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ROBUSTLY NON-CONVEX HYPERSURFACES IN CONTACT MANIFOLDS
JULIAN CHAIDEZ

AssTrACT. 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 C? setting.
The main technical step is the construction of a Bonatti-Diaz type blender in the contact setting.

1. INTRODUCTION

A hypersurface X in a contact manifold (Y, &) is convex if there is a contact vector-field V' that
is transverse to X.. 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 L in a contact manifold (Y, &) in dimension 3 can be C*-
approximated by a convex surface X.'.

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

Theorem 2 (Honda-Huang). Any closed hypersurface T in a contact manifold (Y, &) can be C°-
approximated by a Weinstein convex hypersurface.

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

Theorem P|is both stronger than Theorem [1|due to the Weinstein condition, but also weaker
since it only provides C%-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 X in a contact
manifold (Y, &) be C*-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 C*-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). Forany n > 2, there is a closed hypersurface ¥ in standard contact R*'+1
(and thus in any contact (2n + 1)-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 C!-robustly topologically mixing. We will
then use suspension and embedding constructions to produce hypersurfaces in R*"*! 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 |
1
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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 X~ be any hypersurface in a contact manifold (Y, &). Recall that the characteristic foliation L¢
of X is the (generally singular) oriented, 1-dimensional foliation given by

Ye = (TS M &)Y cTE

Here V¢ denotes the symplectic perpendicular of a subspace of & with respect to the (conformal)
symplectic structure on &. A characteristic vector-field Z of ¥ is a vector-field on X that is everywhere
(oriented) tangent to X¢.

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 X be a convex surface in a contact manifold (Y, &) with trans-
verse contact vector-field V. The dividing set I' with respect to V is given by

I'=H Y0)nX where H = a(V) for any contact form a for &

The dividing set I' is the intersection of the negative region X_ and positive region X, given by the
inverse images H~!(—,0] n £ and H~'[0, 20) n T respectively.

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

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

The characteristic foliation X¢ of a convex surface X is always transverse to the dividing set I',
pointing out of X and into X_, and this has some significant implications for the dynamics. For
example, we recall the following definition.

Definition 6 (Topological Mixing). A smooth flow @ : R x ¥ — X is topologically mixing if, for
any two non-empty open subsets U, V c L, there is a time T such that

O (U) NV £ forallt > T
We adopt the analogous definition for a diffeomorphism @ : Y — Y of a manifold Y.

Lemma 7. Let £ < (Y, &) be a closed convex surface and let Z be a vector-field that is oriented tangent
to X¢. Then Z is not topologically mixing.
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Proof. Choose a dividing set I' on X and a pair of disjoint open subsets U and V of I'. Let @ be
the flow of a characteristic vector-field Z and consider the open subsets

DR x U) and DR x V)

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

A=D((—e,e) xU) and B =®((—e,€) x B)
Then ®;(A) n B = J for all t. Therefore ® is not topologically mixing. O

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 @ : R x £ — Y. is robustly mixing if there is a C!-open set
U c Flow(X) with deld

such that any W € U is topologically mixing. We adopt the analogous definition for a diffeomor-
phism @ : Y — 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 (Y, &) and a contactomorphism

D:Y Y
We may take the suspension (or mapping torus) to get an even dimensional space
(@) =1[0,1]s x Y/ ~ with a hyperplane field n = span(ds) ® &

The hyperplane field 7 is an example of an even contact structure, and so Z(®) 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

£(®); = span(?)
In particular, the flow of the characteristic foliation is simply the suspension flow of the contac-
tomorphism ®. One may also take the contactization
Rs x (D)

such that the characteristic foliation on 0 x Z(®) (as a hypersurface within the contactization)
agrees with the intrinsic characteristic foliation X(®)¢.

FiGure 2. The suspension of a half rotation of the circle Y = S1.

As an example, we have depicted the suspension £(®) of a half rotation ® : St — S! 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 (Proposition2.17)). Let @ : Y — Y be a robustly mixing contactomorphism. Then L.(®) has
a C%-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 (Y, &) be a closed contact manifold admitting an Anosov Reeb flow @
with C* stable and unstable foliations. Then the open set of robustly mixing contactomorphisms

Contgrm(Y, &) < Cont(Y, &)

is non-empty. More precisely, if T is a (non-zero) multiple of the period of a closed Reeb orbit of @, then
@r is in the C*®-closure of the set of robustly mixing contactomorphisms.

Before discussing the proof, we briefly note that there are examples where Theorem applies.
Example 1.2. Let X be a closed n-manifold with a hyperbolic metric g. Then the geodesic flow
O:RxS5X —-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 H", 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

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 C* 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 and Section . However, we view
it as a purely technical hypothesis that can likely be eliminated with more careful analysis.
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Ficure 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 [/} 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 @ :
X — X such that the suspension

L(®) c R x X(D)
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 manifold W 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 manifold X has a Legendrian embedding X — R?"+1,
Finally, we need the following lemma that will be proven in Section

Lemma 14 (Lemma 2.20). Let A < (Y, &) be a closed Legendrian and let @ : SA — SA be a positive
contactomorphism of the cosphere bundle SA. Then there exists a contact embedding

(—€,€) x Z(P) — (Y, &)  forsmall e

Theorem 15. There is a closed, embedded hypersurface ©. < R***1 for any n > 2 that cannot be
C2-approximated by convex hypersurfaces.

Proof. Take a stably parallelizable closed hyperbolic manifold X (via Theorem [12|and Example
with a Legendrian embedding X — R?'*! (via Theorem . By Theore there is a
robustly mixing contactomorphism
®:SX - SX

thatis C*-close to the time T Reeb flow, where T is the period of a closed Reeb orbit. In particular,
@ is the time 1 map of a positive contact Hamiltonian. By Lemma([I4] there is a contact embedding
U — R?"*1 of a neighborhood U = R x L(®) of the suspension X(®) in its contactization. By
Theorem@ ¥ (®) cannot be C2-approximated by a convex surface. m]
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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 X in a contact manifold is robustly non-
convex if there is a C2-neighborhood U in the space of embedded hypersurfaces such that

¥/ is not convex for any ' € Y
Similarly, a contactomorphism @ : Y — Y is called robustly non-convex if the suspension Z(®) 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 £ — Y in a contact manifold (Y, &)
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 S* 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 S* admits no robustly mixing diffeomorphisms.
The following question thus seems natural.

Question 19. Does (53, &std) admit a robustly non-convex contactomorphism?

Question 20. More generally, is the suspension X(Ids) 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 Cl-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
[41,142] for convexifying hypersurfaces involve the introduction of many new critical points to
the characteristic foliation by many small C%-perturbations. This motivates our final question.

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

Outline. This concludes the introduction (Section|[I) 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 Sectionsfand[5|we will undertake the construction
of our contact blender, following Bonatti-Diaz [7]. Finally, we prove Theorem [I0]in Section [6}
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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, Pacbme 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 HAaMILTONIAN 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 synonymes.

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

Definition 2.1. A contact Hamiltonian manifold (X,1n) is a 2n-manifold X equipped with a coori-
entable, maximally non-integrable, plane distribution of codimension one

ncTX
Equivalently, 7 is the kernel of a contact Hamiltonian form v with v A dv"~1 is nowhere vanishing.
Example 2.2 (Product). Let (Y, &) be a contact manifold. Then the manifolds
RxY and R/ZxY
are contact Hamiltonian manifolds with distribution n = 0; @ &, where ¢ is the R-coordinate.
Every contact Hamiltonian manifold has a natural line distribution (or equivalently, foliation).
Definition 2.3. The characteristic foliation L, of a contact Hamiltonian manifold (X, ) is given by
L, = ker(dv|,) c TL for any contact Hamiltonian form v for n

A characteristic vector-field Z is a section of Xt and a framing form 0 is a 1-form whose restriction
to Xt is nowhere vanishing. A framing form determines a characteristic vector-field by

(2.1) v(Z)=0 (tzdv)|y =0 and 0(Z) =1

Lemma 2.4. Any characteristic vector-field Z on a contact Hamiltonian manifold (¥, n) preserves 1.

Proof. Let @ be the flow of Z. Note that tzdv = fv for some smooth f since (t1zdv)|, = 0. Thus
Lzv =d(1zv) + 1zdv = fv and therefore Div =g v |

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 (X, ) with contact Hamiltonian form v and framing 6 is the unique vector-field satisfying

O(R)=0 v(R)=1 and (grdv =0
The Hamiltonian vector-field Vy of a function H : X — R is the unique vector-field satisfying
O(Vy) =0 v(Vg) =H and y,dv=dH(R)-v—dH
Note that the last condition is equivalent to Ly, v = dH(R) - v given that H = a(Vp).

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

Definition 2.6. A hypersurface X in a contact manifold (Y, &) is contact Hamiltonian called if
¢ is transverse to TX
A framing vector-field U is a vector-field in a neighborhood of X such that

U is transverse to X and U is tangent to &

Lemma 2.7. Let X be a contact Hamiltonian hypersurface in (Y, &) with framing vector-field U. Then
(Z,ENTY) is contact Hamiltonian with framing form 0 = wyda
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Proof. Fix a contact form @ on Y. Then da has a 1-dimensional kernel on ker(a) n TZ by standard
symplectic linear algebra. It follows that v = a|ry is a contact Hamiltonian form. Similarly, since
da is non-degenerate on &, we must have

da(U, Z) # 0 for any non-vanishing Z € L, ]
Every contact Hamiltonian manifold arises as a hypersurface in its own contactization.

Definition 2.8. The contactization (CZ, a) of a closed contact Hamiltonian manifold (X, ) with
contact Hamiltonian form v and framing form 0 is given by

Cr=(—€,€)s x X with contact form a = s0 + v

Lemma 2.9. The contactization (CL, o) is a contact manifold for € small, and ¥ naturally embeds as a
contact Hamiltonian hypersurface

L=0xX2cCX with v=alg

Proof. Note that v A dv"~! is nowhere vanishing and the characteristic vector-field Z of 6 is a
nowhere vanishing vector-field that satisfies

iz(v Adv' ) =0
A 1-form p on X thus satisfies 4 A v A dv"~! if and only if u(Z) # 0 everywhere. Therefore
urvadv™l  and v adsaOadvT!

are volume forms on X and CX respectively. The second volume form above agrees with o A da”
along 0 x X, so there is a neighborhood of 0 x X where a A da” is a volume form. m|

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 (X,ng) of the contact Hamiltonian manifold
(X,n) by the Hamiltonian H : £ — R is given by

nu = ker(vy) where vg=H -0+v
This is precisely the pullback of the induced contact Hamiltonian structure on the graph
GrHc CX  givenby  GrH = {(H(x),x) : xe XL}

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). Let X be a contact Hamiltonian hypersurface in a contact manifold
(Y, &). Fix a contact form a on'Y and a framing vector-field U of . such that

tyda is closed
Then the flow by U yields a strict contact embedding
t:(—€,e) xL—>Y with Fa=s-0+v where v=algand 6 = ydaly
Proof. First note that we have the following calculation.
Ly(yde) =d(da(U,U)) + d(tyda) =0

Now let ¢ : (—€,€)s x L — Y be the tubular neighborhood coordinates of = induced by U. Then
the previous calculation and the fact that ;0 = 0 shows that the 1-form

0 = *(wda) = 15,d(1*a) satisfies  L£5,0 =0and 6(0s) =0
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Thus 6 is the pullback of a differential form on L to (—¢, €) x L. Moreover, we see that
Lya =d(iya) + wda = wyda and thus Lot*a=0

It follows that (*a and sO + v satisfy the same ODE and have the same restriction to 0 x X.
Therefore they are equal on the given tubular neighborhood. m]

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 (Y, ) with a contactomorphism @ of Y. Recall that the suspension
(D) of P is the quotient of R x Y by the map

O:RxY—->RxY givenby Ot y)=(t—1,D(y))

Since £ is preserved by @, the contact Hamiltonian structure span(d; ) ®& on the product R x Y (see
Example is @-invariant. It descends to a contact Hamiltonian structure 1 on the suspension.

