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ABSOLUTE CONTINUITY OF STATIONARY MEASURES

AARON BROWN, HOMIN LEE, DAVI OBATA, AND YUPING RUAN

ABSTRACT. Let f and g be two volume preserving, Anosov diffeomorphisms on T2,

sharing common stable and unstable cones. In this paper, we find conditions for the exis-

tence of (dissipative) neighborhoods of f and g, Uf and Ug , with the following property:

for any probability measure µ, supported on the union of these neighborhoods, and ver-

ifying certain conditions, the unique µ-stationary SRB measure is absolutely continuous

with respect to the ambient Haar measure. Our proof is inspired in the work of Tsujii for

partially hyperbolic endomorphisms [Tsu05]. We also obtain some equidistribution results

using the main result of [BRH17].
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1. INTRODUCTION

Given a smooth action of a group Γ on a manifold M , many natural questions arise

including the extent to which it is possible to classify all orbit closures and all invariant or

stationary measures. For many homogeneous actions, the classification of orbit closures is

very related to various number-theoretic questions.

1.1. Priori results in homogeneous, Teichmüller, and smooth dynamics. As a motivat-

ing result, we recall a simple case of the main result of the seminal work Benoist and Quint,

[BQ11]. As formulated, this also follows from the main result in the work by Bourgain,

Furman, Lindenstrauss, and Mozes, [BFLM07]. Let S “ tA1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Aku P GLpn,Zq and

let Γ denote the sub-semi-group generated by S. We view each A P S and thus Γ as acting

on the torus Tn by automorphisms. Given a probability measure µ on S, we say a proba-

bility measure ν on T
n is µ-stationary if

ş
A˚ν dµpAq “ ν. Assuming that (1) µpAiq ą 0

for every Ai P S and (2) Γ, the semigroup generated by the support of µ, is Zariski dense

in SLpn,Rq, in [BQ11] (see also [BFLM07]) it is shown that:

(1) every µ-stationary probability measure ν on T
n is Γ-invariant;

(2) every Γ-invariant probability measure ν on T
n is either finitely supported or the

Haar measure;

(3) every Γ-orbit in T
n is either finite or dense.

Similar results for actions on semisimple homogeneos spaces H{Λ and when the Zariski

closure of Γ is semisimple are obtained in [BQ11, BQ13].

In the setting Teichmüller dynamics, the (affine) action of SLp2,Rq on a strata Hpκq
in the moduli space of abelian differentials on a surface was studied in the breakthrough

work by Eskin and Mirzakhani in [EM18]. For the action of the upper-triangular sub-

group P Ă SLp2,Rq and for certain measures ν on SLp2,Rq, the P -invariant and ν-

stationary measures are shown in [EM18] to be SLp2,Rq-invariant and to coincide with

natural volume forms on affine submanifolds. The classification of P -invariant measures

was used in the work of Eskin, Mirzakhani, and Mohammadi ([EMM15]) to show that P -

and SLp2,Rq-orbit closures are affine submanifolds.

Beyond homogeneous or affine dynamics, for smooth (C2 or C8) actions on a manifold

M generated by finitely many diffeomoprhisms tf1, . . . , fku, one would like a criterion on

Γ “ xf1, . . . , fky that ensures a classification of stationary and invariant measures and of

orbit closures. For C2-actions on surfaces, [BRH17], the first author of this paper and

Rodriguez Hertz provided a mechanism to classify all ergodic stationary measures satis-

fying a certain dynamical criterion (hyperbolicity and non-deterministicy of the associated

Lyapunov flag) as either (1) finitely supported or (2) satisfying the SRB property. Such

a classification is particularly useful when the generators tfiu are assumed to be volume

preserving; in this case, all ergodic stationary measures satisfying the dynamical criterion

are either finitely supported or an ergodic component of the ambient volume.

One checkable criterion on a volume-preserving action that implies the dynamical cri-

terion of [BRH17] holds for every stationary measure is the uniform expansion criterion

(see Section 8). Under this criterion, in [Chu20], Chung used the classification in [BRH17]

to classify all orbit closures for any volume-preserving, uniformly expanding C2 action on

a connected surface by showing all orbits are either finite or dense.
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1.2. Overview of new results. This paper continues the study of smooth (C2) actions on

surfaces. One question left unresolved in [BRH17] in the setting of dissipative group ac-

tions is the question of when a stationary measure satisfying the SRB property is absolutely

continuous with respect to an ambient volume.

Our main result in this paper provides a large class of group actions on the 2-torus T2

for which every ergodic stationary measure is either finitely supported or aboslutely con-

tinuous with respect to the ambient Haar measure. We emphasize that we work in the dis-

sipative setting where our generators tf1, . . . , fku are not assumed to preserve a common

volume measure (although they are perturbations of volume-preserving diffeomorphisms).

Our hypotheses also imply that each generator fi is Anosov and that the generators satisfy

a common cone condition.

From a classification of all stationary measures we adapt the arguements of [Chu20] to

similarly classify all orbit closures (by showing all orbits are finite or dense).

The arguments in this paper closely follow the arguments in the work of Tsujii, [Tsu05],

where the author studied the existence and the absolute continuity of physical measures for

partially hyperbolic endomorphisms on T
2 (see, also [Tsu01]).

1.3. Setting and statement of the main theorem. Let m be a smooth probability mea-

sure on T
2, and let Diff2

mpT2q be the set of C2-diffeomorphisms preserving m. Fix two

diffeomorphisms f, g P Diff2
mpT2q. Consider the following conditions:

(C1) f and g are Anosov diffeomorphisms having a splitting TT2 “ Es
‹ ‘ Eu

‹ , for

‹ “ f, g.

(C2) There exist continuous cone fields x ÞÑ Cs
x and x ÞÑ Cu

x , Riemannian metrics qs

and qu on T
2 and positive constants 0 ă λs,´ ă λs,` ă 1 ă λu,´ ă λu,` with

the following property: for any x P T
2 and any non-zero vectors vs P Cs

x and

vu P Cu
x ,

‚ Df´1pxqCs
x Ă Cs

f´1pxq and λ´1
s,`}vs}qs ă }Df´1pxqvs}qs ă λ´1

s,´}vs}qs ;

and

‚ Dg´1pxqCs
x Ă Cs

g´1pxq and λ´1
s,`}vs}qs ă }Dg´1pxqvs}qs ă λ´1

s,´}vs}qs ,

where } ¨ }qs denotes the norm induced by the Riemannian metric qs.

‚ DfpxqCu
x Ă Cu

fpxq and λu,´}vu}qu ă }Dfpxqvu}qu ă λu,`}vu}qu ; and

‚ DgpxqCu
x Ă Cu

gpxq and λu,´}vu}qu ă }Dgpxqvu}qu ă λu,`}vu}qu , where

} ¨ }qu denotes the norm induced by the Riemannian metric qu.

(C3) For every x P T
2, Eu

f pxq X Eu
g pxq “ t0u.

(C4) For every x P T
2, Es

f pxq X Es
gpxq “ t0u.

Throughout this paper, we always assume that f, g satisfies (C1) and (C2). It is worth to

mention that there are plenty of pairs pf, gq of diffeomorphisms on T
2 that satisfies the

conditions (C1) to (C4) as follows:

Example 1.1. Let

A “
„
2 1

1 1


, and B “

„
3 5

1 2


.

A and B induce toral automorphisms LA and LB on T
2, respectively. We trivialize the

tangent bundle TT2 to T
2 ˆR

2. It is easy to check that LA and LB satisfy conditions (C1)

to (C4) with Cs “ tpx, yq P R
2 : x ă 0 ă y or y ă 0 ă xu and Cu “ tpx, yq P R

2 : 0 ă
y ă x or x ă y ă 0u. (Both qs and qu in (C3) and (C4) can be chosen as the standard

product metric on T
2.)
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One can find more linear examples in toral automorphisms that satisfies conditions

(C1) to (C4) as follows; Let A,B be two hyperbolic matrices in GLp2,Zq. For hyperbolic

matrix L in GLp2,Rq, let Es
L and Eu

L be the eigenspace with eigenvalue smaller than 1

and bigger than 1, respectively. If two hyperbolic matrices A and B do not commute,

either the pair pA,Bq or the pair pA,B´1q has the property that there is an open cone C
in R

2 such that C contains Es
A and Es

B , and does not contain Eu
A and Eu

B . This implies

that for all sufficiently large n, the pair pAn, Bnq or pAn, B´nq induces the pair of toral

automorphisms satisfying conditions (C1) to (C4).

Also, it is easy to see that conditions (C1) to (C4) are C1-open. In particular, assume

that f, g P Diff2
mpT2q satisfies (C1) to (C4). Then, there are C1-neighborhoods, rUf and

rUg, of f and g, respectively, in Diff1pT2q such that every pair p rf, rgq P rUf ˆ rUg satis-

fies (C1) to (C4). Hence, for instance, many non-linear examples can be found from the

perturbation of linear examples.

Definition 1.2. Given a probability measure µ on Diff2pT2q, a probability measure ν on

T
2 is µ-stationary, if

ν “ µ ˚ ν :“
ż

Ω

pf˚νq dµpfq.

The operation µ ˚ ν is called the convolution of µ and ν. Also, µ˚n ˚ ν is defined by

n times convolution. Our main theorem is about improving the SRB property to absolute

continuity with respect to the Lebesgue class.

Theorem A. Let f and g verify the conditions (C1)-(C3) above. For any β P p0, 1
2

s,
there exist C2-neighborhoods of f and g in Diff2pT2q, Uf and Ug, with the following

property: let µ be any probability measure on Diff2pT2q such that µpUf Y Ugq “ 1 and

µpU‹q P rβ, 1´βs, for ‹ “ f, g. Then, the uniqueµ-stationary SRB measure ν is absolutely

continuous with respect to m. Moreover, dν
dm

belongs to L2pmq.

The rest of our results uses the measure rigidity result by Brown and Rodriguez Hertz.

We will assume that f and g verify conditions (C1) - (C4) for Corollaries 1.3 and 1.4 below.

Condition (C3) gives information about the oscillations of the unstable direction depending

on the choice of past. This condition allows us to improve the regularity of SRB measures,

obtaining that they are absolutely continuous. Condition (C4) above gives information

about the oscillation of the stable direction depending on the choice of future. This is

used to obtain measure rigidity results, thus classifying the possible stationary measures.

Condition (C4) is related to a notion called uniform expansion (see Section 8) which has

been used for obtaining several measure rigidity results in the random setting.

Corollary 1.3. Let f and g verify the conditions (C1)-(C4) above. Fix β P p0, 1
2

s and let

Uf and Ug be given by Theorem A. Let µ be a probability measure on Diff2pT2q such that

µpUf Y Ugq “ 1, and µpU‹q P rβ, 1 ´ βs, for ‹ “ f, g. Then any ergodic µ-stationary

measure ν is either atomic or absolutely continuous with respect to m.

Another application is the following.

Corollary 1.4. Let f and g verify conditions (C1) - (C4). Fix β P p0, 1
2

s and let Uf and Ug

be given by Theorem A. Suppose that ν is a non-atomic probability measure such that ν is

invariant by some diffeomorphism pf P Uf and by some diffeomorphism pg P Ug . Then ν is

absolutely continuous with respect to m.

Given a set S Ă Diff2pT2q, let ΓS be the semigroup generated by S. ΓS acts naturally

on T
2. The ΓS-orbit of a point x P T

2 is defined as the set thpxq : h P ΓSu. For
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Theorem B, Corollary 1.5, and Corollary 1.6 below, we will assume that f and g verify

conditions (C1), (C2) and (C4).

Theorem B. Let f and g verify conditions (C1), (C2) and (C4) above. There exist C2-

neighborhoods of f and g, Uf and Ug , with the following property. Let S be a finite subset

of Uf Y Ug and let µ be a probability measure such that µpSq “ 1, µpUf q and µpUgq ą 0,

and let ν be the unique µ-stationary SRB measure. Suppose that x P T
2 has infinite ΓS-

orbit. Then,

lim
nÑ`8

1

n

n´1ÿ

j“0

`
µ˚j ˚ δx

˘
“ ν,

where the convergence is in the weak*-topology.

Corollary 1.5. Under the same assumptions as Theorem B, let µ be a probability measure

such that µpSq “ 1, µpUf q and µpUgq ą 0. Then every ΓS-orbit is either finite or dense.

As an application of Corollary 1.5, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 1.6. For any pg P Ug , there exists a dense Gδ subset of Uf , Rpg , with the following

property. For any pf P Rpg , define S “ t pf, pgu and let ΓS be the semigroup generated by S.

Then, the ΓS-action is minimal, that is, every ΓS orbit is dense.

Acknowledgments. A. B. was partially supported by the National Science Foundation

under Grant Nos. DMS-2020013 and DMS-2400191. H. L. was supported by an AMS-

Simons Travel Grant. D. O. was partially supported by the National Science Foundation

under Grant No. DMS-2349380.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Skew extension and stationary measure. We recall facts on random dynamical sys-

tems on smooth manifolds. We mainly deal with random dynamical systems in the setting

of Theorem A. Most of the arguments can be found in many literatures, such as [LQ95].

Let M be a smooth manifold. Consider Diff2pMq with the C2-topology and denote

by BpDiff2pMqq the Borel σ-algebra on Diff2pMq. Note that Diff2pMq is a Polish space.

Let µ be a probability measure on pDiff2pMq,BpDiff2pMqqq. When we have a probability

measure on this space, we always consider the completion of the σ-algebra with respect to

the measure and still denote the completion of σ-algebra by the same notation.

Let Ω` “ pDiff2pMqqN and Ω “ pDiff2pMqqZ. Consider Ω` equipped with the Borel

probability µN which is an infinite product of µ and the (µN completion of) Borel σ algebra

BpDiff2pMqqN. For each ω P Ω`, ω “ pf0, f1, f2, ¨ ¨ ¨ q, we define

f0
ω “ id, fn

ω “ fn´1 ˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˝ f0 for n ě 1.

Moreover, if ω “ pp¨ ¨ ¨ , f´2, f´1, f0, f1, f2 ¨ ¨ ¨ q P Ω, then

f´n
ω “ pf´nq´1 ˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ pf´1q´1 for n ě 1.

