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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 I be a
lattice in G. We call such G a higher rank semisimple Lie group and call such a lattice
I < G a higher rank lattice. Note that there are many other semisimple Lie groups with
R—rank at least 2, such as SL(2,R) x SL(2,R), 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 I', 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 I' can be obtained by restricting a representation
of G (up to a compact error), see for instance, [27,30]. A I'—action on a smooth manifold
can be viewed as a non-linear representation of I, so, motivated by Margulis’ superrigidity,
it is natural to try classifying smooth I'—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 I'—actions on manifolds, when one,
or more, elements of the action have some special dynamical property. One of the main
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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 o : T — Diff *(M) a smooth
T'—action with ~o € T such that f = (7o) is a partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism’.
Is o smoothly conjugated to an algebraic action? More precisely, is M diffeomorphic
to a homogeneous space, and o 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 « 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 I'—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 I'—actions has been the theory of smooth ZF or
R*—actions. To get a smooth conjugacy in [4], the authors use previous rigidity results on
higher rank 7 —actions® [33], which showed that a higher rank Anosov 7% — 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 o : Z¥ — Diff(M) is a smooth action on a closed manifold, & have no rank—1

N 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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factor®, and there is one element n € Z* such that a(n) is an Anosov diffeomorphism,
then M is diffeomorphic to a (infra-)nilmanifold and « 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* —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
C® 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 I'—actions. Note,
however, that there are many algebraic models of I'—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 o and
study actions in a small neighborhood around «. 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 I'—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
ZF —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 I'—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 I'—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 I'—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 I" 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

3r0ughly, 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 — X is partially hyperbolic if the tangent bundle splits into
D f—invariant bundles TX = E°* @ E° @ E" where E° is contracted, £ is expanded,
and the behaviour along E° is dominated by the behaviour along E*° and E™ (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 X (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 T be as in Notation 1. Let X, = A\N be a 2—step nilmanifold
with diim[N, N] = 1. Let a: T' — Diff(X ) be a smooth T action on X . Assume that

(i) there is an element g € T such that a(vyo) is Ql—partially hyperbolic with
1—dimensional center and
(ii) « lifts to an action on the universal cover N.
Then there is a homomorphism p : T — Aff (X ) and a diffeomorphism H : Xp — Xa
such that

H(a(y)x) = p(v)H (x) (1.1
forall~ € T. There is also a finite index subgroup T < T such that p|r : TV — Aut(Xy).

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 I' is cocompact. For more discussions on
the lifting property, see [4, Remark 1.5 and Section 9].

Note that the manifold X in Theorem 1.2 is a fiber bundle over a torus X, —
XA/[N,N] = T Anaction p : I' — Aut(X,) by automorphisms preserves this fiber
bundle structure since the fibers coincide with the orbits of [V, N, which are in turn pre-
served by automorphisms. We obtain a result similar to Theorem 1.2 for the trivial fiber
bundle T? x T — T¢, considering model actions that respects this fiber bundle structure:
p: T — GL(d,Z) x 1.

Theorem 1.4. Let G and T be as in Notation 1. Let T**! be the (d + 1)-dimensional torus
and let o : T — Diff ®(T4*1) be a smooth action. Assume that

(i) thereis an element vy € T such that o (o) is Ql-partially hyperbolic with 1—dimensional
center,
(ii) « lifts to an action on the universal cover,
(iii) the induced map on fundamental group oy : T' — GL(d + 1,Z) takes values in
GL(d,Z) x 1.
Then there are homomorphisms p : I' — GL(d,Z), b : T' — T, and a diffeomorphism
H : T4 — T4 such that Ha(y)H Y (x,t) = (p(y)z,t + (7). That is, « 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
SL(d, Z)).
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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 . 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 X,. In
particular, if o : I' — Diff (X ) is an action that satisfies the conclusion of either Theo-
rem 1.2 or Theorem 1.4 then « 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 (X, 1) be an ergodic D-space. Assume that y is D-invariant and let 3 : D x X — RF
be a measurable cocycle. Then there exists a measurable map ¢ : X — R such that

By, x) = p(v.a) — p(z)
forall v € D and i almost every x € X.

Let (X, u) be D-ergodic space. Assume that p is D-invariant. Recall that when we
have a cocycle 8 : D x X — H and a H—space Y then we can define a skew product
actionon X xgY by~.(z,y) = (v.z, B(v,x).y) for v € D. If the H action preserves a
probability measure v then the measure @ v on X xg Y is D—invariant.

Example 2.2 (Suspension). Let G and T" be as in Notation 1. Let R : G x G/T' - T
be a return cocycle. That is, after fixing a fundamental domain Y for I in GG and identi-
fying Y with G/I the cocycle R is defined by R(g,y) = ~ if and only if gyy~! € Y.
Since G/T is an ergodic G-space, if (X, i) is a I'—ergodic space, then we can define a
suspension G/T" x g X with a G action. More precisely, the action is given by g.(y, x) =
(9yR(g,y)~%, R(g,y).z). We call the ['—action on (X, ) induced-irreducible if the
G—action on the suspension is irreducible (i.e. each simple factor of G acts ergodically).

For Diff (T)—valued cocycles the following theorem states that we can make the cocycle
cohomologous to a Isom(S!)—valued cocycle.

Theorem 2.3 (D.Witte Morris—Zimmer, [38]). Let I' be as in Notation 1. Assume that
(X, ) is an induced irreducible T —space and p is T'—invariant. Let § : T' x X —
Diﬁl(T) be a measurable cocycle and X xg T the skew extension. Then ;@ X is a
I'—invariant measure on X x T where )\ is the Lebesgue measure on T. Hence, (3 is
measurably cohomologous to Isom(T) (as a cocycle into Homeo(T)).

Indeed, when the target group is Diff" (T) with > 3/2 then one can deduce the above
theorem from [31] only using the fact that I' has Kazhdan’s property (T).
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Note that when (X, i) is a torus with x the Haar measure and the I'—action is given by
toral automorphisms, then the I'—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 NV be a (connected) Lie group with Lie algebra n. Let
nGrn = [m,ng] nay = nand N the associated subgroup. We say that N (and n)
is {—step nilpotent if ny) # 0 and n(y, ;) = 0. Note that N(;) is normal so we obtain
projection maps 7(;y : N — N/N(;y. We say that a subgroup A < N is a lattice if A\N
has finite volume (or equivalently, in the case of nilpotent groups [5], A\ is compact).
Given a nilpotent lie group N and a lattice A we will denote the associated compact
nilmanifold by X, = A\N.