Definition 2.12 (Contact Suspension). The contact suspension of a contactomorphism @ : (Y, &) —
(Y, &) is the contact Hamiltonian manifold given by

(Z(D),n) with the framing form 0 = dt

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

(D), = span(d;) and 0 = dt

Remark 2.13. In this case, the contact structure on the contactization extends to all of R x X(®D),
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 : X(®) — R be a smooth function on the suspension
of ©:(Y,&) — (Y, &) such that © = dt frames ng. Then there exists a contactomorphism

o (Y,&) - (Y,&) with an isomorphism wi (@), n) - (Z(D), ny)
such that distc1 (®H, @) < C - |H||c2 for any Riemannian metric ¢ and a constant C = C(g).

Proof. Let Zy denote the characteristic vector-field of ny with respect to the framing form dt.
The characteristic flow WH of Zj; satisfies W}'(0 x Y) =t x Y since Zy(t) = 1 and W preserves
nu by Lemma Finally, note that vy restricts to @ on 0 x Y and thus ng n (0 x Y) is . By
restriction to R x Y where Y is identified with 0 x Y in X(®), we get a map

YH:R xY - (D) with (WHY*dt = dt and (WH)*ny = span(ds) @ &
We now define @ to be the time 1 map \I’? of the flow. Then the map W satisfies
(s, x) = WH(s — 1,0 (x))

In particular, W descends to a map @ : Z(®H) — T(®) with (®)*ny = 7. Finally, note that
by Definition[2.3| Zy is defined by the formulas

0(Zy) =1 tzy(H-0+v)=0 tzy(dH A O +dv) =0
It follows that there is a smooth linear bundle map
T:AVZ(D) @ AL (Z(D) @ A’(Z(D)) —» TEZ(D)  suchthat  Zy = T(H,v,dv)
In particular, for any choice of metric on L(®), there is a constant C > 0 and an estimate

|20 = Z]cr < C- |H|
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The same estimate holds for the flow and the time-1 maps. m]

Example 2.15 (Mapping Torus Of Identity). Let (Y, &) be a contact manifold with contact form «
and consider the suspension of the identity

Y(Idy) = (R/Z); x Y with contact Hamiltonian form v =

Fix a Hamiltonian H : R/Z x Y — R and let Vi : R/Z x Y — TY be the contact vector-field of H.
Consider the deformation

(R/Z xY,v_g) with v_yg = —Hdt + «
It is simple to check that in this case the characteristic vector-field for framing form dt is given by
Zy =0+ Vy

It follows that the contactomorphism ®*! constructed in Lemma is precisely the time 1 map
of the contactomorphism generated by —H and map W defines an isomorphism

(Z(@™), 1) > (R/Z x Y, 1-n)
We easily derive the following analogue of Lemma for perturbations of hypersurfaces.
Lemma 2.16 (Surface Perturbation). Let ® be a contactomorphism. Then there is a C2-neighborhood
U < Emb(CX(D)) of the sub-manifold 1:2(P) - CEL(D)
in the space of embedded smooth sub-manifolds such that any element X. € U has an isomorphism
Wy (E,nnk)— (X(Dx),n) where distc1 (Py, D) < C - dist2(Z, (D))

Proof. Any surface ¥ in the contactization (—e¢, €) x L(®) that is C>-close to 0 x X(®) is the graph
of a function H on £(®) with C2-norm controlled by the C?-distance of £ to 0 x £. Thus this
lemma is immediate from Lemma and Definition 2.100 m]

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

Proposition 2.17 (Theorem [9). Let ® : Y — Y be a robustly mixing contactomorphism. Then the
suspension L(®) has a C?-neighborhood U < Emb(CX(P)) that contains no convex surfaces.

Proof. By Lemma there is a neighborhood U/ of ©(®) such that every X € U/ is the suspension
of a contactomorphism @y that is C!-close to ®. Since @ is robustly mixing (Definition , we can
assume after shrinking ¢/ that @y is topologically mixing for any X in /.

Thus the suspension flow of @y, which is the characteristic flow of X is also topologically
mixing. In particular, X cannot be convex by Lemma m]

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 I' be a closed contact manifold and let @ : T — T be a positive
contactomorphism. Fix a contact form p and let

H:R/ZxT — (0,)

be the corresponding generating Hamiltonian such that @ = @? . Then there is a contact embedding

(2.2) (—€,€)s x Z(P) — (D> x T, —a - r*dO + p) for any a > % -max H
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Proof. We use the following smooth map in radial coordinates.
1:(—27ma,0)s x R/Z; xT — (D?> —0) x T givenby (s, t,x) = ((—s/2ra)"/?,2nt, x)
This map satisfies t*(—ar?d0 + ) = sdt + B. Fix a satisfying 2ma > max H. By Example
the graph of —H defines an embedding
(Z(P),n) ~ (R/Z xT,—Hdt + B) — ((—2ma,0)s x R/Z; x T, sdt + B)
This embedding extends to a contactomorphism by the flow of s (see Lemma. 2.11). m]

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 [X. Fix a
neighborhood U of X < JX and a contact form g on SX. Then for any a > 0, there is a contact embedding

(D? x SX,&ap) — U where Eap = ker(—a - 12dO + B)
Proof. Recall that the jet bundle X is given by R; x T*X with the standard contact form agq =
dt + Asta. We break the proof into two steps.

Step 1. First assume that U = [ X (so that we may ignore the neighborhood). There is a standard
embedding of the symplectization of R x SX into T*X via the Liouville flow of T*X. By using
t-translation, we can extend this to an embedding

kiR, x Ry x SX — JX with K*asq = dt + ePB
By applying a further change coordinates by taking s = —e™F, we get a map
7:(~0,0]s x Ry x SX — JX  with  j*(dt +ePB)=dt —s 'p=—s"1 (—s-dt +p)

Now we construct an embedding to (—,0]s x Ry x SX. Take a disk D < (—0, 0] x R; of radius
(2a)/2 centered at a point (s, ty). We consider the Liouville form

A= %((t —tg)ds — (s — sg)dt)) satisfying dA = —ds A dt

Next, let 7 : R* — R be a primitive such that A = —sdt + dt and consider the diffeomorphism
W:Rs xRy x SX — Ry x Ry x SX givenby W(s,t,x) = (s,t,®R(1(s, 1), x)
Here @R : R; x SX — SX denote the Reeb flow of 8. We compute that
W*(—sdt + B) = —sdt + B(R) -dt + (OR)*p = —sdt +dt +p=A+p
Finally, we compose W with the map ® = ¢ x Idsx where
¢ :D?* - Ry x Ry given by (r,0) — (arcos(0) + sg,arsin(0) + to)
The composition W o @ now restricts to a contact embedding
a

D? x SX — (—©,0]s x xSX  with  (Wo®)*(—s-dt +p) = 2r2d6~|—ﬁ

The composition j o W o @ : D? x SX — [X is the desired embedding in the lemma.
Step 2. Now consider the general case where U < [X is a proper open set. There is a natural
flow of contactomorphisms @' : R, x JX — [X given by ®%(t,z) = (e"t, ®?(z)) where @7 is the
Liouville flow on T*X. This flow is generated by a vector-field U = t0; + Z satisfying

Luasd = Astd
In particular, any compact set in JX can be pushed into U by @, for r sufficiently negative. We
may then compose the embedding from Step 1 with @) to acquire the desired embedding. O

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 A < (Y, &) be a closed Legendrian sub-manifold and let @ : SA — SA
be a positive contactomorphism of the cosphere bundle SA. Then there is a contact embedding

(—€,€) x Z(P) — (Y, &)
Proof. By the Weinstein neighborhood theorem, we have a contact embedding
(U, &a) — (Y, &)  for aneighborhood U < JX of X

By Lemma and Lemma for any contact form f on SA, there are constants €,2 > 0 and
a contact embedding of the form

((—e,€) x Z(®), 1) — (D? x SX, &ap) — (U, Esta) O

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
D:Y Y

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

ITO" (u)] = C - A" - |u| foralln >0
Similarly, E is uniformly contracting for ® and g if it is uniformly expanding for ®~! and g.
Definition 3.3 (Domination). A continuous splitting of TY into continuous sub-bundles
TY =E1®-- D Ex
is dominated with respect to ® and a metric g if there are constants C > 0 and A > 1 such that
IT®" (u)] = C-A" - |TD"(v)| for all n > 0 and any unit vectors u € E; ;1 and v € E;
The constant A is the constant of dilation and the splitting may also be called A-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 C!-perturbation.

Theorem 3.4 (C!-Persistence). Let @ : Y — Y be a diffeomorphism with a A-dominated splitting
TY =E1®---DEx
Then for u < A, there is a C'-neighborhood U of ® such that every W € U has a p-dominated splitting
TY =E1(V)®--- @ Er(VY) such that dimE; (W) = dim E;(®)

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 @ : Y — Y be a diffeomorphism with a dominated splitting
TY = D ®E with E uniformly expanding
Then there is a unique Holder foliation F with smooth leaves such that

F is tangent to E O,F=F and  F(P)~R*®)
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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 I be an invariant sub-manifold of a diffeomorphism @ : Y — 'Y
with normal hyperbolic splitting E* ® TT @ E®. Then there are unique invariant sub-manifolds

We(T, D) and WH(T, D) containing T
that are locally invariant near T, C-robust and that satisfy
TW*(®,T)=E°®Tl  and TW"(®,T) =E"@®TI'  alongT

Notation 3.7 (Local Invariant Manifolds). Given a normally hyperbolic invariant set I' and an
open neighborhood U of I' we will use the notation

WS

loc

(T,o; U) and Wi

loc

([, o; U)
to denote the respective components of W*(I', ®) n U and W(“F, ®) n U that contain I'. We adopt
analogous notation for the leaves of the foliations F*(®) and F*(®) when defined.

