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PARTIALLY HYPERBOLIC LATTICE ACTIONS ON 2-STEP NILMANIFOLDS

HOMIN LEE AND SVEN SANDFELDT

ABSTRACT. We prove global rigidity results for actions of higher rank lattices on nil-

manifolds containing a partially hyperbolic element. We consider actions of higher rank

lattices on tori or on 2´step nilpotent nilmanifolds, such that the actions contain a partially

hyperbolic element with 1´dimensional center. In this setting we prove, under a techni-

cal assumption on the partially hyperbolic element, that any such action must be by affine

maps. This extends results from [4] to certain lattice actions that are not Anosov.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group without compact factors and with finite

center. Moreover, assume that every simple factor of G has R´rank at least 2. Let Γ be a

lattice in G. We call such G a higher rank semisimple Lie group and call such a lattice

Γ ď G a higher rank lattice. Note that there are many other semisimple Lie groups with

R´rank at least 2, such as SLp2,Rq ˆ SLp2,Rq, we will, however, not consider these

groups as higher rank groups (since they have simple factors of R´rank 1) in this paper.

For a higher rank lattice Γ, many rigid phenomena are expected to hold, and many have

been proved. One such rigidity phenomenon is Margulis’ superrigidity, which says that

any finite dimensional representation of Γ can be obtained by restricting a representation

of G (up to a compact error), see for instance, [27, 30]. A Γ´action on a smooth manifold

can be viewed as a non-linear representation of Γ, so, motivated by Margulis’ superrigidity,

it is natural to try classifying smooth Γ´actions. This research program was initiated by

Zimmer and is now known as the Zimmer program, see [3, 9]. One of the main topics

in the Zimmer program is the classification of smooth Γ´actions on manifolds, when one,

or more, elements of the action have some special dynamical property. One of the main
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2 H. LEE AND S. SANDFELDT

questions in this direction is if higher rank lattice actions with some hyperbolicity are

algebraic (see, for instance, [15, Conjecture 5]):

Question 1.1. Let M be a closed, smooth manifold and α : Γ Ñ Diff8pMq a smooth

Γ´action with γ0 P Γ such that f “ αpγ0q is a partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism1.

Is α smoothly conjugated to an algebraic action? More precisely, is M diffeomorphic

to a homogeneous space, and α smoothly conjugated to an action by affine maps on this

homogeneous space?

Question 1.1 can be divided into two separate parts;

(1) if a manifold M admits a higher rank lattice action α that contains a partially

hyperbolic element, does it carry a homogeneous structure?

(2) can one classify all higher rank lattice actions on homogeneous spaces when the

action contains a partially hyperbolic element?

In this paper, we focus on the second part of the question. In the extreme case, when we

assume that the action contains an Anosov diffeomorphism (so there is no center direction),

the second question has been completely answered by A. Brown, F. Rodriguez Hertz, and

Z. Wang [4]. In [4], the authors show that smooth Anosov actions on (infra-)nilmanifolds,

by higher rank lattices, are smoothly conjugated to actions by affine maps, provided that

the action lifts to the universal cover. The proofs in [4] rely in an essential way on the

fact that the action contains an Anosov element, since the Anosov element is topologically

conjugated to an affine map [12, 26]. This conjugacy is a starting point for producing a

conjugacy for the lattice action. In contrast, a partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism on a

nilmanifold is not, in general, topologically conjugated to an affine map. The main nov-

elty of this paper is producing a topological conjugacy from a Γ´action that contains a

partially hyperbolic element to an affine action. This argument uses, in an essential way,

that the action is of higher rank and fails in rank 1 (in fact, on the manifolds considered in

Theorems 1.4 and 1.2, generic partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms are not conjugated to

affine maps). Preceding [4], local rigidity for Anosov lattice actions on nilmanifolds was

established in [21] (see also [18, 22]). Later Margulis and Qian [28] showed global topo-

logical rigidity for higher rank Anosov lattice actions on nilmanifolds under the additional

assumption that the action preserves a fully supported measure. In fact, in [28], they use

a weaker hyperbolicity assumption, called weak hyperbolicity, so the action as a whole

does not need to contain an Anosov diffeomorphism. However, they still assume that there

are enough partially hyperbolic elements so that the full tangent space is generated by the

sum of many stable distributions of partially hyperbolic elements of the action.

A key tool when studying Anosov Γ´actions has been the theory of smooth Z
k or

R
k´actions. To get a smooth conjugacy in [4], the authors use previous rigidity results on

higher rank Z
k´actions2 [33], which showed that a higher rank Anosov Z

k´ action on

a nilmanifold is smoothly conjugated to an affine action. More generally, one of the main

reasons we expect rigidity phenomenons to occur for higher rank lattice actions is that

higher rank lattices contain a higher rank free abelian group. There is a parallel research

program studying rigidity properties of higher rank abelian actions. A main question in this

area is the Katok–Spatzier conjecture, see [23]. The Katok–Spatzier conjecture states

that: if α : Zk Ñ DiffpMq is a smooth action on a closed manifold, α have no rank´1

1A diffeomorphism f is partially hyperbolic if the tangent space splits into a contracting part, an expanding part

and a center part which is dominated by the stable and the unstable directions, see Section 2.3.
2See Definition 2.12
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factor3, and there is one element n P Z
k such that αpnq is an Anosov diffeomorphism,

thenM is diffeomorphic to a (infra-)nilmanifold and α is smoothly conjugated to an affine

action. Again, this conjecture can be decomposed into two different parts, 1) providing

a homogeneous structure on the manifold, and 2) classifying all Anosov Z
k´actions on

(infra-)nilmanifolds provided that there is no rank´1 factor. In [33] F. Rodriguez Hertz

and Z. Wang answered the second question by proving that all such actions are (up to a

C8 coordinate change) by affine maps.

Leaving the Anosov setting, if we only assume that there exists a partially hyperbolic

diffeomorphism, much less is known concerning the classification of Γ´actions. Note,

however, that there are many algebraic models of Γ´actions that do not contain Anosov

diffeomorphisms, including the models considered in this paper (see Theorems 1.4 and

1.2). One direction in which many results have been produced is local rigidity of higher

rank actions with a partially hyperbolic element. That is, we fix a model action α0 and

study actions in a small neighborhood around α0. For abelian higher rank actions on

nilmanifolds, the local question was initially solved on tori and is now solved on all nil-

manifolds [6, 37]. The proofs in both [6, 37] use a KAM scheme to produce a conjugacy,

this is an inherently local method that does not generalize to the non-local setting. In [11]

D. Fisher and G. Margulis proved that all affine Γ´actions on homogeneous spaces are

locally rigid, completely resolving the question of local rigidity around affine model sys-

tems. Previously, local rigidity of partially hyperbolic lattice actions on tori was known

[32]. As mentioned above, in [28] Margulis and Qian showed a global rigidity result, but

only for actions that have enough partially hyperbolic elements so that the sum of stable

distributions of many elements covers the entire tangent space.

Recently, the second author proved global rigidity of partially hyperbolic higher rank

Z
k´actions on Heisenberg nilmanifolds, provided that the partially hyperbolic element

has 1´dimensional center (and satisfy a technical hypothesis on the stable and unstable

leaves) [34]. Also, the first author classified partially hyperbolic Γ´actions on manifolds

of certain dimensions, under the assumption that the action has an invariant volume [24].

However, in general, global rigidity of partially hyperbolic Γ´actions on nilmanifolds is

not well understood.

In this paper, we investigate higher rank lattice actions with a partially hyperbolic dif-

feomorphism. Roughly, we give an affirmative answer to the second part of Question 1.1

on certain nilmanifolds when the Γ´action contains a partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism

with 1´dimensional center. For precise statements see Theorems 1.4 and 1.2. The main

novelty of this paper is that we do not assume the existence of an Anosov element, so

there is, a priori, no single diffeomorphism in the action that is topologically conjugated

to an affine map (as opposed to [4, 18, 22], where results of Franks and Manning [12, 26]

guarantee that the Anosov diffeomorphisms in the action are conjugated to affine maps).

Moreover, the algebraic models considered do not support Anosov diffeomorphisms, so

our results are the first global rigidity results on these manifolds.

Throughout the paper, we will use the following notation:

Notation 1. Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group without compact factors, and

with finite center. Moreover, assume that every simple factor of G has R´rank at least 2.

Let Γ be a lattice in G.

1.1. Main theorems. To state our main theorems, we need a notion of partially hyper-

bolic diffeomorphisms with well-behaved stable and unstable foliations. We say that a

3roughly, the action has a rank´1 factor if it factors through a Z-action on some quotient, see Section 2.4.
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diffeomorphism f : X Ñ X is partially hyperbolic if the tangent bundle splits into

Df´invariant bundles TX “ Es ‘ Ec ‘ Eu where Es is contracted, Eu is expanded,

and the behaviour along Ec is dominated by the behaviour along Es and Eu (for a precise

definition see Section 2.3). We say that f is QI´partially hyperbolic if f is partially

hyperbolic and the stable and unstable foliations of f lift to foliations with quasi-isometric

leaves in the universal cover X̃ (see Definition 2.6).

Our first main theorem is about higher rank lattice actions on 2´step nilmanifolds with

1´dimensional derived subgroup, that contain a QI-partially hyperbolic element. Any

affine map on such a nilmanifold has a neutral direction (along the derived subgroup), so

any action by affine maps is either parabolic or partially hyperbolic, but not Anosov. We

show that, conversely, if an action by a higher rank lattice contains a QI-partially hyperbolic

diffeomorphism then the action is (after a smooth coordinate change) by affine maps.

Theorem 1.2. Let G and Γ be as in Notation 1. Let XΛ “ ΛzN be a 2´step nilmanifold

with dimrN,N s “ 1. Let α : Γ Ñ Diff8pXΛq be a smooth Γ action on XΛ. Assume that

(i) there is an element γ0 P Γ such that αpγ0q is QI´partially hyperbolic with

1´dimensional center and

(ii) α lifts to an action on the universal cover N .

