑢 for 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q of width less
than 𝜖 (with respect to the standard metric) that are contracted and dilated (with constant 𝜇) as follows.

pΨ´𝑁
𝑟 q˚𝐾

𝑠 Ă int𝐾𝑠 pΨ𝑁
𝑟 q˚𝐾

𝑢 Ă int𝐾𝑢 Ψ´𝑁
𝑟 dilates 𝐾𝑠 Ψ𝑁

𝑟 dilates 𝐾𝑢

Proof. Let 𝐾𝑠 and 𝐾𝑢 be the cone-fields in Lemma 4.5. Note that Ψ𝑟 Ñ Φ in the 𝐶8-topology.
Moreover, contraction and dilation (with constant 𝜇) of a given cone-field are 𝐶1-robust proper-
ties. Thus, Lemma 4.5 implies this axiom for our choice of constants 𝑁, 𝜇, 𝜖 and small 𝑟. □



ROBUSTLY NON-CONVEX HYPERSURFACES IN CONTACT MANIFOLDS 29

The second cone-field related axiom (regarding the central-unstable cone-field) is more difficult
and will require some preliminary results. To start, choose a Riemannian metric

𝑔 on 𝑇𝑌 such that the splitting 𝐸𝑢pΨ𝑟q ‘ 𝑇R1
𝑡 ‘ 𝑇R𝑛

𝑠 is orthogonal on𝑈

We consider the following cone-fields of width 𝜖 with respect to 𝑔.

𝐾𝑢𝑠𝜖 “ 𝐾𝜖𝐸
𝑢pΨ𝑟q X p𝐸𝑢pΨ𝑟q ‘ 𝑇R𝑛

𝑠 q “ t𝑢 ` 𝑣 : 𝑢 P 𝐸𝑢pΨ𝑟q and 𝑣 P 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 with |𝑢| ě 𝜖 ¨ 𝑣u

𝐾𝑐𝑠𝛿 “ 𝐾𝛿p𝑇R1
𝑡 q X p𝑇R1

𝑡 ‘ 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 q “ t𝑢 ` 𝑣 : 𝑢 P 𝑇R1

𝑡 and 𝑣 P 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 with |𝑢| ě 𝛿 ¨ 𝑣u

These cone-fields are well-defined over 𝑈 (i.e. wherever p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q-coordinates are well-defined).
Finally, we define the fiberwise sum of cones

𝐾𝑐𝑢𝛿,𝜖 “ 𝐾𝑢𝑠𝜖 ` 𝐾𝑐𝑠𝛿

The following key lemma describes choices of the parameters of the cone 𝐾𝑐𝑢 that guarantee
contraction and dilation.

Lemma 5.11 (Stretching 𝐾𝑐𝑢). Fix a positive integer 𝑘, positive constants 𝜇, 𝜖, 𝜈, 𝜂 , and a subset𝑉 Ă 𝑈

with the following properties.
‚ The constants satisfy 𝜇2 ą 1 ` 𝜖2 and 𝜈 ą 1 ą 𝜂.
‚ 𝑇Ψ𝑘

𝑟 dilates 𝐸𝑢pΨ𝑟q with constant 𝜇 and 𝑇Ψ𝑘
𝑟 dilates 𝑇R𝑛

𝑠 with constant 𝜇´1 over 𝑉 .
‚ 𝑇Ψ𝑘

𝑟 p𝑅q “ 𝜈 ¨𝑅`𝑤 where𝑤 P 𝐸𝑠pΦq “ 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 and |𝑤| ď 𝜂 ¨ |𝑅| over the subset𝑉 , where 𝑅 “ B𝑡 .

Then 𝐾𝑐𝑢𝜖,𝛿 is contracted and uniformly dilated by Ψ𝑘
𝑟 over the susbet 𝑉 for

𝜂

1 ´ 𝜇´1 ă 𝛿 ă
a

𝜈2 ´ 1

Proof. To prove that 𝐾𝑐𝑢𝜖,𝛿 is uniformly dilated with some positive constant of dilation, we write
an arbitrary vector 𝑣 in 𝐾𝑐𝑢𝜖,𝛿 as follows.

𝑣 “ p𝑣𝑢 ` 𝑣𝑠q ` p𝑎𝑅 ` 𝑤𝑠q where |𝑣𝑢| ě 𝜖|𝑣𝑠 | and |𝑎𝑅| “ 𝑎 ě 𝛿|𝑤𝑠 |

We then compute the norm of the image of 𝑣 under Ψ𝑁𝑘 .

|Ψ𝑘
𝑟 p𝑣q|2 “ |Ψ𝑘

𝑟 p𝑣
𝑢q|2 ` |Ψ𝑘

𝑟 p𝑎𝑅q|2 ` |Ψ𝑘
𝑟 p𝑣

𝑠 ` 𝑤𝑠q|2

ě 𝜇2 ¨ |𝑣𝑢|2 ` 𝜈2 ¨ |𝑎𝑅|2 ` |𝑎𝑤|2 ` 𝜇´2 ¨ |𝑣𝑠 ` 𝑤𝑠 |2 ě 𝜇2 ¨ |𝑣𝑢|2 ` 𝜈2 ¨ |𝑎𝑅|2

Now since |𝑣𝑢| ě 𝜖|𝑣𝑠 | and |𝑎𝑅| ě 𝛿|𝑤𝑠 |, we see that

p1 ` 𝜖2q ¨ |𝑣𝑢|2 ě |𝑣𝑢 ` 𝑣𝑠 |2 and p1 ` 𝛿2q ¨ |𝑎𝑅|2 ě |𝑎𝑅 ` 𝑤𝑠 |2

Finally, we calculate that

|Ψ𝑁𝑘
𝑟 p𝑣q|2 ě

𝜇

1 ` 𝜖2 ¨ |𝑣𝑢 ` 𝑣𝑠 |2 `
𝜈2

1 ` 𝛿2 ¨ |𝑎𝑅|2 ě minp
𝜇

1 ` 𝜖2 ,
𝜈2

1 ` 𝛿2 q ¨ |𝑣|2

Since 𝜇2 ą 1 ` 𝜖2 and 𝜈2 ą 1 ` 𝛿2 by assumption, we thus find that 𝑣 is uniformly expanded.
To prove that 𝐾𝑐𝑢𝛿,𝜖 is contracted, we argue as follows. First, note that for any 𝑣 “ 𝑣𝑢 ` 𝑣𝑠 in 𝐾𝑢𝑠𝜖