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

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

TY = E5(®) @ E°(®) ® E* (D)

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

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

Yr:Y —-Y

is partially hyperbolic. The stable and unstable bundles of Wt are those of W, 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 (2n + 1)-manifold (Y, &) and a partially hyperbolic contactomorphism

P: (Y, &) = (Y, &)

such that & = E5 (D) @ E* (D) and E¢ (D) is transverse to &. Then the stable and unstable foliations F* (D)
and F"(®) have Legendrian leaves.

Proof. The leaves of F°(®) and F*(®) are tangent to &, and the dimensions of the leaves of F* (D)
and F"(®) add to the rank of &. It follows the dimension of the leaves F*(®) and F*(®) must be
n, so that the leaves are Legendrian. m]

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@ We next briefly review this concept.

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

r:0,11—-A  with TI(0)=PandI(1)=0Q
The holonomy is the unique correspondence assigning to (I', S, T) the germ of a smooth map
Holrr : S n Nbhd(P) — T ~ Nbhd(Q) with Holrr(P) = Q

that satisfies the following properties.
e The correspondence Hol respects path composition.
e IfI',S, T are in a foliation chart, then Holr(s) is the point in T in the same plaque as s.

The holonomy only depends on I' up to homotopy relative to P and Q in A [16, Prop 2.3.2].
Moreover, given a foliation G such that TF and TG are C O_close, there is a continuation point

Qc € Nbhd(Q) N T

on the leaf of G through P, converging to Q as G converges to F. There is also a unique homotopy
class of path P to Qg corresponding to I'. Thus there is a holonomy map

Holgr : S n Nbhd(P) — T ~ Nbhd(Q)
The holonomy Holr r varies continuously with respect to the foliation F.

By Theorem the leaves of the stable foliation F° and unstable foliation F* of a partially
hyperbolic diffeomorphism @ are contractible and so the holonomy is independent of the path
I'. In this case, we denote the corresponding holonomies

HOIED = HOlps,r and Holé = Holpu,r

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

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

a Cl-neighborhood U of ® a Holder constant x € (0, 1) and a neighborhod Nbhd(P)
so that the holonomy Holy, : S n Nbhd(P) — T n Nbhd(Q) of any diffeomorphism \V in U satisfies
(3.1) dist (Holy, (x), Holy (v)) < dist(x, y)*

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: Q(v) <0} for a continuous, non-degenerate quadratic form Q : TX — R
A diffeomorphism ® : X — Y induces a natural pushforward cone-field
®,K  withfiber — ®.Ky = TDy(Kg1(y))
The interior int K of a cone-field K is the (fiberwise) cone over the interior of K.

Example 3.14 (Metric Cones). The cone-field K(E of width € around a sub-bundle E < TX of the
tangent bundle of a Riemannian manifold (X, g) is defined by

KeE:={veTX : |[v—ng(v)|g < e€-|ne(v)g} where g is orthogonal projection to E

A cone-field K has width less than € with respect to g if K < K¢E for some linear sub-bundle E c TX.



ROBUSTLY NON-CONVEX HYPERSURFACES IN CONTACT MANIFOLDS 15
Definition 3.15 (Contraction/Dilation). Fix a subset A < X and a cone-field K over X. A
diffeomorphism ® contracts K over A if
D, (K|a) cintK
Given a Riemannian metric g, we say that @ dilates K over A with constant of dilation A > 0 if
A olg < D40l for every v € TX|a

Theorem 3.16 (Invariant Cone-Fields). (c.f. [25, §2.2]) Let ® : Y — Y be a diffeomorphism with a
dominated splitting TY = D @ E. Then for any Riemannian metric § and any € > 0, thereisan N > 0
such that

ON contracts KeE foralln > N

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

O dilates K.E with dilation factor A for all n = N

3.4. Blenders. Ablenderisa 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 (k, I) in an n-manifold X is a C!-embedded
n-manifold with corners B with coordinates

(s,t,u): B> Df x D} x D}, = R"

Here D7 denotes a closed metric m-ball of some (unspecified) radius in RY', with coordinates x;.
The boundary of B has distinguished subsets that we denote as follows.

OB = oD* x D! x D! OB =DFxoD' x D! "B = D* x D! x D!

These are the stable, central and unstable boundaries, respectively. The boundary of D! is a union
of two points, a negative point 9~ D! and a positive point 0+ D!. We also fix the notation

B=D"xo"D'xD' and 0'B=DFxo'D!'x D'
These subsets are the left-side and right-side of B, respectively.

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

TD*x D' x D'« K® DFxTD!'xTD'c K  DfxD!'xTD'<K*
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 < B is called vertical with
respect to an unstable cone-field K" if

TD < K" and oD c "B
Similarly, an embedded I-disk D < B is called horizontal with respect to a stable cone-field K* if
TD c K* and oD c &°B

Given a horizontal disk H — B that is disjoint from ¢* B, there are precisely two homotopy classes
of vertical disk disjoint from H, corresponding to the disks

DRIghtZOS X +1XDZ and DLeft:()S ><—1><Dl
A vertical disk D is right of H if it is homotopic to Drignt and left of H if it is homotopic to Dpeft-

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 © < B be any smooth sub-manifold in a blender box B with
T c K" and 0L c 0"B
Then X is diffeomorphic to an I-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
K" of width €. Then D is the graph

D c Df x D} x D! of an 2e-Lipschitz map f : D), — D¥ x D}

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 @ : X — X be a C!-diffeomorphism and let B = X be a blender
box (see Definition [3.17). The pair

(B, @)
is a simple stable blender (or just stable blender) if it satisfies the following properties.

(a) There is a connected component A of B n ®(B) that is disjoint from
0°B ®(0°B) and P(0"B)
(b) There is an m € N and a connected component A’ of B n " (B) that is disjoint from
"B 0°B and ®(0"B)

Next, there are constants u > 1 > € and a compatible set of cone-fields K*, K and K* on Y of
width less than € (with respect to the standard metric on B) such that

(c) The cone-fields K® and K" are contracted and dilated (with constant y) by ®~!and ®.
WK cintK® @K' cintK* @& 'dilates K° @ dilates K*
(d) The cone-field K°* is contracted and dilated (with constant 1) by @ as follows.
O, K4 < intK* and @ dilates K* over CD’l(A)

QUK c intK” and @™ dilates K™ over @ (A)
Finally, in any box B equipped with such cone-fields K*, ® has a unique hyperbolic fixed point
Q in the component A of index I (via [7, Lemma 1.6]), and the local stable manifold
W:=W (Q,®;B) c W(Q,D)nB
is a horizontal k-disk in the blender box B. We further assume that there are neighborhoods

U_of B U,of'B  UofW

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

(i) The intersection ®(D) n A contains a vertical disk D’ through A’ to the right of W
and disjoint from U

(ii) The intersection ®" (D) n B contains a vertical disk D’ through A’ to the right of W
and disjoint from U.

The pair (B, @) is an simple unstable blender if the pair (B, ®~!) is a simple stable blender.
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Remark 3.23. Definition 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 A’. 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 (Y, &) be a contact (2n + 1)-manifold with contact form « and
Reeb vector-field R. Fix a strict contactomorphism

O:Y Y

that satisfies the following properties.

(a) The contactomorphism @ is partially hyperbolic with stable, central and unstable splitting
E*(®) @ E“ (D) ®E" (D) with & =E(®)@E"(®P) and E(P) = span(R)

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

E; (®) c & with foliation Fg (D) over V

that is uniformly contracted by ® and that agrees with E°(®) on W* (T, ®).
(d) There are two points P and Q in I such that the stable and unstable manifolds

W (Q,d) and W"(P, D)
intersect cleanly along a heteroclinic orbit x of ® 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 ® : Y — Y as in Setup
there is an integer N > 0 and a smooth family of contactomorphisms

Wi0,1]xY Y with W=

satisfying the following properties for all sufficiently small r > 0.
(a) The points P and Q are hyperbolic fixed points of ¥, of index n + 1 and n, respectively.
(b) There is a neighborhood B,(Q) of Q such that (B,(Q), WN) is a stable blender.
(c) The intersections W* (P, W,) n B,(Q) contains a vertical disk Dq to the right of W*(Q, W, ).

In this section (Section [4), we will construct the objects appearing in Theorem and in the
next section (Section 5), we will prove the blender properties (Definition [3.22). We will use the
notation of Setup #.1|and Theorem [4.2]throughout. We also use the following standing notation.

Notation 4.3 (Reeb Intervals). Let y : [0,T] — Y be an embedded segment of a Reeb trajectory
with end-points x = y(0) and y = y(T. Then we use the shorthand

[x,y] =7[0,T]cY
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4.1. Standard Chart. We will require a particular standard rectangular neighborhood of the
segment of I' from Q to P. Our first task is to construct this chart carefully.

Lemma 4.4 (Standard Chart). Let V < Y be an open neighborhood of I. Then there is a smoothly
embedded cube U c V, constants L, 6, € > 0 and local coordinates

(s, t,u):U~[-3,3]7 x[-0,L+ 0] x [—¢€, €]y
satisfying the following properties.
(a) The contact form is given by a|y = dt — (s1duy + - - - + s, duy).
(b) The Reeb vector-field R of av is given by R|y = 0;.
(c) The points P and Q are given by (Os, L¢,0,,) and (0s,0¢,0,,) respectively.
(d) The local stable and unstable manifolds WIS0 C(F, ®;U) and WILC"C(F, D;U) of T n U are given by
[-3,3]5 x [-0,L— 0]t x 0, and 0s x [<0,L — 6] x [—€, €]y
(e) The stable and unstable bundles E*(®) and F* (D) satisfy
TF*(®) = TR{ on W (T, ®; U) and  TF"(®) = TRy on W (T, ®; U)
(f) The bundle TR} = Eg () is invariant under @ and uniformly contracted by ® on U.
(g) The heteroclinic orbit x contains the point
a=(15,00y) where 1, = (1,0,...,0) € [-3, 3]/
(h) There is an integer k > 0 such that
©~*(a) ¢ 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 shrink V so that the smooth unstable bundle E£, (®) is defined on V (see Setup[4.1). Consider
the foliations F*(®) and Fg,(®) corresponding to the unstable bundle F*(®) and the smooth
stable bundle EZ,, (?). These foliations are Legendrian (Lemma 3.10) and F*(®) is Holder with
smooth leaves (Theorem 3.5).