We remark that pfn
ω q´1 is defined for one sided words, and it is different from f´n

ω .

Naturally, we can consider a skew product related to the random dynamical system

F` : Ω` ˆ M Ñ Ω` ˆ M as

F` pω, xq “ pσpωq, fωpxqq ,
where σ : Ω` Ñ Ω` is the (left) shift map and fω “ f1

ω.

For Claim 2.1 and Proposition 2.2 below, see Chapter 1 in [LQ95].
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Claim 2.1. ν is a µ-stationary measure if and only if µNbν is F`-invariant. Furthermore,

ν is µ ergodic stationary measure if and only if µN b ν is F`-ergodic invariant measure.

We can consider the natural extension of F`, which is the map F : Ω ˆ M Ñ Ω ˆ M

defined in the same way as F`.

Proposition 2.2. Given a µ-stationary measure ν, there exists a unique Borel probability

measure pν on Ω ˆ M such that

(1) pν is F -invariant, and

(2) P`
˚ ppνq “ µN b ν, where P` : Ω ˆ M Ñ Ω` ˆ M is the natural projection.

Furthermore, if we disintegrate pν with respect to P : Ω ˆ M Ñ Ω, there is a family of

Borel probability measure tνωuωPΩ such that

pν “
ż

Ω

νωdµ
Zpωq.

Moreover, for µZ-almost every ω “ p. . . , f´1, f0, f1, . . . q, νω only depends on ω´ “
p. . . , f´2, f´1q.

We call the probability measure νω “ νω´ on M a sample measure with respect to ω.

2.2. Stable and Unstable manifold. In this subsection, we assume that f and g satisfy

conditions (C1) and (C2) above.

Then, we can choose sufficiently small C1-neighborhoods Uf and Ug of f and g in

Diff2pT2q so that, for any x P T
2, n P Zě0, ω P UZ, vectors vs P Cs

x and vu P Cu
x ,

‚ Df´n
ω pxqCs

x Ă Cs

f
´n
ω pxq

and pC2
0 q´1λ´n

s,`}vs} ă }Df´n
ω pxqvs} ă C2

0λ
´n
s,´}vs};

‚ Dfn
ω pxqCu

x Ă Cu
fn
ω pxq and pC2

0 q´1λn
u,´}vu} ă }Dfn

ω pxqvs} ă C2
0λ

n
u,`}vu},

where U “ Uf Y Ug.

2.2.1. Uniform hyperbolicity. Let µ be a probability measure supported on U . The follow-

ing moment condition holds automatically:
ż

Ω

`
log` ||f ||C2 ` log` ||f´1||C2

˘
dµpfq ă 8

where log`pxq “ maxtx, 0u and || ¨ ||C2 is the C2-norm of a diffeomorphism.

Consider the skew products defined in Section 2.1. We will restrict these skew products

to UZ ˆ T
2 and UN ˆ T

2. Because of the joint cone condition, we can observe that the

skew product is uniformly hyperbolic on the fibers. Indeed, the joint cone condition let us

define stable and unstable distribution for every point x P T
2 uniformly as follows.

Proposition 2.3. Under the setting above, for every word ω P UZ, there exists a (continu-

ous) splitting TT2 “ Es
ω ‘ Eu

ω and constants 0 ă γ ă 1, C ą 0, L0 ą 1, 0 ă θ ă 1 such

that

(1) Dfω0
Es

ω “ Es
σpωq and Dfω0

Eu
ω “ Eu

σpωq

(2) For vs P Es
ω and vu P Eu

ω , we have

||Dfn
ω v

s|| ă Cγn||vs|| and ||Df´n
ω vu|| ă Cγn||vu||

for all n ě 0

(3) for all ω P UZ, x ÞÑ Es
ω,x and x ÞÑ Eu

ω,x are pL0, θq-Hölder continuous,

(4) for all ω P UZ and for all x P T
2, ?pEu

ω,x, E
s
ω,xq ą α.
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The proof is basically the same as in the single Anosov diffeomorphism case (see, for

instance, [KH95, Chapter 6]). From Proposition 2.3, we can get the local stable and unsta-

ble manifolds for every word ω P UZ and points x P T
2 using the graph transform method

(see, for instance, [KH95, Theorem 6.2.8]). Let

W s
r pω, xq “

!
y P T

2 : dpfn
ω pyq, fn

ω pxqq ď r, for all n ě 0 and lim
nÑ8

dpfn
ω pyq, fn

ω pxqq “ 0
)

and

Wu
r pω, xq “

!
y P T

2 : dpf´n
ω pyq, f´n

ω pxqq ď r, for all n ě 0 and lim
nÑ8

dpf´n
ω pyq, f´n

ω pxqq “ 0
)

Proposition 2.4. Under the above setting, there is r ą 0 such that for all ω P UZ,

(1) W s
r pω, xq and Wu

r pω, xq is a C2 embedded curve tangent to E‹
ω,x.

(2) W ‹
r pω, xq is continuous in x with respect to the C2 topology, for ‹ “ s, u.

(3) There exists C ě 1 and 0 ă λ ă 1 such that W ‹
r pω, xq can be characterized by

W s
r pω, xq “

 
y P T

2 : dpfn
ω pyq, fn

ω pxqq ď r and dpfn
ω pyq, fn

ω pxqq ď Cλndpfn
ω pyq, fn

ω pxqq for all n ě 0
(

Wu
r pω, xq “

 
y P T

2 : dpf´n
ω pyq, f´n

ω pxqq ď r and dpf´n
ω pyq, f´n

ω pxqq ď Cλndpf´n
ω pyq, f´n

ω pxqq for all n ě 0.
(

Indeed, for each ω P UZ and x P T
2, there exists a C2 function ϕs

ω,x : Es
ω,xprq Ñ Eu

ω,x

so that ϕs
ω,xp0q “ 0, D0ϕ

s
ω,xp0q “ 0 and W s

r pω, xq “ exppgraphϕs
ω,xq where Es

ω,xprq “
tv P Es

ω,x : ||v|| ă ru. The same holds for unstable manifolds.

The global stable and unstable manifolds are defined by

W spω, xq “
ď

ně0

f´n
ω W spσnω, fn

ω pxqq “
!
y P T

2 : lim
nÑ8

dpfn
ω pyq, fn

ω pxqq “ 0
)

Wupω, xq “
ď

ně0

fn
ωW

upσ´nω, f´n
ω pxqq “

"
y P T

2 : lim
nÑ´8

dpfn
ω pyq, fn

ω pxqq “ 0

*

2.2.2. Random SRB measure. Recall that given a µ-stationary measure ν, we can construct

an F -invariant probability measure pν on UZ ˆ T
2 as in Proposition 2.2. Let us fix a µ-

stationary measure, ν and let ν̂ be its lift.

Definition 2.5. A ν̂-measurable partition η of UZ ˆ T
2 is said to be subordinated to Wu

manifolds if for pν-almost every pω, xq, ty P T
2 : pω, yq P ηpω, xqu is

(1) precompact in Wupω, xq,

(2) contained in Wupω, xq, and

(3) contains an open neighborhood of x in Wupω, xq.

Note that such a measurable partition always exists. Let ν̂
η

pω,xq be a system of condi-

tional measures with respect to a Wu- subordinated ν̂-measurable partition η.

Definition 2.6 (Random SRB). A µ-stationary measure ν has the SRB property if for

every Wu-subordinated ν̂-measurable partition η, for µZ-almost every ω and νω-almost

every x, the measure ν̂
η

pω,xq is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure

on Wupω, xq inherited by the immersed Riemannian submanifold structure on Wupω, xq.

Lemma 2.7. Let µ be a probability measure supported on U and suppose that ν is a

µ-stationary SRB measure. Then supppµq “ T
2.

Proof. Let us first show the following claim.
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Claim 2.8. Suppose that ν1 is a µ-stationary measure. Then
ď

hPsupppµq

hpsupppν1qq Ă supppν1q.

Proof of Claim 2.8. Take x P
ď

hPsupppµq

hpsupppν1q, then, there exists ph P supppµq such that

ph´1pxq P supppν1q. In particular, for any r, δ ą 0, we have
ż

Bpph,δq

ν1pBph´1pxq, rqqdµphq ą 0.

For each R ą 0, there exists r ą 0 such that h´1pBpx,Rqq Ą Bph´1pxq, rq, for every

h P supppµq. Therefore,

ν1pBpx,Rqq “
ż

U 1

ν1ph´1pBpx,Rqqqdµphq ě
ż

Bpph,δq

ν1pBph´1pxq, rqqdµphq ą 0.

Since this is true for any R ą 0, we have that x P supppν1q. �

Suppose that ν is a µ-stationary SRB measure. In particular, the support of ν contains

a curve γ tangent to the unstable cone. Take h P supppµq. By Claim 2.8 and by induction,

we obtain that hnpγq Ă supppνq for every n P N. Observe that h is an Anosov diffeomor-

phism, in particular, the unstable foliation is minimal. For any ε ą 0, there exists L ą 0

such that any unstable leaf for h of length L is ε-dense. For each n large enough, there ex-

ists Dn Ă γ such that hnpDnq is ε-close to an unstable manifold of length L. In particular

hnpDnq is 2ε-dense. It is easy to conclude that this implies that supppνq “ T
2. �

We can ensure that, in our setting, there is a unique µ-stationary SRB measure ν as

follows:

Theorem 2.9 ([LQ95]). Let µ be a probability measure µ supported on U . Then there

exists a unique µ-stationary SRB measure ν.

Proof. The proof follows the same steps of the proof of Theorem 1.1 in Chapter VII of

[LQ95]. Even though in their setting the authors work with random perturbations of a

single system, the key feature to make the proof work is uniform hyperbolicity for any

point and any choice of word ω, which we have in our setting. The proof the follows the

following steps. Consider any disk Du tangent to Cu. The riemannian metric of T2 induces

a riemannian volume on Du. Let mu be the normalized volume measure on Du. For each

n P N, consider

νn :“ 1

n

n´1ÿ

j“0

µ˚j ˚ mu.

Since the skew product is uniformly hyperbolic, one obtains bounded distortion estimates.

This implies that any accumulation measure of the sequence pνnqnPN is a µ-stationary

measure having the SRB property. This implies the existence part of the statement.

Suppose there are two different ergodic µ-stationary SRB measures ν and ν1. By

Lemma 2.7, and by using that for any choice of past, the stable and unstable manifolds

have uniform size, one can find homoclinic relations between the two measures and then

apply a Hopf argument to conclude that ν “ ν1. See Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.4 in

Chapter VII of [LQ95] for more details on the Hopf argument. �
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The goal of Theorem A is to show that the µ-stationary SRB measure ν is actually

absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. For a Wu-subordinated ν̂-

measurable partition η, we denote by ηωpxq the set ty P T
2 : pω, yq P ηpω, xqu. Note that

for each ω, ηωpxq forms a νω-measurable partition on T
2.

Theorem 2.10 (Log-Lipschitz regularity of the density). Let µ be as a probability measure

as in Section 2.2.1 and let ν be the unique µ-stationary measure on T
2 with the SRB

property. Let mu
pω,xq denote the Lebesgue measure on Wupω, xq induced by the immersed

Riemannian structure on Wupω, xq. Fix a Wu-subordinated ν̂-measurable partition η of

UZ ˆ T
2.

Then, for pν-a.e. pω, xq, there exists a log-Lipschitz function hη
ω,x : ηωpxq Ñ R

` such

that

hη
ω,xpyq “

dν̂
η

pω,xq

dmu
pω,xq

pyq

for mu
pω,xq-almost every y P ηωpxq. Moreover, the log-Lipschitz constant is uniform over

the choice of Wu-subordinated partition η and pω, xq P UZ ˆ T
2.

Indeed, for y P ηωpxq, we let

Jω,xpyq “ lim
nÑ8

}Dyf
´n
ω æEu

ω,y
}

}Dxf
´n
ω æEu

ω,x
}

and

hη
ω,xpyq “ 1ş

ηωpxq
Jω,xpyq dmu

pω,xqpyqJω,xpyq.

A standard computation (see [LY85, Corollary 6.1.4]) shows that hη
ω,xpyq “ dν̂

η

pω,xq

dmu
pω,xq

pyq.
Moreover, since the Lipschitz variation of pω, yq ÞÑ }Dyf

´1
ω æEu

ω,y
} along Wupω, xq is

uniform, (independent of pω, xq), and since for y, z P ηωpxq, dpf´n
ω pyq, f´n

ω pzqq Ñ 0

exponentially fast (uniformly in ω, y, and z), there is L (independent of η and pω, xq) such

that

| log hη
ω,xpyq ´ log hη

ω,xpzq| “ log
Jω,xpyq
Jω,xpzq ď Ldpy, zq.

2.3. Other notations. We introduce some notations and conventions which will be used

throughout the paper. When we introduce new constants in the rest of this paper, we do

not always track their dependence on the constants introduced in this section (C0, C 1
0 and

C2
0 ) and on certain constants introduced earlier (λ‹,˘ in (C2); L0 and θ in Item (3) of

Proposition 2.3).

Notations regarding T
2:

(1) We identify T
2 with R

2{Z2.

(2) Let TT2 and PTT2 be the tangent bundle and the projective tangent bundle of T2,

respectively.

(3) We fix a smooth trivialization TT2 » T
2 ˆ R

2 and PTT2 » T
2 ˆ RP 1.

(4) We fix a standard inner product structure on R
2 with an orthonormal basis te1 :“

p1, 0q, e2 :“ p0, 1qu. This induces a smooth Riemannian metric on T
2. We refer to

this Riemannian metric as the standard Riemannian metric on T
2. For simplicity,

we denote by dp¨, ¨q the induced distance function on TT2 and the induced dis-

tance function on T
2. (In particular, the injectivity radius of T2 equipped with the

standard Riemannian metric is 1{2.)
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Even though, we use the same notation d for metrics on different spaces, it will

be clear in the context.