with |𝑣𝑢| ě 𝜖|𝑣𝑠 |, we have

Ψ𝑘
𝑟 p𝑣q “ Ψ𝑘

𝑟 p𝑣
𝑢q ` Ψ𝑘

𝑟 p𝑣
𝑠q where Ψ𝑘

𝑟 p𝑣
𝑢q P 𝐸𝑢pΨ𝑟q and Ψ𝑘

𝑟 p𝑣
𝑠q P 𝑇R𝑛

𝑠

By our hypothesis on the dilation of 𝑇Ψ𝑘
𝑟 , we know that

|𝑇Ψ𝑘
𝑟 p𝑣

𝑢q| ě 𝜇2 ¨ 𝜖 ¨ |𝑇Ψ𝑘
𝑟 p𝑣

𝑠q| ą 𝜖 ¨ |𝑇Ψ𝑘
𝑟 p𝑣

𝑠q|

Therefore 𝑇Ψ𝑘
𝑟 p𝑣q is strictly contracted by 𝑇Ψ𝑘

𝑟 . Likewise, take any vector 𝑣 “ 𝑎𝑅 ` 𝑣𝑠 in 𝐾𝑢𝑠𝛿
with |𝑎𝑅| ě 𝛿 ¨ |𝑣𝑠 |. Then

𝑇Ψ𝑘
𝑟 p𝑣q “ 𝑎𝜈𝑅 ` p𝑎𝑤 ` Ψ𝑘

𝑟 p𝑤
𝑠q

Now we note that we have the following estimate.

|𝑎𝑤 ` Ψ𝑘
𝑟 p𝑤

𝑠q| ď |𝑎𝑤| ` |Ψ𝑘p𝑤𝑠q| ď 𝜂|𝑎𝑅| ` 𝜖 ¨ 𝜇´1 ¨ |𝑎𝑅| ď p𝜂 ` 𝛿 ¨ 𝜇´1q ¨ |𝑎𝑅|
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By assumption we have 𝜂 ` 𝛿 ¨ 𝜇´1 ă 𝛿 and thus 𝑇Ψ𝑘
𝑟 contracts the cone 𝐾𝑢𝑠𝛿 . We have thus

proven that
𝑇Ψ𝑘

𝑟 p𝐾
𝑐𝑢
𝛿,𝜖q Ă int𝐾𝑐𝑢𝛿,𝜖 □

We next verify the third criterion in Lemma 5.11 in the cases relevant to our axiom. Recall that
we have fixed constants 𝑁, 𝑚 (see the beginning of Section 4.2).

Lemma 5.12 (Axiom D, Part 1). For sufficiently small 𝑟, we have

𝑇Ψ𝑁
𝑟 p𝑅q “ 𝑒𝑁𝑟 ¨ 𝑅 over the subset 𝐴𝑟p𝑄q

Proof. For sufficiently small 𝑟, we have

Ψ
𝑗
𝑟p𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq Ă r´2, 2s𝑠 ˆ r´𝛿, 𝐿{3s𝑡 ˆ r´𝜖, 𝜖s for all 𝑗 “ 0, . . . , 𝑁

Here 𝛿, 𝜖, 𝐿 are the parameters of the chart in Lemma 4.4. In this region, we know that Ψ𝑟 “

Φ𝐻
𝑟 ˝ Ψ. Therefore by Construction 4.6 (and more specifically (4.8)) we find that

𝑇Φ𝐻
𝑟 p𝑅q “ 𝑒𝑟𝑅 and 𝑇Ψp𝑅q “ 𝑅 and therefore 𝑇Ψ𝑁

𝑟 p𝑅q “ 𝑒𝑁𝑟 ¨ 𝑅 □

For the other part of Axiom D, we require the following lemma tracking the behavior of the
set 𝐴1

𝑟p𝑄q under Ψ´1
𝑟 .

Lemma 5.13 (�̃� Stays In𝑈). Let 𝑚 and𝑊 be as in Construction 4.7 and (4.10). Then

�̃�𝑟p𝑄q Ă Ψ𝑁𝑚
𝑟 p𝑊q and Ψ´𝑗p�̃�𝑟p𝑄qq Ă 𝑈 for all 𝑗 “ 𝑁𝑚, . . . , 𝑚𝑟 for small 𝑟

Proof. For the first claim, note that 𝑁 and 𝑚 are independent of 𝑟 and Ψ𝑟 Ñ Φ in 𝐶8 as 𝑟 Ñ 0.
Thus we may choose an 𝑟-independent open neighborhood𝑉 Ă Ψ𝑁𝑚

𝑟 p𝑊q with 𝑎 P 𝑉 . By Lemma
5.8, we know that �̃�𝑟p𝑄q is contained in the region

𝐵𝑟p𝑄q X t|𝑠 ´ 1𝑠 | ď 𝛽 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝜅𝑚𝑟u for 𝛽, 𝜅 ą 0

It follows from Construction 4.17 that this region is contained in a ball of radius bounded by 𝑟
around 𝑎. Thus for small 𝑟, this region is contained in 𝑉 and the first claim is proven.

For the second claim, we require some preliminary observations. Consider the subsets Ξ Ă Γ

and Σ Ă 𝑊 𝑠
locpΦ;𝑈q given by

Ξ “ 0𝑠 ˆ r0, 𝑡p𝑄𝑟qs𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢 “ r𝑄, 𝑄𝑟s and Σ “ 𝐷𝑛
𝑠 p5{2q ˆ r0, 𝑡p𝑄𝑟qs𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢

Note that �̃�𝑟p𝑄q X t𝑢 “ 0, 𝑡 ě 0u is contained in Σ by Construction 4.17 and (4.16). Let 𝜓𝑟 be the
flow of ℎ ¨ B𝑡 (see Lemma 4.10). Then 𝜓

𝑗
𝑟p0q “ 0 for all 𝑗 and by construction of 𝑚𝑟 , we know that

𝜓
𝑗
𝑟p𝑡p𝑄𝑟qq P r´𝛿, 𝐿 ` 𝛿s𝑡 and Ψ𝑟p𝑄𝑟q P Γ X𝑈 for all 𝑗 “ 0, . . . , 𝑁𝑚𝑟

Moreover, since Ψ𝑟pΞq “ 0𝑠 ˆ r0,𝜓𝑟p𝑡p𝑄𝑟qqs𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢 and Ψ𝑟 contracts the 𝑠-coordinate (see Lemma
4.10), this implies that

Ψ
𝑗
𝑟pΞq Ă Γ X𝑈 and Ψ

𝑗
𝑟pΣq Ă t𝑢 “ 0u X𝑈 for all 𝑗 “ 0, . . . , 𝑁𝑚𝑟

Now we prove the second claim. By the first claim and the definition of �̃�𝑟p𝑄q, we know that

(5.7) Ψ´𝑁𝑚p�̃�𝑟p𝑄qq Ă 𝑊 Ă 𝑈 and Ψ´𝑁𝑚
𝑟 p�̃�𝑟p𝑄qq Ă Ψ

𝑁𝑚𝑟´𝑁𝑚
𝑟 p�̃�𝑟p𝑄qq

From these two inclusions, it follows that Ψ´𝑁𝑚
𝑟 p�̃�𝑟p𝑄qq is included in the set