Then there is a homomorphism ρ̂ : Γ Ñ AffpXΛq and a diffeomorphism H : XΛ Ñ XΛ

such that

Hpαpγqxq “ ρ̂pγqHpxq (1.1)

for all γ P Γ. There is also a finite index subgroup Γ1 ď Γ such that ρ̂|Γ1 : Γ1 Ñ AutpXΛq.

The existence of a topological conjugacy can also be guaranteed in finite regularity, see

Section 3.

Remark 1.3. In the statement, it is worth mentioning that the assumption about lifting can

be achieved in many cases, for instance, when Γ is cocompact. For more discussions on

the lifting property, see [4, Remark 1.5 and Section 9].

Note that the manifold XΛ in Theorem 1.2 is a fiber bundle over a torus XΛ Ñ
XΛ{rN,N s – T

d. An action ρ̂ : Γ Ñ AutpXΛq by automorphisms preserves this fiber

bundle structure since the fibers coincide with the orbits of rN,N s, which are in turn pre-

served by automorphisms. We obtain a result similar to Theorem 1.2 for the trivial fiber

bundle T
d ˆ T Ñ T

d, considering model actions that respects this fiber bundle structure:

ρ̂ : Γ Ñ GLpd,Zq ˆ 1.

Theorem 1.4. Let G and Γ be as in Notation 1. Let Td`1 be the pd`1q-dimensional torus

and let α : Γ Ñ Diff8pTd`1q be a smooth action. Assume that

(i) there is an element γ0 P Γ such thatαpγ0q is QI-partially hyperbolic with 1´dimensional

center,

(ii) α lifts to an action on the universal cover,

(iii) the induced map on fundamental group α˚ : Γ Ñ GLpd ` 1,Zq takes values in

GLpd,Zq ˆ 1.

Then there are homomorphisms ρ : Γ Ñ GLpd,Zq, ψ : Γ Ñ T, and a diffeomorphism

H : T
d`1 Ñ T

d`1 such that HαpγqH´1px, tq “ pρpγqx, t ` ψpγqq. That is, α is

conjugated to an affine action.

Remark 1.5. Theorem 1.4 generalizes the main results of [32] in two important ways: 1)

it is non-local and 2) we consider any higher rank lattice (as opposed to only considering

SLpd,Zq).
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Remark 1.6. In both Theorems 1.4 and 1.2 we assume that there is a QI-partially hyper-

bolic f in the action α. In Appendix A (Lemma A.2) we show that the QI-condition is

implied if, for example, f is conjugated (or leaf conjugated) to an affine map on XΛ. In

particular, if α : Γ Ñ Diff8pXΛq is an action that satisfies the conclusion of either Theo-

rem 1.2 or Theorem 1.4 then α also satisfy the assumptions of the corresponding theorem,

so the assumptions are sharp in this sense. Motivated by [16, 17], it seems likely that any

partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism with 1´dimensional center on a manifold as in The-

orem 1.2 or 1.4 has quasi-isometric leaves. If this is true, then QI can be removed as an

assumption in both Theorems.

Acknowledge. H. L. was supported by an AMS-Simons Travel Grant. The authors also

benefitted from hospitality of Institut Henri Poincaré while working on this project (UAR

839 CNRS-Sorbonne Université, ANR-10-LABX-59-01). S. S. is grateful for the hospi-

tality of Northwestern University, where part of this paper was written. The authors thank

David Fisher for useful comments on an earlier version of this paper. The authors also

thank Amie Wilkinson and Aaron Brown for useful discussions.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND REDUCTIONS

2.1. (Measurable) Cocycles. We use several cocycle rigidity results to prove the main

theorems. The first cocycle rigidity result we will use is when the acting group D has

Kazhdan’s property (T).

Theorem 2.1 ([39, Chapter 9]). Let D be a discrete group with Kazhdan’s property (T).

Let pX,µq be an ergodicD-space. Assume that µ is D-invariant and let β : DˆX Ñ R
k

be a measurable cocycle. Then there exists a measurable map ϕ : X Ñ R such that

βpγ, xq “ ϕpγ.xq ´ ϕpxq

for all γ P D and µ almost every x P X .

Let pX,µq be D-ergodic space. Assume that µ is D-invariant. Recall that when we

have a cocycle β : D ˆ X Ñ H and a H´space Y then we can define a skew product

action on X ˆβ Y by γ.px, yq “ pγ.x, βpγ, xq.yq for γ P D. If the H action preserves a

probability measure ν then the measure µ b ν on X ˆβ Y is D´invariant.

Example 2.2 (Suspension). Let G and Γ be as in Notation 1. Let R : G ˆ G{Γ Ñ Γ

be a return cocycle. That is, after fixing a fundamental domain Y for Γ in G and identi-

fying Y with G{Γ the cocycle R is defined by Rpg, yq “ γ if and only if gyγ´1 P Y .

Since G{Γ is an ergodic G-space, if pX,µq is a Γ´ergodic space, then we can define a

suspension G{Γ ˆR X with a G action. More precisely, the action is given by g.py, xq “
pgyRpg, yq´1,Rpg, yq.xq. We call the Γ´action on pX,µq induced-irreducible if the

G´action on the suspension is irreducible (i.e. each simple factor of G acts ergodically).

For DiffpTq´valued cocycles the following theorem states that we can make the cocycle

cohomologous to a IsompS1q´valued cocycle.

Theorem 2.3 (D.Witte Morris–Zimmer, [38]). Let Γ be as in Notation 1. Assume that

pX,µq is an induced irreducible Γ´space and µ is Γ´invariant. Let β : Γ ˆ X Ñ
Diff1pTq be a measurable cocycle and X ˆβ T the skew extension. Then µ b λ is a

Γ´invariant measure on X ˆ T where λ is the Lebesgue measure on T. Hence, β is

measurably cohomologous to IsompTq (as a cocycle into HomeopTq).

Indeed, when the target group is DiffrpTq with r ě 3{2 then one can deduce the above

theorem from [31] only using the fact that Γ has Kazhdan’s property (T).
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Note that when pX,µq is a torus with µ the Haar measure and the Γ´action is given by

toral automorphisms, then the Γ´action is induced irreducible by [25, Theorem 5.6]. This

is the action we apply Theorem 2.3 to later (Lemma 3.1).

2.2. Compact nilmanifolds. Let N be a (connected) Lie group with Lie algebra n. Let

npj`1q “ rn, npjqs, np1q “ n and Npjq the associated subgroup. We say that N (and n)

is ℓ´step nilpotent if npℓq ‰ 0 and npℓ`1q “ 0. Note that Npjq is normal so we obtain

projection maps πpjq : N Ñ N{Npjq. We say that a subgroup Λ ď N is a lattice if ΛzN
has finite volume (or equivalently, in the case of nilpotent groups [5], ΛzN is compact).

Given a nilpotent lie group N and a lattice Λ we will denote the associated compact

nilmanifold by XΛ “ ΛzN .

Example 2.4. Let d be an even integer and ω the standard symplectic structure on R
d. Let

N “ R
d ˆ R and define a group operation:

px, tq ¨ py, sq “

ˆ

x ` y, t ` s`
ωpx,yq

2

˙

. (2.1)

The group N is a 2´step nilpotent Lie group which we call the pd ` 1q´dimensional

Heisenberg group. We obtain a lattice in N as Λ “ Z
d ˆ pZ{2q. Given any lattice Λ ď N

we say thatXΛ “ ΛzN is a Heisenberg nilmanifold. It is immediate that rN,N s “ 0ˆR,

so dimrN,N s “ 1. That is, N is 2´step nilpotent with 1´dimensional derived subgroup.

More generally, every 2´step nilpotent Lie group with 1´dimensional derived subgroup

is a product of a Heisenberg group and a Euclidean space.

When N is 2´step nilpotent we will denote the map πp2q : N Ñ N{rN,N s by

π : N Ñ N{rN,N s. (2.2)

The map π then descends to a map π : XΛ Ñ XΛ{rN,N s – T
d [5].

We denote by AutpNq the automorphisms of N . If Λ ď N is a lattice then we write

AutpXΛq “ tA P AutpNq : AΛ “ Λu. (2.3)

That is, AutpXΛq are precisely the automorphisms that descends to maps XΛ Ñ XΛ.

Note that any A P AutpXΛq preserve rN,N s, so there is a map

q : AutpXΛq Ñ AutpXΛ{rN,N sq – AutpTdq – GLpd,Zq (2.4)

such that qpAqπ “ πA.

2.3. Fibered partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms. Let X be a smooth, closed mani-

fold and f : X Ñ X a diffeomorphism. We say that f is (absolutely) partially hyperbolic

if there is a splitting TX “ Es ‘ Ec ‘ Eu and constants C ě 1, λ, λ̂, µ, µ̂ P p0, 1q such

that λ ă λ̂, µ ă µ̂ and

‖Dxf
npvsq‖ ď Cλn ‖vs‖ , vs P Es (2.5)

1

C
λ̂n ‖vc‖ ď ‖Dxf

npvcq‖ ď Cµ̂´nλn ‖vs‖ , vs P Es, (2.6)

1

C
µ´n ‖vu‖ ď ‖Dxf

npvuq‖ vu P Eu. (2.7)

That is, f is partially hyperbolic if Es is contracted,Eu is expanded, and the behaviour of

Ec is dominated by the behaviour of f along Es and Eu. It is well-known that Es and Eu

integrate uniquely to continuous foliations with smooth leaves, denotedW s and Wu.
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Example 2.5. If L P GLpd,Zq – AutpTdq (or more generally if L P AutpXΛq for

some compact nilmanifold) then the induced map L : Td Ñ T
d (or L : XΛ Ñ XΛ) is

partially hyperbolic if L (orDL : n Ñ n) has eigenvalues with modulus distinct from 1. In

this case, we can take Es as all eigendirections of eigenvalues with modulues ă 1, Eu all

eigendirections of eigenvalues with modulus ą 1 andEc all eigendirections of eigenvalues

with modulus “ 1.