Example 2.4. Let d be an even integer and w the standard symplectic structure on RY. Let
N = R? x R and define a group operation:

(x,t)-(y,s)=<x+y,t+s+@). @.1)

The group N is a 2—step nilpotent Lie group which we call the (d + 1)—dimensional
Heisenberg group. We obtain a lattice in NV as A = Z? x (Z/2). Given any lattice A < N
we say that X4 = A\N is a Heisenberg nilmanifold. It is immediate that [N, N] = 0 xR,
so dim[N, N] = 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 75y : N — N /[N, N] by
m: N —> N/[N,N]. 2.2)
The map 7 then descends to a map 7 : Xy — X, /[N, N] = T4 [5].
We denote by Aut(N) the automorphisms of N. If A < N is a lattice then we write
Aut(Xy) = {Ae Aut(N): AA = A} (2.3)
That is, Aut(X,) are precisely the automorphisms that descends to maps X, — Xa.
Note that any A € Aut(X,) preserve [V, N1, so there is a map
q: Aut(X,) — Aut(X,/[N,N]) = Aut(T%) =~ GL(d, Z) (2.4)
such that g(A)m = wA.

2.3. Fibered partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms. Let X be a smooth, closed mani-
foldand f : X — X adiffeomorphism. We say that f is (absolutely) partially hyperbolic
if there is a splitting TX = E°* @ E¢@® E" and constants C' > 1, A, ;\, iy fi € (0,1) such
that A < \, pu < jiand

[ Dz f" (o)l < CA™ [[v°]], v° € E? (2.5)
1 3 ~A—nayn S S S

oA Il < D2 f ()] < CAT"A™ [[0°]], - v® € E7, (2.6)
at < D f @) vt e BN 2.7)

That is, f is partially hyperbolic if E* is contracted, E* is expanded, and the behaviour of
E€ is dominated by the behaviour of f along £° and E". It is well-known that £* and £
integrate uniquely to continuous foliations with smooth leaves, denoted W*® and W*.
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Example 2.5. If L € GL(d,Z) =~ Aut(T¢) (or more generally if L € Aut(X,) for
some compact nilmanifold) then the induced map L : T4 — T (or L : X5 — Xy)is
partially hyperbolicif L (or DL : n — n) has eigenvalues with modulus distinct from 1. In
this case, we can take E'° as all eigendirections of eigenvalues with modulues < 1, E* all
eigendirections of eigenvalues with modulus > 1 and E° all eigendirections of eigenvalues
with modulus = 1.

_ Let X — X be the universal cover of X. The foliations W* and W* lift to foliations
W# and W* in X. We will denote by d,, o = s, u, the distance between points x,y €
W?(z) along the leaf W7 ().

Definition 2.6. Let f : X — X be partially hyperbolic. We say that f is QI-partially
hyperbolic if there is a constant () such that for all z,y € W?(2), 0 = s, u, we have

That is, the distance function d,, along We is comparable to the distance function d in X.

Definition 2.7. Let f : X — X be partially hyperbolic. We say that f is fibered partially
hyperbolic if there is a fiber bundle p : X — B and an Anosov homeomorphism f :
B — Bsuchthatpo f = f o p and the fibers of p are smooth manifolds whose associated
distribution is the center distribution £¢ (see [2]).

Example 2.8. Let X4 be a Heisenberg nilmanifold of dimension d + 1. Any A € Sp(d, Z)
defines an element L € Aut(X,) by L : (x,t) — (Ax,t). If A is a hyperbolic matrix
then the projection 7 : X, — T¢ makes L a fibered partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism.
More generally, it is shown in [34] that any QI-partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism on X
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 X, is fibered.

Example 2.9. Let f : X — X be Anosov and g : M — M an isometry. The product
map f x g: X x M — X x M is then fibered with the trivial fiber bundle X x M — X.

A special case of this construction, of importance in this paper, is the case when f = A €
GL(d, Z) is a hyperbolic toral automorphism and M = T is a circle.

2.4. Linear abelian higher rank action on tori. Let I" be a discrete group, p : I' —
GL(d, Z) a homomorphism, and Z* =~ ¥ < T be a subgroup. We say that y : ¥ — Ris a
Lyapunov exponent (or Lyapunov functional) of p|s; if there is a vector v # 0 such that

1
lingo - log|lp(na)v| = x(a), aeX. (2.9)

Given a Lyapunov exponent y we define the associated coarse Lyapunov exponent ||
of p|x to be the equivalence class of all exponents x’ of p|s such that ' = cx for some
constant ¢ > 0.

Definition 2.10. For a homomorphism p : I' — GL(d, Z) and an abelian subgroup ¥ < T’
we define Ay as the collection of all coarse exponents of p|s.

Given a Lyapunov exponent x of p|s, we define

1
ES = {v #0: 1irr01O —log||p(na)v| = x(a), foralla € E} v {0}, (2.10)
n— n
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it is immediate that E is a subspace. We also define the coarse subspace associated to
[x] as
EX = P EX. @2.11)
x'€lx]
Since the image of p|x can be conjugated into simultaneous Jordan form, it is immediate
that we have
R = @ EL. (2.12)
[x]eAs

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

Definition 2.11. We say that two coarse exponents [x] and [7] are dependent if for any
two representatives x’, 7’ there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that ' = —c¢y’. If [x] and [n] 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 p|x is higher rank if for any [x] € Ay the space

v- @ EY 2.13)
[A#£0x]

defines a minimal translation action on T¢.

2.5. Reduction to effective actions of lattices in algebraic groups. Let I' be as in The-
orems 1.2 and 1.4, X as in either Theorem 1.2 or Theorem 1.4, and o : I' x Xy — X,
an action satisfying either (4), (¢¢) from Theorem 1.2 or (%), (i), (¢i%) from Theorem 1.4.
Let 7o € T be the element such that f = «(7) is partially hyperbolic. In particular, for
any n > 0 we have a(y{') # id so « has infinite image. It follows that kera < I' is a
normal subgroup that does not have finite index in I'. Note that T'/ ker « 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 « is effective.

In [34] a fiber bundle structure ® : X5 — T¢ 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°, o = s, ¢, u, cs, cu, are uniquely integrable,
(iii) the center foliation W have compact oriented circle leaves,
(iv) there is a Holder ® : X — T such that ®=1(®(x)) = W¢(z), ® is homotopic
to the projection ™ and ®(fx) = L, ®(x) where Ly, € GL(d, Z) is hyperbolic,
moreover, if N is not abelian then

(v) fis accessible.

We write ax : I' — Aut(m; Xa) = Aut(X,) for the induced map on fundamental
group. Recall that we have a projection map 7 : X, — T¢ defined by x ~— 2[N, N| when
N is non-abelian and projection onto the first d coordinates when N is abelian. Define a
representation p of I" by

p: T — GL(d,Z), meax(y)=:p(y)Ts. (2.14)
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Since p(y0) = L, is hyperbolic the map p has infinite image. Combining Theorem 2.14
with [4, Theorem 3.2] we obtain a semiconjugacy between « and p.