𝑉 1 “ t𝑥 P 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟 ; 𝑦q : 𝑦 P Ψ
𝑁𝑚𝑟´𝑁𝑚
𝑟 pΣq and |𝑢p𝑥q| ď 2u

Here we choose𝑊 in Construction 4.6 so that𝑊 is contained in t|𝑢| ď 2u. Finally, we note that

Ψ
´𝑗
𝑟 p𝑉 1q Ă 𝑈 for all 𝑗 “ 0, . . . , 𝑁𝑚𝑟 ´ 𝑁𝑚
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Indeed, the intersection of Ψ´𝑗
𝑟 p𝑉 1q with t𝑢 “ 0u is Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟´𝑁𝑚´𝑗pΣq and the union 𝑉2 of unstable

disks intersecting Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟´𝑁𝑚´𝑗pΣq with boundary on t𝑢 “ 3{2u is contained in 𝑈 . On the other
hand, since Ψ

´1
𝑟 contracts distances in𝑈 , Ψ´𝑗

𝑟 p𝑉 1q Ă 𝑉2. This proves the second claim. □

Lemma 5.14 (Axiom D, Part 2). For sufficiently small 𝑟, we have

𝑇Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝑅q “ 𝜆𝑟 ¨ 𝑅 ` 𝑣 over Ψ´𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝐴1
𝑟p𝑄qq

Here 𝜆𝑟 ě 𝑟´1{2 and |𝑣| ď 𝑟2 ¨ 𝜇´ logp𝑟q{𝑟 for small 𝑟.

Proof. Fix an arbitrary point 𝑥 in Ψ´𝑁𝑚𝑟 p�̃�𝑟p𝑄qq. We let 𝑛st
𝑟 and 𝑛mid

𝑟 denote the quantities

𝑛st
𝑟 “ min

␣

𝑗 : 𝑡pΨ𝑁𝑗
𝑟 p𝑥qq ě 𝐿{3

(

and 𝑛mid
𝑟 “ min

␣

𝑗 ´ 𝑛st
𝑟 : 𝑡pΨ𝑁𝑗

𝑟 p𝑥qq ě 2𝐿{3
(

Finally, let 𝑚 and𝑊 be as in Construction 4.7 and (4.10), and let

𝑛end
𝑟 “ 𝑚𝑟 ´ 𝑁𝑚 ´ 𝑛st

𝑟 ´ 𝑛mid
𝑟

By essentially identical analysis to Lemma 4.16, we have the following asymptotic behavior for
these quantities.

(5.8) 𝑛st
𝑟 „ ´2𝑟´1 ¨ logp𝑟q 𝑛mid

𝑟 „ 𝑟´1 and 𝑛end
𝑟 „ ´𝑟´1 ¨ logp𝑟q

Here „ means the limit of the ratio is 1 as 𝑟 Ñ 0. We will analyze the sequence of terms 𝑇Ψ𝑁𝑗
𝑟,𝑥p𝑅q

starting at the point 𝑥 in four regimes, corresponding to the following intervals for the index 𝑗.

r0, 𝑛st
𝑟 s r𝑛st

𝑟 , 𝑛
st
𝑟 ` 𝑛mid

𝑟 s r𝑛st
𝑟 ` 𝑛mid

𝑟 , 𝑚𝑟 ´ 𝑁𝑚s r𝑚𝑟 ´ 𝑁𝑚, 𝑚 ´ 𝑟s

We will call these the starting regime, middle regime, ending regime and extra regime. Crucially,
by Lemma 5.13, we know that Ψ𝑁𝑗

𝑟 p𝑥q stays in𝑈 for the first three periods.
Step 1: Starting Regime. Start by assuming that 𝑗 is in the interval r0, 𝑛st

𝑟 s. In this regime,
𝑡pΨ𝑁𝑗p𝑟qq ď 𝐿{3. It follows from (4.12) and Construction 4.6 (see (4.8)) that

(5.9) 𝑇Ψ
𝑁𝑗
𝑟 p𝑅q “ p𝑇Φ𝐻

𝑟 ˝ 𝑇Φq𝑁𝑗p𝑅q “ p𝑇Φ𝐻
𝑟 q𝑁𝑗p𝑅q “ 𝑒𝑟𝑁𝑛

st
𝑟 ¨ 𝑅

Step 2: Middle Regime. Next, assume that 𝑗 is in the middle interval r𝑛st
𝑟 , 𝑛

st
𝑟 ` 𝑛mid

𝑟 s. In this
case, it follows from the general form for Φ𝐻

𝑟 in (4.7) that for any 𝑦 in 𝑈 with 𝑡p𝑦q P r𝐿{3, 2𝐿{3s,
we have

(5.10) 𝑇Φ𝐻
𝑟,𝑦p𝑅q “ B𝑡𝜓𝑟p𝑡p𝑦qq ¨ 𝑅 ` B𝑡 𝑓𝑟p𝑡p𝑦qqp𝑠p𝑦q ¨ B𝑠q

under the splitting 𝑇𝑈 “ 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 ‘ 𝑇R1

𝑡 ‘ 𝑇R𝑛
𝑢 . Here 𝜓 is given in (4.7) and satisfies

𝜓0p𝑡q “ 𝑡 B𝑟𝜓 “ ℎ ˝ 𝜓

By the assumption that |ℎ1| ď 1{𝐿 on the interval r0, 𝐿s, we know that |ℎ| ď 1 and so

(5.11) |B𝑡𝜓𝑟p𝑡p𝑦qq| ě 𝑒´𝑟 for small 𝑟

Next note that |B𝑡 𝑓𝑟p𝑡p𝑦qq| is bounded by some constant 𝐶 ą 0 for small 𝑟. Finally, Ψ𝑁
𝑟 and Φ𝑁

both preserve 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 and contract 𝑇R𝑛

𝑠 by a factor of 𝜇´1 for small 𝑟 (see Lemmas 4.5 and 4.11).
Now let 𝑥st and 𝑅st denote the point and vector that is left after we exit the early regime.

𝑥st “ Ψ
𝑁𝑛st

𝑟
𝑟 p𝑥q and 𝑅st “ 𝑇Ψ

𝑁𝑛st
𝑟

𝑟,𝑥 p𝑅q P spanp𝑅q

It follows from the discussion above and (5.10) that we can write the following expansion.

(5.12) 𝑇Ψ
𝑁𝑛mid

𝑟
𝑟,𝑥st p𝑅stq “ 𝑇pΦ𝐻q

𝑁𝑛mid
𝑟

𝑟,𝑥st p𝑅stq `

𝑁𝑛mid
𝑟

ÿ

𝑘“0
𝑤𝑘

Here the vectors 𝑤𝑘 can be written as follows.