Let X̃ Ñ X be the universal cover of X . The foliations W s and Wu lift to foliations

W̃ s and W̃u in X̃ . We will denote by dσ , σ “ s, u, the distance between points x, y P
W σpzq along the leaf W σpzq.

Definition 2.6. Let f : X Ñ X be partially hyperbolic. We say that f is QI-partially

hyperbolic if there is a constant Q such that for all x, y P W̃ σpzq, σ “ s, u, we have

dpx, yq ď dσpx, yq ď Q dpx, yq. (2.8)

That is, the distance function dσ along W̃ σ is comparable to the distance function d in X̃ .

Definition 2.7. Let f : X Ñ X be partially hyperbolic. We say that f is fibered partially

hyperbolic if there is a fiber bundle p : X Ñ B and an Anosov homeomorphism f̂ :

B Ñ B such that p ˝ f “ f̂ ˝ p and the fibers of p are smooth manifolds whose associated

distribution is the center distribution Ec (see [2]).

Example 2.8. Let XΛ be a Heisenberg nilmanifold of dimension d`1. AnyA P Sppd,Zq
defines an element L P AutpXΛq by L : px, tq ÞÑ pAx, tq. If A is a hyperbolic matrix

then the projection π : XΛ Ñ T
d makes L a fibered partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism.

More generally, it is shown in [34] that any QI-partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism onXΛ

with 1´dimensional center is fibered. In fact, in [16] (see also [17]) it is shown that in

dimension 3 every partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism on XΛ is fibered.

Example 2.9. Let f : X Ñ X be Anosov and g : M Ñ M an isometry. The product

map f ˆ g : X ˆM Ñ X ˆM is then fibered with the trivial fiber bundleX ˆM Ñ X .

A special case of this construction, of importance in this paper, is the case when f “ A P
GLpd,Zq is a hyperbolic toral automorphism and M “ T is a circle.

2.4. Linear abelian higher rank action on tori. Let Γ be a discrete group, ρ : Γ Ñ
GLpd,Zq a homomorphism, and Z

k – Σ Ă Γ be a subgroup. We say that χ : Σ Ñ R is a

Lyapunov exponent (or Lyapunov functional) of ρ|Σ if there is a vector v ‰ 0 such that

lim
nÑ8

1

n
log ‖ρpnaqv‖ “ χpaq, a P Σ. (2.9)

Given a Lyapunov exponent χ we define the associated coarse Lyapunov exponent rχs
of ρ|Σ to be the equivalence class of all exponents χ1 of ρ|Σ such that χ1 “ cχ for some

constant c ą 0.

Definition 2.10. For a homomorphism ρ : Γ Ñ GLpd,Zq and an abelian subgroup Σ ď Γ

we define ∆Σ as the collection of all coarse exponents of ρ|Σ.

Given a Lyapunov exponent χ of ρ|Σ we define

E
χ
Σ
:“

"

v ‰ 0 : lim
nÑ8

1

n
log ‖ρpnaqv‖ “ χpaq, for all a P Σ

*

Y t0u, (2.10)
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it is immediate that E
χ
Σ

is a subspace. We also define the coarse subspace associated to

rχs as

E
rχs
Σ

“
à

χ1Prχs

E
χ1

Σ
. (2.11)

Since the image of ρ|Σ can be conjugated into simultaneous Jordan form, it is immediate

that we have

R
d “

à

rχsP∆Σ

E
rχs
Σ
. (2.12)

That is, we have a decomposition of Rd into coarse subspaces.

Definition 2.11. We say that two coarse exponents rχs and rηs are dependent if for any

two representatives χ1, η1 there is a constant c ą 0 such that η1 “ ´cχ1. If rχs and rηs are

not dependent then we say that they are independent.

We will give a definition of higher rank abelian actions formulated in a useful way

for our applications. However, the definition is equivalent to the standard definition (see

[34, Lemma 2.2]).

Definition 2.12. We say that ρ|Σ is higher rank if for any rχs P ∆Σ the space

V “
à

rλs‰˘rχs

E
rλs
Σ

(2.13)

defines a minimal translation action on T
d.

2.5. Reduction to effective actions of lattices in algebraic groups. Let Γ be as in The-

orems 1.2 and 1.4, XΛ as in either Theorem 1.2 or Theorem 1.4, and α : Γ ˆ XΛ Ñ XΛ

an action satisfying either piq, piiq from Theorem 1.2 or piq, piiq, piiiq from Theorem 1.4.

Let γ0 P Γ be the element such that f “ αpγ0q is partially hyperbolic. In particular, for

any n ą 0 we have αpγn0 q ‰ id so α has infinite image. It follows that kerα Ă Γ is a

normal subgroup that does not have finite index in Γ. Note that Γ{ kerα is still a higher

rank lattice, hence, we have proved the following lemma.

Lemma 2.13. We may assume without loss of generality that the action α is effective.

In [34] a fiber bundle structure Φ : XΛ Ñ T
d that conjugates f to a hyperbolic auto-

morphism is produced. More precisely, the following holds [34, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 2.14. The following properties hold for f :

(i) f is dynamically coherent with global product structure,

(ii) all foliations W σ , σ “ s, c, u, cs, cu, are uniquely integrable,

(iii) the center foliation W c have compact oriented circle leaves,

(iv) there is a Hölder Φ : XΛ Ñ T
d such that Φ´1pΦpxqq “ W cpxq, Φ is homotopic

to the projection π and Φpfxq “ LsuΦpxq where Lsu P GLpd,Zq is hyperbolic,

moreover, if N is not abelian then

(v) f is accessible.

We write α˚ : Γ Ñ Autpπ1XΛq “ AutpXΛq for the induced map on fundamental

group. Recall that we have a projection map π : XΛ Ñ T
d defined by x ÞÑ xrN,N s when

N is non-abelian and projection onto the first d coordinates when N is abelian. Define a

representation ρ of Γ by

ρ : Γ Ñ GLpd,Zq, π˚α˚pγq “: ρpγqπ˚. (2.14)
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Since ρpγ0q “ Lsu is hyperbolic the map ρ has infinite image. Combining Theorem 2.14

with [4, Theorem 3.2] we obtain a semiconjugacy between α and ρ.

Theorem 2.15. After possibly dropping to a finite index subgroup Γ1, the map Φ from

Theorem 2.14 is Γ1´equivariant. That is, for any γ P Γ1

Φpαpγqxq “ ρpγqΦpxq (2.15)

where ρ : Γ1 Ñ GLpd,Zq. In particular, for any γ P Γ1 we have αpγqW cpxq “
W cpαpγqxq.

Proof. The proof of the theorem follows precisely as the proof of Theorem 1.3 in [4, Sec-

tion 7]. Indeed, the image of the map ρ : Γ Ñ GLpd,Rq contain a hyperbolic matrix (the

image of γ0) so the proof in [4, Section 7], checking that the assumptions in [4, Theorem

3.2] holds, applies. �

We will assume in the remainder that we have dropped to a finite index subgroup such

that Φpαpγqxq “ ρpγqΦpxq.

Lemma 2.16. We may assume, without loss of generality, that ρ : Γ Ñ GLpd,Zq is

injective.

Proof. Let γ P ker ρ. By Theorem 2.15 we have Φpαpγqxq “ Φpxq so αpγqW cpxq “
W cpxq for every x P XΛ. It follows that kerρ act on W cpxq. Since ker ρ is normal in

Γ it is either finite or a semisimple lattice. Either way, since W cpxq is a circle, the image

αpker ρq Ă DiffpW cpxq is finite [7]. Note that the cardinality |αpker ρq Ă DiffpW cpxq| is

locally constant in x, so therefore constant. It follows that there is a finite index subgroup

H ď ker ρ that acts trivially on everyW cpxq. Since h P H also satisfy Φpαphqxq “ Φpxq
it follows that H Ă kerα. But the action α is effective, so H “ e. Since the group e has

finite index in ker ρ it follows that ker ρ is finite. Every element ρpγq fix 0 so we obtain a

map ψ : Γ Ñ DiffpΦ´1p0qq by restricting α. Since Γ has finite image in DiffpΦ´1p0qq [7]

it follows that Γ1 “ kerψ is a finite index subgroup of Γ. It is clear that Γ1 X ker ρ “ e so,

after possibly dropping to the finite index subgroup Γ1, the lemma follows. �

We will reduce the groupsG that we consider to be the real points of a simply connected

semisimple algebraic group,G “ GpRq˝. We will also show that any action as in Theorem

1.2 or as in Theorem 1.4 contain a subaction Z
k – Σ Ă Γ that is higher rank (in the setting

of Theorem 1.4 the action is higher rank on the base of the fibration T
d`1 Ñ T

d, or

equivalently we find a Z
k – Σ Ă Γ such that the action α|Σ has precisely one rank´1

factor). The conclusion of the following lemma is Hypothesis 8.1 in [4].

Lemma 2.17. We may assume, in addition to the assumptions in Theorem 1.4 or 1.2,

without loss of generality that there is a simply connected semisimple algebraic group G

defined over R such that all its R´simple factors have R´rank at least 2, G “ GpRq˝,

and Γ ď G is a lattice.