Next, choose a ball A, in the leaf of F*(®; Q) containing Q. Since F (®) is smooth, we may
choose an embedded codimension 1 surface that is contained in the union of the leaves of Fj, (®)
intersecting A,. Denote this surface by

rcyY with A, c X
This surface is transverse to the Reeb vector-field, and is thus symplectic with symplectic form
da|s with primitive a|y vanishing on the leaves of F*(®) and F"(®)
By flowing X slightly by the Reeb flow, we acquire an embedding as follows (for small 6 > 0).
4.1) t:(=0,0)xX—>Y with a=dt +alp

Next, apply the neighborhood theorem for Lagrangian foliations [57, Thm 7.1] to the smooth
Legendrian foliation Fj, (®) near the transverse smooth Lagrangian A, L. After shrinking X,
this yields a symplectic embedding
(4.2) ] X - T*F"(®;Q) with Fin (@) N X = *Fga

Here Fgq is the standard Lagrangian foliation of T*F* (®; Q) by cotangent fibers. Finally, consider
the pullback Agq of the standard Liouville form on T*A,, by . Since Agq and a|y vanish on
As and A, we can find a primitive f such that

Agtd — a|2 = df
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The primitives a|y and Agq vanish on L, and on the foliation F*(P) n L, so f is constant these
manifolds. It follows that f is constant on ~ and so

(4.3) Astd = alx

Step 2: Cube Coordinates. In this step, we use L to construct a rectangular chart and verify
the requirements. Since y is a homoclinic orbit asymptotic to Q in the forward direction, we may
choose a point a € x such that

aeXlnF,(P;Q) c F¥(P;Q)

Here we use the fact that Q € I'so that 5 (©; Q) = F*(®; Q) < W*(T', @) by Setup[4.1{c). Choose
a smooth embedding of a cube of the form
4.4) [—€, €]l — Ay < F*(Q) with 0, — Q

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

K1 ([-3,3]2 x [—€,€ell, Asa) = (S,alz)  where  Agq = — s - du;
i

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

K ([—3,3]? X [=6,L+ 0]t x [—€,€]u, dt + /\std) — (Y, a)

The restriction of k to 05 x [—€, L + €]; x 0, is a parametrization of a sub-arc of I' containing Q
and P sending 0 to Q and L to P. Thus by choosing a sufficiently small surface X and choosing
0, € small, we may guarantee that x is an embedding and the image of x lies in V.

Now take U to be the image of k¥ and take (x,s,u) as the coordinates induced by k. By
construction U < V. We now check that U and (s, t, u) satisfy (a-g). For (a), we note that
K*a =dt + Agq = dt — (s1dug + -+ + s,duy)

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 Wlf) C(F, d;U) of T
is precisely the R-orbit of the component of the local stable leaf F; (P, Q; U) containing Q. By

loc

construction, k maps [—3, 3]} x 0; x 0, to Flsoc(ql, Q; U). It follows that W*(T', @; U) is identified
with the zero set
{u=0}=1[-3,3] x[-€,1+¢€] x0,

An analogous discussion applies to W (', ®; U), verifying (d). Requirement (e) follows from
the same discussion, and the fact that F*(®) and F*(®) are R-invariant. Finally, by shrinking the
neighborhood V' in the construction, we may guarantee that the orbit y contains a point that is
not in V or U. It follows that ®*(a) ¢ 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). Forany u > 1and € € (0, 1), there exists
o Aninteger N > 1.
o A cube U c Y with coordinates (s, t,u) as in Lemma 4.4
o A Riemannian metric g on'Y that is compatible with the splitting TY = E°* ® E° ® E*
o Continuous cone-fields K® and K on Y.
that satisfy the following properties (after possibly rescaling the contact form «).
(a) The cone-fields K® and K* are compatible with the blender box U (see Definition 3.18).

TR! < K° and TR! < K"
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(b) The cone-fields K is contracted by ®—N, and K and K* are contracted by ®N.
O, N(K%) c intK® and ®N(K*) c intK*
(c) The cone-fields K* and K* are dilated by ®~N and ®N with contant of dilation , respectively.
- |TON (v)| < |o] ifv e K and w- |TON®@W)| < |v]ifv e K
(d) The cone-fields K® and K" are width less than € for both g and the standard metric on U.

Proof. Choose an auxilliary chart U’ and coordinates (s’,t/, 1) as in Lemma Also choose a
continuous metric ¢ on Y that is compatible with the splitting E° @ E¢ @ E*. Finally, choose a
0 < e sufficiently small such that the cone-fields

K® = Ks(ES(®)) K™ = Ko(E(®) @E*(®)) K" = Ks(E* (D))

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

To achieve (a), note that E°(®), E°(D) @ E*(P) and E*(P) agree with the tangent spaces
TR?, T(R]! x R?) and TR! along T, respectively. Thus in a small neighborhood V of I, the chosen
cone-fields satisfy (a). We may then rescale the coordinates (s’, t, u) by taking

(s,t,u)=(c-s',c-t,c-u) for ¢ large

For ¢ sufficiently large, the cube with (s, t, u)-coordinates [2, —2]s x [—0,L + 0] x [—€, €]}l will
lie within V. Properties (a-b) are preserved after we scale the contact form by ¢~!. 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 ®/(a) for large ;. ]

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

constants L, N, m U < Y with coordinates (s, t,u) metric ¢ and cone-fields K*

as in Lemmas [4.4] and 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 — R be a contact Hamiltonian such that
H(s,t,u) = h(t)
Here I : R — R is a smooth function of the t-variable satisfying the following constraints.
h(t)=t if t<L/3 and h(t)=L—t if t=>2L/3
h(t)>0 and |W(t)|<1/L if O0<t<L
The contact Hamiltonian vector-field Vi generating the flow of contactomorphisms ®* is

(4.5) Vy = h(t)-or — h'(t) -Zsi - Os; in the chart U

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

(4.6) Vg =to — Zsiasi ift <L/3 Vg =(L—1t)o + Zsiﬁsi ift >2L/3
i i

Using , it is a simple calculation to show that ®" takes the following general form on U.
4.7) O (s, t,u) = (f,(t)-s,¥,(t),u) where & =hot and o, f=—h'-f

In particular, we have the following formulas for ®*! on the ranges of t appearing in .
(4.8) O (s, t,u) = (e "s,e"t,u) ift <1/3

(4.9) (s, t,u) = (e"s,L+e " (t —L),u) ift > 2L/3
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Construction 4.7 (Hamiltonian G). We define the (time-dependent) contact Hamiltonian
G:[0,1], xY >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 in U is the set 05 x Ly x [—0, 0]!}. Thus we choose

(4.10) m =2 such that @ N"(a) = (0, Ly, x,,) for some x,, € [0, 5]"
Choose a neighborhood W of ®~N" () that is small enough so that the sets
(@ o®)(W)  forj=0...m
are all disjoint for sufficiently small r. Since ®N"(a) and a are in U, we may also assume that
Wclu and (@ o DN (W) < U
for sufficiently small r. Moreover, since ®*(a) is not in ®~!(U) for some k, we have that
(@ o DN (W) A DI (U) = @

for sufficiently small r and neighborhood W. We may thus fix a pair of open sets W/ < W” that
have the following properties for sufficiently small r.

(@ c )N kW) c W W' ~nd N U) =
W' A (@Tod) (W)= if 0<j<Nm and j#Nm—k

Now we define a smooth family of contactomorphism ®X : Y — Y (generated by a parameter-
dependent contact Hamiltonian K) implicitly by the following equation.

(4.11) DRoadNm ol = (@ o d)F 0 G, o (O o @)Nm—k
Here @R is the Reeb flow of Y. Note that (ID(I)< = Id. We now define G so that it satisfies
G, =K, on W and Gr=0 on Y\W”
Construction 4.8 (Family Of Maps). We define the family of contactomorphisms
W:[0,1], xY —-Y  asthecompositon W, =®ocdTod
Note that W, satisfies the following elementary properties for W and m as in Construction 4.7
(4.12) W, =0 od on & '(U) and WN"(x)=DRodN"od) ~—on W

4.3. Properties Of Family. In this section, we prove several properties of the family W 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 W on the coordinates in the standard chart U.
Lemma 4.9 (Coordinate Projections). Let mw and mtir be the coordinate projections
mw U — W ([, ®;U) = U n {s =0} given by niw(s,t,u) = (0s,t,u)
nr:U—->TnU=Un{s,u=0} given by nir(s,t,u) = (0s,t,0,)
Then Tty and rir commute with W, over U n ®~Y(U). In particular, if  is the flow of h - 0y on Ry then
HWr (x)) = t(mr o Wy (x)) = £ 0 1tr(x)) = ¢ (¢(x))

Proof. On the set ®~1(U), we have W, = ®! o @ by the first identity in (4.12). By Lemma d—f)
and by examination of , both ® and @ preserves the foliation

(4.13) Ei (®) =TR! onU and TRy on Wi (T, @; U)
Moreover, both @ and @ (and therefore W,) preserve the sets

Wi, oU)=Un{s=0 and TInU=Un{st=0}



22 JULIAN CHAIDEZ
This W, sends the leaf of TR! through x € U n {s = 0} to the leaf through W, (x). In other words,
nw commutes with W,. Similarly, W, preserves the leaves of TR}, on U n {s = 0} and so

nir o W, (x) = W, o mir(x) ifxel n{s =0}

Since mir o my = 7r, this implies that ir commutes with W, in general. The final claim follows
since t oW, = ¢, ot onT n U, since @ fixes I' pointwise and t o @ = ¢, ot onT n U. O

Lemma 4.10 (Coordinate Contraction). Let U’ = U n --- n W=N(U). Then for small r, we have
pels(PY @) <ls@)l and pefu(x)] < [u(W (x)]

Proof. Note that TR is uniformly contracted by ®N by a factor of u on U and TR is uniformly

expanded by ®N by a factor of i on W (T, @; U) due to Lemma

These properties are robust in the C!-topology, so the map W, also satisfies these properties
for small r. Since x and 7ir(x) lie in the same fiber of TR}, we can apply Lemma to see that

|s(WY ()] = s (WY (x)) = s (W) (mw ()] < g - [s(x) = s(mw (%)) = " - [s(x)]
Also, the maps u, iy and myy satisfy u o my = 1 and u o mr = 0. Thus by Lemma[4.10, we have
(W) (x))| = [u 0w (W) (x)) — u o e (W (x))] = p - |u(mw (x)) — u(mr(x)] = Ju(x)] O

Next, note that the maps in the family W is partially hyperbolic near ®. This follows from
Theorems and the partial hyperbolicity of ®.

Lemma 4.11 (Partial Hyperbolicity). The maps W, (for sufficiently small r) has a dominated splitting
TY = E*(W,) ®@E“(W,) ®E"(¥,) with stable/unstable foliations F*(WV,) and F*(V,)
The points P and Q become non-degenerate and hyperbolic fixed points of W, .

Lemma 4.12 (Fixed Points). The points Q and P are hyperbolic fixed points of WV, of index
ind(W,;Q) =n and ind(W,;P)=n+1
The local stable and unstable manifolds of P and Q in U with respect to Y, are given by
We (P, W,;U) =[-3,3]{ x (0,L +¢€]s x0, W! (P,W,;U) =0s x Ly x [-0,0]u

loc loc

We (Q,W,;U) =[-3,3]7 x 0 x 0y W (Q,W,;U) =0s x[—€,L); x[-0,0]u

loc loc

Proof. The points P and Q are fixed by @ due to Setup d) and fixed by ®! due to (4.814.9).
Thus (4.12) implies that P and Q are fixed by W,. To compute the index of P, note that T® and
T®I at P decomposes via the splitting TY = E*(®) ® E¢(®) ® E* (D) as follows.