Theorem 2.15. After possibly dropping to a finite index subgroup I", the map ® from
Theorem 2.14 is I —equivariant. That is, for any v € T"

P(a(y)r) = p(v)®(x) (2.15)

where p : I — GL(d,Z). In particular, for any v € T’ we have a(y)W(z) =
We(a(y)z).

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 p : ' — GL(d, R) contain a hyperbolic matrix (the
image of 7p) so the proof in [4, Section 7], checking that the assumptions in [4, Theorem
3.2] holds, applies. O

We will assume in the remainder that we have dropped to a finite index subgroup such
that ®(a(y)z) = p(7)®(x).

Lemma 2.16. We may assume, without loss of generality, that p : T — GL(d,Z) is
injective.

Proof. Let v € ker p. By Theorem 2.15 we have ®(a(y)z) = ®(z) so a(y)W(x) =
We(z) for every x € X . It follows that ker p act on W¢(x). Since ker p is normal in
T it is either finite or a semisimple lattice. Either way, since W¢(x) is a circle, the image
a(ker p) < Diff (W¢(x) is finite [7]. Note that the cardinality |c(ker p) < Diff (We(x)] is
locally constant in x, so therefore constant. It follows that there is a finite index subgroup
H < ker p that acts trivially on every W¢(x). Since h € H also satisfy ®(a(h)z) = &(z)
it follows that H < ker o. But the action « is effective, so H = e. Since the group e has
finite index in ker p it follows that ker p is finite. Every element p(~y) fix 0 so we obtain a
map ¢ : ' — Diff(®71(0)) by restricting . Since T has finite image in Diff(®1(0)) [7]
it follows that TV = ker 4} is a finite index subgroup of T". It is clear that I N ker p = e so,
after possibly dropping to the finite index subgroup I'’, the lemma follows. ]

We will reduce the groups G that we consider to be the real points of a simply connected
semisimple algebraic group, G = G(R)°. We will also show that any action as in Theorem
1.2 or as in Theorem 1.4 contain a subaction Z* =~ 3 c T  that is higher rank (in the setting
of Theorem 1.4 the action is higher rank on the base of the fibration T¢*! — T, or
equivalently we find a Z* =~ ¥ < T such that the action s, 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 = G(R)°,
and ' < 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
a : T — Diff“(X,) is conjugated to an action by automorphisms. However, we can use
that the map p : I' — GL(d, Z) is injective (from Lemma 2.16) which implies that we can
lift the action « as in [4]. [l

Lemma 2.18. If S < I is a Zariski dense semigroup such that every v € S satisfy that
p(7) € GL(d, Z) is hyperbolic, then there is v € S and a finite index subgroup ¥ < Zp(7)
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such that pls, : ¥ — GL(d,Z) is higher rank. In particular, there is a subgroup 7V =
Y < T such that plx, 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 §.14]
holds (with p in [4, Hypothesis 8.14] corresponding to our map p : I' — GL(d, Z)). 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). O

3. TOPOLOGICAL RIGIDITY

Let I', XA, and « 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
D(a(y)x) = p(7)@(x). Let o € T be the element such that f = «(yp) is partially hy-
perbolic. In this section we start the proofs of Theorems 1.4 and 1.2 by proving that «
is topologically conjugated to an affine action. In Section 3.1 we prove that o commute
with an action 7, : T x X — X which acts transitively and freely on each fiber of ®
(or equivalently on each center leaf of f). This implies, in particular, that « 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
7ZF =~ ¥ < T such that p|y is of higher rank. Once we have a conjugacy for . we extend
it (in Section 3.3) to a conjugacy for all of I".

3.1. Existence of center translation. Recall that the map f : Xy — X, can be consid-
ered as a cocycle over p(yo) =: Ly, : T — T? using the map ® : X, — T? (in the
sense of [1, Section 2.1]). Since Ly, is hyperbolic we can apply the invariance principle
by Avila-Viana [1, Theorem D].

Lemma 3.1. There is a I'—invariant measure (i such that ® 4 i1 = volra, pu has conditionals
1S equivalent to Lebesgue, and the conditional measures (15, vary continuously in x.

Proof. By (measurably) trivializing the fiber bundle ® : X5 — T? we can write o as a
Diff! (T)—valued cocycle 8 over p. Note that the action p is given by toral automorphisms.
By Theorem 2.3 and the discussion below, the cocycle is cohomologous by h : T¢ —
Diff (T) to a cocycle taking values in Iso(T). Let p5, = h(y)z volr, y € T, then

p= J 1y dvolra(y) (3.1)
'ﬂ‘d

is a—invariant and has conditionals equivalent to Lebesgue. Let f = «(7g) be the par-
tially hyperbolic element. The measure p is f—invariant, has zero center Lyapunov ex-
ponent (since the conditionals along the center are Lebesgue), and projects to volpa. It
follows by the invariance principle [1, Theorem D] that the disintegration u$ along ® are
su—holonomy invariant, and, in particular, vary continuously in z. ]

Lemma 3.2. There is a continuous T—action . : T x Xp — X, that commutes with o
and act transitively and freely on each center leaf W ().

Proof. Let pg, y € T, be as in the previous lemma. There is a unique orientation pre-
serving, pg —preserving homeomorphism hs : W¢(x) — W¢(zx), ®(z) = y, such that the
rotation number of hg is s. We define 7.(s)x = hs(z). It is immediate that 7, defines a
T—action, that it is continuous follows since the disintegration y;, vary continuously. [
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Lemma 3.3. There is a metric d,. on W€ that is 1. and a—inariant.

Proof. The conditionals of p, 115, are equivalent to Lebesgue and therefore defines a metric
w® on the bundle E°.Let d. be the metric along W*¢ defined by w®. That 7. and a both
preserve d. follows since both actions preserve . O

3.2. Topological rigidity for a Cartan subaction. In the remainder of this section, let
7+ T x Xp — Xp be the action from Lemma 3.2. We will denote by d. 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, d. is a—invariant by Lemma 3.3. Let
7ZF =~ % < T be an abelian subgroup such that Im(p|s) = GL(d, Z) is higher rank and
contains a hyperbolic matrix. Such a subgroup always exists by Lemma 2.18.

We will denote by Asy; the coarse exponents of p|s;. Given [x] € Ay let E[EX] c R?%be
the corresponding coarse subspace.

The following lemma is immediate since ® : X, — T¢ is bi-Holder along W* and W*
[34, Lemma 3.3] (where W* and W™ are the stable and unstable foliations for the partially
hyperbolic element f).