(5) Unless otherwise stated, unit vectors in TT2 always means unit vectors in TT2

with respect to the standard Riemannian metric. Similarly, orthogonality in TT2

always means orthogonality in TT2 with respect to the standard Riemannian met-

ric. For any v P TT2, }v} always denotes the norm of v with respect to the stan-

dard Riemannian metric. The curvature of a C2-curve γptq on T
2 always refers to

the curvature with respect to the standard Riemannian metric, which is given by

detp 9γptq, :γptqq{} 9γptq}3.

(6) We fix a standard distance on RP 1 given by the angle and the induced metric,

denoted also by dp¨, ¨q, on PTT2.

Notations regarding the smooth measure m:

(7) We denote by Leb the probability measure on T
2 induced by the standard Rie-

mannian metric on T
2. Since m is a smooth probability measure on T

2, we fix

C0 ě 1 such that C0
´1 ď dm{dLeb ď C0.

Notations regarding C2-norm of f and g:

(8) We fix a constant C 1
0 ą 0 such that maxt}f}C2, }f´1}C2 , }g}C2, }g´1}C2u ď C 1

0.

Additional notations regarding conditions (C1) and (C2):

(9) Throughout this paper, whenever we choose neighborhoods Uf of f and Ug of g

in Diff2pT2q, we assume that for any rf P Uf and rg P Ug , the following holds:

‚ The pair p rf, rgq satisfies (C1) and (C2) (with respect to the same choice of

cone fields, q‹ and λ‹,˘ for the pair pf, gq, where ‹ “ s, u).

‚ maxt} rf}C2 , } rf´1}C2 , }rg}C2 , }rg´1}C2u ď C 1
0.

One can check easily that for any fixed choice of cone fields, q‹ and λ‹,˘ with ‹ “
s, u, conditions (C1)-(C4) are open. Hence any sufficiently small neighborhoods

Uf and Ug satisfies the above two bullet points.

(10) Let C2
0 “

b
sup‹“s,ut} ¨ }q‹{} ¨ }, } ¨ }{} ¨ }q‹ u ě 1. Then for any neighborhoods

Uf of f and Ug of g in Diff2pT2q satisfying (9), the condition (C2) implies the

following: let U “ Uf YUg. Then for any x P T
2, for any n P Z`, for any ω P UZ

and for any vector vs P Cs
x and vu P Cu

x ,

‚ Df´n
ω pxqCs

x Ă Cs

f
´n
ω pxq

and pC2
0 q´1λ´n

s,`}vs} ă }Df´n
ω pxqvs} ă C2

0λ
´n
s,´}vs};

‚ Dfn
ω pxqCu

x Ă Cu
fn
ω pxq and pC2

0 q´1λn
u,´}vu} ă }Dfn

ω pxqvs} ă C2
0λ

n
u,`}vu}.

3. THE SEMI-NORM }.}ρ
Given two finite measures ν and ν1 on T

2, and a number ρ ą 0, we define the ρ-inner

product between ν and ν1 by

xν, ν1yρ :“ 1

ρ4

ż

T2

νpBpz, ρqqν1pBpz, ρqqdmpzq,

where Bpz, ρq denotes the ball (with respect to the standard product metric on T
2) centered

at z with radius ρ. Define the ρ-semi-norm of ν by }ν}ρ “
a

xν, νyρ.

Lemma 3.1 ([Tsu05], Lemma 6.2). If lim infρÑ0 }ν}ρ ă `8 then ν is absolutely contin-

uous with respect to the smooth measure m and limρÑ0 }ν}ρ “
›› dν
dm

››
L2pmq

.

We will also need the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.2 ([Tsu05], Lemma 6.1). There is a constant C1 ą 1, such that for any 0 ă ρ ď
δ ă 1

}ν}δ ď C1}ν}ρ.
Lemma 3.3 ([Tsu05], Lemma 6.3). If a sequence of Borel finite measures νk converges

weakly to a measure ν8, then for any ρ ą 0, we have }ν8}ρ “ limkÑ`8 }νk}ρ.

The above semi-norm can be generalized by allowing ρ to be a positive function on

T
2. To be specific, for any ν P ProbpT2q and any Lebesgue measurable, strictly positive

function r : T2 Ñ R`, we define

}ν}2r :“
ż

T2

pνpBpx, rpxqqqq2
prpxqq4 dmpxq. (3.1)

In particular, for any ρ P R`, }ν}ρ is given by (3.1) with rpxq ” ρ. We present a general-

ization of Lemma 3.2 by allowing δ to vary over points on M .

Lemma 3.4. There exist a constant C2 ą 1 such that the following holds. For any positive

numbers 0 ă ρ ď δ´ ď δ` ď 1 and any Lebesgue measurable function δ : T2 Ñ R such

that δpT2q Ă rδ´, δ`s, we have

}ν}2δ ď C2p1 ` logpδ`{δ´qq}ν}2ρ.
Proof. Let Aρ :“ tz1, ..., zku be a maximal pρ{5q-separated subset, that is, a maximal

subset of T2 (with respect to inclusion) such that for any x ‰ y P Aρ, dpx, yq ą pρ{5q.

Then there exist some N0 ą 0 independent of the choice of ρ, such that

(1)
Ť

zPAρ
Bpz, ρ{4q “ T

2;

(2) For any x P T
2, there are at most N0 points z P Aρ such that x P Bpz, ρ{4q.

Indeed, if there exists some x P
´Ť

zPAρ
Bpz, ρ{4q

¯
zM , then Aρ \ txu is a strictly larger

pρ{5q-separated subset of M . This contradicts the maximality of Aρ. For any x P M ,

AρXBpx, ρ{4q is pρ{5q-separated. Therefore tBpz, ρ{13quzPAρXBpx,ρ{4q is a collection of

disjoint subsets of Bpx, ρ{3q. Hence |Aρ XBpx, ρ{4q| ¨ pπρ2{169q ď πρ2{9. In particular,

there are at most N0 :“ 19 “ r169{9s ` 1 points z P Aρ such that x P Bpz, ρ{4q.

By the second property of Aρ from above and (7) in Section 2.3, we have

}ν}2ρ “ 1

N2
0 ρ

4

ż

T2

pN0νpBpx, ρqqq2 dmpxq

ě 1

N2
0 ρ

4

ż

T2

¨
˝ ÿ

zPAρXBpx,ρ{2q

νpBpz, ρ{4qq

˛
‚
2

dmpxq

ě 1

N2
0 ρ

4

ż

T2

ÿ

zPAρXBpx,ρ{2q

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqq2 dmpxq

“ 1

N2
0 ρ

4

ÿ

zPAρ

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqq2
˜ż

Bpz,ρ{2q

dmpxq
¸

ě π

4N2
0ρ

2C0

ÿ

zPAρ

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqqq2 .

Therefore it suffices to show that there exists C2 ą 1 independent of the choice of δ and

ρ, such that

}ν}2δ ď C2πp1 ` logpδ`{δ´qq
4N2

0 ρ
2C0

ÿ

zPAρ

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqqq2 . (3.2)
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By the first property of Aρ, we have

}ν}2δ “
ż

T2

pνpBpx, δpxqqqq2
pδpxqq4 dm

ď
ż

T2

1

pδpxqq4

¨
˝ ÿ

zPAρXBpx,2δpxqq

νpBpz, ρ{4qq

˛
‚
2

dmpxq

ď
ż

T2

|Aρ X Bpx, 2δpxqq|
pδpxqq4

¨
˝ ÿ

zPAρXBpx,2δpxqq

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqq2
˛
‚dmpxq

“
ÿ

zPAρ

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqq2
ż

txPT2|dpx,zqă2δpxqu

|Aρ X Bpx, 2δpxqq|
pδpxqq4 dmpxq. (3.3)

Since Aρ is pρ{5q-separated, tBpz, ρ{11quzPAρXBpx,2δpxqq is a collection of pairwise

disjoint subsets of Bpx, 3δpxqq. Therefore |Aρ X Bpx, 2δpxqq| ¨ pπρ2{121q ď 9πpδpxqq2.

Hence (3.3) implies that

}ν}2δ ď
ÿ

zPAρ

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqq2
ż

txPM |dpx,zqă2δpxqu

1

pδpxqq4 ¨ 9 ¨ 121pδpxqq2
ρ2

dmpxq

“
ÿ

zPAρ

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqq2
ż

txPM |dpx,zqă2δpxqu

1089

pδpxqq2ρ2 dmpxq

“
ÿ

zPAρ

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqq2
ż

Bpz,δ´q

1089

pδpxqq2ρ2 dmpxq

`
ÿ

zPAρ

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqq2
ż

txPM |dpx,zqă2δpxquzBpz,δ´q

1089

pδpxqq2ρ2 dmpxq

ď
ÿ

zPAρ

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqq2
ż

Bpz,δ´q

1089

δ2´ρ
2
dmpxq

`
ÿ

zPAρ

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqq2
ż

txPM |dpx,zqă2δpxquzBpz,δ´q

1089

pdpx, zq{2q2ρ2 dmpxq

ď
ÿ

zPAρ

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqq2
˜
1089πC0

ρ2
`
ż

Bpz,2δ`qzBpz,δ´q

1089C0

pdpx, zq{2q2ρ2 dLebpxq
¸

“
ÿ

zPAρ

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqq2
˜
1089πC0

ρ2
` 2π

ż 2δ`

δ´

4356C0

r2ρ2
rdr

¸

“C0π

ˆ
1089

ρ2
` 8712

ρ2
logp2δ`{δ´q

˙ ÿ

zPAρ

pνpBpz, ρ{4qqq2. (3.4)

Choose C2 “ 4pC0N0q2 ¨ p1089` 8712p1` logp2qqq and the lemma follows directly from

(3.2) and (3.4). �

4. PREPARATORY LEMMAS

In this section, we prove several lemmas that will appear in the proof of Theorem A.
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4.1. Standing assumptions and notation I. From Section 4 to Section 7, we fix a pair

pf, gq so that it satisfies (C1) to (C3).

Here are some notations we will use:

(1) Fix some θ0 ą 0. We choose open neighborhoods rUf and rUg of f and g, respec-

tively, such that the following holds:

‚ minxPT2 t?pE,F q : E P Cs
x, F P Cu

xu ą θ0.

‚ rUf and rUg satisfies (9) in Section 2.3.

‚ For any x P T
2, for any rf P rUf and rg P rUg , we have dpEu

rf pxq, Eu
rg pxqq ą θ∆

for some θ∆ ą 0.

(2) By (10) in Section 2.3, for any x P T
2, for any n P Zě0, for any ω P rUZ, for any

lines F P Cu
x and E P Cs

x, there exists C 1
3 “ C 1

3pθ0, C2
0 q ą 2 such that

}Dfn
ω pxq} ď C 1

3}Dfn
ω pxq|F } ď C3λ

n
u,`, (4.1)

and

}Df´n
ω pxq} ď C 1

3}Df´n
ω pxq|E} ď C3λ

´n
s,´, (4.2)

where C3 “ C 1
3C

2
0 ą 2.

(3) By (10) in Section 2.3, for any x P T
2, for any ω P rUZ, for any n P Zě0, there

exists some constant C4 “ C4pθ0, C2
0 , λs,`{λu,´q ą 1 such that the following

holds:

‚ For any lines F1, F2 in Cu
x , we have

?pDfn
ω pxqF1, Dfn

ω pxqF2q ď C4

π

ˆ
λs,`

λu,´

˙n

?pF1, F2q ď C4

ˆ
λs,`

λu,´

˙n

. (4.3)

‚ For any lines E1, E2 in Cs
x, we have

?pDf´n
ω pxqE1, Df´n

ω pxqE2q ď C4

π

ˆ
λs,`

λu,´

˙n

?pE1, E2q ď C4

ˆ
λs,`

λu,´

˙n

. (4.4)

(4) For simplicity, we let λs “ λs,´.

When we introduce new constants in the rest of this paper, we do not track their depen-

dence on C3, C 1
3 and C4. We only track their dependence on θ0 and θ∆ in Proposition 6.1

and its proof.

4.2. Determinant for large words.

Lemma 4.1. Fix ε ą 0, there exist n0 “ n0pεq ą 0, and C1-neighborhoods of f and g,

Uf and Ug, respectively, with the following property:

Let U “ Uf YUg. For any ω P UN, for any x P T
2, for all n ě n0, for any line F Ă Cu

x ,

and for any line E Ă pDfn
ω pxqq´1 Cs

fn
ω pxq, we have

e´εn ă }Dfn
ω pxq|F }}Dfn

ω pxq|E} ă eεn.

Proof. Let us first show Lemma 4.1 for ω P tf, guN and then we will see that the estimates

we obtain hold for any sequence of diffeomorphisms C1-near f or g.

Fix ω P tf, guN, n ą 0, x P T
2, and lines F P Cu

x , and E P pDfn
ω pxqq´1 Cs

fn
ω pxq. Write

Fn “ Dfn
ω pxqF and En “ Dfn

ω pxqE.

Let tv0, w0u be two unit vectors such that v0 generatesF , and w0 generatesE. Consider

U0 : R2 Ñ TxT
2 the linear map defined by e1 ÞÑ v0 and e2 ÞÑ w0, where te1, e2u is the

canonical basis of R2. (See Section 2.3.) Let vK
0 be the unit vector perpendicular to F that
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points in the same direction of the projection of w0 into FK. Using the bases te1, e2u and

tv0, vK
0 u, the linear transformation U0 is given by the matrix

U0 “
ˆ
1 B0

0 cosα0

˙
,

where B0 is a number and α0 is the angle between E and FK.

Let

vn “ Dfn
ω pxqv0

}Dfn
ω pxqv0} and wn “ Dfn

ω pxqw0

}Dfn
ω pxqw0} .

Let Ln be the linear transformation defined by e1 ÞÑ vn and e2 ÞÑ wn. Let vK
n be the unit

vector in FK
n that points in the same direction as the projection of wn into FK

n .

Using the bases te1, e2u and tvn, vK
n u, the linear transformation Un is given by

Un “
ˆ
1 Bn

0 cosαn

˙
,

whereBn is some number andαn is the angle betweenEn andFK
n . SinceE Ă pDfn

ω pxqq´1Cs
fn
ω pxq,

the assumptions in Section 4.1, we have π{2 ą π{2 ´ θ0 ą maxtα0, αnu.