Trd = Tp®* @1d. ®@Tp®" and  Tp®H = e Id;® e "1d, @1d,

The linear maps Tp®* and Tp®* are the restrictions to E°(®) and E*(®) respectively. Since P is
in U, the first formula in (4.12) implies that the differential of W, at P is given by

PV, = €er(D; @ e "Id. @ qu),bf

Since I' is a normally hyperbolic fixed set of @ by Setup the maps e"Tp®; (for small r) and
Tp®} have real eigenvalues of norm bounded above by 1 and below by 1, respectively. It follows
that Tp W, 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 € U. By Lemma we know that t(Wk(x)) =
Yk(t(x)) where ¢, of the vector-field % - é; and H is as in Construction Moreover h > 0 on
(0,L)and h < 0 on [—€,0) and (L, L + €]. This implies that t (\W*(x)) converges to

Lift(x) e (0,L + €] 0ift(x) =0
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and that Wk (x) leaves U if t(x) € [—€,0). Now Lemma implies that |u(W¥(x))| diverges if
u(x) # 0, and so Wk (x) leaves U. On the other hand, if u(x) = 0 then |s(W(x))| — 0 as k — o

by Lemma This shows that
We (P,W,;U) =[-3,3]% x (0,L + €] x 0, We (Q,W,;U) = [-3,3]F x 0 x 0y

loc loc

An identical analysis works for the unstable manifolds. m]

Next, we have the following description of the local stable and unstable foliations, and the
action of W, on the leaves in the chart U.

Lemma 4.13 (Stable/Unstable Foliations). The local stable and unstable foliations of Y, satisfy
F(V,) =TR; on Wi (P,¥,;U) and FY(W,) =TR; on W (Q,¥,;U)
Moreover, if A° and A" are leaves of F* (W, ) and F* (W, ) intersecting I n U, respectively, then
V(A AU =AU and W (A") U =DI(AY) AU

Proof. For the first claim, note that TR! and TR} are tangent to Wf(’) . (P,¥Y,;U)and WIZC(Q, v, U)
by Lemma Moreover, TR} and TR} 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 and the fact that ® preserves
the stable and unstable foliations in U. m]

Finally, we have the following computation of a certain important family of heteroclinics.
Lemma 4.14 (Heteroclinics). Consider the Reeb segment [b_,, b, | containing the point a, where
b: = (15,7,0y) and we recall that a=(15,0,0,)

Then for v > 0 sufficiently small, we have
(a) The leafof F* (W, ) through (0s, L—0, 0, ) meets [b_,, b,] at the point (15, r—0,0,,) for 6 € [0, 2r].
(b) The interval (a,b,) is a connected component of the intersection of W*(P,V,) and W"(Q,\V,).

(c) The points a and b, are transverse homoclinic points of Q and P, respectively.

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

O N"(g) = (0,L,1,)
We may thus choose r small enough so that we have the following inclusion for all 6 € [0, 2r].
o, (0, L—05,1,)eW
We first compute the image of (05, L — 6, 1,) under \Ifﬁ‘] m o @H Nmr- BY , we see that
wNm ot (05,L—6,1,) = PRodN" 0@l ot (0,,L—05,1,) = dRodN™(0,,L—6,1,)
Since the Reeb vector-field commutes with @, the latter expression becomes
PR o ®N™(0,,L — 6,1,) = DR o N 0 R (05, L, 1) = DR 0 ®™(0, L, 1,)

Since (15,0,0,) = ®N™(0g, L, 1,) by in Construction we then acquire the equality

Or o dN™(05,L,1,) = DR (15,0,0,) = (15,7 — 5,04)
We thus acquire the following formula that we will shortly use to prove (a-c).

(4.14) whNm o @ (0s,L—0,14) = (1,7 — 6,04)
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Now we prove the claims above. For (a), note that by Lemma WN™ maps the leaf A of
F*(W,) containing ®7 (05, L — §,1,) to the leaf WN™(A) = ®H  (A) containing the points

—Nmr Nmr
whNm o @ (0s,L—0,14) = (15,7 — 6,04)
q)ﬁmr © cDI;INmr(OS’L -9, 1”) = (OSIL -9, 1u)

By Lemma the leaf that contains (05, L — 0, 1,,) also contains (05, L — 6,0,,), proving (a). For
(b), we note that by (a), the point (05, 7 — 6, 0,) is contained in the stable manifold W* (P, \V,) by
Lemma On the other hand, it is also contained in the leaf of in F*(W,) passing through
(15,7 — 0,0,) by (a), and this leaf is contained in the unstable manifold W*(Q, ¥,) by Lemma
This proves (b). For (c), we argue similarly to (b). By (a), the point a = (15,0¢,0,) is
contained in the leaf of F¥(W,) containing (0s, L — r,0,), which is contained in the unstable
manifold W*(Q, ¥,) by Lemmas On the other hand, 7 is contained in W%(Q, ¥,) (also by
Lemma . Thus it is a homoclinic point for Q. A similar discussion holds for b, and P. m]

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

B.(Q)

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 € [0, 1], let P, and Q, denote the points in U given by
P, =(0s,L—r,0,) and  Qy= (05,7 (1—e®N"),0,)
Then we define the constant 1, to be the unique integer satisfying
(4.15) P (Qy) € [WIN(Py), WEN (P))]
Lemma 4.16. The integers m, diverge to oo as r — 0. Precisely, there are constants C, ro > 0 such that
m, > —Cr~t.log(r)  forallr e (0,r0)
Proof. Since W, restricts to the flow of ¢, on T (see Construction [4.6] or Lemma [4.9), we may

equivalently characterize m, by
Wrnm, (r(1 —e 8Ny e [L — re N7, L — re ON7]

Here ¢, : Ry — Ry is the flow of the vector-field / - 0; and h is as in Construction Briefly
switch notation by letting 1, (t) = (7, t), and let the quantities Tgt(r), Tmia and Tena(7) be the
unique values such that

P(Tae(r), r(1—e ) =L/3  (Tmia, L/3) =2L/3  (Tena(r),2L/3) = L —re >N

Note that Tiniq is independent of r. Moreover, using the formulas and (4.9) on the intervals
[0,L/3]; and [2L/3, L] (see Construction [4.6), we can compute that

Tut(r) = log(L/3) — log(r) — log(1 — e 8N")
Tend(r) = —log(3/2) —log(r) + 5Nr
Now we simply note that in the » — 0 limit, we have
rNm, ~ (Ts¢(r) + Tmia + Tena(r)) = —3log(r)
Here ~ denotes that the limit of the ratio is 1. This proves the result. m]
We can now introduce the definition of the blender box B,(Q).

Construction 4.17 (Blender Box For W). The blender box B,(Q) < U is defined as the set
B/(Q) = Dy (2) x Dy (H(Q)) x Dy(L- ™)

The constants in the formula are defined as follows.
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e The quantity t(Q,) is the t-coordinate r - (1 — e ~8N") of the point Q,-.

e The constant / is a positive number such that [/3 is larger than the minimum radius of a
ball in the unstable leaf F*(\¥,; P) containing a.

e The constant p is an r-independent constant of dilation for W, via Lemma
e The constant m, is the integer defined by the formula (4.15).
The stable, central, unstable, left and right boundaries are defined as in Definitionm

We will also need an auxilliary Holder continuous box constructed using unstable leaves. Let
(4.16) $/(Q) = {2+ p™""%) x D (HW(Q))) % O

The Holder box B, (Q) is as the union of disks in the leaves of the unstable foliation F*(\W,) that
have boundary on the set {|u| = [ - p~"} and that intersect S,(Q) . That is

(4.17) By(Q)={x : FY(W,,x)nS$,(Q) # & and |u(x)| <l -u "}

There is amap 7 : B,(Q) — S,(Q) mapping a point x to the intersection point 7(x) € F*(W¥,, x) N
S,(Q). The following lemma allows us to replace B,(Q) with B,(Q) in some arguments.

Lemma 4.18. The Holder box B, (Q) contains the blender box B, (Q) for sufficiently small r.

Proof. Let x € B,(Q). By Construction[4.17]we know that |u(x)| < - u~". Let D < F*(¥,, x) be
the disk given by F*(W,,x) n {|u(x)| < I-u~"}. This disk is tangent to the vertical cone-field
K" in U (see Lemma[4.5), and thus is the graph of a Lipschitz map

f:DU(I-u") - RY x R

with a uniform Lipschitz constant C independent of r (see Lemma 3.21) and so the image of f in
Rs x R; has diameter bounded by C - - u=". Thusif y = f(0,) then

Is(y) —s(x)| <5C-1-u=™ and [t(y) —t(x)| <5C-1-u="™
In particular, this implies that for sufficiently small r, we have
|s(y)| < [s(x)| +5C -1y <24 p "/
()| < |t(x)|+5C-1-u™™ <t(Qy)+5C-1-u™" < (W, (Qy))

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

t(\yf(Qr)) - t(Qr) = 7’(69Nr — eSNr) > %72

Thus D intersects S,(Q) at y x 0, and F*(\¥,, x) n S,(Q) is non-empty. In particular, x isin 5,(Q)
and B, (Q) < B,(Q). O
5. Proor OF BLENDER AxiOMS

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

(N, B,(Q)) for sufficiently small »
satisfies the axioms of a stable blender given in Definition

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 F*(®) of @, with transversals

(5.1) S=T=[-2,2]" x [—€,L+¢l]; x 0,
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By Lemma we can choose a neighborhood Nbhd(P) and a Holder constant « so that the
corresponding holonomy maps Holy, from Nbhd(P) n S to T are Holder with Holder constant
« for sufficiently small r. For small r, this restricts to a holonomy map

(5.2) Holy, : D"(2 - u™™) x [L — 2r, L]y x 0y — [~2,2]" x [=8,L + 6 x 0,
Lemma [4.14(a) can be restated as the following formula.
(5.3) Holy, (0s,L —6,0,) = (15,7 — 6,04) for any 6 € [0, 2r]

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

Definition 5.2 (Blender Set A). We let A,(Q) < B,(Q) be the connected component of the
intersection B,(Q) n WN(B,(Q)) that contains the point Q = (05, 0;,0,).

Lemma 5.3 (Blender Axiom A). The intersection B,(Q) n WN (B,(Q)) is disjoint from
?°B,(Q) WN(°B,(Q)) and WN(0"B,(Q))  for sufficiently small r

In particular, the connected component A,(Q) of B,(Q) n WN(B,(Q)) satisfies these properties.

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

(5.4) B,(Q)cUnW, ' (U)n--- n W, N(U)

Now fix points x € ?*B,(Q) and y € WN(0"B,(Q)). By Lemma and Construction we
know that the coordinates of x and y satisfy

sl =2 and  fu(y)|>p-lop
Also by Lemma and Construction 4.17) we know that any z € B,(Q) n WN(B,(Q)) satisfies
s@l <2 and  Ju(z)| = 1-p "

It follows that B,(Q) n WY (B,(Q)) is disjoint from °B,(Q) and WY (¢"B,(Q)). For the central
boundary, note that B, (Q) consists of points where ¢ < L/3 for small r. Thus by Lemma

[HWY ()] = [¥nr(t@w))] =7 (1—e™")  forany w e B, (Q)

On the other hand, any z € B,(Q) has [t(z)| < r - (1 — e 8N") by Construction Thus B, (Q)
and WY (6°B,(Q)) are disjoint, and the proof is finished. m]

5.2. Axiom B. Next, we introduce the subset A’ appearing in Definition and prove the axiom
in Definition b). We require the following lemma for the definition of A’.