𝑤𝑘 “ 𝑇Ψ
𝑁𝑛mid

𝑟 ´𝑘
𝑟 p𝑐𝑘 ¨ p𝑠pΨ𝑘

𝑟 p𝑥stqq ¨ B𝑠qq P 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 where 𝑐𝑘 “ B𝑟 𝑓𝑟p𝑡pΨ

𝑘
𝑟 p𝑥stqqq
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Now we estimate the terms appearing in (5.12). First, by (5.11) we know that

|𝑇pΦ𝐻q
𝑁𝑛mid

𝑟
𝑟,𝑥st p𝑅stq| ě 𝑒´𝑁𝑛mid

𝑟 ¨ |𝑅st| and 𝑇pΦ𝐻q
𝑁𝑛mid

𝑟
𝑟,𝑥st p𝑅stq P spanp𝑅q

Next we estimate the norm of 𝑤𝑘 . As noted previously, |𝑐𝑘 | ď 𝐶 for some 𝐶 independent of 𝑘
and 𝑟 small. Since Ψ𝑘

𝑟 p𝑥stq is in the image of 𝑈 under the p𝑁𝑛st
𝑟 ` 𝑘q-th power of Ψ𝑟 and Ψ𝑟

uniformly contracts 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 by a factor of 𝜇´1, we know that the 𝑠-vector 𝑠pΨ𝑘p𝑥stqq ¨ B𝑠 is bounded

as follows.
|𝑠pΨ𝑘p𝑥stqq ¨ B𝑠 | ď 2 ¨ 𝜇´𝑛st

𝑟 ´t𝑘{𝑁u

Finally, 𝑇Ψ𝑁
𝑟 uniformly contracts vectors in 𝑇R𝑛

𝑠 by a factor of 𝜇´1. Combining these estimates,
we find that for some constant 𝐶1 ą 0 independent of 𝑥 and small 𝑟, we have

|𝑤𝑘 | ď 𝐶1 ¨ 𝜇´p𝑛st
𝑟 `𝑛mid

𝑟 q and
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

𝑁𝑛mid
𝑟

ÿ

𝑘“0
𝑤𝑘

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
ď 𝐶1 ¨ 𝑁𝑛mid

𝑟 𝜇´p𝑛st
𝑟 `𝑛mid

𝑟 q ď 𝐶2 ¨
1
𝑟

¨ 𝜇´2 logp𝑟q{𝑟

The outcome of this analysis of the middle regime is the following formula.

(5.13) 𝑅mid “ 𝑇Ψ
𝑁p𝑛st

𝑟 `𝑛mid
𝑟 q

𝑟,𝑥 p𝑅q “ 𝑒𝑟𝑁𝑛
st
𝑟 ¨ 𝑇Ψ

𝑁𝑛mid
𝑟

𝑟,𝑥 p𝑅q “ 𝐴mid ¨ 𝑒𝑟𝑁𝑛
st
𝑟 ¨ 𝑅 ` 𝑤

Here 𝐴mid is some constant bounded by 𝑒´𝑁𝑛mid
𝑟 and 𝑤 is a vector in 𝑇R𝑛

𝑠 with norm bounded
by the quantity 𝐶2 ¨ 𝑟´1 ¨ 𝜇´2 logp𝑟q{𝑟 .
Step 3: Ending Regime. We next examine the ending regime, where 𝑗 is in the interval r𝑛st

𝑟 `

𝑛mid
𝑟 , 𝑚𝑟 ´ 𝑁𝑚s. In this regime, 𝑡pΨ𝑁𝑗p𝑟qq ě 2𝐿{3. By using (4.12) and Construction 4.6 (and

specifically (4.9)), we see that we have

𝑇Ψ
𝑁𝑛end

𝑟
𝑟 p𝑅midq “ 𝐴mid ¨ 𝑒𝑟𝑁𝑛

st
𝑟 ¨ 𝑇Ψ

𝑁𝑛end
𝑟

𝑟 p𝑅q ` 𝑇Ψ
𝑁𝑛end

𝑟
𝑟 p𝑤q “ 𝐴mid ¨ 𝑒𝑟𝑁p𝑛st

𝑟 ´𝑛end
𝑟 q𝑅 ` 𝑇Ψ

𝑁𝑛end
𝑟

𝑟 p𝑤q

Focusing on the first term, the lower bound 𝐴mid ě 𝑒´𝑟𝑁𝑛mid
𝑟 and the asymptotic formula (5.8)

imply that
𝐴mid ¨ 𝑒𝑟𝑁p𝑛st

𝑟 ´𝑛end
𝑟 q ě 𝑒´𝑟¨logp𝑟q{𝑟 ě 𝑟´1{2 for small 𝑟

Moreover, Ψ𝑁 uniformly contracts 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 by a factor of 𝜇´1, and we thus see that

𝑤1 “ 𝑇Ψ
𝑁𝑛end

𝑟
𝑟 p𝑤q satisfies |𝑤1| ď 𝑁 ¨ 𝑛mid

𝑟 ¨ 𝜇´p𝑛st
𝑟 `𝑛mid

𝑟 `𝑛end
𝑟 q ď 𝑁 ¨ 𝑚𝑟 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟`𝑁𝑚

Combining all of the analysis up to now, we have proven that

(5.14) 𝑇Ψ
𝑁p𝑚𝑟´𝑚q
𝑟 p𝑅q “ 𝜆𝑟 ¨ 𝑅 ` 𝑣 over Ψ´𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝐴1

𝑟p𝑄qq

where 𝜆𝑟 ě 𝑟´1{2 and 𝑣 P 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 satisfies |𝑣| ď 𝑟2 ¨ 𝜇´ logp𝑟q{𝑟 for small 𝑟.

Step 4: Extra Regime. Finally, we consider the last regime. By Lemma 5.13, we know that

Ψ
𝑁p𝑚𝑟´𝑚q
𝑟 p𝑥q Ă 𝑊

By the construction of Ψ𝑟 , or more precisely (4.12), we know that

𝑇Ψ𝑁𝑚
𝑟 “ 𝑇Φ𝑅

𝑟 ˝ 𝑇Φ𝑁𝑚 ˝ 𝑇Φ𝐻
𝑁𝑚𝑟 on𝑊

Note that: 𝑇Φ𝑅
𝑟 preserves 𝑅 and 𝑇R𝑛

𝑠 ; 𝑇Φ𝑁𝑚 preserves 𝑅 and shrinks 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 by a factor of 𝜇´1; and

𝑇Φ𝐻
𝑁𝑚𝑟

preserves 𝑅 and expands 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 by at most a factor of 𝑒𝑁𝑚𝑟 . It follows that

𝑇Ψ
𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝑅q “ 𝜆𝑟 ¨ 𝑅 ` 𝑣

where 𝜆𝑟 and 𝑣 satisfy the same estimates as in (5.14). This concludes the proof. □

We are (finally) ready to prove the second cone axiom. Thanks to the onerous work of Lemmas
5.12 and 5.14, this will be a simple application of Lemma 5.11.
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Lemma 5.15 (Blender Axiom D). There is a compatible cone-field 𝐾𝑐𝑢 for 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q of width less than 𝜖
(with respect to the standard metric) that is contracted and dilated uniformly as follows.