Recall that f and g preserves the smooth measure m, by (7) in Section 2.3, for any

ω P tf, guZ, any x P T
2 and any n, we have

C0
´2 ď | detDfn

ω pxq| ď C0
2. (4.5)

Consider Dn : R2 Ñ R
2 given by Dn “ U´1

n ˝ Dfn
ω pxq ˝ U0. By (4.5), we have

´ 2

n
logC0 ď

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1
n
log | detDn| ´ 1

n
plog | detU´1

n | ` log | detU0|q
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď 2

n
logC0.

By (1) in Section 4.1, we have sinpθ0q ď | detU0| “ | cosα0| ď 1 and 1 ď | detU´1
n | “

pcosαnq´1 ď psinpθ0qq´1. Hence,
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ 1
n

| detDn|
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď 2

n
logC0 ´ 2

n
logpsinpθ0qq.

In particular, given ε ą 0 there exists n0 “ n0pεq such that for any n ě n0,

´ε ă 1

n
log | detDn| ă ε.

However, using the basis te1, e2u, we have

Dn “
ˆ

}Dfn
ω pxq|F } 0

0 }Dfn
ω pxq|E}

˙
.

Hence,

| detDn| “ }Dfn
ω pxq|F }}Dfn

ω pxq|E},
and the result follows for ω P tf, guN. Observe that n0 above can be taken uniformly,

independent on the choice of ω. Therefore, for small neighborhoods Uf and Ug of f and

g, respectively, for any ω P UN, the same estimate holds. �

The next lemma can be seen as a type of bounded distortion.

Lemma 4.2. Fix ε ą 0, there exist n1 “ n1pεq P N, and C2-neighborhoods of f and g,

Uf and Ug, respectively, with the following property:
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Let U “ Uf Y Ug. For all n ě n1, for any ω P UN, z P T
2, ρ1 P p0, 1q, any two points

x, y P T
2 with fn

ω pxq, fn
ω pyq P Bpfn

ω pzq, λn
s ρ

1q, for any line F Ă Cu
x , and for any line

E Ă pDfn
ω pyqq´1 Cs

fn
ω pyq, we have,

e´2εn ă }Dfn
ω pxq|F }}Dfn

ω pyq|E} ă e2εn.

Proof. Fix U a C2-neighborhood small enough so that Lemma 4.1 holds for ε, and fix

ω P UN. Let p ÞÑ Es
ω,p be the stable field, which is well defined since the stable direction

only depends on the future. Fix z P T
2, and since Es

ω,z Ă pDfn
ω pzqq´1Cs

fn
ω pzq Ă Cs

z for

every n P N, by Lemma 4.1,

e´εn ă }Dfn
ω pzq|Fu

z
}}Dfn

ω pzq|Es
ω,z

} ă eεn, @n ě n0pεq.
Suppose that x, y verify the condition of the Lemma 4.2. Let Fx Ă Cu

x and Ey Ă
pDfn

ω pyqq´1Cs
fn
ω pyq Ă Cs

y . Let us start by comparing }Dfn
ω pyq|Ey

} with }Dfn
ω pzq|Es

ω,z
}.

In what follows, we write yj :“ f j
ωpyq, Eyj

:“ Df j
ωpyqEy and zj “ f j

ωpzq. Then we have
ˇ̌
ˇlog }Dfn

ω pyq|Ey
} ´ log }Dfn

ω pzq|Es
ω,z

}
ˇ̌
ˇ

ď
n´1ÿ

j“0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌log }Dfσjpωqpyjq|Eyj

} ´ log }Dfσjpωqpzjq|Es

σjpωq,zj

}
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

ď
n´1ÿ

j“0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌log }Dfσjpωqpyjq|Eyj

} ´ log }Dfσjpωqpyjq|Es

σj pωq,yj

}
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

`
n´1ÿ

j“0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌log }Dfσjpωqpyjq|Es

σj pωq,yj

} ´ log }Dfσjpωqpyjq|Es

σj pωq,zj

}
ˇ̌
ˇ̌

`
n´1ÿ

j“0

ˇ̌
ˇ̌log }Dfσjpωqpyjq|Es

σj pωq,zj

} ´ log }Dfσjpωqpzjq|Es

σjpωq,zj

}
ˇ̌
ˇ̌ .

Observe the following:

‚ By (4.2) and the fact that dpyn, znq ď λn
s ρ

1, we have dpyj , zjq ă C3λ
j
sρ

1.

‚ By Proposition 2.3, the stable bundle is pL0, θq-Hölder continuous.

‚ Let λ “ λs,`{λu,´. By (4.4), we have ?pEyj
, Es

σjpωq,yj
q ď C4λ

n´j . (See the

definition of θ0.)

By (9) in Section 2.3, there exists some constant C6 ą 0 depending only on C 1
0 such that

| log }Dfσjpωqpyjq|Eyj
} ´ log }Dfσjpωqpyjq|Es

σjpωq,yj

}| ď C6?pEyj
, Es

σjpωq,yj
q ď C6C4λ

n´j ,

| log }Dfσjpωqpyjq|Es

σj pωq,yj

} ´ log }Dfσjpωqpyjq|Es

σjpωq,zj

}|

ďC6dpEs
σj pωq,yj

, Es
σjpωq,zj

q ď C6L0dpyj , zjqθ ď C6L0pC3λ
j
sρ

1qθ

and

| log }Dfσjpωqpyjq|Es

σj pωq,zj

} ´ log }Dfσjpωqpzjq|Es

σjpωq,zj

}| ď C6dpyj , zjq ď C6C3λ
j
sρ

1.

Hence,

| log }Dfn
ω pyq|Ey

}´log }Dfn
ω pzq|Es

ω,z
} ď C6

˜
n´1ÿ

j“0

C4λ
n´j `

8ÿ

j“0

pL0pC3λ
j
sρ

1qθ ` C3λ
j
sρ

1q.
¸
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Observe that

lim
nÑ`8

n´1ÿ

j“0

C4λ
n´j `

8ÿ

j“0

pL0pC3λ
j
sρ

1qθ ` C3λ
j
sρ

1q ă `8.

Therefore, there exists Ls such that

e´Ls ď }Dfn
ω pyq|Ey

}
}Dfn

ω pzq|Es
ω,z

} ď eLs .

Fix an pL, θq-Hölder line field p ÞÑ Fu
p contained in Cu. By a similar computation, using

p ÞÑ Fu
p and Fx instead of the stable field and Ey , one can find a constant Lu such that

e´Lu ď }Dfn
ω pxq|Fx

}
}Dfn

ω pzq|Fu
z

} ď eLu .

Therefore,

}Dfn
ω pxq|Fx

} ¨ }Dfn
ω pyq|Ey

}

“ }Dfn
ω pxq|Fx

}
}Dfn

ω pzq|Fu
z

} ¨ }Dfn
ω pyq|Ey

}
}Dfn

ω pzq|Es
ω,z

} ¨ }Dfn
ω pzq|Fu

z
}}Dfn

ω pzq|Es
ω,z

} ď eLs`Lueεn

It suffices to take n1 large enough so that n1 ě n0 and eLs`Lu ă eεn1 . The lower bound

follows from similar computations. �

5. ADMISSIBLE MEASURES

Let f, g P Diff2
mpT2q be two Anosov diffeomorphisms verifying conditions (C1) and

(C2). Fix rUf and rUg C2-neighborhoods of f and g satisfying (9) in Section 2.3. Let
rU “ rUf Y rUg. Since both f and g preserves m, we also assume that rU is so small such

that for any rf P rU , we have
ˆ
1 ` λu,´

2

˙´1

ă dp rf˚mq
dm

ă 1 ` λu,´

2
. (5.1)

For any C2-curve γ : ra, bs Ñ T
2 and any t P ra, bs, we denote by

κpt; γq “ detp 9γptq, :γptqq{} 9γptq}3 (5.2)

the curvature of γ at γptq. (See (5) in Section 2.3)

Lemma 5.1. There exist constants K0 “ K0p rUq ą 0 and n2 “ n2prUq P N such that if

γ is a C2-curve tangent to Cu such that |κp¨; γq| ď K0, then for any ω P rUN, and any

n ě n2, we have |κp¨; fn
ω pγqq| ď K0.

Proof. Let ω P rUN. Suppose that γ : r0, as Ñ T
2 is parametrized by arclength with

curvature bounded from above by K0, we will find later what K0 must be.

Let γn,ωptq “ fn
ω pγptqq. Observe that

9γn,ωptq “ Dfn
ω pγptqq 9γptq and :γn,ωptq “ Dfn

ω pγptqq:γptq ` D2fn
ω pγptqqp 9γptq, 9γptqq.

Hence,

|κpt; γn,ωq|

“ | detp 9γn,ωptq, :γn,ωptqq|
} 9γn,ωptq}3
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ď | detp 9γn,ωptq, Dfn
ω pγptqq:γptqq|

} 9γn,ωptq}3 ` | detp 9γn,ωptq, D2fn
ω pγptqqp 9γptq, 9γptqqq|

} 9γn,ωptq}3 (5.3)

Notice that for any n P Z`, by (9) in Section 2.3, there exists some constant C7 “
C7pn,C 1

0q such that for any ω1 P rUZ, we have

}fn
ω1}C2 ď C7pn,C 1

0q.
In particular, by (10) in Section 2.3 and the above, we have the following estimate for the

second term in (5.3).

| detp 9γn,ωptq, D2fn
ω pγptqqp 9γptq, 9γptqqq|

} 9γn,ωptq}3 ď } 9γn,ωptq}}D2fn
ω pγptqq}

} 9γn,ωptq}3

“ C7pn,C 1
0q

}Dfn
ω pγptqq 9γptq}2 ď C7pn,C 1

0qpC2
0 q2

λ2n
u,´

.

(5.4)

Recall that γ is parametrized by arclength. In particular, :γptq is perpendicular to 9γptq
for every t P r0, as. Moreover, }:γptq} “ |κpt; γq|. Thus, by (5.1), (7) and (10) in Section

2.3, we have the following estimate for the first term in (5.3).

| detp 9γn,ωptq, Dfn
ω pγptqq:γptqq|

} 9γn,ωptq}3 “ | detpDfn
ω pγptqq 9γptq, Dfn

ω pγptqq:γptqq|
}Dfn

ω pγptqq 9γptq}3

“ |κpt; γq| detpDfn
ω pγptqqq

}Dfn
ω pγptqq 9γptq}3 ď |κpt; γq|C0

2 p1 ` λu,´qn
pC2

0 q´3λ3n
u,´ ¨ 2n

ă C0
2pC2

0 q3
λ2n
u,´

¨ |κpt; γq|. (5.5)

Apply the above to (5.3), we have

|κpt; γn,ωq| ď C0
2pC2

0 q3
λ2n
u,´

¨ |κpt; γq| ` C7pn,C 1
0qpC2

0 q2
λ2n
u,´

. (5.6)

Choose n1
2 ą 0 such that C0

2pC2
0 q3λ´2n1

2
u,´ ă 1{2. For simplicity, we write

K 1
0 “ 4C7pn1

2, C
1
0qpC2

0 q2

λ
2n1

2
u,´

.

Choose

K0 “ max

#
K 1

0, max
1ďmďn1

2´1

"
C0

2pC2
0 q3

λ2m
u,´

¨ K 1
0 ` C7pm,C 1

0qpC2
0 q2

λ2n
u,´

*+

and n2 P n1
2Z` such that p1{2qn2{n1

2 ă K 1
0

4K0
. Then for any n ą n2, we write n “

mn1
2 ` q for some m P Z` and q P t0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n1

2 ´ 1u. In particular, mn1
2 ě n2 and

hence p1{2qm ă K 1
0

4K0
. Therefore, if |κpt; γq| ď K0, (5.6) in the case n “ n1

2 implies that

|κpt; γ
mn1

2,ω
q| ď K 1

0 ď K0. If in addition that q ‰ 0, then one can apply (5.6) in the case

n “ q to γ
mn1

2,ω
and show that |κpt; γn,ωq| ď K0. This finishes the proof.

�

Definition 5.2. A rU -admissible curve is aC2-curve tangent to Cu having curvature bounded

from above by K0prUq, where K0p rUq is a constant as in Lemma 5.1.
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Let γ be a rU-admissible curve and let mγ be the arc length measure on γ.

Definition 5.3. Given a constantL ą 0, we say that a measure νγ supported on γ is L-good

if there exists a positive function ρ such that log ρ is L-Lipschitz and dνγp¨q “ ρp¨qdmγp¨q.

Note that if νγ is L-good then νγ is L1-good for all L1 ě L.

Lemma 5.4. There exists L1prUq such that, for each L ě L1, there is n3 “ n3prU , Lq ě
n2prUq such that, for any rU-admissible curve γ, for any L-good measure νγ on γ, for all

ω P rUN, and for any n ě n3, the measure pfn
ω q˚νγ is L-good.

Proof. Fix ω P rUN and let γ be an admissible curve. By Lemma 5.1, for any n P N, the

curve fn
ω pγq is a C2-curve with uniformly bounded curvature.

For each n P N, and y P fn
ω pγq, let Jω,npyq :“ }pDfn

ω ppfn
ω q´1pyqq´1|Tyfn

ω pγq}. By the

change of variables formula, for any measurable set A, we have

pfn
ω q˚νγpAq “

ż

pfn
ω q´1pAqXγ

ρpxqdmγpxq “
ż

AXfn
ω pγq

ρppfn
ω q´1pyqqJω,npyqdmfn

ω pγqpyq.

Hence, the density of pfn
ω q˚νγ with respect to mfn

ω pγq is given by

ρnpyq “ ρppfn
ω q´1pyqqJω,npyq.

For any y1, y2 P fn
ω pγq, we have

| log ρnpy1q ´ log ρnpy2q| ď| log ρppfn
ω q´1py1q ´ log ρppfn

ω q´1py2qq|
` | logJω,npy1q ´ log Jω,npy2q|.