Proof. This is outlined in [4, Section 8.1]. The argument in Section 8.1 of [4] works in our

setting as well, the only aspect that has to be changed is that we can not use that our action

α : Γ Ñ Diff8pXΛq is conjugated to an action by automorphisms. However, we can use

that the map ρ : Γ Ñ GLpd,Zq is injective (from Lemma 2.16) which implies that we can

lift the action α as in [4]. �

Lemma 2.18. If S ď Γ is a Zariski dense semigroup such that every γ P S satisfy that

ρpγq P GLpd,Zq is hyperbolic, then there is γ P S and a finite index subgroup Σ Ă ZΓpγq
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such that ρ|Σ : Σ Ñ GLpd,Zq is higher rank. In particular, there is a subgroup Z
k –

Σ ď Γ such that ρ|Σ is higher rank.

Proof. By using Lemma 2.17 (corresponding to Hypothesis 8.1 in [4]) the first paragraph

of the proof of [4, Proposition 8.3] implies that we may assume that [4, Hypothesis 8.14]

holds (with ρ in [4, Hypothesis 8.14] corresponding to our map ρ : Γ Ñ GLpd,Zq). The

first part now follows from [4, Proposition 8.15]. The last part of the lemma follows since

there always exists a Zariski dense semigroup containing only hyperbolic automorphisms

(we can use the construction in [4, Section 8.2], see also Section 5). �

3. TOPOLOGICAL RIGIDITY

Let Γ, XΛ, and α be as in Section 2.5. We will assume in the remainder of this sec-

tion that we have dropped to a finite index subgroup such that Theorem 2.15 applies, so

Φpαpγqxq “ ρpγqΦpxq. Let γ0 P Γ be the element such that f “ αpγ0q is partially hy-

perbolic. In this section we start the proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.2 by proving that α

is topologically conjugated to an affine action. In Section 3.1 we prove that α commute

with an action ηc : T ˆ XΛ Ñ XΛ which acts transitively and freely on each fiber of Φ

(or equivalently on each center leaf of f ). This implies, in particular, that α preserves a

metric along the center. After we start the construction of a topological conjugacy to an

affine action. In Section 3.2 we produce a topological conjugacy for an abelian subgroup

Z
k – Σ ď Γ such that ρ|Σ is of higher rank. Once we have a conjugacy for Σ we extend

it (in Section 3.3) to a conjugacy for all of Γ.

3.1. Existence of center translation. Recall that the map f : XΛ Ñ XΛ can be consid-

ered as a cocycle over ρpγ0q “: Lsu : Td Ñ T
d using the map Φ : XΛ Ñ T

d (in the

sense of [1, Section 2.1]). Since Lsu is hyperbolic we can apply the invariance principle

by Avila-Viana [1, Theorem D].

Lemma 3.1. There is a Γ´invariant measure µ such thatΦ˚µ “ volTd , µ has conditionals

µc
x equivalent to Lebesgue, and the conditional measures µc

x vary continuously in x.

Proof. By (measurably) trivializing the fiber bundle Φ : XΛ Ñ T
d we can write α as a

Diff1pTq´valued cocycle β over ρ. Note that the action ρ is given by toral automorphisms.

By Theorem 2.3 and the discussion below, the cocycle is cohomologous by h : T
d Ñ

DiffpTq to a cocycle taking values in IsopTq. Let µc
y “ hpyq´1

˚ volT, y P T
d, then

µ “

ż

Td

µc
y d volTdpyq (3.1)

is α´invariant and has conditionals equivalent to Lebesgue. Let f “ αpγ0q be the par-

tially hyperbolic element. The measure µ is f´invariant, has zero center Lyapunov ex-

ponent (since the conditionals along the center are Lebesgue), and projects to volTd . It

follows by the invariance principle [1, Theorem D] that the disintegration µc
x along Φ are

su´holonomy invariant, and, in particular, vary continuously in x. �

Lemma 3.2. There is a continuous T´action ηc : T ˆ XΛ Ñ XΛ that commutes with α

and act transitively and freely on each center leaf W cpxq.

Proof. Let µc
y , y P T

d, be as in the previous lemma. There is a unique orientation pre-

serving, µc
y´preserving homeomorphism hs : W

cpxq Ñ W cpxq, Φpxq “ y, such that the

rotation number of hs is s. We define ηcpsqx “ hspxq. It is immediate that ηc defines a

T´action, that it is continuous follows since the disintegration µc
y vary continuously. �
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Lemma 3.3. There is a metric dc on W c that is ηc and α´inariant.

Proof. The conditionals of µ, µc
x, are equivalent to Lebesgue and therefore defines a metric

ωc on the bundle Ec.Let dc be the metric along W c defined by ωc. That ηc and α both

preserve dc follows since both actions preserve µ. �

3.2. Topological rigidity for a Cartan subaction. In the remainder of this section, let

ηc : T ˆXΛ Ñ XΛ be the action from Lemma 3.2. We will denote by dc the metric from

Lemma 3.3, note that this metric is induced by a Riemannian metric so is comparable to

the standard metric for small distances. Moreover, dc is α´invariant by Lemma 3.3. Let

Z
k – Σ Ă Γ be an abelian subgroup such that Impρ|Σq Ă GLpd,Zq is higher rank and

contains a hyperbolic matrix. Such a subgroup always exists by Lemma 2.18.

We will denote by ∆Σ the coarse exponents of ρ|Σ. Given rχs P ∆Σ let E
rχs
Σ

Ă R
d be

the corresponding coarse subspace.

The following lemma is immediate since Φ : XΛ Ñ T
d is bi-Hölder alongW s andWu

[34, Lemma 3.3] (whereW s andWu are the stable and unstable foliations for the partially

hyperbolic element f ).

Lemma 3.4. There is ε0 ą 0, β P p0, 1q, and C ě 1 such that for any x P XΛ and

y P Bε0pxq there is p P W cpyq satisfying dpx, pq ď C dpΦpxq,Φpyqqβ .

Lemma 3.5. For any rχs P ∆Σ, every v P E
rχs
Σ

, and every x P XΛ there is a unique

ηrχspvqx P XΛ such that Φpηrχspvqxq “ Φpxq ` v and

lim
nÑ8

dpαpaqnx, αpaqnηrχspvqxq “ 0, (3.2)

for any a P Σ such that rχspaq ă 0. Moreover, the point ηrχspvqx depends continuously

on v P E
rχs
Σ

, where the continuity is uniform in x.

Proof. Fix a P Σ such that rχspaq ă 0 and let g “ αpaq. Fix x P XΛ and v P E
rχs
Σ

. After

possibly exchanging x by gnx and v by ρpaqnv we may assume that ‖v‖ ă ε0. We fix

λ P p0, 1q such that

∥

∥

∥

ρpaq|
E

rχs
Σ

∥

∥

∥

ď λ.

Let Φ´1pΦpxq ` vq “ W cpyq. Since we assume that ‖v‖ ă ε0 we find p0 P W cpyq
such that dpx, p0q ă ε0. Write xn “ gnx and let pnpvq “ pn P W cpgnp0q be chosen such

that dpxn, pnq ď C dpΦpxq,Φpp0qqβτn with τ “ λβ P p0, 1q. Such a choice is possible

by Lemma 3.4 since

dpΦpxnq,Φpgnp0qq “ dpρpaqnΦpxq, ρpaqnΦpxq ` ρpaqnvq ď λn ¨ ‖v‖ . (3.3)

It is immediate

dcpgpn´1, pnq ďdpgpn´1, gxn´1q ` dppn, xnq ď

‖Df‖ ¨ dppn´1, xn´1q ` dppn, xnq ď

C

„

‖Df‖

τ
` 1



dpΦpxq,Φpp0qqβτn “:

K dpΦpxq,Φpp0qqβτn.



12 H. LEE AND S. SANDFELDT

Given m ď n we obtain by induction

dcpgmpn´m, pnq ď dcpg
mpn´m, gpn´1q ` dcppn, gpn´1q ď (3.4)

dcpg
m´1pn´m, pn´1q `K dpΦpxq,Φpp0qqβτn ď ... ď (3.5)

K dpΦpxq,Φpp0qqβ
n

ÿ

j“n´m`1

τ j “ K 1 dpΦpxq,Φpp0qqβτn´m, (3.6)

where we used that g is isometric with respect to dc. If qn “ g´npn P W cpyq then

dcpqn, qn`mq “ dcpg´npn, g
´n´mpn`mq “ dcpgmpn, pn`mq ď

K 1 dpΦpxq,Φpp0qqβτn

so the sequence qn is Cauchy. If we denote the limit q8 “ limnÑ8 qn then

dpgnq8, g
nxq ďdpgnq8, g

nqnq ` dpgnqn, g
nxq ď

dcpgnq8, g
nqnq ` dppn, g

nxq ď

K 1 dpΦpxq,Φpp0qqβτn ` C dpΦpxq,Φpp0qqβτn “

K2 dpΦpxq,Φpp0qqβτn

so dpgnq8, g
nxq Ñ 0. Finally, we will prove that ηrχspvqx is independent of which a,

rχspaq ă 0, was chosen by proving that v ÞÑ ηrχspvqx is continuous in v. Indeed, for any

other a1 P Σ we have αpa1qηrχspvqx “ ηrχspρpa1qvqαpa1qx since αpa1q commute with g

and Φpαpa1qηrχspvqxq “ ρpa1qΦpxq ` ρpa1qv “ Φpαpa1qxq ` ρpa1qv. Since ρpa1qnv Ñ 0

it follows that dpαpa1qnηrχspvqx, αpa1qnxq Ñ 0, provided that ηrχspvqx is continuous in

v, which shows that the construction of ηrχspvqx is independent of which a P Σ was used

to construct it.