Lemma 5.4. The heteroclinic point a € x is contained in the intersection
B,(Q) n W™ (B,(Q))
Proof. By the construction of the integer 1, (see Notation , we know that
W™ (Q,) € [W(P,), Wo(P,)]  (using Notation [&3)

Since W, and @ agree on the Reeb segment I n U, and (P )N maps the interval I’ n B, (Q) to
an interval in T’ containing [0, W3(P,)], we thus deduce that

P, e WN"™ ([-Q,, Q,]) where +Q, =0, x +r(1—e®N") x0,)
Let x € [-Qy, Q/] be the point with WN" (x) = P, and let D < B,(Q) be the disk
D =0s xxxDJ(-u=") containedin  F*(¥,,x) n B,(Q)

This disk is a disk of radius [ - u =" in F*(W,, x). Since WY uniformly expands distances in leaves
of F* (see Lemma , the disk WN™ (D) has radius larger than [ in F*(\W,, P,). It follows from
the definition of I that

a e WN"™ (D) c WN™(B,(Q)) O
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Definition 5.5 (Blender Set A’). The sets A% (Q) and A, (Q) are the components of the intersections
Br(Q) nWN™(B/(Q))  and  By(Q) nWN™(B/(Q))
that contain the point a = (15, 04,0, ), respectively. Note that A,(Q) < A,(Q).

We next begin working towards the proof of the corresponding axiom, Definition b). We
need some technical lemmas about the holonomy map (see Construction5.1). Consider the set

C,r=D}(5-u")x[L—-2r,L]; x 0,
The holonomy from Construction 5.1]is well-defined on C, for small r, yielding a smooth map
Holy, : C, — [-3,3]} x [—€,L +€]; x 0, for small r
Our first goal is to analyze the image of C, under the holonomy map.
Lemma 5.6 (Holonomy Estimates). There is a k > 0 independent of r with the following property. Fix
xeC, and y = Holy, (x)
Then for sufficiently small r, the coordinates of y satisfy
sl <™ and  fi(y) = (r +1(x) L) < g™

Proof. 1If x has s(x) = 0, then (5.3) says that s(y) = 0 and #(y) = r + t(x) — L. In general, let
x'" = mr(x) be the projection of x to the t-axis and let y’ = Holy, (x’). Then by Construction[5.1]

dist(y’, y) < dist(x’, x)* = [s(x)|* < (Blu~")"
Here « is the Holder constant in Construction[5.1} The implies that
()] = [s(y) —s() < Glp™™)*  and  |s(y) — (r + t(x) = D) < (5l ")

Since m, grows faster than 1/r, we can eliminate the factor of 5/ by shrinking «. O
Next let Z; be the union of the disks D in the unstable foliation satisfying the following properties.
oD c{|lu| <1 -y "™} and D n {u = 0} € Holy, (0C,)

Lemma 5.7. The set X, is disjoint from B,(Q) n WN" (B,(Q)).

Proof. Fix z € L, and let D be the corresponding unstable disk of radius [ - u=", centered at
y = Holy, (x) where x € dC. Recall that S,(Q) is the intersection of B,(Q) with {u = 0}, given by

S$/(Q) = D (2 + u~"™") x D} (H(¥Y (Qy))) x O,

Note that P is connected to Holg(a) by a path of length less than I /3 in the unstable leaf F* (P, P).
Moreover, Holy, and C, converge to Holp and P as r — 0. Therefore Holy, (x) and x are
connected by a path of length less than [/2 in F*(W,, x) for small 7, and z is connected to x by a
path in A of length less than I. Since WN"+ (B, (Q)) contains the unstable disks of radius ! around
W™ (S.(Q)), it follows that

z e WN™(B,(Q)) ifand only if ~ x e WN"(S,(Q))
We now claim that the intersection WN"r(S,(Q)) n dC, is contained in the set
(5.5) DI(5-1-u=™) x{L—2r} x 0,

Indeed, any point in S,(Q) satisfies |s(x)| < 2 + u~""/2 and t(x) < t(¥N(Q,)). Therefore it
follows from Lemmas 4.9 and the construction of m, that

SN ()] < (2 ) < B
FWN™ (x)) < tHENOHD QL)) < HWN(Py)) = L —re™N" < L
By the definition of C,, this implies that x is in WNm(S,.(Q)) n oC, 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 B,(Q) for small . Indeed, by
Lemma 5.6, we know that
ty) <7 +tx) —L+pu ™ =L—r+u ™ < —r(1—rN") = —t(WN(Q,))

On the other hand, if z is in B,(Q), then y must be contained in S,(Q) which only consists of
points y with t(y) > —t(¥N(Q,)). This shows that z must be disjoint from B, (Q) nWN"r(B,(Q)),
concluding the proof. m|

We now apply Lemmas 5.6/and l5_ll to acquire some estimates on A,(Q) and A,(Q).
Lemma 5.8 (Bounds On A). There is a x > 0 so that for any point z in A,(Q) and small r, we have
(5:6)  Is(z) =L <u™  —HQ) <tz <rl—e V) um u(z)| <1

Proof. The bound on u(z) and the lower bound on ¢ follow since A,(Q) < B,(Q).

For the remaining bounds, let V, < U denote the tube [—2,2]} x [=6,L + 6] x DJI(I - u=™r).
Note that X, < V, and V;\Z, consists of two components Vri“ and V2" where

yin — {z €D : D is unstable disk with D n S,(Q) € Holy, (int(C,)) and D < {|u| =1 - u~"}}

We will not need a description of VU, Since B,(Q) c V, by construction, AT(Q) c V, aswell. By
Lemma A,(Q) must be in one of the components Vi" and V. A direct computation gives
a € V", so it follows from Definition 5.5/ that A,(Q) < V™.

It therefore suffices to prove the remaining bounds for a point z in V. Let D be the unstable
disk through z and let y = Holy, (x) be the intersection of D with D,(Q). By Lemma

syl <p™™™ and  t(y) <SL—r+tx) SL—r+HW[(Py) =r(1—e™")

The point z lies on the vertical disk D, which is a graph of a 2e-Lipschitz graph from D} (I - u=").
It follows that dist(z, y) < Cu~" for some C independent of r, and so

Is(x)| <y ™ 4 Cu™™  ty)<r(l=eN)+Cu ™
The remaining estimates follow by taking r small and possibly shrinking «. m]
The axiom in Definition [3.22b) is now an easy consequence of Lemma
Lemma 5.9 (Blender Axiom B). The regions A,(Q) and AL(Q) is disjoint from
'B/(Q)  °B/(Q) and WY(0"B(Q))

Proof. Disjointness from WN (0“B,(Q)) follows from the same argument as in Lemma For
the other two boundary regions, note that by Lemma 5.8 we have

|s(x) — 15|p™™™ and t(x) <r(1—e N+ u " forallx € A,(Q)
This implies that for sufficiently small , the set A, (Q) is disjoint from the sets
FBr(Q)=B(Q)n{ls[=2} and  IB(Q)=B(Qnft=r-(1-¢")} D

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

Lemma 5.10 (Blender Axiom C). There are compatible cone-fields K° and K* for B,(Q) of width less
than e (with respect to the standard metric) that are contracted and dilated (with constant u) as follows.

(W N),K cintK®  (WN)K* cintK* W Ndilates KS WY dilates K*
Proof. Let K* and K" be the cone-fields in Lemma Note that W, — @ in the C*-topology.

Moreover, contraction and dilation (with constant ) of a given cone-field are C!-robust proper-
ties. Thus, Lemma implies this axiom for our choice of constants N, i, € and small . m]
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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

gonTY  such that the splitting E*(W,) ® TR} ® TR is orthogonal on U
We consider the following cone-fields of width € with respect to g.
K = KE*" (W) n (E" (W) @TRY) ={u +v : ueE"(¥Y,) and v € TR with |u| > € - v}
K = Ks(TR}) n (TR} @ TRY) = {u + v : u e TR} and v € TR! with [u| > & - v}

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

Ky’ = K&* + K§°

The following key lemma describes choices of the parameters of the cone K that guarantee
contraction and dilation.
Lemma 5.11 (Stretching K*). Fix a positive integer k, positive constants u, €, v, n,and a subset V. < U
with the following properties.

o The constants satisfy u> > 1+ €>andv > 1 > 1.

o TWK dilates E*(W,) with constant yu and TWE dilates TR! with constant u=" over V.

o TWX(R) = v-R+w wherew € E*(®) = TR and |w| < 1-|R| over the subset V, where R = é;.
Then K(' is contracted and uniformly dilated by Wk over the susbet V for

n

—— <d<Vr2-1
1—pt

Proof. To prove that KZ”(S is uniformly dilated with some positive constant of dilation, we write
an arbitrary vector v in K¢ as follows.

v = (v"+0°)+ (aR + w*) where |o*| = €|v®| and [aR| = a = o|w®|
We then compute the norm of the image of v under WN.
W (©)2 = [WE (") + [PE@R) + W (0° + wf)2
> u? - 0" + v |aRP + Jaw* + w7 - [o° + wt)? = @ - [0t + 2 - [aR?
Now since [v"| = €|v®| and |aR| = 6|w*|, we see that
1+ " =lo"+0°>  and  (1+6%)|aR]* > |aR + w®[?

Finally, we calculate that
2

U V2 , U %
W) = 112 0" + v + 15 aR|* > min(;—— 752 o]

Since p2 > 1 + €% and v? > 1 + 6% by assumption, we thus find that v is uniformly expanded.

To prove that K", is contracted, we argue as follows. First, note that for any v = 0" + v® in K¢*
with |v¥| > €|v®|, we have

W) = Wk(v") + WE(0%)  where  WE(o") e E*(W,) and WK (0°) € TR”
By our hypothesis on the dilation of TW¥, we know that
TWE@")| = 12 e - [TWE@®)| > € - [TWE(o")]
Therefore TWk(v) is strictly contracted by TWX. Likewise, take any vector v = aR + v° in K§?
with [aR| = 6 - [v°]. Then
TWE(v) = avR + (aw + WK (w?)

Now we note that we have the following estimate.

law +\If’,‘(ws)| < law| + |‘Ifk(ws)| <naR|+€- y‘l “JaR| < (n+0- y‘l) - |aR|
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By assumption we have 1 + 6 - u~! < § and thus TW¥ contracts the cone K§°. We have thus
proven that

TWK(KS™) < int K& O
We next verify the third criterion in Lemma in the cases relevant to our axiom. Recall that
we have fixed constants N, m (see the beginning of Section .