Lemma 3.4. There is ey > 0, 8 € (0,1), and C = 1 such that for any x € X and
y € B., () there is p € W¢(y) satisfying d(z,p) < C d(®(x), ®(y))”.

Lemma 3.5. For any [x] € Ay, everyv € E[X], and every x € X there is a unique
Ny (V)@ € Xp such that ®(npy(v)z) = ®(z) + v and

li_r)rgo d(a(a)"z,a(a)"npg(v)z) =0, (3.2)

for any a € ¥ such that [x](a) < 0. Moreover, the point n,1(v)x depends continuously

]

onve E[EX , Where the continuity is uniform in x.

Proof. Fix a € ¥ such that [x](a) < 0 and let g = «(a). Fix z € X and v € E[EX]. After
possibly exchanging : by g"« and v by p(a)™v we may assume that ||v|| < g9. We fix

A€ (0, 1) such that Hp(a)|E[x] H <\
=

Let =1 (®(2) + v) = W¢(y). Since we assume that ||v|| < go we find pg € W¢(y)
such that d(x, pg) < g9. Write z,, = g™z and let p,(v) = p, € W°(¢g™po) be chosen such
that d(z,,, pn) < Cd(®(z), ®(po))?7" with 7 = X\? € (0,1). Such a choice is possible
by Lemma 3.4 since

d(®(zn), 2(9"po)) = d(p(a)" ®(x), p(a)" ®(x) + p(a)"v) < A" - [Jv]. (3.3)
It is immediate
de(gpn—1,Pn) <d(gPn—1,9Tn-1) + d(pn, @n) <
”Df” : d(pn—lu xn—l) + d(pnaxn) <

C [—”Dj' + 1] d(®(z), ®(po))’7" =:

K d(®(x), B(po) "
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Given m < n we obtain by induction
de(9"" Pr—m;>Pn) < de(9" Pr—m;> gPn—1) + de(Pn, gPn—1) < (3.4
de(g™ Py Pa1) + K d(®(2), ®(po)) 7" < .. < (3.5

n

Kd(®(z),®(p))” Y, 7 =K d(®(x),8(po))’m" ™, (3.6)

j=n—m+1
where we used that g is isometric with respect to d... If ¢, = ¢~ "p,, € W€(y) then
de(@n, @nam) =de(g™"Pns g "Prtm) = de(9" Py Prtm) <
K'd(®(x), ®(po)) "

so the sequence g, is Cauchy. If we denote the limit ¢, = lim,,—,o ¢, then

—n—

d(g"qe, 9" ) <d(9" o0, 9" qn) + d(g"n, 9" 2) <

de(9" o0, 9" qn) + d(pn, g"x) <

K'd(®(z), ®(po)) " + C d(®(z), ®(po)) " =

K" d(®(x), ®(po))’"
50 d(9"qu, 9" x) — 0. Finally, we will prove that 7, (v)z is independent of which a,
[x](a) < 0, was chosen by proving that v — 7np,j(v)z is continuous in v. Indeed, for any
other a’ € ¥ we have a(a’)np,(v)r = npg(p(a’)v)ala’)z since a(a’) commute with g
and ®(a(a’)npg (v)z) = p(a’)®(z) + p(a’)v = ®(afa’)x) + p(a’)v. Since p(a’)"v — 0
it follows that d(a(a’)"npy (v)z, a(a’)"z) — 0, provided that np,j(v)z is continuous in
v, which shows that the construction of 7, (v)z is independent of which a € X was used

to construct it.
From Equation 3.4 we have

de(po(v), o (v)) < K'd(®(x), ®(po(v)))” 3.7)

or after letting n — o0
de(po(v), 7y (v)2) < K" d(@(x), 2 (po(v)))" = K'[[o]]”. (38)
On the other hand, we chose po(v) such that d(z, pg(v)) < Cd(P (:c), O(z) +v)P =

C ||v]|” so by the triangle inequality we have d(z, N (v)) < ¢ [v]|? for some constant
¢ > 0. The triangle inequality immediately implies that Ny (v + ")z = g (V) (V)

so for v, v/ € EXY

Ay (V)@ g (V")) = d(npg (0 = V' )npg (V) npg (V)z) < cfjv - U’HB (3.9

proving that v +— np,j(v)x is continuous in v (uniformly in ). O

[x]

Lemma 3.6. The function np, : E[X] x Xa — Xa, 1y (v), is a continuous Ex” —action

covering the translation action along E[ZX] on T¢.

Proof. We already proved that 7, defines an E[EX] —action in the proof of Lemma 3.5.
That np,; covers the translation action on T? is immediate from the definition. Since
Ny (v)z is (uniformly in x) continuous in v, by Lemma 3.5, it remains to prove that
Nix] (V) is continuous in .

As in the proof of Lemma 3.5, we fix a € X such that [x](a) < 0 and let ¢ = a(a).
Assume that 7,1 (v) is not continuous at x € X. We find a sequence x,, — x such that
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d(N[y1 (V) @0, Mpyp (v)2) = ¢ > 0. From the definition of 7y, (v) we have
d(@ (1) (v)2n), @ (1 (v)2)) < A(D(20), B(2)) = 0, (3.10)

so by Lemma 3.4 we find y,, € W€(np,(v)z) such that lim,, o d(np,(v)Tn, yn) = 0.
For n sufficiently large we obtain

d(Yn, N (v)x) = ¢ — d(npg (V) TR, Yn) = ¢/2 > 0. (3.11)
As in the proof of Lemma 3.5 we have
d(g™z, 9" g (v)x), d(g" Tn, 9N (V) TR) < K’ HUH’B ™, 1€(0,1).
For m = 0 we have
d(9" N (V) 20, 9"y (V)2) <
d(g" g (W)z, ") + d(g™w, g™ n) + (g (V) T, 9 TR) <
2K |[o]” 7 + d(g™x, g xn)
and
d(g™ N (V) Tn, 9N (0)2) = de(9" Yn, 9" N (V)T) — A(g™ Yns 9" Ny (V)T0) =
C m m
5 - d(g Yns G Tx] (U)xn)

so combined

c

3 < 2K |[v]|” 7™ + d(g™z, g™ n) + A9 Yns g N0 (0)T0).- (3.12)
With m large and fixed such that 2K’ ||v|\ﬁ 7™ < ¢/4, Equation 3.12 gives a contradiction
as n — oo since d(z, 7, ), d(Yn, My (v)2n) — 0 and g™ is continuous. O

Lemma 3.7. The following properties hold for each [x] € Ax

(i) for a € ¥ we have a(a)np,(v) = npyg(pla)v)a(a),
(ii) the action ny,| commute with the center action 1.,
(iii) the action ny,) preserve the I'—invariant measure [1.