pΨ𝑁
𝑟 q˚𝐾

𝑐𝑢 Ă int𝐾𝑐𝑢 and Ψ𝑁
𝑟 dilates 𝐾𝑐𝑢 over Φ´𝑁p𝐴𝑟p𝑄qq

pΨ
𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 q˚𝐾

𝑐𝑢 Ă int𝐾𝑐𝑢 and Ψ
𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 dilates 𝐾𝑐𝑢 over Ψ´𝑁𝑚𝑟

𝑟 p𝐴1
𝑟p𝑄qq

Proof. Fix constants 𝑁, 𝜇, 𝜖 as in Lemma 4.5 such that 𝜇 ą 1 ` 𝜖2. By Lemma 5.13, we may take 𝑟
small enough so that 𝑇Ψ𝑁

𝑟 dilates 𝐸𝑢pΨ𝑟q by constant 𝜇 and dilates 𝑇R𝑛
𝑠 by 𝜇´1 over𝑈 . We take

𝐾𝑐𝑢 “ 𝐾𝑐𝑢𝜖,𝛿

for a judiciously chosen 𝛿. To choose 𝛿 appropriately, note that by Lemma 5.12, we have

𝑇Ψ𝑁
𝑟 p𝑅q “ 𝑒𝑁𝑟 ¨ 𝑅 over the subset Ψ´𝑁

𝑟 p𝐴𝑟p𝑄qq Ă 𝑈

It follows by Lemma 5.11 that 𝐾𝑐𝑢 is contracted and uniformly dilated by Ψ𝑁
𝑟 as long as

(5.15) 0 ď 𝛿 ď
a

𝑒𝑁𝑟 ´ 1

Likewise, by Lemma 5.14, we know that for large 𝑟

𝑇Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝑅q “ 𝜆𝑟 ¨ 𝑅 ` 𝑣 over the subset Ψ´𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝐴𝑟p𝑄qq Ă 𝑈

where |𝜆𝑟 | ě 𝑟´1{2 and |𝑣| ď 𝑟2 ¨ 𝜇´ logp𝑟q{𝑟 . It follows by Lemma 5.11 that 𝐾𝑐𝑢 is contracted and
uniformly dilated by Ψ

𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 as long as

(5.16)
𝜇´ logp𝑟q{𝑟

1 ´ 𝜇´1 ď 𝛿 ď
a

𝑟´1 ´ 1 ď

b

𝜆2
𝑟 ´ 1

On the other hand, for every small 𝑟 we know that

𝜇´ logp𝑟q{𝑟

1 ´ 𝜇´𝑁𝑚𝑟
ď 𝑟2 ď

a

𝑒𝑁𝑟 ´ 1

Thus we may choose 𝛿 to satisfy both (5.15) and (5.16). The result now follows by Lemma 5.11. □

5.4. Axioms E And F. Finally, we prove the blender axioms regarding vertical disks, Definition
3.22(e-f). The first such axiom is relatively straightforward.

Lemma 5.16 (Blender Axiom E). Let𝐷 be a vertical disk through 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q to the right of the local unstable
manifold of 𝑄 with respect to Ψ𝑟 . Then

distp𝐷, B𝑙𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq ą 𝑟3 for small 𝑟

In particular, there is a neighborhood𝑈´ of B𝑙𝐵𝑟p𝑄q that is disjoint from all such disks 𝐷.

Proof. By Lemma 4.12, the local unstable manifold 𝑊 of 𝑄 with respect to Ψ𝑟 in 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q is given
by 𝐷𝑛

𝑠 p2q ˆ 0𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢 . It follows that a vertical disk 𝐷 to the right of𝑊 must intersect the manifold

𝑊 1 “ 𝐷𝑛
𝑠 p2q ˆ 𝐷1

𝑡 p𝑡p𝑄𝑟qq ˆ 0𝑢
at a point 𝑥 with 𝑡p𝑥q ą 0 and 𝑢p𝑥q “ 0. By Lemma 3.21, 𝐷 is the graph of a 2𝜖-Lipschitz map

𝑓 : 𝐷𝑛
𝑢 p𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝜇𝑟 q Ñ 𝐷𝑛

𝑠 p2q ˆ 𝐷1
𝑡 p𝑡p𝑄𝑟qq

The image of 𝑓 , or equivalently the projection of 𝐷 to 𝐷𝑛
𝑠 p2q ˆ 𝐷1

𝑡 p𝑡p𝑄𝑟qq, is contained in a ball
of radius 2𝜖 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝜇𝑟 and 𝑡-coordinate of 𝐷 is lower bounded by

𝑡0 ´ 2𝜖 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 ą ´2𝜖 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟

By Construction 4.17, the left boundary B𝑙𝐵𝑟p𝑄q consists of points in 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q with 𝑡-coordinate
´𝑡p𝑄𝑟q. Finally, note that 𝑚𝑟 diverges faster than 1{𝑟 as 𝑟 Ñ 0 by Lemma 4.16. Therefore

distp𝐷, B𝑙𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq ą 𝑟 ¨ p1 ´ 𝑒´8𝑁𝑟q ´ 2𝜖 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 ą 𝑟3 for small 𝑟 □

The final blender axiom is more difficult. We prove the following version.
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Lemma 5.17 (Blender Axiom F). Let𝐷 be a vertical disk through 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q to the right of the local unstable
manifold𝑊 of 𝑄 with respect to Ψ𝑟 . Consider the intersection point

𝑥 “ p𝑠, 𝑡 , 0𝑢q “ 𝐷 X𝑊 1 where 𝑊 1 :“ 𝐷𝑛
𝑠 ˆ 𝐷1

𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢

Then the following two alternatives hold for 𝐷.
(a) If 0 ă 𝑡p𝑥q ď 𝑡pΨ´3𝑁p𝑄𝑟qq then the intersection Ψ𝑁

𝑟 p𝐷q X 𝐴𝑟p𝑄q contains a disk �̃� through
𝐵𝑟p𝑄q to the right of𝑊 , such that

distp�̃�, B𝑟𝐵𝑟p𝑄qq ą 𝑟3

(b) Otherwise, if 𝑡pΨ´3𝑁p𝑄𝑟qq ď 𝑡p𝑥q then the intersection Ψ
𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝐷q X 𝐴1

𝑟p𝑄q contains a disk �̃�
through 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q to the right of𝑊 such that

distp�̃�,𝑊q ą 𝑟3

Thus there are neighborhoods𝑈` of B𝑟𝐵𝑟p𝑄q and𝑈 of𝑊 such that �̃� is disjoint from either𝑈 or𝑈`.