Lemma 5.12 (Axiom D, Part 1). For sufficiently small r, we have
TWN(R) =M. R over the subset A,(Q)
Proof. For sufficiently small », we have
W.(B,(Q)) < [~2,2]s x [-6,L/3]; x [—€,€] forallj =0,...,N

Here 6, €, L are the parameters of the chart in Lemma In this region, we know that W, =
®H o W. Therefore by Construction (and more specifically (4.8)) we find that

T®H(R) =e'R and TW(R)=R  and therefore TWYN(R)=¢N"-R O

For the other part of Axiom D, we require the following lemma tracking the behavior of the
set A’(Q) under W, .

Lemma 5.13 (A Stays In U). Let m and W be as in Constructionand . Then
A (Q) c WN™(W) and WA, (Q)cUforallj =Nm,...,m,  forsmallr

Proof. For the first claim, note that N and m are independent of r and W, — ®in C* asr — 0.
Thus we may choose an r-independent open neighborhood V. WN" (W) witha € V. By Lemma
we know that A, (Q) is contained in the region

B,(Q)n{ls—1s| <p-1-u " "} for B,k >0

It follows from Construction that this region is contained in a ball of radius bounded by
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 & c I'
and X = W _(®;U) given by

E =0 x[0,t(Qs)]t x 0, =[Q, Q] and Y. =D!(5/2) x [0,t(Q;)]¢ x 0

Note that B,(Q) n {u = 0,t > 0} is contained in ¥ by Constructionand (4.16). Let ¢, be the
flow of h - 0; (see Lemma . Then 1 (0) = 0 for all j and by construction of 71,, we know that

WL (t(Qy) € [-6,L + 6] and W,(Q,)eTnU  forallj=0,...,Nm,

Moreover, since W, (E) = 0s x [0, ¢, (t(Qr))]t x 0, and W, contracts the s-coordinate (see Lemma

[.10), this implies that
\P{(E)Cfmu and \P{(Z)C{uz()}mu forallj=0,...,Nm,
Now we prove the second claim. By the first claim and the definition of A, (Q), we know that
67 WVMAQ)eWeU  and  WrN(A(Q) < NN (B,(Q))
From these two inclusions, it follows that W, Nm (Ar (Q)) is included in the set
V= {xeFW,;y) : ye W™ N"y) and |u(x)| <2}

Here we choose W in Construction[4.6]so that W is contained in {|u| < 2}. Finally, we note that

v, (VycUu  forallj=0,...,Nm, — Nm
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Indeed, the intersection of W, (V’ ) with {u = 0} is WN"—Nm=j(¥) and the union V" of unstable
disks intersecting WN""—Nm=j (%) with boundary on {u = 3/2} is contained in U. On the other

hand, since W; ! contracts distances in U, W, (V') < V". This proves the second claim. ]

Lemma 5.14 (Axiom D, Part 2). For sufficiently small r, we have
TWN"(R)=A,-R+0v  over W N"(A(Q))
Here A, = r=Y2 and |v| < r? - u= 1800/ for small r.
Proof. Fix an arbitrary point x in W=N"r(A4,(Q)). We let n$* and n™d denote the quantities
ns' =min{j : HWY (1) = L/3} and M4 =min{j - n: HPY (x)) = 2L/3}
Finally, let m and W be as in Construction f.7/and (4.10), and let
nd — m, — Nm — nst — p™id

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

(5.8) nt~ —2rt.log(r) nM™d~rl oand n®d~ —r71.log(r)

Here ~ means the limit of the ratiois 1 as r — 0. We will analyze the sequence of terms T‘I’%(R)

starting at the point x in four regimes, corresponding to the following intervals for the index j.
[0, 15 [nSt, nSt 4 nmid] [t + n™d, m, — Nm] [m, — Nm,m —r]

We will call these the starting reglme middle regime, ending regime and extra regime. Crucially,
by Lemma we know that \I’ J(x) stays in U for the first three periods.

Step 1: Startlng Regime. Start by assuming that j is in the interval [0, n$!]. In this regime,
t(Wnj(r)) < L/3. It follows from (#12) and Construction 4.6 (see (4.8)) that

(5.9) TN (R) = (TOH o T&)NI(R) = (TOHNI(R) = "N . R

Step 2: Middle Regime. Next, assume that j is in the middle interval [n$!, n$t + n™d]. In this
case, it follows from the general form for ® in (4.7) that for any y in U with t(y) € [L/3,2L/3],
we have

(5.10) Ty, (R) = 0 (H(y)) - R+ 0t f; (H())(s(y) - &)

under the splitting TU = TR ® TR! @ TR". Here ¢ is given in 1) and satisfies
o) =t o =hoy

By the assumption that |i’| < 1/L on the interval [0, L], we know that || < 1 and so

(5.11) |ovr(t(y))| = e  forsmall r

Next note that |¢; f,(t(y))| is bounded by some constant C > 0 for small . Finally, WX and ®V
both preserve TR! and contract TR? by a factor of u~! for small 7 (see Lemmas4.5/and 4.11).

Now let x5 and Ry denote the point and vector that is left after we exit the early regime.
Y =WV (x)  and Ry = T\I’f’];l;t(R) e span(R)
It follows from the discussion above and (5.10) that we can write the following expansion.

Nnmid

N mid
(5.12) T\Pr JXst (Rst) = T((DH T’ J,C/lst Z Wk

Here the vectors wy can be written as follows.

mid __
wi =TV (e - (s(WK(xgr)) - 05)) e TR®  where ¢k = 0, (H(WF(xg)))
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Now we estimate the terms appearing in (5.12). First, by (5.11) we know that
mid mi mid
T@)N (Re)| = e N [Ry|  and  T(@)7 (Ry) € span(R)
Next we estimate the norm of wy. As noted previously, |cx| < C for some C independent of k
and 7 small. Since W¥(x) is in the image of U under the (Nn$ + k)-th power of W, and W,
uniformly contracts TR by a factor of u~!, we know that the s-vector s(W¥(x4)) - 05 is bounded
as follows.
$(WH () - 05| < 2 PN

Finally, TWY uniformly contracts vectors in TR by a factor of u~!. Combining these estimates,
we find that for some constant C’ > 0 independent of x and small r, we have

id
Nnp

’wk‘ <C'. H—(ngf-q-n;nid) and ’ Z wk‘ <C'- Nninidy_(”?"‘”;md) <C". 1 . #—Zlog(r)/r
k=0 r
The outcome of this analysis of the middle regime is the following formula.
s mid s mid s
(5.13) R = TONIF ) Ry — orNt Vi gy 4o R g

Nnml

Here Anigq is some constant bounded by e =" @ and w is a vector in TR? with norm bounded

by the quantity C” - r—1 . y=2108()/r,

Step 3: Ending Regime. We next examine the ending regime, where j is in the interval [n$' +
n™d m, — Nm]. In this regime, t(Wnj(r)) = 2L/3. By using 1| and Construction 4.6| (and
specifically (4.9)), we see that we have

d d d
Nng™ Nng™ Nng™

s s end end
TUN™ (Rinid) = Amiq - eV - TON(R) + TUN"™ () = Apg - e N DR 4 TON™ (1)

—rNn™

Focusing on the first term, the lower bound Ap,ig > e  and the asymptotic formula (5.8)

imply that
Amid - e NO =) o p=rlog(r)/r > (=1/2 for small r
Moreover, WN uniformly contracts TR by a factor of !, and we thus see that
w' = T\Ifi\]”snd(w) satisfies  |w'| < N - p™d . = nm ™) Ny g mmetNm
Combining all of the analysis up to now, we have proven that
(5.14) TON" ™Ry = A, R+v  over W N™(A/(Q))

where A, > r~1/2 and v € TR satisfies |v| < r2 - u~198(")/" for small r.
Step 4: Extra Regime. Finally, we consider the last regime. By Lemma we know that

Wy () W
By the construction of W,, or more precisely (4.12), we know that
TWN" = TORoTON" o TOH ~— onW

Note that: TOR preserves R and TR”; TON™ preserves R and shrinks TR by a factor of u~!; and
T(Dﬁmr preserves R and expands TR by at most a factor of eN"™". It follows that

TWN™R)=A, -R+0v
where A, and v satisfy the same estimates as in (5.14). This concludes the proof. m]

We are (finally) ready to prove the second cone axiom. Thanks to the onerous work of Lemmas

and this will be a simple application of Lemma
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Lemma 5.15 (Blender Axiom D). There is a compatible cone-field K" for B,(Q) of width less than €
(with respect to the standard metric) that is contracted and dilated uniformly as follows.
(W), K < intK®" and WY dilates K over DN (A,(Q))
(™) K" < intK* and WN™ dilates K over W, N (A(Q))

Proof. Fix constants N, i, € as in Lemma4.5{such that u > 1+ €2. By Lemma we may take r
small enough so that TWY dilates E*(W,) by constant u and dilates TR? by u~! over U. We take
K" = K2,
for a judiciously chosen 0. To choose 0 appropriately, note that by Lemma we have

TWN(R) =N R over the subset W, N (A,(Q)) c U
It follows by Lemma m that K" is contracted and uniformly dilated by WY as long as
(5.15) 0<o<VeN -1
Likewise, by Lemma we know that for large r
TWN™(R) = A, -R+v over the subset W, V" (A,(Q)) c U

where |A,| = Y2 and |o| < 72 - u~ 1980/ Tt follows by Lemma that K is contracted and
uniformly dilated by Wi s long as

u=log(r)/r

(5.16) <Oo<Vr1—1<4/A2-1

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

—log(r)/r

[J— < 1/2 < €N r_1
1— [qu my

Thus we may choose 6 to satisfy both (5.15)) and (5.16). The result now follows by Lemma m]

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

Lemma 5.16 (Blender Axiom E). Let D be a vertical disk through B, (Q) to the right of the local unstable
manifold of Q with respect to \V,. Then

dist(D, @'B,(Q)) > r>  forsmall r
In particular, there is a neighborhood U_ of 0'B,(Q) that is disjoint from all such disks D.

Proof. By Lemma the local unstable manifold W of Q with respect to ¥, in B,(Q) is given
by D! (2) x 0¢ x 0,. It follows that a vertical disk D to the right of W must intersect the manifold

W' = D} (2) x D; (£(Qr)) x Ou
at a point x with f(x) > 0 and u(x) = 0. By Lemma D is the graph of a 2e-Lipschitz map
fDi(l-pH) — DI(2) x D (H(Qr))

The image of f, or equivalently the projection of D to D (2) x D}(t(Q,)), is contained in a ball
of radius 2¢ - [ - y~# and t-coordinate of D is lower bounded by

to—2e-1-u " >-2e-1-u "™

By Construction the left boundary 0'B,(Q) consists of points in B,(Q) with t-coordinate
—t(Qy). Finally, note that m, diverges faster than 1/r as r — 0 by Lemma Therefore

dist(D,'B,(Q)) > r-(1—e Ny —2e - 1. u=™ > 13 for small r ]

The final blender axiom is more difficult. We prove the following version.