(5.7)

By (10) in Section 2.3, the fact that γ is rU-admissible and the fact that log ρ is L-Lipschitz,

we have

| log ρppfn
ω q´1py1q ´ log ρppfn

ω q´1py2qq| ďLdγppfn
ω q´1py1q, pfn

ω q´1py2qq
ďLC2

0λ
´n
u,´dfn

ω γpy1, y2q.
(5.8)

Before estimating the second term in (5.7), we observe that for any K ą 0 and any C2-

curve γ on T
2 satisfies |κp¨, γq| ď K , the following holds:

(1) For any p1, p2 P γ, we have dpTp1
γ, Tp2

γq ď
?
1 ` K2 ¨ dγpp1, p2q. (Here, we

view Tp1
γ and Tp1

γ as points in PTT2. See (6) in Section 2.3.)

(2) By similar computations in (5.3), (5.4) and (5.5), for any C2-map F : T
2 Ñ

T
2 with }F }C2 ă C, and for any n ą 0, there exists some constant C8 “
C8pn,C,Kq ą 0 such that

řn´1

j“0 supt |κpt, F jpγq| ď C8pn,C,Kq.

To simplify notations, we let yij “ fn´i
ω ppfn

ω q´1pyjqq, for j “ 1, 2 and

C 1
8 “ C 1

8p rUq :“ p2C 1
0q2

c
1 `

´
maxtK0prUq, C8pn2prUq, 2C 1

0,K0prUqqu
¯2

.

By the above discussion (used in the third and the fourth inequalities below), Lemma 5.1

(used in the fourth inequalities below) and (9) and (10) in Section 2.3 (used in the second

and the fifth inequalities below), we have

| log Jω,npy1q ´ log Jω,npy2q|

ď
n´1ÿ

i“0

| log Jσn´i´1pωq,1pyi1q ´ log Jσn´i´1pωq,1pyi2q|



ABSOLUTE CONTINUITY OF STATIONARY MEASURES 19

ďp2C 1
0q2

n´1ÿ

i“0

dpTyi
1
fn´i
ω pγq, Tyi

2
fn´i
ω pγqq

ďp2C 1
0q2

c
1 ` psup

t
|κpt, fn´i

ω pγqq|q2 ¨
n´1ÿ

i“0

d
f
n´i
ω pγqpyi1, yi2q

ďC 1
8

n´1ÿ

i“0

dfn´i
ω pγqpyi1, yi2q

ďC 1
8

n´1ÿ

i“0

C2
0λ

´i
u,´dfn

ω pγqpy1, y2q ď C 1
8C

2
0

1 ´ λ´1
u,´

dfn
ω pγqpy1, y2q. (5.9)

Apply (5.8) and (5.9) to (5.7), the lemma then follows from choosing L1 :“ 2C 1
8C

2
0

1´λ
´1

u,´

and

n3 ě n2p rUq such that C2
0λ

´n3
u,´ ă 1{2.

�

Let CpU 1, L1q be the set of L1-good measures with respect to U 1 for each L1 ą 0 and

an open set U 1 containing f and g. We could consider CpU 1, L1q as a measurable subset

of MpT2q where MpT2q is the set of all finite measures on T
2. Here, we put MpT2q

with weak Borel structure, that is, the smallest σ-algebra that makes the map δ ÞÑ δpEq
becomes measurable for all finite measure δ P MpT2q and for all Borel set E Ă T

2, so

that MpT2q becomes a standard Borel space.

Definition 5.5. We say that a measure ν0 on T
2 is prU , Lq-admissible if there exists a

measure pν0 on CprU , Lq, such that ν0 “
ż

Cp rU,Lq

rν0dpν0prν0q.

Definition 5.6. For each rU and L1, let ν0 “
ż

Cp rU ,L1q

rν0dpν0prν0q be a p rU , Lq- admissible

measure. We say that ν0 is supported on curves of length bounded from below by r ą 0

if for pν0-almost every rν0, the measure rν0 is supported on an admissible curve of length at

least r.

The following corollary is a direct consequence of Lemma 5.4.

Corollary 5.7. Let L1 and n3 be the same as in Lemma 5.4. For all sufficiently small

open neighborhoods rUf and rUg with rU “ rUf Y rUg, for any L ě L1prUq, for any prU , Lq-

admissible measure ν0, for any ω P rUN and for any n ě n3p rU , Lq, the measure pfn
ω q˚ν0

is also prU , Lq-admissible.

6. HÖLDER REGULARITY OF MEASURES ON THE PROJECTIVE BUNDLE

In order to say that we have enough transversality for unstable manifolds, we need

Proposition 6.1 below. Roughly, it says that, in Section 4.1, unstable directions cannot be

concentrated too much in one direction.

Proposition 6.1. Fix β P p0, 1
2

s, and let f and g be diffeomorphisms as in the statement

of Theorem A. Then, there exist η“ ηpβ, θ0, θ∆q P p0, 1q, neighborhoods Uf and Ug of f

and g, respectively, and constants C5 “ C5pβ, θ0, θ∆q and α “ αpβ, θ0, θ∆q, with the

following property:

For any probability measure µ on Diff2pT2q such that µpU‹q P rβ, 1 ´ βs, ‹ “ f, g,

for any pν “ tpνxuxPT2 continuous family of probability measures pνx P ProbpPTxT
2q
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supported in PCu
x , for any n ą 0, for any x P T

2, for any u P PTxT
2 and for any r ě ηn,

we have

pµ˚n ˚ pνqxpBrpuqq ď C5r
α.

Here Brpuq is the open ball of radius r centered at u in PTxT
2.

Proposition 6.1 is a direct corollary of Proposition 6.4 below. Proposition 6.4 gives a

quantitative Holder regularity of fiberwise measure for certain Lipschitz homeomorphisms

which behave similarly to Anosov diffeomorphisms satisfying the cone condition.

Let X , Y be compact metric spaces. We denote by DXpX ˆ Y q the collection of

Lipschitz homeomorphisms F : X ˆ Y Ñ X ˆ Y such that the following holds:

‚ There exist a Lipschitz homeomorphism TF : X Ñ X satisfying prX ˝ F “
TF ˝ prX , where prX : X ˆ Y Ñ X is the natural projection map.

‚ For any x P X , the map Fx : Y Ñ Y defined as Fxpyq “ prY pF px, yqq is a

Lipschitz homeomorphism.

One can easily check that for any F, F 1 P DXpX ˆ Y q, F ˝ F 1 P DXpX ˆ Y q. Similar

to the notations after Definition 1.2, we let ΩnpX ˆ Y q “ DXpX ˆ Y qn for any n P Z`.

For any ω P ΩnpX ˆ Y q with ω “ pF1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Fnq, we write F j
ω “ Fj ˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˝ F1 for any

j P t1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , nu. We also write TFn
ω

“ TFn
˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˝ TF1

.

For any F Ă DXpX ˆ Y q and any ω “ pF1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Fnq P ΩnpX ˆ Y q (or any

ω “ pF1, F2, ¨ ¨ ¨ q P Ω`pX ˆ Y q), we say that ω is an F -word if F1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , Fn P F (or

F1, F2, ¨ ¨ ¨ P F ).

Definition 6.2. Let µ P ProbpDXpX ˆ Y qq. We introduce the following properties for µ.

(1) (pC, λq-unstable cone condition) We say that µ satisfies the unstable cone con-

dition if there exist an open subset O Ă X ˆ Y such that for any x P X ,

Ox :“ O X txu ˆ Y is an non-empty open subset of txu ˆ Y . Moreover, for

any F P supppµq,

FxpprY pOxqq Ă prY pOTF pxqq and LippFn
x |prY pOxqq ď Cλn,

for some constants C ą 0 and λ P p0, 1q which are independent of the choice of x

and F . O is called the unstable cone bundle for µ.

(2) (pk0, β, ϕq-unstable separation condition) We say that µ satisfies the pk0, β, ϕq-

unstable separation condition if there exists some k0 ą 0, β P p0, 1{2q, ϕ ą 0 and

two disjoint, µ-measurable subsets F1,F2 Ă DXpXˆY q, such that the following

holds

‚ µpF1q, µpF2q ě β.

‚ For any x P X and any Fj-word ωj P Ωk0
pX ˆ Y q, j “ 1, 2, we have

dY

¨
˝pF k0

ω1
qˆ

T
F

k0
ω1

˙´1

pxq

¨
˝Oˆ

T
F

k0
ω1

˙´1

pxq

˛
‚, pF k0

ω2
qˆ

T
F

k0
ω2

˙´1

pxq

¨
˝Oˆ

T
F

k0
ω2

˙´1

pxq

˛
‚
˛
‚ą ϕ.

Remark 6.3. One can easily check that if µ satisfies the pk0, β, ϕq-unstable cone condi-

tion, then for any integer k ě k0, µ also satisfies the pk, β, ϕq-unstable cone condition.

For any ν P ProbpX ˆY q, let tνxuxPX be the conditional measures with respect to the

measurable partition ttxu ˆ Y uxPX of X ˆ Y . By identifying txu ˆ Y with Y via the

natural map px, yq Ñ y, we can view νx as probability measures on Y .
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Proposition 6.4. Let µ P ProbpDXpX ˆ Y qq be a probability measure satisfying the

pC, λq-unstable cone condition with unstable cone O, and the pk0, β, ϕq-unstable sepa-

ration condition. We further assume that there exists a constant L ą 1 such that for any

x P X and any F P supppµq, we have

LipppFxq´1q ď L. (6.1)

Then there exist some constants C 1 ą 0, 0 ă κ ă 1 and γ ą 0 depending only on

C, λ, k0, β, ϕ and L such that for any x P M , for any ν P ProbpX ˆ Y q supported on O,

for any n ą 0, for any y P Y and for any r ą κn, we have µ˚n ˚ν is a probability measure

supported on O satisfying

pµ˚n ˚ νqxpBY py, rqq ď C 1rγ ,

where BY py, rq denotes the open ball of radius r centered at y in Y .

Proof. Since

pµ ˚ νqx “
ż

DXpXˆY q

`
FpTF q´1pxq

˘
˚
νpTF q´1pxqdµpF q. (6.2)

The fact that µ˚n ˚ ν is supported on O follows directly from the unstable cone condition

and the assumption on ν. By (6.1), for any x P X , for any y P Y , for any F P supppµq
and for any ρ ą 0, we have

F´1
x pBY py, ρqq Ă BY pF´1

x pyq, Lρq. (6.3)

Let

Kpρ, jq :“ sup
xPX

FPsupppµq

pµ˚j ˚ νqxpBY py, ρqq, @j P Z`. (6.4)

Choose a large positive integer m0 “ m0pC, k0, λ, ϕq ě 1 such that Cλm0k0 ¨diampY q ă
ϕ{4. Then by the remark after Definition 6.2, the pC, λq-unstable cone condition and

the pk0, β, ϕq-unstable separation condition for µ, there exist two disjoint, µ-measurable

subsets F1,F2 Ă supppµq with µpF1q ě β and µpF2q ě β, such that for any x P X and

any y P Y , there exists some j P t1, 2u such that for any Fj-word ωj P Σm0k0
pX ˆ Y q,

we have ¨
˚̋´

Fm0k0
ωj

¯
˜
T
F

m0k0
ωj

¸´1

pxq

¨
˚̋
O˜

T
F

k0
ωj

¸´1

pxq

˛
‹‚

˛
‹‚X BY py, ϕ{4q “ H.

As a corollary of (6.2), (6.3) and the above, we have

Kpρ, jq ď
`
1 ´ βm0k0

˘
KpLm0k0ρ, j ´ m0k0q, @j ě m0k0 and @ρ ă ϕ

4
. (6.5)

Choose κ “ L´1. For any r ą κn, we let

qpn, rq :“ max

"
min

"„
logpϕ{4rq

k0m0 logpLq


,

„
n

k0m0

*
, 0

*
.

Then for any r P pκn, 1s, we have
ˇ̌
ˇ̌qpn, rq ´ logp1{rq

k0m0 logpLq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ ď 1 `

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ logpϕ{4q
k0m0 logpLq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌ . (6.6)

We further choose

γ “ ´ logp1 ´ βk0m0q
k0m0 logpLq ą 0
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and

C 1 “ p1 ´ βk0m0q´1´
ˇ̌
ˇ logpϕ{4q
k0m0 logpLq

ˇ̌
ˇ ě 1.

Since Kpρ, jq ď 1 for any ρ ą 0 and any j P Zě0, Kpr, nq ď C 1rγ obviously holds when

r ą 1. When r P pκn, 1s, (6.5) and (6.6) imply that

Kpr, nq ďp1 ´ βk0m0qqpn,rqKpLqpn,rqk0m0r, n ´ qpn, rqk0m0q
ďp1 ´ βk0m0qqpn,rq

ďC 1p1 ´ βk0m0qγ¨
logprq

logp1´βk0m0 q “ C 1rγ .

Following the definition in (6.4), the proof is complete. �

Proof of Proposition 6.1. Let X “ T
2 and Y “ PR

2. We can naturally identify X ˆ Y

with PTT2.

Consider maps of the form D rf : PTT2 Ñ PTT2 with rf P Uf Y Ug. Choose O “Ť
xPT2 Cu

x . By (4.3), such maps satisfy the pC, λq-unstable cone condition with C “ C4

and λ “ λs,`{λu,´. (See Section 4.1.) Let ι : Diff2pT2q Ñ DXpX ˆ Y q such that

ιpF q “ DF . Then ι˚µ satisfies the pk0, β, θq-unstable separation condition for some

k0 “ k0pC, λ, θ∆q and θ “ θ∆{2. (β is given in the statement of Proposition 6.1. k0 is an

integer such that 2πCλk0 ă θ∆{5. To verify the pk0, β, θq-unstable separation condition

for ι˚µ, we choose F1 “ ιpUf q and F2 “ ιpUgq. The rest follows from (1) in Section 4.1.)

Proposition 6.1 then follows from Proposition 6.4 with L “ 2C 1
0. �

7. ABSOLUTE CONTINUITY OF STATIONARY SRB MEASURES

7.1. Standing assumptions and notation II. We retain the setting in Section 2.3 and in

Section 4.1.