Proof. We proceed in several steps. First, we address (a) which is easy. Second, we
Step 1. We prove (a) first. Note that the 𝑡-coordinate of Ψ𝑁

𝑟 p𝑥q satisfies

0 ă 𝑡pΨ𝑁
𝑟 p𝑥qq “ 𝑒𝑁𝑟 ¨ 𝑡p𝑥q ď 𝑒´2𝑁𝑟 ¨ 𝑡p𝑄𝑟q

Take the disk �̃� to be the connected component of Ψ𝑁
𝑟 p𝐷q containing Ψ𝑁

𝑟 p𝑥q. Then �̃� is a vertical
disk to the right of𝑊 since it intersects𝑊 1 at a point with positive 𝑡-coordinate. By Lemma 3.21,
it is the graph of a 2𝜖-Lipschitz map

𝑓 : 𝐷𝑛
𝑢 p𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q Ñ 𝐷𝑛

𝑠 p2q ˆ 𝐷1
𝑡 p𝑡p𝑄𝑟qq

As in Lemma 5.16, this implies that the 𝑡-coordinate is bounded by

𝑒´2𝑁𝑟 ¨ 𝑡p𝑄𝑟q ` 2𝜖 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 ă 𝑒´𝑁𝑟 ¨ 𝑡p𝑄𝑟q for small 𝑟

The right side B𝑟𝐵𝑟p𝑄q is the set of points with 𝑡-coordinate 𝑡p𝑄𝑟q, by Definition 4.17. Therefore

distpB𝑟𝐵𝑟p𝑄q, �̃�q ą 𝑡p𝑄𝑟q ´ 𝑒´𝑁𝑟 ¨ 𝑡p𝑄𝑟q “ 𝑒´𝑁𝑟 ¨ p1 ´ 𝑒´𝑁𝑟q ¨ p1 ´ 𝑒´8𝑁𝑟q ą 𝑟3 for small 𝑟

Step 2. In this step, we consider a useful special case of (b). Let 𝐶1
𝑟 Ă 𝑊 1 denote the set

𝐶1
𝑟 “ 𝐷𝑛

𝑠 p2 ` 𝜇´𝑚𝑟{2q ˆ r𝑡pΨ´4𝑁
𝑟 p𝑄𝑟qq, 𝑡pΨ𝑁

𝑟 p𝑄𝑟qqs𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢

Given a point 𝑤 P 𝐶1
𝑟 , we let 𝐷𝑤 denote the following vertical disk

𝐷𝑤 “
␣

p𝑠, 𝑡 , 𝑢q P 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟 , 𝑤q : |𝑢| ď 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟
(

Note that by Lemmas 4.10 and 4.9, we have

Ψ
𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝐶1

𝑟q Ă 𝐷𝑛
𝑠 p2 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q ˆ r𝑡pΨ

𝑁p𝑚𝑟´4q
𝑟 p𝑄𝑟qq, 𝑡pΨ

𝑁p𝑚𝑟`1q
𝑟 p𝑄𝑟qqs

By the construction of 𝑚𝑟 (see Notation 4.15) we know that

𝑡pΨ
𝑁p𝑚𝑟´4q
𝑟 p𝑄𝑟qq ě 𝑡pΨ𝑁

𝑟 p𝑃𝑟qq and 𝑡pΨ
𝑁p𝑚𝑟`1q
𝑟 p𝑄𝑟qq ě 𝑡pΨ7𝑁

𝑟 p𝑃𝑟qq

Therefore we have the following inclusion

Ψ
𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝐶1

𝑟q Ă 𝐷𝑛
𝑠 p2 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q ˆ r𝑡pΨ𝑁

𝑟 p𝑃𝑟qq, 𝑡pΨ7
𝑟p𝑃𝑟qqs

For sufficiently small 𝑟, Construction 5.1 yields a well-defined holonomy map

HolΨ𝑟 : 𝐷𝑛
𝑠 p2 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q ˆ r𝑡pΨ𝑁

𝑟 p𝑃𝑟qq, 𝑡pΨ7𝑁
𝑟 p𝑃𝑟qqs Ñ 𝐷𝑛

𝑠 p3q ˆ r´𝛿, 𝐿 ` 𝛿s𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢

Thus the point 𝑧 “ Ψ
𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝑤q has well-defined holononomy. By Lemma 5.6, we have

| HolΨ𝑟 p𝑧q ´ p𝑟 ` 𝑡p𝑧q ´ 𝐿q| ď 𝜇´𝜅𝑚𝑟
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In particular, this implies that for small 𝑟, we have the following inequality.

(5.17) 𝑡pHolΨ𝑟 p𝑧qq ě 𝑟 ` 𝑡pΨ𝑁
𝑟 p𝑃𝑟qq ´ 𝐿 ´ 𝜇´𝜅𝑚𝑟 “ 𝑟p1 ´ 𝑒´𝑁𝑟q ´ 𝜇´𝜅𝑚𝑟 ą

1
2 𝑟

2

Moreover, HolΨ𝑟 p𝑧q lies on the unstable disk Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝐷𝑤q through Ψ
𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝑤q, since it contains all

points in the unstable leaf of distance less than 𝑙 from Ψ
𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝑤q. We thus acquire a point

𝑥𝑤 “ Ψ
´𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 pHolΨ𝑟 p𝑧qq with Ψ

𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝑥𝑤q P �̃�𝑟p𝑄q X t𝑢 “ 0u and 𝑡pΨ𝑁𝑚𝑟

𝑟 p𝑥𝑤qq ą
1
2 𝑟

2

Note that 𝑥𝑤 varies continuously with 𝑤.
Step 3. In this step we discuss the general case of (b). Fix a vertical disk 𝐷 Ă 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q as in (b),
with 𝑡pΨ´3𝑁p𝑄𝑟qq ă 𝑡p𝑥q where 𝑥 “ 𝐷 X𝑊 1. Let

𝜋 : 𝑈 Ñ r´3, 3s𝑛𝑠 ˆ r´𝜖, 𝐿 ` 𝜖s𝑡 ˆ 0𝑢
be projection to the p𝑠, 𝑡q-plane and let Σ Ă 𝑊 1 be the union of all projections 𝜋p𝐷𝑤q where 𝐷𝑤

intersects 𝜋p𝐷q. The disks 𝐷 and 𝐷𝑤 are 2𝜖-Lipschitz graphs over 𝐷𝑛
𝑢 p𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 q (Lemma 3.21).