34 JULIAN CHAIDEZ

Lemma 5.17 (Blender Axiom F). Let D be a vertical disk through B,(Q) to the right of the local unstable
manifold W of Q with respect to V... Consider the intersection point

x=(s,t,0,)=DnW where W’ := D! x Dt1 x 0,

Then the following two alternatives hold for D.

(@) If0 < t(x) < t(¥3N(Q,)) then the intersection WN (D) n A,(Q) contains a disk D through
B,(Q) to the right of W, such that

dist(D, 0"B,(Q)) > r°

(b) Otherwise, if t(W3N(Q,)) < t(x) then the intersection W™ (DY ~ AL(Q) contains a disk D
through B,(Q) to the right of W such that

dist(D, W) > r°
Thus there are neighborhoods U . of 0"B,(Q) and U of W such that D is disjoint from either U or Uy..

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

0 < t(WN(x)) = eV t(x) <e 2N £(Q))

Take the disk D to be the connected component of WY (D) containing W (x). Then D is a vertical
disk to the right of W since it intersects W’ at a point with positive ¢t-coordinate. By Lemma
it is the graph of a 2e-Lipschitz map

f DRl ™) — DI(2) x DN(Q)))
As in Lemma this implies that the ¢-coordinate is bounded by
e XN HQ,) +2e-1-u™ < e NTLHQ,) for small r
The right side 0" B, (Q) is the set of points with t-coordinate #(Q,), by Definition[4.17 Therefore
dist(9"B,(Q),D) > t(Q;) —e N t(Q,) =e N (1 —e N . 1 —e ) > 43 forsmallr
Step 2. In this step, we consider a useful special case of (b). Let C; < W’ denote the set
Cr = DI+ u™"™ ) x [HWN(Qr)), H(WF Q)] x 0u
Given a point w € C;, we let Dy, denote the following vertical disk
Dy = {(s,t,u) e F*(¥,,w) : |u| <l -uy~ "™}
Note that by Lemmas and [4.9] we have
WY () @ DI ) x [Hw (@), Hw (@)
By the construction of 1, (see Notation [4.15) we know that
0" (@) 2 (WY (P))  and (R (Q0) > H (WY (P)
Therefore we have the following inclusion
W(CY) < DY (2 ) x [ECWY (Pr), H(W (P))]
For sufficiently small r, Construction 5.1]yields a well-defined holonomy map
Holy, : D'(2- u=™) x [t(¥N(P,)), t(¥7N(P,))] — D!(3) x [~6,L + 6] x 0y
Thus the point z = WY (w) has well-defined holononomy. By Lemma 5.6, we have
|Holy, (z) — (r + t(z) — L)| < p=*™
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In particular, this implies that for small r, we have the following inequality.

(5.17) t(Holy,(z)) =7+ t(¥N(P,)) =L — p ™ =r(1 —e Ny -y~ > %1’2

Moreover, Holy, (z) lies on the unstable disk WN"(D,,) through W™ (1), since it contains all
points in the unstable leaf of distance less than I from i (w). We thus acquire a point
— ~ 1
Xo =W, N (Holy, (z))  with W™ (x,) € A,(Q) m {u = 0} and +(WN"™ (xy)) > Erz

Note that x;, varies continuously with w.

Step 3. In this step we discuss the general case of (b). Fix a vertical disk D < B,(Q) as in (b),
with t(W3N(Q,)) < t(x) where x = D n W'. Let

:U—[-3,3]! x [—€,L+ €]t x 0y

be projection to the (s, t)-plane and let © = W’ be the union of all projections (D) where Dy,
intersects 71(D). The disks D and D, are 2e-Lipschitz graphs over D}(I - u=") (Lemma [3.21).
Therefore these projections are all contained in balls of radius 2e - I - =" in W’ (see also Step 2).
It follows that there is a C > 0 independent of r such that

dist(x,y) < C-u~ " forally e &
This implies that ©. < C; for sufficiently small 7, and therefore that
DcV  where V={zeDy, :weC}

since X contains the (s, t)-ball of radius C - =" around x for small r. Welet i’ : V' — C; be the
obvious projection mapping z € Dy, to w.

By Step 2, the projection 7’ : V' — C; has a natural continuous section
0:C,—V givenby o(w)=xy

Since D is vertical, it must necessarily intersect one point x € D in the image of 0. By Step 2

HWN (1)) > %rz and  WN™(x) e A,(Q) A W

Note that A,(Q) < B,(Q) for small ». We let D be the component of N (D) nB,(Q) containing
x. This is a vertical disk containing x, so by the usual considerations we have

dist(x,z) < C-u~™  forallze D

It follows that for sufficiently small r, we have the lower bound
~ 1
dist(D, W) = dist(x, W) — Cu™ " =t(x) — Cu~ "™ > Erz —Cu™ >3
This constructs the required disk and concludes the proof. m|

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 intersections W" (P, W,)nB,(Q) contains avertical disk D to theright of W*(Q, V).

Proof. We demonstrate this for B,(Q). By Lemma WH"(P,W,) contains a disk D, < U in
F*(W,) centered at the homoclinic point

b, = (15,7,0,) of P

Let ¢, = (0s,7,0,) be the intersection point F*(W,,b,) n I and let D, be a disk in F*(¥,) n U
centered at ¢,. Note that we may take the radius of D] and D, to be lowerbounded by A > 0
independent of r. Let I, denote the unique integer such that

Wlr(c,) e (W, (P,), W23(P,)] orequivalently t(W"(c,))e(L—re",L—re ]
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As in Lemma we know that [, > 1/r if r is small. Now note that WY uniformly expands
F*(W,) with constant of dilation (greater than) u, for small r. Therefore ‘I/l,’ (D}) contains the
disk in F*(W,) of radius greater than 2 - | around Wl (cy) for small r. In particular, by Lemma

and the definition of / (Construction [4.17), there is a sub-disk
D! c W (D!) with a point x = (15, t(x),0,) with t(x) € [r(1 —e™"), r(1 —e™?")]
Thus the disk is to the right of W (Q,W,) n B,(Q). The disk must also be contained in a
unstable disk fiber of B,(Q) (see Construction 4.17). Therefore every point in D! is within
distance 2e - I - u=™ of x and so
ty) <t(x)+2e-1-p™ <r(l—e ) <4r*  foreveryy e D) and small r
Similarly, t(y) > r2. Finally, since b, and c, are on the same stable disk in U, we have
dist(W)" (c,), W) (by)) < ™™ < p M

By taking a path y from W} (¢,) to x in F*(W¥,) and using the holonomy map of F* (see Con-
struction we get a small unstable disk Dg in F*(W,) centered at a point xo = Holy, (x)
with

dist(xq, x) < p~"
Here f is the uniform Holder constants in Construction It follows, as with D”, that Dg is a
vertical disk to the right of W (Q,W,) n B,(Q). ]

Theorem[4.2]is an immediate consequence of Lemma for Theorem [#.2(a), the Lemmas
5.10,5.15| [5.16]and [5.17] for Theorem [4.2|b) and the Lemma for Theorem [4.2)c).

6. RoBustLY MIXING CONTACTOMORPHISMS

In the final section of this paper, we prove Theorem 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 (Y, &) be a closed contact manifold admitting an Anosov Reeb flow @
with C* stable and unstable foliations. Then the open set of robustly mixing contactomorphisms

Contrm(Y, &) < Cont(Y, &)
is non-empty. Moreover, if T is the period of a closed Reeb orbit of @, then @r is in the closure of this set.

Proof. Since @ 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 I' of period T and an open neighborhood U of I'. Also pick an auxilliary
orbit Z with a neighborhood V. Let a denote the contact form with Reeb vector-field generating
the Reeb flow @ and choose a 1-parameter family of contact forms a; on Y such that

ap=a aslu=a and agly =(1+s) -a

Let ®° denote the Reeb flow of a;. Anosov flows are C 1—s’cructulrally stable ( [1]] or [31, Thm
5.4.22]), and thus @; is a smooth Anosov Reeb flow for sufficiently small s. Moreover, I' and &
are orbits of W* for all s.

Thus, choose an s such that ®° is Reeb Anosov and such that Z has a period that is not a
multiple of T with respect to @°. We let W be the time T map of ®° and note that

e W is a strict, partially hyperbolic contactomorphism with stable and unstable bundle
equal to those of @° and central bundle given by the span of the Reeb vector-field of a;.

e I'is a closed Reeb orbit that is a normally hyperbolic fixed set of V.

e The stable bundle E°(®) of @7 is a smooth, integrable and uniformly contracted by W on
U since W agrees with @7 on U.
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Note also the local stable manifolds of W and ® for the set I (or for any point P € I') agree.

WS

loc

(T, W; U) = WS

loc

(T, or; U) and W

loc

(P,W;U) = WS

loc

(P, q)T; U)

Since the points P of I are fixed, the stable manifold of P is equal to the stable leaf of P with
respect to both W and ®r. It follows that

F5(W,P) = F5(®,P)  onW?

loc

(r,w;u)

This verifies the criteria in Theorem £.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 V be a partially hyprbolic map and I', E be closed orbits of different
period, as constructed above. Then there are a pair of points P, Q € I' and a heteroclinic orbit from P to Q.

The argument now proceeds identically to [7, p. 395] and we recall it here. Apply Theorem
to acquire a 1-parameter family of contactomorphisms W, and an N > 0 such that
e W, has hyperbolic fixed points P and Q on I of index n + 1 and n, respectively.
e There is a neighborhood B, (Q) of Q such that (B,(Q), W) is a stable blender.
e The intersection W*(P,¥,) n B,(Q) contains a vertical disk D to the right of W*(Q, \¥,).

This implies that the tuple ((B,(Q), WY), P) 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 C!-neighborhood U/ of W,
such that, for any W’ € U, there are fixed points P’ and Q’ (the continuations of P and Q, which
are non-degenerate hyperbolic fixed points and thus persist in a C!-nieghborhood) such that

(6.1) W (P, W) < close(W*(Q',¥))

Here close(—) denotes the topological closure.

Next, since ®° is Anosov and transitive, the time T map W is partially hyperbolic with well-
defined center-stable and center-unstable foliations

F (W) tangent to span(R) @ E*(W¥) and F" (W) tangent to span(R) @ E" (W)

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

F (W) tangent to E°(W') @ E* (W) and  F(¥') tangent to E° (W) @ E* (V')
with dense leaves. Now note that we have the following identifications.
FCS (\Ij/, P/) — Ws (PI, \IJ/) and Fcu (\Ij/’ Q/) — Wu (Q// \IJ/)

Indeed, the uniqueness of local invariant manifolds near hyperbolic invariant sets [38, Thm 4.1(b)]
implies equality near P’ and Q’, and then global invariance implies global equality. In particular,
Ws (P, W) and W"(Q’, V') are dense. Moreover, by W*(Q’, W) is also dense.

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

UnW(Q,W)#@ and VAW'(Q,W)#g

since these invariant manifolds are dense. This implies that (W/)/(U) n (W')~%(V) is non-empty
for all sufficiently large j and k. In other words, W’ is topologically mixing. m]
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