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Gibbs measures for contact Anosov flows
are all exponentially mixing

Luchezar Stoyanov

Abstract

In this work we study strong spectral properties of Ruelle transfer operators related to
Gibbs measures for contact Anosov flows. As a consequence we establish exponential decay of
correlations for Hölder observables with respect to any Gibbs measure. The approach invented
in 1997 by Dolgopyat, and further developed in our papers in 2011 and 2023, is substantially
enhanced here, allowing to deal with the general case of arbitrary contact Anosov flows and
arbitrary Gibbs measures. The results obtained here naturally apply to geodesic flows on
compact Riemannian manifolds.

The strong spectral estimates for Ruelle operators and a well-established technique by
Dolgopyat lead to exponential decay of correlations for Hölder continuous observables.

1 Introduction

About 20 years ago Liverani [L] proved exponential decay of correlations for C4 contact Anosov
flows for the Sinai-Bowen-Ruelle measure determined by the Riemann volume. In this work, as a
consequence of the main result, we derive exponential decay of correlations for C5 contact Anosov
flows on compact Riemannian manifolds M with respect to any Gibbs measure on M . In [St4]
this was done for Gibbs measures admitting a Pesin set with exponentially small tails1. Here we
succeed to establish exponential decay without any additional assumptions. As a consequence, for
geodesic flows on compact Riemannian manifolds every Gibbs measure is exponentially mixing.

As is now well-known, the study of statistical properties of continuous dynamical systems
proved to be significantly more difficult than the one for discrete systems. In particular the
study of rates of correlation decay for Hölder continuous potentials turned out to be highly non-
trivial. After the extensive work of Sinai, Bowen and Ruelle in the 70’s on statistical properties
of Anosov diffeomorphisms, and the discovery in the 80’s by Ruelle [R] and Pollicott [Po] that for
Axiom A flows on basic sets the decay of correlations for Hölder potentials could be arbitrarily
slow, there was a period of more than 15 years when it appeared no major results in this area
had been established. Significant breakthrough was achieved at the end of the 90’s. First, it
was Chernov [Ch1] who proved sub-exponential decay of correlations for Anosov flows on 3D
Riemannian manifolds (with respect to the Sinai-Bowen-Ruelle measure). Then Dolgopyat [D]
proved exponential decay of correlations for Hölder continuous potentials in two major cases: (i)
geodesic flows on compact surfaces of negative curvature (with respect to any Gibbs measure); (ii)
transitive Anosov flows on compact Riemannian manifolds with C1 jointly non-integrable local
stable and unstable foliations (with respect to the Sinai-Bowen-Ruelle measure). The results in
[D] on decay of correlations were derived as a consequence of some very strong spectral estimates
for Ruelle transfer operators defined by means of a Markov family for the flow. Dolgopyat’s paper
[D] nowadays is regarded as fundamental, not just for the results that it established but also for
the general framework created there. The latter, or parts of it, has been used by various people
to establish some very significant results: see e.g. [AGY], [BaV], [PoS], [St1], [N], [OWi], [PeS],
[DMS], just to name a few of these. Although Liverani studied a different Ruelle operator in [L],
at some stage he used, as he said, ”Dolgopyat’s cancellation mechanism”. In our work [St3] we

1I.e. a Pesin set whose pre-images along the flow have measures decaying exponentially fast.
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developed a modification of Dolgopyat’s approach to establish strong spectral properties for Ruelle
transfer operators for Axiom A flows on basic sets satisfying certain regularity conditions, and
as a consequence established exponential decay of correlations for arbitrary Gibbs measures for
such flows. A much more sophisticated modification of Dolgopyat’s framework was done in [St4],
where we proved strong spectral properties for Ruelle transfer operators for C3 contact Anosov
flows with respect to any Gibbs measure admitting a Pesin set with exponentially small tails, and
used this to establish exponential decay of correlations for such measures. Recently Tsujii and
Zhang [TZ] proved exponential decay of correlations for arbitrary mixing measures for transitive
Anosov flows on 3D compact manifolds, also using a modification of Dolgopyat’s appoach.