In particular, the maps 1y (v) preserve the W ©—foliation.

Proof. Property (iii) follows from (ii). Properties (¢) and (i¢) are immediate from the
definition since 7. commute with « and since ®(a(a)z) = p(a)®(z). O

Lemma 3.8. Given v, € E[ZX] and vy € E[E)‘] with [A] # £[x] we have np,(v1)npa (v2) =

Ay (v2) 1y (v1)-

Proof. Choose some a € ¥ such that p(a) contracts E[EX] and E[E)‘] simultaneously. Let

g = a(a). Tt holds that
d(g"np (£v1)z, g"z), d(g"npa (Fv2)z, g"2) — 0, (3.13)

for all z € Xa. Forany x € X we have y = npaj(—v2)ny (—v1)na(v2)npy (v1)x €
We(z) since the projection onto T¢ is ®(x) + vy + v2 — vy — v2 = ®(x). Using that g is
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isometric along W*¢
d(z,y) =d(g"z, g"y) <
d(g"npay(—v2)
d(g"np (—v1)mpa (v2) g (1)@, 9" npag (V2) 13 (v1) )+
d(g"npay (v2)npy (V1) 2, 9" gy (v1)2) +
d(g"npg (v1)z, 9" @)
and letting n — o0 we obtain d(z, y) = 0. O

A N (=000 (V2) 113 (V1) 2, g™ N (1) mpag (V2) 1 (V1)) +

Lemma 3.9. Givenv e E[EX] and w € Eg[X] there is s(v,w) € T such that

-] (=W (=)= [y (W) Ny (V) = 1e(s(v, w)). (3.14)
Proof. We can write
M- ()N ()0 (W) (V)2 = ne(Sa(2) (v, w))x (3.15)

since 1)_[y](—w)1np (—v)1n-] (w)npy (v) fix center leaves and commute with 7. The
map T? 5 y — s,(v,w) € T is continuous and, as in [34, Lemma 6.9], s, (v,w) is
E[ZA] —translation invariant for every [A] # +[x]. By Definition 2.12 (or [34, Lemma 2.2])
the space

v- @ EY (3.16)
[(A#£[x]
has a minimal translation action on T¢, so s, (v, w) 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 : Xy — X, such that H o a|s, o H™1 =
aol|x. is an affine action. Moreover, H satisfy H (n.(s)x) = H(z)e*Z where Z is a gener-
ator of Ej.

Proof. For each [x] € Ax there is a unique lift of 7y, to an action 7, : E[ZX] x N — N.
We also have a unique lift of 7, to an action 7, : R x N — N. Finally, we also lift ¢ :
X, — T to a fibration ® : N — R Denote by N < Homeo(N) the group generated
by (7 [x])[x]eAz and 7. Note that ® (7] i (v)z) = ®(z) + v so, since the translation action
on R? is transitive (as a group action), it holds that for every z,y € NN there is some
n € N such that n(z) € W¢(y) (where W¢ is the lifted center foliation). Moreover, 7.
acts transitively on each W¢—leaf so 7). act transitively on each leaf of W¢. Combined this
implies that N act transitively on V.

Fix an order of the coarse exponents Ay = {[x1], ..., [xr]}. Denote by Pp,j : R? —

Ey, [ the projection map. By Lemma 3.9 and property (i) in Lemma 3.7 it is clear that the
map

P:RYxR— N, P(v,5) =1 (Pa?)--npe] (P v)me(s) (3.17)
is surjective. Suppose that there is € N such that P(v, s)x = x for some v € R? and
s € R. Thatis, 7y, 1(Pry,10) -7y, (Pix,1v)7c(8) = z, so after applying ¢ on both sides
and using that 7, } cover a translation action for each j we obtain

d(x) + Py v+ .+ Py v = d(z) + v = d(x) (3.18)

which implies that v = 0. Therefore, if P(v, s)x = x then v = 0 so 7j.(s)x = x. Since
7. acts freely the action 7. is free which implies that s = 0. That is, if P(v, s) has a fixed
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point then v = 0, s = 0, and P(v, s) = id so N act freely on N. A similar argument also
shows that P : R? x R — N is injective, so its a bijection. Moreover, if P(v,s) is close
to P(v/, ') then ®(z) + v = ®(P(v,s)x) ~ ®(P(v,s)x) = ®(x) + v’ so v is close to
v’. Note that we can write P(v’,0)"*P(v,0) = P(v —v',t(v,")) for some t(v,v") (that
depends continuously on v and v’). Now, we can write

Ny =P, s) ' P(v,s) = P(v',0)"*P(0, —s")P(v,0)P(0, s) =
Plv—v",0)P(0,s — s + t(v,0'))

but since n, .+ and P(v —v’, 0) are both close to identity this implies that s — s’ + (v, v")
is close to 0. Since t(v,v) = 0 and ¢(v,v") vary continuously in v and v’ this implies
that ¢(v,v’) is close to 0. So, s — s is close to zero or equivalently, s is close to s’. That
is, if P(v,s) is close to P(v, ") then (v, s) is close to (v/,s’). This implies, since P is
bijective, that P is a homeomorphism. The topological group N is homeomorphic to the
Euclidean space R x R and is 2—step nilpotent as an abstract group, so Nisa 2—step
nilpotent Lie group [13,29].

That is, N is a 2—step nilpotent Lie group that acts transitively and freely on N. We
fix o € N. By invariance of domain the map Q : N — N, Q(n) := n(xo), is a home-
omorphism. Property (i) from Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.2 imply that a(a)N = Na(a)
son — a(a)na(a)”! is a (continuous) automorphism, we denote this automorphism by
ao(a) : N — N. We have

a(a)Q(n) =a(a)n(zo) = (ao(a)n)(ala)zo) = (ao(a)n) o na(ro) =
Q(ao(a)(n) - na) =: Qao(a)(n))

where n, € N is chosen such that n,(z¢) = a(a)zo (this defines n, uniquely since N act
transitively and freely). It follows that ) conjugates &|x to an affine action on N. Proving
that () defines a homeomorphism H : X, — X, follows as in [34, Theorem 7.1].