From Equation 3.4 we have

dcpp0pvq, pnpvqq ď K 1 dpΦpxq,Φpp0pvqqqβ (3.7)

or after letting n Ñ 8

dcpp0pvq, ηrχspvqxq ď K 1 dpΦpxq,Φpp0pvqqqβ “ K 1 ‖v‖
β
. (3.8)

On the other hand, we chose p0pvq such that dpx, p0pvqq ď C dpΦpxq,Φpxq ` vqβ “

C ‖v‖
β

so by the triangle inequality we have dpx, ηrχspvqxq ď c ‖v‖
β

for some constant

c ą 0. The triangle inequality immediately implies that ηrχspv ` v1qx “ ηrχspvqηrχspv
1qx

so for v, v1 P E
rχs
Σ

dpηrχspvqx, ηrχspv
1qxq “ dpηrχspv ´ v1qηrχspv

1qx, ηrχspv
1qxq ď c

∥

∥v ´ v1
∥

∥

β
(3.9)

proving that v ÞÑ ηrχspvqx is continuous in v (uniformly in x). �

Lemma 3.6. The function ηrχs : E
rχs
Σ

ˆXΛ Ñ XΛ, ηrχspvqx, is a continuousE
rχs
Σ

´action

covering the translation action along E
rχs
Σ

on T
d.

Proof. We already proved that ηrχs defines an E
rχs
Σ

´action in the proof of Lemma 3.5.

That ηrχs covers the translation action on T
d is immediate from the definition. Since

ηrχspvqx is (uniformly in x) continuous in v, by Lemma 3.5, it remains to prove that

ηrχspvqx is continuous in x.

As in the proof of Lemma 3.5, we fix a P Σ such that rχspaq ă 0 and let g “ αpaq.

Assume that ηrχspvq is not continuous at x P XΛ. We find a sequence xn Ñ x such that
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dpηrχspvqxn, ηrχspvqxq ě c ą 0. From the definition of ηrχspvq we have

dpΦpηrχspvqxnq,Φpηrχspvqxqq ď dpΦpxnq,Φpxqq Ñ 0, (3.10)

so by Lemma 3.4 we find yn P W cpηrχspvqxq such that limnÑ8 dpηrχspvqxn, ynq “ 0.

For n sufficiently large we obtain

dpyn, ηrχspvqxq ě c´ dpηrχspvqxn, ynq ě c{2 ą 0. (3.11)

As in the proof of Lemma 3.5 we have

dpgmx, gmηrχspvqxq, dpgmxn, g
mηrχspvqxnq ď K 1 ‖v‖

β
τm, τ P p0, 1q.

For m ě 0 we have

dpgmηrχspvqxn, g
mηrχspvqxq ď

dpgmηrχspvqx, gmxq ` dpgmx, gmxnq ` dpgmηrχspvqxn, g
mxnq ď

2K 1 ‖v‖
β
τm ` dpgmx, gmxnq

and

dpgmηrχspvqxn, g
mηrχspvqxq ědcpgmyn, g

mηrχspvqxq ´ dpgmyn, g
mηrχspvqxnq ě

c

2
´ dpgmyn, g

mηrχspvqxnq

so combined
c

2
ď 2K 1 ‖v‖

β
τm ` dpgmx, gmxnq ` dpgmyn, g

mηrχspvqxnq. (3.12)

With m large and fixed such that 2K 1 ‖v‖
β
τm ă c{4, Equation 3.12 gives a contradiction

as n Ñ 8 since dpx, xnq, dpyn, ηrχspvqxnq Ñ 0 and gm is continuous. �

Lemma 3.7. The following properties hold for each rχs P ∆Σ

(i) for a P Σ we have αpaqηrχspvq “ ηrχspρpaqvqαpaq,

(ii) the action ηrχs commute with the center action ηc,

(iii) the action ηrχs preserve the Γ´invariant measure µ.

In particular, the maps ηrχspvq preserve the W c´foliation.

Proof. Property piiiq follows from piiq. Properties piq and piiq are immediate from the

definition since ηc commute with α and since Φpαpaqxq “ ρpaqΦpxq. �

Lemma 3.8. Given v1 P E
rχs
Σ

and v2 P E
rλs
Σ

with rλs ‰ ˘rχs we have ηrχspv1qηrλspv2q “
ηrλspv2qηrχspv1q.

Proof. Choose some a P Σ such that ρpaq contracts E
rχs
Σ

and E
rλs
Σ

simultaneously. Let

g “ αpaq. It holds that

dpgnηrχsp˘v1qx, gnxq, dpgnηrλsp˘v2qx, gnxq Ñ 0, (3.13)

for all x P XΛ. For any x P XΛ we have y “ ηrλsp´v2qηχp´v1qηλpv2qηrχspv1qx P

W cpxq since the projection onto T
d is Φpxq ` v1 ` v2 ´ v1 ´ v2 “ Φpxq. Using that g is
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isometric along W c

dpx, yq “dpgnx, gnyq ď

dpgnηrλsp´v2qηrχsp´v1qηrλspv2qηrχspv1qx, gnηrχsp´v1qηrλspv2qηrχspv1qxq`

dpgnηrχsp´v1qηrλspv2qηrχspv1qx, gnηrλspv2qηrχspv1qxq`

dpgnηrλspv2qηrχspv1qx, gnηrχspv1qxq`

dpgnηrχspv1qx, gnxq

and letting n Ñ 8 we obtain dpx, yq “ 0. �

Lemma 3.9. Given v P E
rχs
Σ

and w P E
´rχs
Σ

there is spv, wq P T such that

η´rχsp´wqηrχsp´vqη´rχspwqηrχspvq “ ηcpspv, wqq. (3.14)

Proof. We can write

η´rχsp´wqηrχsp´vqη´rχspwqηrχspvqx “ ηcpsΦpxqpv, wqqx (3.15)

since η´rχsp´wqηrχsp´vqη´rχspwqηrχspvq fix center leaves and commute with ηc. The

map T
d Q y ÞÑ sypv, wq P T is continuous and, as in [34, Lemma 6.9], sypv, wq is

E
rλs
Σ

´translation invariant for every rλs ‰ ˘rχs. By Definition 2.12 (or [34, Lemma 2.2])

the space

V “
à

rλs‰˘rχs

E
rλs
Σ

(3.16)

has a minimal translation action on T
d, so sypv, wq is independent of y. �

The proof of the following Theorem is essentially contained in [34, Section 7].

Theorem 3.10. There is a homeomorphism H : XΛ Ñ XΛ such that H ˝ α|Σ ˝ H´1 “
α0|Σ is an affine action. Moreover, H satisfy Hpηcpsqxq “ HpxqesZ where Z is a gener-

ator of Ec
0.

Proof. For each rχs P ∆Σ there is a unique lift of ηrχs to an action η̃rχs : E
rχs
Σ

ˆN Ñ N .

We also have a unique lift of ηc to an action η̃c : R ˆ N Ñ N . Finally, we also lift Φ :

XΛ Ñ T
d to a fibration Φ̃ : N Ñ R

d. Denote by Ñ Ă HomeopNq the group generated

by pη̃rχsqrχsP∆Σ
and η̃c. Note that Φ̃pη̃rχspvqxq “ Φ̃pxq ` v so, since the translation action

on R
d is transitive (as a group action), it holds that for every x, y P N there is some

n P Ñ such that npxq P W̃ cpyq (where W̃ c is the lifted center foliation). Moreover, ηc
acts transitively on eachW c´leaf so η̃c act transitively on each leaf of W̃ c. Combined this

implies that Ñ act transitively on N .

Fix an order of the coarse exponents ∆Σ “ trχ1s, ..., rχrsu. Denote by Prχs : Rd Ñ

E
rχs
Σ

the projection map. By Lemma 3.9 and property piiq in Lemma 3.7 it is clear that the

map

P : Rd ˆ R Ñ Ñ , P pv, sq :“ ηrχ1spPrχ1svq...ηrχr spPrχr svqηcpsq (3.17)

is surjective. Suppose that there is x P N such that P pv, sqx “ x for some v P R
d and

s P R. That is, η̃rχ1spPrχ1svq...η̃rχr spPrχr svqη̃cpsqx “ x, so after applying Φ̃ on both sides

and using that ηrχj s cover a translation action for each j we obtain

Φ̃pxq ` Prχ1sv ` ...` Prχr sv “ Φ̃pxq ` v “ Φ̃pxq (3.18)

which implies that v “ 0. Therefore, if P pv, sqx “ x then v “ 0 so η̃cpsqx “ x. Since

ηc acts freely the action η̃c is free which implies that s “ 0. That is, if P pv, sq has a fixed
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point then v “ 0, s “ 0, and P pv, sq “ id so Ñ act freely on N . A similar argument also

shows that P : Rd ˆ R Ñ Ñ is injective, so its a bijection. Moreover, if P pv, sq is close

to P pv1, s1q then Φ̃pxq ` v “ Φ̃pP pv, sqxq « Φ̃pP pv1, s1qxq “ Φ̃pxq ` v1 so v is close to

v1. Note that we can write P pv1, 0q´1P pv, 0q “ P pv ´ v1, tpv, v1qq for some tpv, v1q (that

depends continuously on v and v1). Now, we can write

nv,v1 “P pv1, s1q´1P pv, sq “ P pv1, 0q´1P p0,´s1qP pv, 0qP p0, sq “

P pv ´ v1, 0qP p0, s´ s1 ` tpv, v1qq

but since nv,v1 and P pv´ v1, 0q are both close to identity this implies that s´ s1 ` tpv, v1q
is close to 0. Since tpv, vq “ 0 and tpv, v1q vary continuously in v and v1 this implies

that tpv, v1q is close to 0. So, s ´ s1 is close to zero or equivalently, s is close to s1. That

is, if P pv, sq is close to P pv1, s1q then pv, sq is close to pv1, s1q. This implies, since P is

bijective, that P is a homeomorphism. The topological group Ñ is homeomorphic to the

Euclidean space R
d ˆ R and is 2´step nilpotent as an abstract group, so Ñ is a 2´step

nilpotent Lie group [13, 29].