Another significant phase in the study of statistical properties of continuous dynamical systems
originated from the works of Young [Y1], [Y2] where she developed her so called ”tower method”.
This was also a major event that prompted and facilitated significant research activities and it
turned out to be very useful in the study of both uniformly and non-uniformly hyperbolic systems
– see e.g. [M] and the references there. Various other approaches in studying decay of correlations,
zeta functions, distribution of periodic orbits for hyperbolic flows, etc. have been developed as
well – see e.g. [MV] and [GLP] and the references there. Recently very sophisticated tools from
PDE’s involving microlocal analysis have been used in studying various properties of hyperboilic
flows – decay of correlations, dynamical zeta functions, distribution of Ruelle-Pollicott resonances
– see e.g. [NZ], [DyG], [DyZ], [FaSj], [FaT] and the references there, just to mention a few
of the large number of publications in this area. And speaking about decay of correlations for
hyperbolic systems we have to mention here the major result in [BaDL] about exponential decay
of correlations for 2D Sinai billiards.

Let φt : M −→ M be a C2 contact Anosov flow on a C2 compact Riemannian manifold M .
Let ϕ = φ1 be the time-one map of the flow, and let m be an ϕ-invariant probability measure on
M . Given α > 0 denote by Cα(M) is the space of all α-Hölder complex-valued functions on M ,
i.e. functions h : M −→ C for which there exists L ≥ 0 with |h(x) − h(y)| ≤ L (d(x, y))α for all
x, y ∈ M . For such h, let |h|α be the smallest possible choice for L. Set ‖h‖0 = supx∈M |h(x)|,
and ‖h‖α = ‖h‖0 + |h|α.

The main result in this paper is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let φt : M −→ M be a C5 contact Anosov flow, let F0 be a Hölder continuous
function on M and let m be the Gibbs measure determined by F0 on M . Then for every α > 0
there exist constants C = C(α) > 0 and c = c(α) > 0 such that

∣∣∣∣
∫

M
A(x)B(φt(x))dm(x) −

(∫

M
A(x)dm(x)

)(∫

M
B(x)dm(x)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ce−ct‖A‖α‖B‖α

for any two functions A,B ∈ Cα(M).

We obtain this as a consequence of Theorem 1.2 below and the procedure described in [D].
The assumption that the flow is C5 is made so that one can apply the procedure in [D]. In
particular this is essential when estimating the Laplace transform of the correlation function

ρ(t) =

∫

M
A(x)B(φt(x)) dm(x) −

(∫

M
A(x) dm(x)

)(∫

M
B(x) dm(x)

)

(see part VI in Sect. 4 in [D]).
To our knowledge there are several results known so far on exponential decay of correlations

for general Gibbs potentials: that of Dolgopyat [D] for geodesic flows on compact surfaces, the
one in [St2] for Axiom A flows on basic sets (under some additional assumptions); the recent
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result of Tsujii and Zhang for Anosov flows on 3D manifolds, and the one in [St4] for contact
Anosov flows on arbitrary compact manifolds but only for Gibbs measures admitting a Pesin set
with exponentially small tails.

Let R = {Ri}k0i=1 be a (pseudo-) Markov partition for φt consisting of rectangles Ri = [Ui, Si],
where Ui (resp. Si) are (admissible) subsets of W u

ǫ (zi) (resp. W
s
ǫ (zi)) for some ǫ > 0 and zi ∈M

(cf. Sect. 2 for details). The first return time function τ : R = ∪k0
i=1Ri −→ [0,∞) is essentially

α1-Hölder continuous on R for some α1 > 0, i.e. there exists a constant L > 0 such that if
x, y ∈ Ri ∩ P−1(Rj) for some i, j, where P : R −→ R is the standard Poincaré map, then

|τ(x) − τ(y)| ≤ L (d(x, y))α1 . The shift map σ : U = ∪k0
i=1Ui −→ U is defined by σ = π(U) ◦ P,

where π(U) : R −→ U is the projection along the leaves of local stable manifolds. Let Û be the set
of all x ∈ U whose orbits do not have common points with the boundary of R. Given θ ∈ (0, 1),

as in [St4], define the metric Dθ on Û by Dθ(x, y) = 0 if x = y, Dθ(x, y) = 1 if x, y belong
to different Ui’s and Dθ(x, y) = θN if Pj(x) and Pj(y) belong to the same rectangle Rij for all
j = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, and N is the largest integer with this property.

Denote by Fθ(Û) the space of all bounded functions h : Û −→ C with Lipschitz constants

|h|θ = sup

{ |h(x)− h(y)|
Dθ(x, y)

: x 6= y; ;x, y ∈ Û

}
<∞.