The final part of the theorem is immediate from our construction of (). Indeed, we have
ne(8)Q(n) = ne(s)n(xg) = (nne(s))xo = Q(nne(s)), so @~ conjugates 7.(s) to some
translation action. That 7).(s) coincides with E§ is immediate since oz commute with 7,
(Lemma 3.7 property (i7)). O

3.3. Extending the conjugacy to the full lattice. Next, we will extend the conjugacy
H : X5 — X, from ¥ to a conjugacy for all of T'. Let ag(v) := Ha(y)H ™!, then oy is
a T action such that ag|y is an action by affine maps. We denote by p : I' — Aut(X,)
the induced map on fundamental group. It is immediate that 7, p(v) = p(y)7s. Let &g :
I'x N — N bealiftof ag to N. Defineamap C : T x N — nby do(y)z = p(y)z-e€ ),
From the construction of H, and the fact that 7, cover the corresponding translation
action on T (Lemma 3.6), it is clear that 7 o H = ®. It follows that 7 : N — N /[N, N]
satisfies wé(y)x = p(y)m(x) sothe map C : T x N — n takes values in ker D7 = E§.
We have

p)z - e —a(yy )z = a(v)a(y)x = p(7) (@ )z) - a0 —
)p(7 )z - PNCE 1) +C (G0 (1 )2)
'Y'}/)I . 60(7/7w)+c(’77d0(’yl)m)
where we have used that () acts trivially on E§. It follows that
/

Cvy,x) = Clvy,a0(y)z) + C(v, x)
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so C'is a E§—valued cocycle over the action &g. Moreover, for A € A we have g (y)\x =
P(VIA - éo(v)z so
p(Y)(Ax) - e“O) = H()N- p(y)a - OO (3.19)

or C(v, Az) = C(v, z). It follows that C' descend to amap C : I x X4 — E§. Thatis, C
is a E§—valued cocycle over «.

Lemma 3.11. The cocycle C factor through a cocycle Z : T' x T¢ — E.
Proof. Since H(n.(s)x) = H(x)e*? we obtain
ao(7)(ze*?) = p(y)a - €7 - L0 = ag(y)z - €57 = p(y)z - CO00) - 7
or C(v,ze’?) = C(v,x). So C descends toamap Z : ' x T¢ — E. O

Theorem 3.12. The action o is affine, so « is topologically conjugated to an action by
affine maps.

Proof. The maps Z(y, ) from Lemma 3.11 is a E§—valued cocycle over the action p. By
Theorem 2.1 the cocycle Z is measurably trivial. That is, there is a measurable function
¢ : T* — E§ such that Z(v,z) = ¢(p(y)x) — ¢(z) volume almost everywhere. Fix
a € ¥ such that p(a) = L : T* — T is ergodic. Since H conjugates a(a) to an affine
map Z(a, x) is constant. We claim that this constant is 0. To see this, let

v:T — E§, (y):= er Z(y,x)dx. (3.20)

The fact that Z is a cocycle implies that 1) is a homomorphism, but Ef is a vector space
so ¢ = 0. It follows that Z(a, x) is constant and integrates to 0, so Z(a,z) = 0. That is,
o(Lz) — p(x) = 0 volume almost everywhere. Since ¢ is L—invariant and L is ergodic
we conclude that ¢ is constant so Z (v, z) = 0 is constant equal to 0. This finish the proof
of the theorem since Z = 0 implies that C' = 0 so «g coincide with p. ]

4. SMOOTH RIGIDITY: NON-ACCESSIBLE ACTIONS

We now start the proof of Theorem 1.4. For the remainder of this section let X, =
T x T. By Theorem 3.12 the action « is topologically conjugated to an affine action g :
I' x X5, — X,. 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 tangentto V = E° @ E" (where we recall that £ is the invariant distribution
for the partially hyperbolic element « (7o) = f). The following lemma is well-known.

Lemma 4.1. The foliation V is a C* —foliation.

Proof. By [14, Lemma 4.1], and the discussion after the lemma, ) is a C® —foliation (see
also [20, Lemma 4.1]). [l

Lemma 4.2. For any x,y € X we have #V(x) n W¢(y) = 1. In particular, V have
compact leaves

Proof. By Theorem 3.12 the action « is topologically conjugated to an affine action g
with linear part taking values in GL(d, Z) x 1. Since the lemma holds for «, the lemma
also holds for o. O

Lemma 4.3. The action o preserve V.

Proof. This is immediate from Theorem 3.12. O
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Lemma 4.4. The projection map ® : X5 — T% is a C* —submersion.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2 we have #V(xz) nW¢(y) = 1forall 2,y € Xx. Since I' is a higher
rank lattice the action of I" on a circle is virtually trivial [7,31]. So, after possibly dropping
to a finite index subgroup, we may assume that « fixes all leaves of V.

For every z € X, the action o, : I' x V(z) — V(z) is a higher rank Anosov action
(since the partially hyperbolic element f = «(7) restrict to an Anosov diffeomorphism
on V(z)). By [4] the map ®|y(,) = @, : V(z) — T?is C*. Let 3y € X, and fix a
smooth transverse foliation F to V in U = V(W (x0)). Let 77, : V(z) — V(y) be the
F—holonomy map between V(x) and V(y) (with z,y € U sufficiently close). Since the
transverse F is C, the maps Wiy are uniformly C* in x and y. Let x,y € U be close
and define an action

Bey(y) = @l a(y)nl, o7 T — T 4.1

Y, x T,y x
Note that as y — x we have that 3, , () — p(7) in the C*—topology. From [11], if x and
y are close then we obtain a C* —conjugacy H, , : T¢ — T9 such that Hy yBey(y) =
p(v)Hy . Moreover, the conjugacy H, , tends to idya in the C*—topology as y — x
since 3, , — p. On the other hand, we can also define

H,, =7 &1 4.2)

x,y x

which satisfy

HyyBey(7) = DyaN)ml, @, = p(1) @17, = p(VHey (43
Since the conjugacy H, , is unique among all homeomorphisms close to identity (in the
C°—topology) and since H, , is close to identity when x and y are close we have H,, , =

H, ,. Thatis, we can write
@, = Hw,y@w”;m “4.4)

which, since H, , — id in C* and wi y 1s uniformly C®, implies that ¢, — &, in the
C* —topology as y — x. It follows that ® : X, — T¢ is uniformly C* along V. Since ®
is constant along W€ it follows by Journé’s lemma [19] that ® is a C*°—submersion. [

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Fix a a—invariant center leaf W¢(zo). Let H : X; — T? x
W€ (z) be defined by

H(z) := (®(z), 7Y () 4.5)

where 7V is defined as the unique intersection between V() and W¢(x¢) (Lemma 4.2).
Since Vis a C® —foliation (Lemma 4.1) the map 7 : X5 — W¢(z¢) is a C* —submersion.
By Lemma 4.4 the map ® is C'° —submersion. Combined it follows that H is a diffeomor-
phism.

For any v € I" we have

H(a(y)z) = (®(a(y)z), 7 (a(y)r)) = (p(v)®(z), a(y)7" (x)) (4.6)
since « preserve V. The action of o on W¢(xg) is finite [7,31] and we can therefore

identify W°(xo) with T such that «(+y) is given by translations. After this identification H
conjugates « 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 I' be a lattice in G = G(R)°.