(1) Fix β P p0, 1
2

s.
(2) Let α “ αpβ, θ0, θ∆q, η “ ηpβ, θ0, θ∆q P p0, 1q and C5 “ C5pβ, θ0, θ∆q be the

same as in Proposition 6.1.

(3) Fix a positive constant ε such that

0 ă ε ă min

"
1,

1 ` λu,´

2
,

´α log η

8
,

´αθ logpλsq
10

,
´α logpλs,`{λu,´q

10

*
,

where θ is the same as in Proposition 2.3.

(4) Take open neighborhoods Uf and Ug no larger than the open neighborhoods in

Proposition 6.1 so that Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2 hold for ε. Moreover, we

assume that for any rf P Uf Y Ug , we have e´ε ă dp rf˚mq{dm ă eε and e´ε ă
dp rf´1

˚ mq{dm ă eε. In particular, (5.1) holds. Let U “ Uf YUg . Denote Σ “ UZ

and Σ` “ UN.

(5) Take µ a probability measure such that µpUq “ 1 and µpU‹q P rβ, 1 ´ βs, for

‹ “ f, g.

(6) Fix 0 ă ρ0 “ ρ0pUq ă mint 1
100

, 3

4K0pUq
,
sinpθ0{2q

10C3
, 1

10C 1
3

u. To simplify certain

proofs, we assume in addition that for any p P T
n, there exist lines E,F P R

2

such that for any q P Bpp, C3ρ0q, after identifying R
2 with TqT

2, we have F P
Cu
q and E P Cs

q . Moreover, for any F 1 P Cu
q and for any E1 P Cs

q , we have

maxt?pF, F 1q,?pE,E1qu ă pπ ´ θ0q{2.
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7.2. A key estimate for admissible measures. Let ν0 be an admissible measure (see

Definition 5.5), and let pν0 be the measure defining ν0, that is,

ν0 “
ż

C

rν0dpν0prν0q.

Recall that we say that ν0 is supported on curves of length bounded from below by r ą 0

if for pν0-almost every rν0, the measure rν0 is supported on an admissible curve of length at

least r.

For n P N, x P T
2 and ω P UZ, we will use the following notation:

‚ Js
ω,npxq :“ inf

EPDpfn
ω q´1pxqCs

x

}Dfn
ω ppfn

ω q´1pxqq|E};

‚ Ju
ω,npxq :“ inf

FPCu

pfn
ω q´1pxq

}Dfn
ω ppfn

ω q´1pxqq|F }.

We also let C9 “ 2C 1
3pC2

0 q´1 for simplicity. Recall that λs “ λs,´ and the constant

L1 “ L1pUq given by Lemma 5.4. The main result in this subsection is given by the

following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. For any ρ1 P p0, ρ0pUqq and any L ě L1pUq, there exists n4 “ n4pε, Lq ě
n1pεq such that for any n ě n4, for any ρ P p0, λn

s ρ
1q, for any pU , Lq-admissible measure

ν0 supported on curves of length bounded from below by 2C3λ
´n
s ρ, and for any ω P Σ`,

we have

}pfn
ω q˚ν0}2ρ ď e6εn}ν0}2C9λ

´n
s,`ρ

.

Proof. Take ρ1 P p0, ρ0pUqq and ω P Σ`. For each z P T
2, write

pJu
ω,npzq :“ inf

xPBpz,λn
s ρ

1q
Ju
ω,npxq and pJs

ω,npzq :“ inf
xPBpz,λn

s ρ
1q
Js
ω,npxq.

By Lemma 4.2, for any n ě n1pεq, we have

e´2εn ď pJs
ω,npzq pJu

ω,npzq ď e2εn. (7.1)

Write ν0 “
ş
C
rν0dpν0prν0q. Observe that pfn

ω q˚ν0 “
ş
C

pfn
ω q˚rν0dpν0prν0q. Therefore,

}pfn
ω q˚ν0}2ρ “ 1

ρ4

ż

T2

ˆż

C

rν0ppfn
ω q´1pBpz, ρqqq dpν0prν0q

˙2

dmpzq.

By the assumptions on ν0, for pν0-almost every rν0, rν0 is an L-good measure supported on

an admissible curve γrν0 with length bounded from below by 2C3λ
´n
s ρ. (See Definition

5.3 and Definition 5.5.) For such a rν0, let us estimate rν0ppfn
ω q´1pBpz, ρqqq. Let mrν0 be

the arclength measure on γrν0 . Let ζrν0 “ drν0{dmrν0 . Then logpζrν0q is L-Lipschitz. (See

Definition 5.3.)

Let I be a connected component of γrν0 X pfn
ω q´1pBpz, ρqq. Since fn

ωγrν0 is everywhere

tangent to the unstable cone field, by (6) in Section 7.1, the length of fn
ω pIq is bounded

from above by 2ρ{ sinpθ0{2q. Hence, by (4.2) and the assumptions on ρ1 and ρ0, we have

mγrν0
pIq ď 2ρ ¨ C3λ

´n
s { sinpθ0{2q ď 1. Fix x P I . By the fact that log ζrν0 is L-Lipschitz,

for any y P I , we have ζrν0pyq ď e
Ldγrν0

px,yq
ζγrν0pxq ď eLmrν0pIqζrν0 pxq ď eLζrν0pxq. Since

γrν0 is everywhere tangent to the unstable cone field, we have

rν0pIq ď eLζrν0pxqmγrν0
pIq ď 2eL

sinpθ0{2q
ζrν0 pxqρ
pJu
ω,npzq

.

On the other hand, by (4.2), we have

pfn
ω q´1pBpz, ρqq Ă B

´
pfn

ω q´1pzq, C 1
3p pJs

ω,npzqq´1ρq
¯

Ă B
´

pfn
ω q´1pzq, 2C 1

3p pJs
ω,npzqq´1ρ

¯
.
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Let J be the connected component of γrν0 XB
´

pfn
ω q´1pzq, 2C 1

3p pJs
ω,npzqq´1ρ

¯
containing

I . Observe that there is only one such component. The length of γrν0 is bounded from below

by 2C3λ
´n
s ρ, which is greater than 2C 1

3p pJs
ω,npzqq´1ρ (see (4.2)). Since J contains I , J

intersects pfn
ω q´1pBpz, ρqq and the length of J is bounded from below by C 1

3p pJs
ω,npzqq´1ρ.

Choose a sub-segment Jx of J containing x such that the length of Jx is C 1
3p pJs

ω,npzqq´1ρ.

Notice that C 1
3p pJs

ω,npzqq´1ρ ď C3λ
´n
s ρ ď C3ρ0 ă 1 due to (4.2) and the assumptions

on ρ and ρ0. By the fact that log ζrν0 is L-Lipschitz, for any y P Jx, we have ζrν0pyq ě
e

´Ldγrν0
px,yq

ζrν0pxq ě e
´Lmγrν0

pJxq
ζrν0pxq ě e´Lζrν0pxq. Hence

rν0
´
B
´

pfn
ω q´1pzq, 2C 1

3p pJs
ω,npzqq´1ρ

¯¯
ě rν0pJxq ěe´Lζrν0pxqmrν0pJxq

“e´LC 1
3p pJs

ω,npzqq´1ρζrν0pxq.

Hence,

1 ď eLpC 1
3q´1rν0

ˆ
B

ˆ
pfn

ω q´1pzq, 2C 1
3

´
pJs
ω,npzq

¯´1

ρ

˙˙
pJs
ω,npzqpρζrν0pxqq´1.

Therefore,

rν0ppfn
ω q´1pBpz, ρqqq

ď 2eL

sinpθ0{2q
ρζrν0pxq
pJu
ω,npzq

eLpC 1
3q´1

p pJs
ω,npzqq

ρζrν0pxq rν0
´
B
´

pfn
ω q´1pzq, 2C 1

3p pJs
ω,npzqq´1ρ

¯¯

“C 1
9

pJs
ω,npzq
pJu
ω,npzq

rν0
´
B
´

pfn
ω q´1pzq, 2C 1

3p pJs
ω,npzqq´1ρ

¯¯
,

where C 1
9 “ 2e2L

C 1
3 sinpθ0{2q

. Hence by (7.1) (used in the fourth (in)equality) and (4) in

Section 7.1 (used in the sixth (in)equality), we have

}pfn
ω q˚ν0}2ρ

“ 1

ρ4

ż

T2

ˆż

C

rν0ppfn
ω q´1pBpz, ρqqq dpν0prν0q

˙2

dmpzq

ď
ż

T2

1

ρ4
pC 1

9q2
p pJs

ω,npzqq2

p pJu
ω,npzqq2

ˆż

C

rν0
´
B
´

pfn
ω q´1pzq, 2C 1

3p pJs
ω,npzqq´1ρ

¯¯
dpν0prν0q

˙2

dmpzq

“pC 1
9q2

ż

T2

p pJs
ω,npzqq4

p2C 1
3ρq4

16pC 1
3q4

p pJs
ω,npzq pJu

ω,npzqq2
´
ν0

´
B
´

pfn
ω q´1pzq, 2C 1

3p pJs
ω,npzqq´1ρ

¯¯¯2

dmpzq

ďC2
9 e

4εn

ż

T2

p pJs
ω,npzqq4

p2C 1
3ρq4

´
ν0

´
B
´

pfn
ω q´1pzq, 2C 1

3p pJs
ω,npzqq´1ρ

¯¯¯2

dmpzq

“C2
9 e

4εn

ż

T2

p pJs
ω,npfn

ω ppqqq4
p2C 1

3ρq4
´
ν0

´
B
´

pp, 2C 1
3p pJs

ω,npfn
ω ppqqq´1ρ

¯¯¯2

dpfn
ω q´1

˚ mppq

ďC2
9 e

5εn

ż

T2

p pJs
ω,npfn

ω ppqqq4
p2C 1

3ρq4
´
ν0

´
B
´

pp, 2C 1
3p pJs

ω,npfn
ω ppqqq´1ρ

¯¯¯2

dmppq “ C2
9 e

5εn}ν0}δ.

where C2
9 “ 16C 1

9pC 1
3q4 and δppq “ 2C 1

3p pJs
ω,npfn

ω ppqqq´1ρ. (See (3.1))
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Recall that C9 “ 2C 1
3pC2

0 q´1 and that λs “ λs,´. Therefore, we have δpT2q Ă
rC9λ

´n
s,`ρ, 2C3λ

´n
s ρs. (See (4.2) and (10) in Section 2.3.) By Lemma 3.4,

}pfn
ω q˚ν0}2ρ ď C2

9 e
5εn}ν0}δ ď C2

9 e
5εnC2

ˆ
1 ` 2 logpC2

0 q ` n log

ˆ
λs,`

λs

˙˙
}ν0}2C9λ

´n
s,`ρ

The lemma then follows from choosing n4 ě n1pεq large enough such that

C2
9C2

ˆ
1 ` 2 logpC2

0 q ` n log

ˆ
λs,`

λs,´

˙˙
ă eεn, @n ě n4.

�

7.3. Transversality. Let

C10 “ maxt2C4, L0u and λ “ max

"
λθ
s,

λs,`

λu,´

*
P p0, 1q. (7.2)

(See Proposition 2.3 for the definition of L0 and θ.) For each p P T
2, n P N, and δ ą 0,

we define

Epp, n, δq

“
#

pω1, ω2q
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
ω1, ω2 P Σ` and for any line Fi in Cu

pfn
ωi

q´1ppq, i “ 1, 2

?pDfn
ω1

ppfn
ω1

q´1ppqqF1, Dfn
ω2

ppfn
ω2

q´1ppqqF2q ď 5C10λ
neδn.

+
(7.3)

Roughly speaking, if pω1, ω2q R Epp, n, δq, then the pair of conesDfn
ω1

ppfn
ω1

q´1ppqqCu
pfn

ω1
q´1ppq

and Dfn
ω2

ppfn
ω2

q´1ppqqCu
pfn

ω2
q´1ppq are “transverse” to each other. Here, two cones are

“transverse” to each other if there is a large angle between them.

Lemma 7.2. For any ρ1 P p0, 1q, p P T
2, ω P Σ`, n ą 0, δ ą 0, and q P Bpp, λn

s ρ
1q, and

for any lines F in Cu
pfn

ω q´1pqq and F 1 in Cu
pfn

ω q´1ppq, we have

?pDfn
ω ppfn

ω q´1pqqqF,Dfn
ω ppfn

ω q´1ppqqF 1q ď 2C10λ
neδn.

Proof. Fix ω “ pf0, f1, ¨ ¨ ¨ q P Σ`, and ω´ “ p¨ ¨ ¨ , f 1
´2, f

1
´1q P U´N. Consider ω1 “

p. . . , f 1
´2, f

1
´1, f0, f1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , fn´1, . . . q P UZ. The negative coordinate of the word ω1 is ω´

and the non-negative coordinate of the word ω1 is ω. Note that unstable distributions and

unstable manifolds only depend on the past and so Eu
ω1,p “ Eu

ω´,p
. By Proposition 2.3,

(4.3) and (6) in Section 7.1, we have

?pDfn
ω ppfn

ω q´1pqqqF,Dfn
ω ppfn

ω q´1ppqqF 1q
ď?pDfn

ω ppfn
ω q´1pqqqF,Dfn

ω ppfn
ω q´1pqqqEu

ω´,pfn
ω q´1pqqq

` ?pDfn
ω ppfn

ω q´1pqqqEu
ω´,pfn

ω q´1pqq, Dfn
ω ppfn

ω q´1ppqqEu
ω´,pfn

ω q´1ppqq
` ?pDfn

ω ppfn
ω q´1ppqqEu

ω´,pfn
ω q´1ppq, Dfn

ω ppfn
ω q´1ppqqF 1q

“?pDfn
ω ppfn

ω q´1pqqqF,Dfn
ω ppfn

ω q´1pqqqEu
ω´,pfn

ω q´1pqqq ` ?pEu
σnpω1q,q, E

u
σnpω1q,pq

` ?pDfn
ω ppfn

ω q´1ppqqEu
ω´,pfn

ω q´1ppq, Dfn
ω ppfn

ω q´1ppqqF 1q

ď2C4

ˆ
λs,`

λu,´

˙n

` L0dpp, qqθ ď 2C4

ˆ
λs,`

λu,´

˙n

` L0λ
nθ
s .