Define the norm ‖.‖θ,b on Fθ(Û) by ‖h‖θ,b = ‖h‖0 +
|h|θ
|b| , where ‖h‖0 = sup

x∈Û
|h(x)|.

Given a real-valued function f ∈ Fθ(Û), set g = gf = f − Pf τ , where Pf ∈ R is the unique
number such that the topological pressure Prσ(g) of g with respect to σ is zero (cf. [PP]).

We say that Ruelle transfer operators related to f are eventually contracting on Fθ(Û ) if there
exist constants 0 < ρ < 1, a0 > 0, b0 ≥ 1, T ≥ 1 and C > 0 such that if a, b ∈ R satisfy |a| ≤ a0
and |b| ≥ b0, then

‖Lm
f−(Pf+a+ib)τh‖θ,b ≤ C ρm ‖h‖θ,b

for any integer m ≥ T log |b| and any h ∈ Fθ(Û).
This condition implies that the spectral radius of Lf−(Pf+a+ib)τ on Fθ(Û) does not exceed ρ.

It is also easy to see that it implies the following2: for every ǫ > 0 there exist constants 0 < ρ < 1,
a0 > 0, b0 ≥ 1 and C > 0 such that if a, b ∈ R satisfy |a| ≤ a0 and |b| ≥ b0, then

‖Lm
f−(Pf+a+ib)τh‖θ,b ≤ C ρm |b|ǫ ‖h‖θ,b

for any integer m ≥ 0 and any h ∈ Fθ(Û).
The central result in this paper is the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let φt : M −→ M be a C2 contact Anosov flow on a C2 compact Riemannian
manifold M , let R = {Ri}k0i=1 be a (pseudo-) Markov partition for φt as above and let σ : U −→ U

be the corresponding shift map. There exist constants 0 < θ̂ < 1 and α2 > 0 such that for any
θ ∈ [θ̂, 1) and any real-valued function f ∈ Fθ1(Û ), where θ1 = θ1/α2 , the Ruelle transfer operators
related to f are eventually contracting on Fθ(Û).

Remark. Here θ̂ ∈ (0, 1) is such that the first-return time function τ ∈ Fθ̂(Û). A more general
result can be established. Namely, one can prove the same result as above for every f ∈ Fθ. This

2Which is the way we defined eventual contraction of Ruelle transfer operators in [St2], and it agrees with the
way the main result in [D] is stated.
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can be done repeating the lengthy approximation procedure in Sect. 8 in [St4]. However the main
consequences – Corollary 1.3 below, as well as Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 – will be the same3.

A similar result for Hölder continuous functions (with respect to the Riemannian metric) looks
a bit more complicated, since in general Ruelle transfer operators do not preserve any of the spaces
Cα(Û ). However, they preserve a certain ‘filtration’ ∪0<α≤α0C

α(Û). For b ∈ R, b 6= 0, define the

norm ‖.‖α,b on Cα(Û) by ‖h‖α,b = ‖h‖0 + |h|α
|b| .

Corollary 1.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2, there exists a constant α0 ∈ (0, 1] such
that for any real-valued function f ∈ Cα0/α2(Û ) the Ruelle transfer operators related to f are
eventually contracting on ∪0<α≤α0C

α(Û). More precisely, there exists a constant β̂ ∈ (0, 1] and
for each ǫ > 0 there exist constants 0 < ρ < 1, a0 > 0, b0 ≥ 1, C > 0 and M > 0 such that if
a, b ∈ R satisfy |a| ≤ a0 and |b| ≥ b0, then for every integer m ≥ M log |b| and every α ∈ (0, α0]

the operator Lm
f−(Pf+a+ib)τ : Cα(Û ) −→ Cαβ̂(Û) is well-defined and

‖Lm
f−(Pf+a+ib)τh‖αβ̂,b ≤ C ρm ‖h‖α,b

for every h ∈ Cα(Û ).

The maximal constant α0 ∈ (0, 1] that one can choose above is related to the regularity of the
local stable/unstable foliations. Estimates for this constant can be derived from certain bunching
condition concerning the rates of expansion/contraction of the flow along local unstable/stable
manifolds (see [Ha1], [Ha2], [PSW]).