Therefore these projections are all contained in balls of radius 2𝜖 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 in𝑊 1 (see also Step 2).
It follows that there is a 𝐶 ą 0 independent of 𝑟 such that

distp𝑥, 𝑦q ď 𝐶 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 for all 𝑦 P Σ

This implies that Σ Ă 𝐶1
𝑟 for sufficiently small 𝑟, and therefore that

𝐷 Ă 𝑉 where 𝑉 “ t𝑧 P 𝐷𝑤 : 𝑤 P 𝐶1
𝑟u

since Σ1 contains the p𝑠, 𝑡q-ball of radius 𝐶 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 around 𝑥 for small 𝑟. We let 𝜋1 : 𝑉 Ñ 𝐶1
𝑟 be the

obvious projection mapping 𝑧 P 𝐷𝑤 to 𝑤.
By Step 2, the projection 𝜋1 : 𝑉 Ñ 𝐶1

𝑟 has a natural continuous section

𝜎 : 𝐶1
𝑟 Ñ 𝑉 given by 𝜎p𝑤q “ 𝑥𝑤

Since 𝐷 is vertical, it must necessarily intersect one point 𝑥 P 𝐷 in the image of 𝜎. By Step 2

𝑡pΨ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝑥qq ą
1
2 𝑟

2 and Ψ𝑁𝑚𝑟 p𝑥q P �̃�𝑟p𝑄q X𝑊 1

Note that �̃�𝑟p𝑄q Ă 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q for small 𝑟. We let �̃� be the component ofΨ𝑁𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝐷qX𝐵𝑟p𝑄q containing

𝑥. This is a vertical disk containing 𝑥, so by the usual considerations we have

distp𝑥, 𝑧q ă 𝐶 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 for all 𝑧 P �̃�

It follows that for sufficiently small 𝑟, we have the lower bound

distp�̃�,𝑊q ě distp𝑥,𝑊q ´ 𝐶𝜇´𝑚𝑟 “ 𝑡p𝑥q ´ 𝐶𝜇´𝑚𝑟 ą
1
2 𝑟

2 ´ 𝐶𝜇´𝑚𝑟 ą 𝑟3

This constructs the required disk and concludes the proof. □

5.5. Proof Of Theorem 4.2. We are finally ready to conclude the proof of Theorem 4.2. We need
a final lemma, demonstrating Theorem 4.2(c).

Lemma 5.18. The intersections𝑊𝑢p𝑃,Ψ𝑟qX𝐵𝑟p𝑄q contains a vertical disk𝐷𝑄 to the right of𝑊 𝑠p𝑄,Ψ𝑟q.

Proof. We demonstrate this for 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q. By Lemma 4.14, 𝑊𝑢p𝑃,Ψ𝑟q contains a disk 𝐷𝑟 Ă 𝑈 in
𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟q centered at the homoclinic point

𝑏𝑟 “ p1𝑠 , 𝑟 , 0𝑢q of 𝑃

Let 𝑐𝑟 “ p0𝑠 , 𝑟 , 0𝑢q be the intersection point 𝐹𝑠pΨ𝑟 , 𝑏𝑟q X Γ and let 𝐷1
𝑟 be a disk in 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟q X 𝑈

centered at 𝑐𝑟 . Note that we may take the radius of 𝐷1
𝑟 and 𝐷𝑟 to be lowerbounded by 𝐴 ą 0

independent of 𝑟. Let 𝑙𝑟 denote the unique integer such that

Ψ
𝑙𝑟
𝑟 p𝑐𝑟q P pΨ𝑟p𝑃𝑟q,Ψ

2
𝑟p𝑃𝑟qs or equivalently 𝑡pΨ

𝑙𝑟
𝑟 p𝑐𝑟qq P p𝐿 ´ 𝑟𝑒´𝑟 , 𝐿 ´ 𝑟𝑒´2𝑟s
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As in Lemma 4.16, we know that 𝑙𝑟 ą 1{𝑟 if 𝑟 is small. Now note that Ψ𝑁
𝑟 uniformly expands

𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟q with constant of dilation (greater than) 𝜇, for small 𝑟. Therefore Ψ
𝑙𝑟
𝑟 p𝐷1

𝑟q contains the
disk in 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟q of radius greater than 2 ¨ 𝑙 around Ψ

𝑙𝑟
𝑟 p𝑐𝑟q for small 𝑟. In particular, by Lemma

4.14 and the definition of 𝑙 (Construction 4.17), there is a sub-disk

𝐷2
𝑟 Ă Ψ𝑙𝑟 p𝐷1

𝑟q with a point 𝑥 “ p1𝑠 , 𝑡p𝑥q, 0𝑢q with 𝑡p𝑥q P r𝑟p1 ´ 𝑒´𝑟q, 𝑟p1 ´ 𝑒´2𝑟qs

Thus the disk is to the right of 𝑊 𝑠
locp𝑄,Ψ𝑟q X 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q. The disk must also be contained in a

unstable disk fiber of �̃�𝑟p𝑄q (see Construction 4.17). Therefore every point in 𝐷2
𝑟 is within

distance 2𝜖 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 of 𝑥 and so

𝑡p𝑦q ď 𝑡p𝑥q ` 2𝜖 ¨ 𝑙 ¨ 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 ď 𝑟p1 ´ 𝑒´3𝑟q ď 4𝑟2 for every 𝑦 P 𝐷2
𝑟 and small 𝑟

Similarly, 𝑡p𝑦q ě 𝑟2. Finally, since 𝑏𝑟 and 𝑐𝑟 are on the same stable disk in𝑈 , we have

distpΨ𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝑐𝑟q,Ψ

𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝑏𝑟qq ď 𝜇´𝑚𝑟 ď 𝜇´1{𝑟

By taking a path 𝛾 from Ψ
𝑚𝑟
𝑟 p𝑐𝑟q to 𝑥 in 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟q and using the holonomy map of 𝐹𝑢 (see Con-

struction 5.1) we get a small unstable disk 𝐷𝑄 in 𝐹𝑢pΨ𝑟q centered at a point 𝑥𝑄 “ HolΨ𝑟 p𝑥q

with
distp𝑥𝑄 , 𝑥q ď 𝜇´𝜅{𝑟

Here 𝛽 is the uniform Hölder constants in Construction 5.1. It follows, as with 𝐷2, that 𝐷𝑄 is a
vertical disk to the right of𝑊 𝑠

locp𝑄,Ψ𝑟q X 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q. □

Theorem 4.2 is an immediate consequence of Lemma 4.12 for Theorem 4.2(a), the Lemmas 5.3,
5.9, 5.10, 5.15, 5.16 and 5.17 for Theorem 4.2(b) and the Lemma 5.18 for Theorem 4.2(c).

6. Robustly Mixing Contactomorphisms

In the final section of this paper, we prove Theorem 10. The proof is a small modification of
the proof of Theorem A of [7] in [7, Section 4.C].

Theorem 6.1 (Theorem 10). Let p𝑌, 𝜉q be a closed contact manifold admitting an Anosov Reeb flow Φ

with 𝐶8 stable and unstable foliations. Then the open set of robustly mixing contactomorphisms

ContRMp𝑌, 𝜉q Ă Contp𝑌, 𝜉q

is non-empty. Moreover, if 𝑇 is the period of a closed Reeb orbit of Φ, then Φ𝑇 is in the closure of this set.