That is, Ñ is a 2´step nilpotent Lie group that acts transitively and freely on N . We

fix x0 P N . By invariance of domain the map Q : Ñ Ñ N , Qpnq :“ npx0q, is a home-

omorphism. Property piq from Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.2 imply that αpaqÑ “ Ñαpaq
so n ÞÑ αpaqnαpaq´1 is a (continuous) automorphism, we denote this automorphism by

α̃0paq : Ñ Ñ Ñ . We have

αpaqQpnq “αpaqnpx0q “ pα̃0paqnqpαpaqx0q “ pα̃0paqnq ˝ napx0q “

Qpα̃0paqpnq ¨ naq “: Qpα0paqpnqq

where na P Ñ is chosen such that napx0q “ αpaqx0 (this defines na uniquely since Ñ act

transitively and freely). It follows that Q conjugates α̃|Σ to an affine action on Ñ . Proving

that Q defines a homeomorphismH : XΛ Ñ XΛ follows as in [34, Theorem 7.1].

The final part of the theorem is immediate from our construction of Q. Indeed, we have

ηcpsqQpnq “ ηcpsqnpx0q “ pnηcpsqqx0 “ Qpnηcpsqq, so Q´1 conjugates ηcpsq to some

translation action. That ηcpsq coincides with Ec
0 is immediate since α commute with ηc

(Lemma 3.7 property piiq). �

3.3. Extending the conjugacy to the full lattice. Next, we will extend the conjugacy

H : XΛ Ñ XΛ from Σ to a conjugacy for all of Γ. Let α0pγq :“ HαpγqH´1, then α0 is

a Γ action such that α0|Σ is an action by affine maps. We denote by ρ̂ : Γ Ñ AutpXΛq
the induced map on fundamental group. It is immediate that π˚ρ̂pγq “ ρpγqπ˚. Let α̃0 :

ΓˆN Ñ N be a lift ofα0 toN . Define a mapC : ΓˆN Ñ n by α̃0pγqx “ ρ̂pγqx¨eCpγ,xq.

From the construction of H , and the fact that ηrχs cover the corresponding translation

action on T
d (Lemma 3.6), it is clear that π ˝H “ Φ. It follows that π : N Ñ N{rN,N s

satisfies πα̃0pγqx “ ρpγqπpxq so the map C : Γ ˆ N Ñ n takes values in kerDπ “ Ec
0.

We have

ρ̂pγγ1qx ¨ eCpγγ1,xq “α̃pγγ1qx “ α̃pγqα̃pγ1qx “ ρ̂pγqpα̃pγ1qxq ¨ eCpγ,α̃0pγ1qxq “

ρ̂pγqρ̂pγ1qx ¨ eρ̂pγqCpγ1,xq`Cpγ,α̃0pγ1qxq “

ρ̂pγγ1qx ¨ eCpγ1,xq`Cpγ,α̃0pγ1qxq

where we have used that ρ̂pγq acts trivially on Ec
0. It follows that

Cpγγ1, xq “ Cpγ, α̃0pγ1qxq ` Cpγ1, xq
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so C is aEc
0´valued cocycle over the action α̃0. Moreover, for λ P Λ we have α̃0pγqλx “

ρ̂pγqλ ¨ α̃0pγqx so

ρ̂pγqpλxq ¨ eCpγ,λxq “ ρ̂pγqλ ¨ ρ̂pγqx ¨ eCpγ,xq (3.19)

or Cpγ, λxq “ Cpγ, xq. It follows that C descend to a map C : Γ ˆXΛ Ñ Ec
0. That is, C

is a Ec
0´valued cocycle over α0.

Lemma 3.11. The cocycle C factor through a cocycle Z : Γ ˆ T
d Ñ Ec

0.

Proof. Since Hpηcpsqxq “ HpxqesZ we obtain

α0pγqpxesZq “ ρ̂pγqx ¨ esZ ¨ eCpγ,xesZq “ α0pγqx ¨ esZ “ ρ̂pγqx ¨ eCpγ,xq ¨ esZ

or Cpγ, xesZq “ Cpγ, xq. So C descends to a map Z : Γ ˆ T
d Ñ Ec

0. �

Theorem 3.12. The action α0 is affine, so α is topologically conjugated to an action by

affine maps.

Proof. The maps Zpγ, xq from Lemma 3.11 is a Ec
0´valued cocycle over the action ρ. By

Theorem 2.1 the cocycle Z is measurably trivial. That is, there is a measurable function

ϕ : Td Ñ Ec
0 such that Zpγ, xq “ ϕpρpγqxq ´ ϕpxq volume almost everywhere. Fix

a P Σ such that ρpaq “ L : Td Ñ T
d is ergodic. Since H conjugates αpaq to an affine

map Zpa, xq is constant. We claim that this constant is 0. To see this, let

ψ : Γ Ñ Ec
0, ψpγq :“

ż

Td

Zpγ, xqdx. (3.20)

The fact that Z is a cocycle implies that ψ is a homomorphism, but Ec
0 is a vector space

so ψ “ 0. It follows that Zpa, xq is constant and integrates to 0, so Zpa, xq “ 0. That is,

ϕpLxq ´ ϕpxq “ 0 volume almost everywhere. Since ϕ is L´invariant and L is ergodic

we conclude that ϕ is constant so Zpγ, xq “ 0 is constant equal to 0. This finish the proof

of the theorem since Z “ 0 implies that C “ 0 so α0 coincide with ρ̂. �

4. SMOOTH RIGIDITY: NON-ACCESSIBLE ACTIONS

We now start the proof of Theorem 1.4. For the remainder of this section let XΛ “
T
d ˆ T. By Theorem 3.12 the action α is topologically conjugated to an affine action α0 :

Γ ˆ XΛ Ñ XΛ. For any affine partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism on a torus the stable

and unstable distributions are jointly integrable. It follows that there is a (topological)

foliation V tangent to V “ Es ‘ Eu (where we recall that Eσ is the invariant distribution

for the partially hyperbolic element αpγ0q “ f ). The following lemma is well-known.

Lemma 4.1. The foliation V is a C8´foliation.

Proof. By [14, Lemma 4.1], and the discussion after the lemma, V is a C8´foliation (see

also [20, Lemma 4.1]). �

Lemma 4.2. For any x, y P XΛ we have #Vpxq X W cpyq “ 1. In particular, V have

compact leaves

Proof. By Theorem 3.12 the action α is topologically conjugated to an affine action α0

with linear part taking values in GLpd,Zq ˆ 1. Since the lemma holds for α0, the lemma

also holds for α. �

Lemma 4.3. The action α preserve V .

Proof. This is immediate from Theorem 3.12. �
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Lemma 4.4. The projection map Φ : XΛ Ñ T
d is a C8´submersion.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2 we have #Vpxq XW cpyq “ 1 for all x, y P XΛ. Since Γ is a higher

rank lattice the action of Γ on a circle is virtually trivial [7,31]. So, after possibly dropping

to a finite index subgroup, we may assume that α fixes all leaves of V .

For every x P XΛ the action αx : Γ ˆ Vpxq Ñ Vpxq is a higher rank Anosov action

(since the partially hyperbolic element f “ αpγ0q restrict to an Anosov diffeomorphism

on Vpxq). By [4] the map Φ|Vpxq “ Φx : Vpxq Ñ T
d is C8. Let x0 P XΛ and fix a

smooth transverse foliation F to V in U “ VpW c
loc

px0qq. Let πF
x,y : Vpxq Ñ Vpyq be the

F´holonomy map between Vpxq and Vpyq (with x, y P U sufficiently close). Since the

transverse F is C8, the maps πF
x,y are uniformly C8 in x and y. Let x, y P U be close

and define an action

βx,ypγq “ Φxπ
F

y,xαpγqπF

x,yΦ
´1

x : Td Ñ T
d. (4.1)

Note that as y Ñ x we have that βx,ypγq Ñ ρpγq in theC8´topology. From [11], if x and

y are close then we obtain a C8´conjugacy Hx,y : Td Ñ T
d such that Hx,yβx,ypγq “

ρpγqHx,y. Moreover, the conjugacy Hx,y tends to idTd in the C8´topology as y Ñ x

since βx,y Ñ ρ. On the other hand, we can also define

H̃x,y “ Φyπ
F

x,yΦ
´1

x (4.2)

which satisfy

H̃x,yβx,ypγq “ ΦyαpγqπF

x,yΦ
´1

x “ ρpγqΦyπ
F

x,yΦ
´1

x “ ρpγqH̃x,y. (4.3)

Since the conjugacy Hx,y is unique among all homeomorphisms close to identity (in the

C0´topology) and since H̃x,y is close to identity when x and y are close we have Hx,y “

H̃x,y. That is, we can write

Φy “ Hx,yΦxπ
F

y,x (4.4)

which, since Hx,y Ñ id in C8 and πF
x,y is uniformly C8, implies that Φy Ñ Φx in the

C8´topology as y Ñ x. It follows that Φ : XΛ Ñ T
d is uniformly C8 along V . Since Φ

is constant along W c it follows by Journé’s lemma [19] that Φ is a C8´submersion. �

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Fix a α´invariant center leaf W cpx0q. Let H : XΛ Ñ T
d ˆ

W cpx0q be defined by

Hpxq :“
`

Φpxq, πV pxq
˘

(4.5)

where πV is defined as the unique intersection between Vpxq and W cpx0q (Lemma 4.2).

SinceV is aC8´foliation (Lemma 4.1) the map πV : XΛ Ñ W cpx0q is aC8´submersion.

By Lemma 4.4 the map Φ is C8´submersion. Combined it follows thatH is a diffeomor-

phism.