The lemma then follows from (7.2). �
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Remark 7.3. Let pω1, ω2q R Epp, n, δq. Fix an arbitrary ρ1 P p0, 1{2s and an arbitrary

p P T
2. Suppose q1, q2, q

1
1, q

1
2 P Bpp, λn

s pq are points such that for any i “ 1, 2, there

exists a C1-curve in Bpp, λn
s ρ

1q connecting qi and q1
i which is everywhere tangent to the

cone field Dfn
ωi

pCuq. Then the angle between q1q
1
1 and q2q

1
2 is at least C10λ

neδn, where

qiq
1
i is the shortest geodesic segment connecting qi and q1

i, i “ 1, 2.

Lemma 7.4. For any δ ą 0, there exists a constant n5 “ n5pδq ą 0 such that for any

ρ1 P p0, ρ0q, p P T
2, ω P Σ`, n ě n5 and r ě maxtλe2δ, ηu, we have

µNptω1 P Σ`|pω, ω1q P Epp, n, δquq ď C5r
αn.

See Proposition 6.1 for η “ ηpβ, θ0, θ∆q and α “ αpβ, θ0, θ∆q.

Proof. Fix a continuous line field p Ñ Fp P PCu
p , where PCu

p is the projection of Cu
p in the

projective space PTpT
2. Let pνp P ProbpPTpT

2q be the Dirac mass at Fp. Then for any

p P T
2, by Proposition 6.1, we have

pµ˚n ˚ pνqp
`
Brn

`
Dfn

ω ppfn
ω q´1ppqqFpfn

ω q´1ppq

˘˘
ď C5r

nα, @n ą 0.

Choose n5pδq ą 0 such that en5δ ą 5C10. Then by (7.3), for any n ě n5 and for any

ω1 P Σ` such that pω, ω1q P Epp, n, δq, we have

?pDfn
ω1 ppfn

ω1 q´1ppqqFpfn
ω1 q´1ppq, Dfn

ω ppfn
ω q´1ppqqFpfn

ω q´1ppqq ď rn.

Therefore

µNptω1 P Σ`|pω, ω1q P Epp, n, δquq ďpµ˚n ˚ pνqp
`
Brn

`
Dfn

ω ppfn
ω q´1ppqqFpfn

ω q´1ppq

˘˘

ďC5r
nα, @n ě n5. �

7.4. A Lasota-Yorke type of estimate. In the setting in Section 4.1 and Section 7.1, by

Theorem 2.9, there is a unique µ-stationary SRB measure. From now on, let ν be the

unique µ-stationary SRB measure.

Fix ξ a u-subordinated measurable partition. Hence,

ν “
ż

Σ

ż

T2

νupω,xqdνωpxqdµZpωq,

where family tνωuω is the family of sample measures, and νupω,xq is the conditional measure

of νω on ξpω, xq. Since ν is an SRB measure, we have that for µZ-almost every ω and for

νω-almost every x, the measure νupω,xq is a probability measure absolute continuous with

respect to the arc-length measure mξpω,xq in ξpω, xq. Moreover, for such pω, xq, there

exists a constant L ą 0 independent of pω, xq such that the density function ρupω,xq :“
dνupω,xq{dmξpω,xq is positive and that log ρupω,xq is L-Lipschitz (see Theorem 2.10). From

now on, we assume, without loss of generality, that L ě L1pUq (recall that L1pUq is given

by Lemma 5.4). For the remaining parts of this paper, when we introduce more constants,

we do not track their dependence on L.

pU , Lq-admissible measure νr. For each r ą 0, consider Gr :“ tpω, xq P Σ ˆ T
2 :

|ξpω, xq| ě ru. This is the set of points pω, xq such that ξpω, xq has length at least r.

Define

νr “
ĳ

Gr

νupω,xqdνωpxqdµZpωq.

This is the part of the measure ν supported on unstable curves with length bounded from

below by r. Observe that νr is a (U ,L)-admissible measure.

Let pν be the lift of the measure µN b ν, in Σ` ˆ T
2, to Σ ˆ T

2.
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Lemma 7.5. For r sufficiently small, the following properties hold:

(a) pνpGrq “
ĳ

Gr

dνωpxqµZpωq ą 0.

(b) lim
nÑ`8

1

n

n´1ÿ

j“0

1

pνrpGrqµ
j
˚νr “ ν.

Item (a) is a direct consequence of the fact that limrÑ0 ν̂pGrq “ 1. Item (b) follows

from the ergodicity of ν.

Remark 7.6. Take pω, xq P Gr. By (10) in Section 2.3, for any ω1 P Σ`, the measure

pfn
ω1 q˚ν

u
pω,xq is a probability measure supported on fn

ω1 pξpω, xqq which has length bounded

from below by pC2
0 q´1λn

u,´r. Hence, the measure µ˚n ˚ νr admits a disintegration by

measures supported on unstable curves with length bounded from below by pC2
0 q´1λn

u,´r.

Constants ρ1, ρ2pnq ą 0. Fix ρ1 P p0, ρ0{3q small such that pνpGρ1q ą 0, and for each

n P N, let ρ2 “ ρ2pnq “ pC3λ
n
u,`q´1λ2n

s ρ1. Let Γn be the collection of points px1, x2q in

T
2 such that x1, x2 P pr2{ρ2s ` 1q´1 ¨ Z. In particular,

ď

xPΓn

Bpx, ρ2q “ T
2 and sup

zPTn

|tx P Γn|z P Bpx, 3ρ2qu| ď 102. (7.4)

The following key Lasota–Yorke type inequality closely follows [Tsu05, Lemma 6.5].

Lemma 7.7. Let ν1 be an arbitrary pU , Lq-admissible measure supported on curves of

length bounded from below by ρ1. Then there exist constants C11pn, ρ1q ą 0, n6 “
n6pεq ą 0 and pλ P p0, 1q independent of the choice of ν1, such that for any n ě n6 and

for any ρ such that

0 ă ρ ă min

#
C10λ

nρ1

10
,

ρ2pnq
C3λ

n
u,` ¨ C3λ

´n
s

+
, (7.5)

we have

}µ˚n ˚ ν1}2ρ ď pλn}ν1}2ρ ` C11pn, ρ1qpν1pT2qq2.
Proof. For each n P N, let ρ, ρ2 and Γn be as above. By (7.4), we have

}µ˚n ˚ ν1}2ρ ď 102
ÿ

pPΓn

}µ˚n ˚ ν1|Bpp,ρ2q}2ρ (7.6)

Fix p P Γn. Let us estimate }µn ˚ ν1|Bpp,ρ2q}2ρ. For any ω1, ω2 P Σ`, we say that ω1 is

transverse to ω2, if pω1, ω2q R Epp, n, εq. We will write ω1&ω2 whenever ω1 is transverse

to ω2. Otherwise, we write ω1 ‖ ω2.

We want to estimate

}µ˚n ˚ ν1|Bpp,ρq}2ρ “
Bż

pfn
ω1

q˚ν
1|Bpp,ρ2qdµ

Npω1q,
ż

pfn
ω2

q˚ν
1|Bpp,ρ2qdµ

Npω2q
F

ρ

“
ĳ

tω1&ω2u

@
pfn

ω1
q˚ν

1|Bpp,ρ2q, pfn
ω2

q˚ν
1|Bpp,ρ2q

D
ρ
dµNpω1qdµNpω2q

`
ĳ

tω1‖ω2u

@
pfn

ω1
q˚ν

1|Bpp,ρ2q, pfn
ω2

q˚ν
1|Bpp,ρ2q

D
ρ
dµNpω1qdµNpω2q

“I ` II. (7.7)
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For each ω and for any r ą 0, we write Dn
ωpp, rq “ pfn

ω q´1pBpp, rqq.

Let us first estimate II . Observe that

II ď
ĳ

tω1‖ω2u

1

2

`
}pfn

ω1
q˚ν

1|Bpp,ρ2q}2ρ ` }pfn
ω2

q˚ν
1|Bpp,ρ2q}2ρ

˘
dµNpω1qdµNpω2q

“
ż

Σ`

µNptω2 : ω1 ‖ ω2uq ¨ }pfn
ω1

q˚ν
1|Bpp,ρ2q}2ρdµNpω1q. (7.8)

We would like to apply Lemma 7.1 to }pfn
ω1

q˚ν
1|Bpp,ρ2q}2ρ. However, the measure ν1|Dn

ω1
pp,ρ2q,

which is an admissible measure, might not be supported on admissible curves with length

bounded from below by 2C3λ
´n
s ρ.

Let γ be an admissible curve with length greater than 2C3λ
´n
s ρ intersecting

Dn
ω1

pp, 3ρ2q, and let γ1 be a connected component of γ XDn
ω1

pp, 3ρ2q with length smaller

than 2C3λ
´n
s ρ. Hence, γ1 must intersect the boundary of Dn

ω1
pp, 3ρ2q. By (4.1) and the

assumptions on ρ, γ1 does not intersect Dn
ω1

pp, ρ2q.

Consider ν1|Dn
ω1

pp,3ρ2q and let rν be the measure obtained by discarding the part of the

measure supported on small admissible curves (smaller than 2C3λ
´n
s ρ) from ν1|Dn

ω1
pp,3ρ2q.

It follows from the above discussion that ν1|Dn
ω1

pp,ρ2q ď rν ď ν1|Dn
ω1

pp,3ρ2q. By Lemma

7.1, for any n ě n4pεq, we have

}pfn
ω1

q˚ν
1|Bpp,ρ2q}2ρ ď }pfn

ω1
q˚rν}2ρ ďe6εn}rν}2C9λ

´n
s,`ρ

ďe6εn}ν1|Dn
ω1

pp,3ρ2q}2C9λ
´n
s,`ρ

.
(7.9)

Observe that the same estimate works for ω2.

Take pη “ maxtλe2ε, ηu. By Lemma 7.4, for any n ě n5pεq, we have

µNptω2 : ω1 ‖ ω2uq ď C5pηαn, @ω1 P Σ`. (7.10)

Since for each ω, pfn
ω q´1 is a diffeomorphism, by (7.4), tDn

ωpp, 3ρ2qupPΓn
form a finite

cover of T2 whose maximum number of overlaps is bounded from above by 102. Thus, by

(7.8) (used in the first inequality), (7.9) (used in the second inequality), (7.10) (used in the

first inequality) and the above (used in the third inequality), we have

ÿ

pPΓn

II ď
ÿ

pPΓn

ż

Σ`

µNptω2 : ω1 ‖ ω2uq ¨ }pfn
ω1

q˚ν
1|Bpp,ρ2q}2ρdµNpω1q

ďC5pηαne6εn
ż

Σ`

ÿ

pPΓn

}ν1|Dn
ω1

pp,3ρ2q}2C9λ
´n
s,`ρ

dµNpω1q

ď104C5pηαne6εn}ν1}2C9λ
´n
s,`ρ

.

By our choice of ε in Section 7.1, we have that pλ :“ pηαe7ε ă 1. Let n1
6 “ n1

6pεq ą
maxtn4pεq, n5pεqu such that maxtC9λ

´n1
6

s,` , 104C1C5e
´εn1

6u ă 1. Then by Lemma 3.2,

for any n ě n1
6pεq, we have

ÿ

pPΓn

II ď C1 ¨ 104C5e
´εnpλn}ν1}2ρ ď pλn}ν1}2ρ (7.11)

We then estimate I . We would like to show that there exists a constant C 1
11pn, ρ1q ą 0

and n2
6 ą 0 such that for any n ě n2

6, we have
@

pfn
ω1

q˚ν
1|Bpp,ρ2q, pfn

ω2
q˚ν

1|Bpp,ρ2q

D
ρ

ď C 1
11pn, ρ1qν1pDn

ω1
pp, 3ρ2qqν1pDn

ω2
pp, 3ρ2qq.

(7.12)
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Assume that (7.12) is true, then for any n ě n2
6, we have

ÿ

pPΓn

I ď
ÿ

pPΓn

ĳ

tω1&ω2u

C 1
11pn, ρ1qν1pDn

ω1
pp, 3ρ2qqν1pDn

ω2
pp, 3ρ2qqdµNpω1qdµNpω2q

ďC 1
11pn, ρ1q|Γn| ¨ pν1pT2qq2. (7.13)

Notice that |Γn| only depends on n and ρ1. Choose C11pn, ρ1q :“ C 1
11pn, ρ1q|Γn| and

n6pεq :“ maxtn1
6pεq, n2

6u. Then the lemma follows from (7.11) and (7.13).

It remains for us to verify (7.12). Observe that pfn
ωi

q˚ν
1|Bpp,3ρ2q “ ν1|Dn

ωi
pp,3ρ2q ˝

pfn
ωi

q´1. Since both sides of (7.12) are bilinear in ν1|Dn
ωi

pp,3ρ2q, by the assumption on

ν1, we can assume without loss of generality that there exists an admissible curve γ1
i with

length at least ρ1 satisfying the following:

‚ ν1|Dn
ωi

pp,3ρ2q is supported on a connected component γi of γ1
i X Dn

ωi
pp, 3ρ2q.

‚ ν1|Dn
ωi

pp,3ρ2q is absolutely continuous with respect to the arclength measure mγi

of γi with an L-log-Lipschitz density.

If γi has length less than 2pC3λ
n
u,`q´1ρ2, then by the fact that ρ1 ě pC3λ

n
u,`q´1ρ2, γi

must intersect the boundary of Dn
ωi

pp, 3ρ2q. By (4.1), γi does not intersect Dn
ωi

pp, ρ2q and

hence (7.12) holds trivially. Therefore, we assume, without loss of generality, that

mγi
pγiq “ mγi

pDn
ωi

pp, 3ρ2qq ě 2pC3λ
n
u,`q´1ρ2 “ 2pC3λ

n
u,`q´2λ2n

s ρ1. (7.14)

Let ν1
i “ ν1|Dn

ωi
pp,3ρ2q. By (4.2) and the definition of ρ2, we have

Dn
ωi

pp, 3ρ2q Ă Bppfn
ωi

q´1ppq, 3λ´n
u,`λ

n
s ρ1q Ă Bppfn

ωi
q´1ppq, λ´n

u,`λn
s ρ0q.