Proof. Since Φ is Reeb Anosov, it must be a transitive by the Plante alternative [31, Thm 8.1.3 and
8.1.4]. A transitive Anosov flow must also have a dense set of closed orbits [31, Thm 6.2.10].

Fix a closed orbit Γ of period 𝑇 and an open neighborhood 𝑈 of Γ. Also pick an auxilliary
orbit Ξ with a neighborhood 𝑉 . Let 𝛼 denote the contact form with Reeb vector-field generating
the Reeb flow Φ and choose a 1-parameter family of contact forms 𝛼𝑠 on 𝑌 such that

𝛼0 “ 𝛼 𝛼𝑠 |𝑈 “ 𝛼 and 𝛼𝑠 |𝑉 “ p1 ` 𝑠q ¨ 𝛼

Let Φ𝑠 denote the Reeb flow of 𝛼𝑠 . Anosov flows are 𝐶1-structurally stable ( [1] or [31, Thm
5.4.22]), and thus Φ𝑠 is a smooth Anosov Reeb flow for sufficiently small 𝑠. Moreover, Γ and Ξ

are orbits of Ψ𝑠 for all 𝑠.
Thus, choose an 𝑠 such that Φ𝑠 is Reeb Anosov and such that Ξ has a period that is not a

multiple of 𝑇 with respect to Φ𝑠 . We let Ψ be the time 𝑇 map of Φ𝑠 and note that
‚ Ψ is a strict, partially hyperbolic contactomorphism with stable and unstable bundle

equal to those of Φ𝑠 and central bundle given by the span of the Reeb vector-field of 𝛼𝑠 .
‚ Γ is a closed Reeb orbit that is a normally hyperbolic fixed set of Ψ.
‚ The stable bundle 𝐸𝑠pΦq of Φ𝑇 is a smooth, integrable and uniformly contracted by Ψ on
𝑈 since Ψ agrees with Φ𝑇 on𝑈 .
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Note also the local stable manifolds of Ψ and Φ for the set Γ (or for any point 𝑃 P Γ) agree.

𝑊 𝑠
locpΓ,Ψ;𝑈q “ 𝑊 𝑠

locpΓ,Φ𝑇 ;𝑈q and 𝑊 𝑠
locp𝑃,Ψ;𝑈q “ 𝑊 𝑠

locp𝑃,Φ𝑇 ;𝑈q

Since the points 𝑃 of Γ are fixed, the stable manifold of 𝑃 is equal to the stable leaf of 𝑃 with
respect to both Ψ and Φ𝑇 . It follows that

𝐹𝑠pΨ, 𝑃q “ 𝐹𝑠pΦ, 𝑃q on𝑊 𝑠
locpΓ,Ψ;𝑈q

This verifies the criteria in Theorem 4.2(a-c). To check Theorem 4.2(d) we apply the following
lemma of Bonatti-Diaz.

Lemma 6.2. [7, Lemma 4.3] Let Ψ be a partially hyprbolic map and Γ,Ξ be closed orbits of different
period, as constructed above. Then there are a pair of points 𝑃, 𝑄 P Γ and a heteroclinic orbit from 𝑃 to 𝑄.

The argument now proceeds identically to [7, p. 395] and we recall it here. Apply Theorem
4.2 to acquire a 1-parameter family of contactomorphisms Ψ𝑟 and an 𝑁 ą 0 such that

‚ Ψ𝑟 has hyperbolic fixed points 𝑃 and 𝑄 on Γ of index 𝑛 ` 1 and 𝑛, respectively.
‚ There is a neighborhood 𝐵𝑟p𝑄q of 𝑄 such that p𝐵𝑟p𝑄q,Ψ𝑁

𝑟 q is a stable blender.
‚ The intersection𝑊𝑢p𝑃,Ψ𝑟q X𝐵𝑟p𝑄q contains a vertical disk𝐷𝑄 to the right of𝑊 𝑠p𝑄,Ψ𝑟q.

This implies that the tuple pp𝐵𝑟p𝑄q,Ψ𝑁
𝑟 q, 𝑃q is a chain of blenders in the sense of Bonatti-Diaz

(see [7, p. 369] or [7, §7.1]). Lemma 1.12 of [7] now states that there is a 𝐶1-neighborhood U of Ψ𝑟

such that, for any Ψ1 P U , there are fixed points 𝑃1 and 𝑄1 (the continuations of 𝑃 and 𝑄, which
are non-degenerate hyperbolic fixed points and thus persist in a 𝐶1-nieghborhood) such that

(6.1) 𝑊 𝑠p𝑃1 ,Ψ1q Ă closep𝑊 𝑠p𝑄1 ,Ψ1qq

Here closep´q denotes the topological closure.
Next, since Φ𝑠 is Anosov and transitive, the time 𝑇 map Ψ is partially hyperbolic with well-

defined center-stable and center-unstable foliations

𝐹𝑐𝑠pΨq tangent to spanp𝑅q ‘ 𝐸𝑠pΨq and 𝐹𝑐𝑢pΨq tangent to spanp𝑅q ‘ 𝐸𝑢pΨq

Moreover, the center-stable and center-unstable foliations have dense leaves [31, Thm 6.2.10]. By
Hirsch-Pugh-Robinson [38], these properties are 𝐶1-robust. Thus Ψ1 is partially hyperbolic with
invariant foliations

𝐹𝑐𝑠pΨ1q tangent to 𝐸𝑐pΨ1q ‘ 𝐸𝑠pΨ1q and 𝐹𝑐𝑢pΨ1q tangent to 𝐸𝑐pΨ1q ‘ 𝐸𝑢pΨ1q

with dense leaves. Now note that we have the following identifications.

𝐹𝑐𝑠pΨ1 , 𝑃1q “ 𝑊 𝑠p𝑃1 ,Ψ1q and 𝐹𝑐𝑢pΨ1 , 𝑄1q “ 𝑊𝑢p𝑄1 ,Ψ1q

Indeed, the uniqueness of local invariant manifolds near hyperbolic invariant sets [38, Thm 4.1(b)]
implies equality near 𝑃1 and𝑄1, and then global invariance implies global equality. In particular,
𝑊 𝑠p𝑃1 ,Ψ1q and𝑊𝑢p𝑄1 ,Ψ1q are dense. Moreover, by (6.1)𝑊 𝑠p𝑄1 ,Ψ1q is also dense.

Now [10, Lem 7.3] states that Ψ1 is robustly transitive (and in fact mixing). We recall the
argument. Let𝑈 and 𝑉 be neighborhoods in 𝑌. Then

𝑈 X𝑊 𝑠p𝑄1 ,Ψ1q ‰ H and 𝑉 X𝑊𝑢p𝑄1 ,Ψ1q ‰ H

since these invariant manifolds are dense. This implies that pΨ1q𝑗p𝑈q X pΨ1q´𝑘p𝑉q is non-empty
for all sufficiently large 𝑗 and 𝑘. In other words, Ψ1 is topologically mixing. □
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