For any γ P Γ we have

Hpαpγqxq “
`

Φpαpγqxq, πV pαpγqxq
˘

“
`

ρpγqΦpxq, αpγqπV pxq
˘

(4.6)

since α preserve V . The action of α on W cpx0q is finite [7, 31] and we can therefore

identifyW cpx0q with T such that αpγq is given by translations. After this identificationH

conjugates α to an affine action. �
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5. SMOOTH RIGIDITY: ACCESSIBLE ACTIONS

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2. The main idea is similar to [4] but we need to

overcome the issue that we do not have hyperbolic matrices in the representation on the

fundamental group since the action contain no Anosov diffeomorphism.

Firstly, we may assume that the conclusion of Lemma 2.17 holds from now on. That is,

G is an algebraically simply connected, algebraic group defined over R. Assume that all

R´simple factors have R´rank 2 or higher. Let Γ be a lattice in G “ GpRq˝.

In this setting, we can apply the following version of Zimmer’s cocycle superrigidity

theorem:

Theorem 5.1 (Zimmer’s cocycle superrigidity, [10]). Let pX,µq be a ergodic Γ Lebesgue

space. Assume that µ is Γ invariant. Let β : Γ ˆX Ñ GLpn,Rq be a measurable cocycle

over the Γ action on X . Further assume that

βpγ, ¨q P L1pX,µq (L1)

for all γ P Γ.

Then, there exists

(1) a measurable map ϕ : X Ñ GLpn,Rq,

(2) a continuous representaiton π : G Ñ SLpn,Rq,

(3) a compact subgroup K in GLpn,Rq that commutes with πpGq, and

(4) a measurable cocycle κ : Γ ˆX Ñ K

such that

βpγ, xq “ ϕpγ.xqπpγqκpγ, xqϕpxq´1

for all γ P Γ and µ almost every x P X .

Note that since we will apply Theorem 5.1 to derivative cocycle over a smooth Γ action

on a compact manifold, the integrability condition Eq. (L1) will always be satisfied.

We now start the proof of Theorem 1.2 (following [4]). The idea is to produce a higher

rank subgroup Z
k – Σ ď Γ with γ P Σ such that αpγq is partially hyperbolic with

1´dimensional center. Theorem 1.2 then follows from Theorem 3.12 and [34, Theorem

1.2]. To produce a higher rank (abelian group) action with a partially hyperbolic element

we follow [4, Section 8].

Lemma 5.2. Let π : Γ Ñ 1 ˆ GLpd,Rq Ă GLpd ` 1,Rq be a representation such that

πpγ0q is partially hyperbolic with 1´dimensional isometric center and let

Wπ :“ tw P G : πpwqEs,π
γ0

X Eu,π
γ0

“ Es,π
γ0

X πpwqEu,π
γ0

“ 0u. (5.1)

The set

W :“
č

π:ΓÑ1ˆGLpd,Rq

Wπ (5.2)

is Zariski open and Zariski dense.

Proof. This follows since there are, up to conjugation, only finitely many representations

π : Γ Ñ GLpd ` 1,Rq (see also [4, Lemma 8.11]). �

Our next goal is to show that for any γ P W XΓ we haveDαpγqEspxqXEupαpγqxq “
Espαpγqxq XDαpγqEupxq “ 0. This is essentially (the proof of) [4, Proposition 8.7], but

the proof has to be slightly altered since our action does not contain an Anosov diffeomor-

phism (which implies that there are uncountably many ergodic α´invariant measures).
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Lemma 5.3. If γ P W XΓ then αpγq˚Es is transverse to Eu (in Es ‘Eu) and αpγq˚Eu

is transverse to Es (in Es ‘ Eu).

Fix x P XΛ. Recall that γ0 P Γ is such that f “ αpγ0q is partially hyperbolic with

1´dimensional center. We denote by Kx “ αpΓqx which is α´invariant. The following

lemma is elementary.

Lemma 5.4. If U Ă Kx is relatively open, non-empty, and α´invariant then x P U .

Proof. Let C “ KxzU , then C is compact and α´invariant. If x P C then αpΓqx Ă C so

Kx “ αpΓqx Ă C which is a contradiction since U is non-empty. �

Lemma 5.5. There is a α´invariant ergodic probability measure µx with support Kx.

Proof. Let H be the conjugacy from Theorem 3.12. We have HKx “ HαpΓqx “

HαpΓqx “ ρ̂pΓqHpxq, so HKx is a ρ̂´orbit closure. By [4, Proposition 6.5] the set

HKx is homogeneous and can be written as a finite union of nilsubmanifolds of XΛ. It

is clear that the element ρ̂pγ0q acts ergodically on HKx with respect to the ρ̂´invariant

volume ν (if p is the Lie algebra tangent to HKx then either Ec
0 “ rp, ps in which case

ρ̂pγ0q is ergodic with respect to the volume on HKx or rp, ps “ 0 in which case HKx

does not contain rN,N s so ρ̂pγ0q is hyperbolic on HKx). With µx “ H´1
˚ ν the lemma

follows. �

LetDα : ΓˆXΛ Ñ GLpnq be the derivative cocycle of α (where we have used that the

tangent bundle ofXΛ can naturally be identified withXΛ ˆ n). By Zimmer’s superrigidity

(Theorem 5.1) there is a representation π : Γ Ñ GLpnq, a measurable map C : XΛ Ñ
GLpnq, and a α´cocycle taking values in a compact group K : Γ ˆ XΛ Ñ SOpnq such

that

Dxαpγq “ CpαpγqxqπpγqKpγ, xqCpxq´1 , µx ´ a.s. (5.3)

Note that πpγ0q is partially hyperbolic with 1´dimensional center. Moreover, the space

Ec is α´invariant so the representation π “ π1 ‘ 1 has an identity factor (coinciding with

Ec i.e. Ec “ CpxqV1 where n “ Vπ “ V1 ‘ Vπ1 ). That is, π satisfies the assumptions of

Lemma 5.2. This also shows that

αpγq˚pEs ‘ Euq “ Es ‘ Eu, γ P Γ (5.4)

since CpxqVπ1 is αpγ0q´invariant and transverse to Ec, but Es ‘ Eu is unique with this

property. Let tγ1, γ2, ...u “ Γztγ0u be an enumeration of Γztγ0u. Define ηj “ γjγ0γ
´1

j

and note that each πpηjq is partially hyperbolic with 1´dimensional center since πpηjq is

conjugated to πpγ0q. Denote by Eσ,π
ηj

, σ “ s, u, the stable or unstable space of πpηjq. It is

clear that πpγjqEσ,π
γ0

“ Eσ,π
ηj

. Let

Sπ,r “
č

j“0,...,r
σ“s,u

StabpEσ,π
ηj

q “
č

j“0,...,r
σ“s,u

StabpEσ,π
ηj

q “
č

j“0,...,r
σ“s,u

StabpπpγjqEσ,π
γ0

q (5.5)

then Sπ,r`1 Ă Sπ,r. Moreover, each Sπ,r is an algebraic subgroup of G so the sequence

Sπ,r terminates [4, Section 8.3]. It follows that there is some r0pπq such that

Sπ,r0pπq “ Sπ :“
č

γPΓ
σ“s,u

StabpπpγjqEσ,π
γ0

q “
č

gPG
σ“s,u

StabpπpgqEσ,π
γ0

q (5.6)

where the last equality follows since Γ is Zariski dense in G [4, Section 8.3]. We also

defineEσ
j , σ “ s, u, to be the invariant distributions associated to αpηjq (note that αpηjq is
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conjugated to f “ αpγ0q, so αpηjq is in particular partially hyperbolic with 1´dimensional

center). Let

ds “ dimEspxq “ dimEs,π
γ0

“ dimEs,π
ηj
, (5.7)

du “ dimEupxq “ dimEu,π
γ0

“ dimEu,π
ηj

, (5.8)

and denote by Grpds, nq, Grpdu, nq the Grassmanians with dσ´dimensional subspaces.

Let

Φ : GLpnq ˆ
”

Grpds, nqr0pπq ˆ Grpdu, nqr0pπq
ı

Ñ Grpds, nqr0pπq ˆ Grpdu, nqr0pπq

be the standard action. Define a map τ : XΛ Ñ Grpds, nqr0pπq ˆ Grpdu, nqr0pπq by

τpxq “
`

pEs
j qj“0,...,r0pπq, pE

u
j qj“0,...,r0pπq

˘

(5.9)

it is then clear that τ is a continuous map. It is also clear that CpxqEσ,π
ηj

“ Eσ
j pxq (since

Kpγ, xq commute with πpγq) so

Φ
´

Cpyq,
´

pEs,π
ηj

qj“0,...,r0pπq, pE
u,π
ηj

qj“0,...,r0pπq

¯¯

“ τpyq µx ´ a.s. (5.10)

It follows that

τpsupppµxqq Ă OrbΦ
`

pEs,π
ηj qj“0,...,r0pπq, pE

u,π
ηj qj“0,...,r0pπq

˘

. (5.11)

Since τpyq P OrbΦ

´

pEs,π
ηj

qj“0,...,r0pπq, pE
u,π
ηj

qj“0,...,r0pπq

¯

for µx´almost every y and

since OrbΦ

´

pEs,π
ηj

qj“0,...,r0pπq, pE
u,π
ηj

qj“0,...,r0pπq

¯

is open in

OrbΦ
`

pEs,π
ηj qj“0,...,r0pπq, pE

u,π
ηj qj“0,...,r0pπq

˘

, (5.12)

see [4, Lemma 8.8], it follows that

Uπ :“ τ´1OrbΦ

´

pEs,π
ηj

qj“0,...,r0pπq, pE
u,π
ηj

qj“0,...,r0pπq

¯

(5.13)

is open and dense in supppµxq. Define Ĉ : Uπ Ñ GLpnq{Sπ by

Φ
´

Ĉpxq,
´

pEs,π
ηj

qj“0,...,r0pπq, pE
u,π
ηj

qj“0,...,r0pπq

¯¯

“ τpxq, (5.14)

it is immediate that Ĉ is continuous since Φ and τ are both continuous.