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

Theorem 5.1 (Zimmer’s cocycle superrigidity, [10]). Let (X, ) be a ergodic T Lebesgue
space. Assume that v is T invariant. Let 5 : T x X — GL(n,R) be a measurable cocycle
over the I' action on X. Further assume that

B(v,) € LN(X, p) (L1)
forall vy eT.

Then, there exists

(1) a measurable map ¢ : X — GL(n,R),

(2) a continuous representaiton w : G — SL(n,R),

(3) a compact subgroup K in GL(n,R) that commutes with ©(G), and
(4) a measurable cocycle k : I' x X — K

such that

B(v,z) = o(v.z)m(y)k(y, z)p(x) !

forall v € I' and pv almost every x € X.

Note that since we will apply Theorem 5.1 to derivative cocycle over a smooth I' 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*¥ =~ ¥ < T with v € ¥ such that a(v) 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 7 : I' — 1 x GL(d,R) < GL(d + 1,R) be a representation such that
(o) is partially hyperbolic with 1 —dimensional isometric center and let
Wri={weG:m(w)E" n ELT = ES7 nr(w)ELT = 0}. (5.1
The set
wi= (] W (5.2)
7:I'->1xGL(d,R)

is Zariski open and Zariski dense.

Proof. This follows since there are, up to conjugation, only finitely many representations
m: T — GL(d + 1,R) (see also [4, Lemma 8.11]). O

Our next goal is to show that for any v € W n T we have Da(y)E*(x) n E*(a(y)z) =
E*(a(y)z) n Da(y)E™(z) = 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 a—invariant measures).
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Lemma 5.3. If v € W N T then a()* E® is transverse to E (in E° @ E") and a(y)* E*
is transverse to F° (in B° @ E).

Fix x € Xa. Recall that 7o € T is such that f = «(y) is partially hyperbolic with
1—dimensional center. We denote by K, = «(I")z which is a—invariant. The following
lemma is elementary.

Lemma 5.4. IfU c K, is relatively open, non-empty, and a—invariant then x € U.

Proof. Let C = K;\U, then C is compact and a—invariant. If z € C then «(T")z < C so
K, = a(T')z < C which is a contradiction since U is non-empty. (]

Lemma 5.5. There is a a—invariant ergodic probability measure i, with support K.

Proof. Let H be the conjugacy from Theorem 3.12. We have HK, = Ha(l)z =
Ha(l)x = p(I')H(x), so HK, is a p—orbit closure. By [4, Proposition 6.5] the set
HK, is homogeneous and can be written as a finite union of nilsubmanifolds of X . It
is clear that the element p(7) acts ergodically on H K, with respect to the p—invariant
volume v (if p is the Lie algebra tangent to H K, then either E§ = [p,p] in which case
p(70) is ergodic with respect to the volume on HK, or [p,p] = 0 in which case HK,
does not contain [N, N so j(vo) is hyperbolic on HK,). With i, = Hy 'v the lemma
follows. (]

Let Do : ' x X5 — GL(n) be the derivative cocycle of o (where we have used that the
tangent bundle of X4 can naturally be identified with Xy x n). By Zimmer’s superrigidity
(Theorem 5.1) there is a representation = : I' — GL(n), a measurable map C' : X, —
GL(n), and a a—cocycle taking values in a compact group K : I' x X — SO(n) such
that

Dya(y) = Cla(ma)r(ME(y,2)C(2) ", pa —as. (5.3)
Note that 7(yo) is partially hyperbolic with 1—dimensional center. Moreover, the space
E¢ is a—invariant so the representation 7 = 7’ @ 1 has an identity factor (coinciding with
Ecie. E¢ = C(x)Vq wheren = V; = V4 @ V). That is, 7 satisfies the assumptions of
Lemma 5.2. This also shows that
a*(E°®EY)=E°@®E", ~eTl 5.4)
since C'(z)Vy is a(yo)—invariant and transverse to E°, but E* @ E* is unique with thls
property. Let {y1,72, ...} = I'\{/0} be an enumeration of I"\{~o}. Define ; = ’){7’70’7J
and note that each (7)) is partially hyperbolic with 1—dimensional center since 7(n;) is

conjugated to (7o ). Denote by E;'™, o = s, u, the stable or unstable space of (7;). It is
clear that 7(v;) ES;" = E7™. Let

S™ ﬂ Stab(EJ™) = ﬂ Stab(E7™) = (| Stab(n(v;)EL™)  (5.5)

then S™"*+1 < S™". Moreover, each S™" is an algebraic subgroup of G so the sequence
S™7 terminates [4, Section 8.3]. It follows that there is some ro(7) such that

gmro(m) _ ﬂ Stab(m(v;)E3.") ﬂ Stab(m(g)E3.") (5.6)
161" ‘7_EG

where the last equality follows since I' is Zariski dense in G [4, Section 8.3]. We also
define E, 0 = s, u, to be the invariant distributions associated to a(7;) (note that a(n;) is
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conjugatedto f = (7o), so a(n;) is in particular partially hyperbolic with 1 —dimensional
center). Let

ds = dim E*(z) = dim E5;" = dim E}", (5.7)
dy = dim E*(z) = dim E;™ = dim E;;]?’T, (5.8)

and denote by Gr(ds,n), Gr(d,,n) the Grassmanians with d,—dimensional subspaces.
Let

& : GL(n) x [Gr(ds,n)”’(”) x Gr(du,n)”’(”)] s Gr(dy, )™ x Gr(dy, n)"0™
be the standard action. Define a map 7 : X5 — Gr(d,, n)™(™ x Gr(d,,n)"(™ by
T(I) = ((E]S')jzo,...,ro(ﬂ)a (E;)jzo,...,ro(ﬂ)) (59)

it is then clear that 7 is a continuous map. It is also clear that C(z)Ej:™ = EY (z) (since
K (v, x) commute with 7(y)) so

@ (C), (B0 rotms (B im0, o)) ) = 7(0) e — s (5.10)
It follows that

7(supp(piz)) < Orba ((En)j=0,....ro(r): (B )0, ...r0(m) ) - (5.11)
Since 7(y) € Orbg ((E;J’_”)j:07,,,7TO(,r), (E#f)jzo,...,m(w)> for p1;—almost every y and
since Orbg ((E,S;,Tr)j:o ,,,,, ro () (E#f)j:o,...,m(w)> is open in
Orba ((En)j=0,...ro(r)s (B )0, ...r0(m)) (5.12)
see [4, Lemma 8.8], it follows that
U™ := 7 10rbg ((Ef;;w)j:O,...,m(ﬂ')? (Eﬁ;”)jzo,...mo(fr)) (.13)
is open and dense in supp(j, ). Define C' : U™ — GL(n)/S™ by
@ (C(a), (B0, rotm)s (im0, ro(m)) ) = 7(2), (5.14)

it is immediate that C' is continuous since ® and 7 are both continuous.
The following lemma is [4, Lemma 8.9].