Hence, by (6) in Section 7.1 and the fact that γi is everywhere tangent to the unstable cone

field, for any z P T
2, we have

mγi
pγiq ď

2λ´n
u,`λ

n
s ρ0

sinpθ0{2q “ pC3λ
n
u,`q´1 ¨ 2λ

n
sC3ρ0

sinpθ0{2q ď 1

2
pC3λ

n
u,`q´1λn

s ă 1

2
. (7.15)

As a corollary of (7.14), (7.15) and the L-log-Lipschitz property of dν1
i{dmγi

, we have

ν1
ipDn

ωi
pz, ρqq

ν1
ipDn

ωi
pp, 3ρ2qq ď eL

mγi
pDn

ωi
pz, ρqq

mγi
pDn

ωi
pp, 3ρ2qq ď

eLpC3λ
n
u,`q2

2λ2n
s ρ1

mγi
pDn

ωi
pz, ρqq.

Therefore, we obtain

@
pfn

ω1
q˚ν

1|Bpp,ρ2q, pfn
ω2

q˚ν
1|Bpp,ρ2q

D
ρ

ν1pDn
ω1

pp, 3ρ2qqν1pDn
ω2

pp, 3ρ2qq

“
ˆ

1

ρ4

ż

T2

ν1
1pDn

ω1
pz, ρqqν1

2pDn
ω2

pz, ρqqdmpzq
˙

¨ 1

ν1pDn
ω1

pp, 3ρ2qqν1pDn
ω2

pp, 3ρ2qq

ď
˜
eLpC3λ

n
u,`q2

2λ2n
s ρ1

¸2

¨ 1

ρ4

ż

T2

mγ1
pDn

ω1
pz, ρqqmγ2

pDn
ω2

pz, ρqqdmpzq

“C2
11pn, ρ1q

ż

T2

1

ρ4

ż

γ1ˆγ2

1ρpfn
ω1

pxq, zq1ρpfn
ω2

pyq, zqdmγ1
pxqdmγ2

pyqdmpzq (7.16)
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where C2
11pn, ρ1q :“

ˆ
e2pC3λ

n
u,`q2

2λ2n
s ρ1

˙2

and

1ρpx, yq “
#
1, if dpx, yq ď ρ,

0, otherwise.

However,

1ρpfn
ω1

pxq, zq1ρpfn
ω2

pyq, zq ď 12ρpfn
ω1

pxq, fn
ω2

pyqq1ρpfn
ω2

pyq, zq.
Hence by (7) in Section 2.3 and the above, we have

ż

T2

1

ρ4

ż

γ1ˆγ2

1ρpfn
ω1

pxq, zq1ρpfn
ω2

pyq, zqdmγ1
pxqdmγ2

pyqdmpzq

ď
ż

γ1ˆγ2

1

ρ4
12ρpfn

ω1
pxq, fn

ω2
pyqq

ˆż

T2

1ρpfn
ω2

pyq, zqdmpzq
˙
dmγ1

pxqdmγ2
pyq

ďC0π

ρ2

ż

γ1ˆγ2

12ρpfn
ω1

pxq, fn
ω2

pyqqdmγ1
pxqdmγ2

pyq. (7.17)

For any i “ 1, 2, we write γn
i “ fn

ωi
pγiq and let mγn

i
be the arc length measure on γn

i .

We first notice that for each yn P γn
2 , by (6) in Section 7.1, we have

mγn
1

ptxn P γn
1 : dpxn, ynq ă 2ρuq ă 4ρ

sinpθ0{2q .

Applying pfn
ω1

q´1 to γn
1 , it follows from (10) in Section 2.3 that

mγ1
ppfn

ω1
q´1ptxn P γn

1 : dpxn, ynq ă 2ρuqq ă
4C2

0λ
´n
u,´ρ

sinpθ0{2q . (7.18)

Assume that there exist xn P γn
1 and yn P γn

2 such that dpxn, ynq ă 2ρ. Observe the

following:

‚ mγn
i

pγn
i q ď λn

s {2 for any i “ 1, 2. (This is due to (7.15) and (4.1).)

‚ Since ω1&ω2, for any point y P γn
2 and any point x P γn

1 such that dpx, yq ă 2ρ,

the angle between the xxn and yyn is at least C10λ
neεn, where xxn (yyn resp.)

is the geodesic segment connecting x (y resp.) and xn (yn resp.) in T
2. (This

follows from the previous bullet point and the remark after Lemma 7.2).

Choose n2
6 such that λ

n2
6

s {2 ă C3ρ0 and that 2 sinptq ą t for any 0 ď t ď C10λ
n2
6 . Then

for any n ě n2
6, One can then easily verify that γn

2 Ă Bpyn, C3ρ0q and that

ty P γn
2 : dpy, γn

1 q ă 2ρu Ă Bpyn, psinpC10λ
nqq´1 ¨ 4ρq Ă Bpyn, pC10λ

nq´1 ¨ 8ρq.
By (6) in Section 7.1 and the assumptions on ρ and ρ1, we have

mγn
2

pty P γn
2 : dpy, γn

1 q ă 2ρuq ď 16ρ

C10λn sinpθ0{2q , @n ě n2
6.

Hence by (10) in Section 2.3, we have

mγ2
ppfn

ω2
q´1pty P γn

2 : dpy, γn
1 q ă 2ρuqq ď

16C2
0λ

´n
u,´ρ

C10λn sinpθ0{2q , @n ě n2
6. (7.19)

Apply (7.18) and (7.19) to (7.17), for any n ě n2
6, we have

ż

T2

1

ρ4

ż

γ1ˆγ2

1ρpfn
ω1

pxq, zq1ρpfn
ω2

pyq, zqdmγ1
pxqdmγ2

pyqdmpzq
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ďC0π

ρ2

ż

γ2

mγ1
ppfn

ω1
q´1ptxn P γn

1 : dpxn, f
n
ω2

pyqq ă 2ρuqqdmγ2
pyq

ďC0π

ρ2
¨
4C2

0λ
´n
u,´ρ

sinpθ0{2q ¨ mγ2
ppfn

ω2
q´1pty P γn

2 : dpy, γn
1 q ă 2ρuqq

ďC0π

ρ2
¨
4C2

0λ
´n
u,´ρ

sinpθ0{2q ¨
16C2

0λ
´n
u,´ρ

C10λn sinpθ0{2q “
64C0pC2

0 q2λ´2n
u,´ π

C10λn sin2pθ0{2q
“: C3

11pnq. (7.20)

Let C 1
11pn, ρ1q :“ C2

11pn, ρ1qC3
11pnq. (7.12) then follows from (7.16) and (7.20). This

finishes the proof. �

7.5. Conclusion of the proof.

Proof of Theorem A. Let ν1 “ νρ1 and fix n1 ą n6pεq. In particular, for any n P Zě0, we

have µ˚n ˚ ν1pT2q “ ν1pT2q. For simplicity, we write pcn :“ C11pn, ρ1q.

Claim 7.8. There exists a constant K ą 0 such that for any ρ satisfying (7.5), we have

lim sup
mÑ`8

›››››
1

m

m´1ÿ

i“0

µ˚i ˚ ν1

›››››

2

ρ

ď K.

Proof. In what follows, write Mρ,n1 :“ maxt}µ˚r ˚ νρ0
}2ρ : r “ 0, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n1 ´ 1u. By

Lemma 7.7, we have
›››››
1

m

m´1ÿ

i“0

µ˚i ˚ ν1

›››››

2

ρ

ď 1

m

n1´1ÿ

r“0

r m

n1 sÿ

l“0

›››µ˚ln1`r ˚ ν1
›››
2

ρ

ď 1

m

n1´1ÿ

r“0

r m

n1 sÿ

l“0

˜
pλln1 ››µ˚r ˚ ν1

››2
ρ

` pcn1

˜
lÿ

j“0

pλjn1

¸
pν1pT2qq2

¸

ď 1

m

n1´1ÿ

r“0

r m

n1 sÿ

l“0

ˆ
pλln1 ››µ˚r ˚ ν1

››2
ρ

` pcn1 pν1pT2qq2

1 ´ pλn1

˙

ď 1

m

n1´1ÿ

r“0

r m

n1 sÿ

l“0

Mρ,n1pλln1 ` 1

m

n1´1ÿ

r“0

r m

n1 sÿ

l“0

pcn1 pν1pT2qq2

1 ´ pλn1
ď Mρ,n1n1K 1

m
` pcn1 pν1pT2qq2

1 ´ pλn1
.

Therefore,

lim sup
mÑ`8

›››››
1

m

m´1ÿ

i“0

µ˚i ˚ ν1

›››››

2

ρ

ď pcn1 pν1pT2qq2

1 ´ pλn1
“: K �

By Lemma 7.5, the measure 1
mν1pT2q

řm´1

i“0 µi
˚ν

1 converges to the unique SRB measure

ν. By Lemma 3.3, for any ρ

}ν}2ρ “ 1

pν1pT2qq2 lim
mÑ`8

›››››
1

m

m´1ÿ

i“0

µ˚i ˚ ν1

›››››

2

ρ

ď K

pν1pT2qq2 .

Since this is true for any ρ ą 0 small enough, we obtain

lim inf
ρÑ0

}ν}2ρ ď K

pν1pT2qq2 .

By Lemma 3.1, ν is absolutely continuous with respect to the smooth measure m on T
2

and limρÑ0 }ν}ρ “
›› dν
dm

››
L2pmq

. �
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The proofs of Corollaries 1.3 and 1.4. In this section we will suppose that f, g P Diff2
mpT2q

verify conditions (C1)-(C4). Fix β P p0, 1
2

s and let Uf and Ug be the open sets given by

Theorem A.

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Let µ be a probability measure verifying the hypothesis of Corol-

lary 1.3. Conditions (C1),(C2) and (C4) allows us to apply the main result in [BRH17]

to conclude that any µ-stationary ergodic measure ν is either SRB or atomic (condition

(C4) implies that the stable direction is random). The conclusion is a direct consequence

of Theorem A. �

Proof of Corollary 1.4. Fix pf P Uf and pg P Ug , and suppose that ν is a non-atomic in-

variant measure for pf and pg. Consider µ “ 1
2
δ pf ` 1

2
δpg. Clearly µ verify the hypothesis

of Corollary 1.3. Since ν is invariant by the two diffeomorphisms, we have that ν is µ-

stationary. Let Γ be the semigroup generated by pf and pg. Observe that ergodic, atomic

µ-stationary measures are supported on points with finite Γ-orbits. In particular, there are

at most countably many of them. Therefore, we conclude that there are at most countably

many different ergodic µ-stationary measures. If ν were not µ-ergodic, there would be a

finite orbit with positive ν-measure. This is not possible since ν is non-atomic. There-

fore, ν is µ-ergodic. The conclusion follows directly from Corollary 1.3, using that ν is

non-atomic. �

8. EQUIDISTRIBUTION AND ORBIT CLOSURE CLASSIFICATION

In this section, we prove Theorem B, and Corollaries 1.5 and 1.6. The proof of Theorem

B and Corollary 1.5 is essentially the same as the proofs of Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 from

[Chu20]. In this section, let Uf and Ug be C2-neighborhoods of f and g, respectively, such

that conditions (C1)-(C4) hold for any pair p pf, pgq P Uf ˆ Ug.

Definition 8.1. A probability measure µ on Diff2pT2q is uniformly expanding if there are

constants C ą 0 and N P N such that for every x P T
2 and unit vector v P TxT

2, it holds
ż
log }Dfn

ω pxqv}dµN pωq ą C.

In other words, one sees uniform expansion at a uniform time on average for every point

and direction.

Lemma 8.2. Let µ be a probability measure supported on Uf Y Ug such that µpUf q ą 0

and µpUgq ą 0. Then µ is uniformly expanding.

Proof. Since the stable distribution is not invariant for µ-almost every h, the Lemma fol-

lows as a direct application of Proposition 3.17 from [Chu20]. �

Let S be a finite set contained in Uf Y Ug such that S intersects both Uf and Ug , and

let ΓS be the semigroup generated by S. Let µ be as in the statement of Theorem B. By

Lemma 8.2, µ is uniform expanding. Below, we will state several results from [Chu20]

that hold in more generality, under some integrability condition.

Proposition 8.3 (Proposition 4.6 from [Chu20]). The number of points with finite ΓS-orbit

is countable.

Lemma 8.4 (Lemma 4.7 in [Chu20]). Let N be a finite ΓS-orbit in T
2. For any ε ą 0,

there exists an open set ΩN ,ε containing N , such that for any compact set F Ă T
2{N ,
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there exists a positive integer nF , such that for all x P F , and n ą nF , we have
˜
1

n

n´1ÿ

i“0

µ˚i ˚ δx

¸
pΩN ,εq ă ε.

The proof of Proposition 8.3 and Lemma 8.4 uses a Margulis function (see Lemma 4.3

from [Chu20]).

Proof of Theorem B. The proof is exactly the same as the proof of Proposition 4.1 from

[Chu20], where the unique µ-stationary SRB measure ν takes the role of the smooth mea-

sure m in the proof. The main property of m used by Chung is that it is fully supported.

Observe that Lemma 2.7 gives us that the unique SRB µ-stationary measure is fully sup-

ported. �

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let ν be the unique µ-stationary SRB measure. By Lemma 2.7, ν

is fully supported, in particular, it gives positive measure to any open set. The proof then

follows by Theorem B. �

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Fix pg P Ug . For each n P N, the set of periodic points of period n,

Perppgq, is finite. It is easy to see that the set Uf,pg,n :“ t pf P Uf : Pernp pfq X Pernppgq “ Hu
is open. It is also easy to see that Uf,pg,n is dense. By Baire’s theorem, the set

Rpg :“
č

nPN

Uf,pg,n

is a dense Gδ subset of Uf . Let pf P Rpg and let S “ t pf, pgu. Since Perp pfq X Perppgq “ H,

there are no finite ΓS-orbit. By Theorem 1.5, every ΓS-orbit is dense and the action is

minimal. �
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