The following lemma is [4, Lemma 8.9].

Lemma 5.6. The set Uπ is α´invariant and for y P Uπ we have

DyαpγqEσpyq “ DyαpγqĈpyqEσ,π
γ0

“ ĈpαpγqyqπpγqEσ,π
γ0
. (5.15)

We are now ready to prove Lemma 5.3.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. Since Uπ is relatively open in Kx, α´invariant, and non-empty (by

Lemma 5.6) it follows from Lemma 5.4 that x P Uπ (this also implies that αpγqx P Uπ

for all γ P Γ since Uπ is α´invariant). Let γ P W X Γ. By the assumption on γ

πpγqEs,π
γ0

X Eu,π
γ0

“ Es,π
γ0

X πpγqEu,π
γ0

“ 0 (5.16)

which immediately implies (Lemma 5.6) that

0 “Ĉpαpγqxq
`

πpγqEs,π
γ0

X Eu,π
γ0

˘

“
´

ĈpαpγqxqπpγqEs,π
γ0

¯

X
´

ĈpαpγqxqEu,π
γ0

¯

“

“ pDxαpγqEspxqq X pEupαpγqxqq
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and similarly

pDxαpγqEupxqq X pEspαpγqxqq “ 0.

Since x was arbitrary the lemma follows. �

Let Cσ
ε pxq be the ε´cone about the distribution Eσpxq, σ “ s, u. By applying the

proof of [4, Proposition 8.12] in the bundle Es ‘ Eu (which we recall is α´invariant) we

obtain the following lemma from Lemma 5.3.

Lemma 5.7. Fix ε ą 0 small. If γ P W XΓ (withW as in Lemma 5.3) then there isN ě 0

such that g “ fNαpγqfN satisfy

Dg´1pCs
ε pxqq Ă Cs

ε{2pg´1xq, DgpCu
ε pxqq Ă Cu

ε{2pgxq x P XΛ. (5.17)

Moreover, for each vs P Cs
ε pxq we have ‖Dgpvsq‖ ď ‖vs‖ {2, for each vu P Cu

ε pxq we

have
∥

∥Dg´1pvuq
∥

∥ ď ‖vu‖ {2, and g is partially hyperbolic with 1´dimensional center.

Proof. The first part of the lemma follows as in [4, Proposition 8.12]. That g “ fNαpγqfN

gives a hyperbolic cocycle when restricted to Es ‘Eu then follows from the standard cone

criterion.

Note that any αpγq is uniformly subexponential along Ec by Theorem 3.12 (in fact

isometric, which is clear from the proof), since Dg is hyperbolic along Es ‘Eu it follows

that g is partially hyperbolic with 1´dimensional center. �

Let S Ă Γ be the subset defined by γ P S if:

Dαpγq´1Cs
ε pxq Ă Cs

ε pαpγqxq, (5.18)

‖Dαpγqvs‖ ď ‖vs‖ {2, vs P Cs
εpxq, (5.19)

DαpγqCu
ε pxq Ă Cu

ε pαpγqxq, (5.20)
∥

∥Dαpγq´1vu
∥

∥ ď ‖vu‖ {2, vu P Cu
ε pxq. (5.21)

The following lemma is [4, Lemma 8.6].

Lemma 5.8. The set S is a semigroup, every αpγq (γ P S) is partially hyperbolic with

1´dimensional center, and there is some N ą 0 such that γN0 P S.

The following is immediate from Lemmas 5.7 and 5.8 (see [4, Proposition 8.5]).

Lemma 5.9. The set S is Zariski dense.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Lemmas 5.9 and 5.8 the set S Ă Γ is a Zariski dense semigroup

and each αpγq (γ P S) is partially hyperbolic with 1´dimensional center along Ec. It

follows that ρpγq is hyperbolic for γ P S (where we recall that Φpαpγqxq “ ρpγqΦpxq).

By Lemma 2.18 there is Zk – Σ such that ρ|Σ : Σ Ñ GLpd,Zq is higher rank and at least

one γ P Σ X S (so αpγq is partially hyperbolic with 1´dimensional center). It follows

that the action α|Σ : Σ ˆ XΛ Ñ XΛ is a higher rank abelian action containing a partially

hyperbolic element. Since the partially hyperbolic element has 1´dimensional center,N is

not abelian, and α is conjugated to an affine action (Theorem 3.12) the partially hyperbolic

element is accessible. By [34, Theorem 7.1] the conjugacy H (from Theorem 3.12) is bi-

Hölder. Applying [34, Theorem 1.2] to the action α|Σ : Σ ˆXΛ Ñ XΛ finishes the proof

of Theorem 1.2. �



22 H. LEE AND S. SANDFELDT

APPENDIX A. THE QI-CONDITION AND EXISTENCE OF A FIBERED STRUCTURE

In our main results, Theorems 1.4 and 1.2, we assume that the partially hyperbolic

element f is QI. The main consequence of f being QI is that this implies that f is fibered (as

in Section 2.3). Here we show that, conversely, if f is fibered (with some mild assumptions

on the fibered structure) then f is also QI. We will assume that f is homotopic to a partially

hyperbolic automorphism L with 1´dimensional center (and if XΛ “ T
d`1 then we will

assume that L “ A ˆ 1 with A hyperbolic). Let Φ : XΛ Ñ T
d be the map from Theorem

2.14 (this map always exists, but may not be a fiber bundle [34, Lemma 3.1]).

Lemma A.1. If Φ : XΛ Ñ T
d makes f into a fibered partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism

then f is QI.

Proof. Let Φ : N Ñ R
d be a lift such that for some lift F of f we have ΦpFxq “

LsuΦpxq. Denote by W̃ s, W̃u the stable and unstable foliations lifted to N . Note that

Φ : W̃ σpxq Ñ Φpxq ` Eσ
0 , σ “ s, u, is a homeomorphism for every x P N . Let

r, r1 ą 0 be such that ΦpW̃ σ
r pxqq Ą Φpxq ` Bσ

r1 p0q, where Bσ
r1 p0q is the r1´ball around

0 in Eσ
0 , for all x P N . Let y P W̃ σpxq and consider p “ Φpxq, q “ Φpyq. We find

p1, ..., pN P p ` Eσ
0 such that N ď dpp, qq{r1 ` 1, pj`1 P Bσ

r1 ppjq for j ă N , and

pN “ q, p1 “ p. Let xj P W̃ σpxq be the unique point such that Φpxjq “ pj . Since

ΦpW̃ σ
r pxjqq Ą pj ` Bσ

r1 p0q “ Bσ
r1 ppjq we have xj`1 P W̃ σ

r pxjq. It follows that we can

estimate

dσpx, yq ď
N´1
ÿ

j“1

dσpxj , xj`1q ď rN ď
r

r1
¨ dpΦpxq,Φpyqq ` r. (A.1)

Write Φpxq “ πpxq ` ϕpxq for some ϕ : XΛ Ñ R
d. It follows that

dpΦpxq,Φpyqq “dpπpxq ` ϕpxq, πpyq ` ϕpyqq ď

dpπpxq, πpyqq ` 2 ‖ϕ‖C0 ď dpx, yq ` 2 ‖ϕ‖C0

where the last inequality uses that π is a Riemannian submersion (after choosing appropri-

ate left-invariant metrics on N and R
d). If we define A “ r{r1 and B “ 2 ‖ϕ‖C0 r{r1 ` r

then Equation A.1 implies

dσpx, yq ď Adpx, yq `B. (A.2)

This proves the lemma since dσ is comparable to d for x and y close (the leaves of W̃ σ are

uniformlyC1). �

As a corollary we obtain conditions that guarantee that f is QI.

Lemma A.2. Any one of the following conditions implies that f is QI-partially hyperbolic:

(i) f is topologically conjugated to L,

(ii) f is leaf-conjugated to L,

(iii) there is a fiber bundle p : XΛ Ñ B with the fibers of p coinciding with the center

leaves of f and B a nilmanifold.

Remark A.3. It seems likely that one can remove the assumption thatB is a nilmanifold in

piiiq. However, note that p collapses the center leaves so morally p should semi-conjugate

f to an Anosov map which, conjecturally, implies thatB is an (infra-)nilmanifold (though,

of course, there is no guarantee that p semi-conjugates f to a smooth map). Moreover, as

is clear in the proof, we only need to assume that B is aspherical (or, even more generally,

that π2B “ 1).
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Proof. Note that piiiq implies both piiq and piq, so it suffices to prove piiiq. The fibers of

p are 1´dimensional and compact, so the fibers are circles. Since XΛ, B and the fibers

of p are all aspherical (this is an immediate consequence of the long exact sequence of

homotopy, noting that any nilmanifold is a torus bundle over a nilmanifold of lower step),

the long exact sequence of homotopy gives a short exact sequence

1 Ñ Z Ñ Λ Ñ π1B Ñ 1 (A.3)

and πnB “ 1 for n ě 1. From Equation A.3 (and the fact that kerpΛ Ñ π1Bq is

f˚´invariant) it is immediate that π1B – Z
d. Since π1B “ Z

d and πnB “ 1 for

n ě 2, B is a Kp1,Zdq´space. It follows that B is homeomorphic to the torus (see for

example [35]). Since p semi-conjugates f to an Anosov homeomorphism on the torus B

it follows that, after possibly composing with a homeomorphism of B [36, Theorem 2(1)]

(or [8, Theorem E]), we may assume that p : XΛ Ñ T
d semi-conjugates f to a hyperbolic

automorphism. After composing p with an automorphism of Td we may also assume that

p is homotopic to the standard projection π : XΛ Ñ T
d. However, the uniqueness of the

map Φ : XΛ Ñ T
d (see [34, Lemma 3.1]) then implies that Φ “ p. Lemma A.2 now

follows from Lemma A.1. �
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