Lemma 5.6. The set U™ is a—invariant and for y € U™ we have

Dya(y)E? (y) = Dya(y)C(y)ES™ = Cla(y)y)m(y)ES™ (5.15)

We are now ready to prove Lemma 5.3.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. Since U™ is relatively open in K, a—invariant, and non-empty (by
Lemma 5.6) it follows from Lemma 5.4 that z € U™ (this also implies that «(y)x € U™
forall v € I' since U™ is aw—invariant). Let v € W n I'. By the assumption on vy

m(V)ELT N ELT =BT nw(y)ERT =0 (5.16)
which immediately implies (Lemma 5.6) that
0 =Cla()2) (r) B 0 BL™) = (Clama)r()ELT) o (Clatne) BLT) =
= (Dza(7)E*(z)) 0 (E*(a(7)z))
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and similarly
(Dza(M)E"(x)) n (E*(a(y)z)) = 0.
Since x was arbitrary the lemma follows. ]
Let C?(x) be the e—cone about the distribution E? (), 0 = s,u. By applying the

proof of [4, Proposition 8.12] in the bundle £* @ E* (which we recall is a—invariant) we
obtain the following lemma from Lemma 5.3.

Lemma 5.7. Fixe > 0 small. Ify € W nT (with W as in Lemma 5.3) then there is N = 0
such that g = fNa(y) N satisfy

Dg~'(Ci(x)) = C2plg~'), Dg(C(w)) < Cliplgz) € Xy (5.17)

Moreover, for each v° € CZ(x) we have ||Dg(v®)| < ||v®]] /2, for each v* € C¥(x) we
have || Dg=* (v*)|| < ||v*|| /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 = fNa(v) f
gives a hyperbolic cocycle when restricted to £° @ E* then follows from the standard cone
criterion.

Note that any a(v) is uniformly subexponential along E°¢ by Theorem 3.12 (in fact
isometric, which is clear from the proof), since Dy is hyperbolic along £° @ E" it follows

that g is partially hyperbolic with 1—dimensional center. O
Let S < T be the subset defined by vy € S if:

Da(y)"'C2(z) = CZ(aly)2), (5.18)

[Da(v’ll < [[v°]] /2, v* e C2(a), (5.19)

Da(y)C¢ (x) = CZ(a(7)), (5.20)

[Da(y) "o < lv*]l /2, v* e Cl(x). (5.21)

The following lemma is [4, Lemma 8.6].

Lemma 5.8. The set S is a semigroup, every o(v) (v € S) is partially hyperbolic with
1—dimensional center, and there is some N > 0 such that 'yév es.

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' < I' is a Zariski dense semigroup
and each a(y) (v € S) is partially hyperbolic with 1—dimensional center along E°. Tt
follows that p(vy) is hyperbolic for v € S (where we recall that ®(a(y)x) = p(y)®(z)).
By Lemma 2.18 there is Z* >~ 3. such that p|x : 3 — GL(d, Z) is higher rank and at least
one vy € ¥ n S (so a(v) is partially hyperbolic with 1—dimensional center). It follows
that the action oy, : ¥ x X — X 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 « 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-
Holder. Applying [34, Theorem 1.2] to the action a|y; : 3 x X — X finishes the proof
of Theorem 1.2. O
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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 QL. We will assume that f is homotopic to a partially
hyperbolic automorphism L with 1—dimensional center (and if X5 = T¢*! then we will
assume that L = A x 1 with A hyperbolic). Let ® : X, — T¢ 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 ® : X5 — T makes f into a fibered partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism
then f is QL

Proof. Let ® : N — R? be a lift such that for some lift ' of f we have ®(Fxz) =
L, ®(x). Denote by WS, W* the stable and unstable foliations lifted to N. Note that
® : Wo(z) — ®(x) + EJ, 0 = s,u, is a homeomorphism for every z € N. Let
7,7’ > 0 be such that ®(W7 (z)) > ®(z) + BZ(0), where BZ(0) is the 7’/ —ball around
0in Eg, forall z € N. Let y € W7(z) and consider p = ®(z), ¢ = ®(y). We find
P1,..DN € D+ E§ such that N < d(p,q)/r" + 1, pj41 € B%(p;) for j < N, and
PN = ¢, p1 = p. Letx; € W (z) be the unique point such that ®(z;) = p;. Since
®(W?(x;)) o pj + B%(0) = BY(p;) we have x; 11 € W7 (x;). It follows that we can
estimate
N—1

do(z,y) < D) do(wj,2541) S TN <
Jj=1

~d(®(x), P(y)) + . (A.1)

ﬁ\lﬁ

Write ®(z) = 7(z) +
d(®(z), ®(y)) =d(7(z) + ¢(x), 7(y) + ¢(y)) <
d(m(2), 7(y)) + 2 l¢llco < d(@,9) + 20l co

where the last inequality uses that 7 is a Riemannian submersion (after choosing appropri-
ate left-invariant metrics on N and RY). If we define A = r/r’ and B = 2 ||| o /1" + 1
then Equation A.1 implies

o(x) for some ¢ : X5 — RY. Tt follows that

dy(z,y) < Ad(z,y) + B. (A.2)

This proves the lemma since d, is comparable to d for « and y close (the leaves of W€ are
uniformly C1). O

As a corollary we obtain conditions that guarantee that f is QL

Lemma A.2. Any one of the following conditions implies that f is Ql-partially hyperbolic:
(i) f is topologically conjugated to L,
(ii) f is leaf-conjugatedto L,
(iii) there is a fiber bundle p : X — 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 that B is a nilmanifold in
(i4¢). However, note that p collapses the center leaves so morally p should semi-conjugate
f to an Anosov map which, conjecturally, implies that B 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 mo B = 1).
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Proof. Note that (ii:) implies both (i4) and (7), so it suffices to prove (ii7). The fibers of
p are 1—dimensional and compact, so the fibers are circles. Since X, 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-Z—->A—->mB-—>1 (A.3)
and 7, B = 1 for n > 1. From Equation A.3 (and the fact that ker(A — m B) is
f«—invariant) it is immediate that m B = Z*. Since mB = Z% and 7, B = 1 for

n > 2, Bisa K(1,Z%)—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 : X5 — T¢ semi-conjugates f to a hyperbolic
automorphism. After composing p with an automorphism of T¢ we may also assume that
p is homotopic to the standard projection 7 : X, — T¢. However, the uniqueness of the
map ® : X, — T (see [34, Lemma 3.1]) then implies that ® = p. Lemma A.2 now
follows from Lemma A.1. (]
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