The above was first proved by Dolgopyat ([D]) in the case of geodesic flows on compact surfaces
of negative curvature with α0 = 1 (then one can choose β̂ = 1 as well). The second main result
in [D] concerns transitive Anosov flows on compact Riemannian manifolds with C1 jointly non-
integrable local stable and unstable foliations. For such flows Dolgopyat proved that the conclusion
of Corollary 1.3 with α0 = 1 holds for the Sinai-Bowen-Ruelle potential F0 = log det(dφτ )|Eu.
More general results were proved in [St3] for mixing Axiom A flows on basic sets (again for
α0 = 1) under some additional regularity assumptions4, and more recently in [St4] for Gibbs
measures for contact Anosov flows admitting a Pesin set with exponentially small tails.

In Sect. 2 we collect some preliminary information used later on. Sect. 3 contains basic
facts from Pesin’s theory of Lyapunov exponents, some notation and three lemmas from [St2] and
[St4] that we need in subsequent sections. Sect. 4 deals with some technical results concerning
cylinders defined by means of Markov families for general Anosov flows. The most important fact
in Sect. 4 is Lemma 4.4 where for every unstable cylinder C intersecting the given Pesin set P0

we construct two families of sub-cylinders, each with a significant total measure5, and a certain
pairing between elements of the two families that is used later in Sects. 5 and 6 to develop a
cancelations procedure for the so called contraction operators NJ . The construction in Lemma
4.4 is enhanced in Lemma 5.5, where we use significantly the contact form, and establish a certain
very strong non-integrability property of the flow.

In Sect. 6 we define for a given parameter b ∈ R, a family of cylinders Cm of lengths ≤
Const log |b| covering the given Pesin set P0, and then use the constructions in Sects. 4 and 5
to define nice families of sub-cylinders of these with appropriate pairings between their elements.
The so called contraction operators are then defined in a rather different way to what was done

3Except for a better constant α0 > 0 in Corollary 1.3.
4As mentioned earlier, the results apply e.g. to C2 mixing Axiom A flows on basic sets satisfying a certain

pinching condition (similar to the 1/4-pinching condition for geodesic flows on manifolds of negative curvature).
5All considerations involve a given Gibbs measure ν on U .
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in previous papers. As in [St4], the contraction operators NJ only contract in the vicinity of
the Pesin set P0 – this is established in Sect. 7. However now we do not have a Pesin set with
exponentially small tails, so we use very substantially the families of sub-cylinders of the cylinders
Cm and the particular pairing between these from Lemmas 4.4 and 5.5.

In Sects. 8, 9 we succeed to obtain global contraction properties of the contraction operators.
While in [St4] we had the comfort to use the fact that our Pesin set had exponentially small tails,
here we do not have this. Instead we use a certain argument of Xing [X] involving Borel-Cantelly
sequences. After that, in the rest of Sect. 9 we use an appropriate modification of arguments
from [St4] to prove the main results in the paper.

2 Preliminaries

Let M be a C2 compact Riemannian manifold, and let φt : M −→ M (t ∈ R) be a C2 transitive
Anosov flow on M . This means that there exist constants C > 0 and 0 < λ < 1 such that
there exists a dφt-invariant decomposition TxM = E0(x) ⊕ Eu(x) ⊕ Es(x) of TxM (x ∈ M)
into a direct sum of non-zero linear subspaces, where E0(x) is the one-dimensional subspace
determined by the direction of the flow at x, ‖dφt(u)‖ ≤ C λt ‖u‖ for all u ∈ Es(x) and t ≥ 0,
and ‖dφt(u)‖ ≤ C λ−t ‖u‖ for all u ∈ Eu(x) and t ≤ 0. Throughout we denote by ‖ · ‖ the norm
determined by the Riemannian metric on M . Transitivity means that the flow has a dense orbit
in M .

Given x ∈ M and a sufficiently small ǫ > 0 the (strong) stable and unstable manifolds W s
ǫ (x)

and W u
ǫ (x) of size ǫ are defined in the usual way. The corresponding tangent bundles are then

Eu(x) = TxW
u
ǫ (x) and Es(x) = TxW

s
ǫ (x). Set Eu(x; δ) = {u ∈ Eu(x) : ‖u‖ ≤ δ} for any δ > 0

and define Es(x; δ) similarly. Let expux : Eu(x; ǫ) −→ W u
ǫ (x) and expsx : Es(x; ǫ) −→ W s

ǫ (x) be
the corresponding exponential maps.

The so called temporal distance function ∆(x, y) is defined as follows. Given a sufficiently
small ǫ0 > 0, it follows from the hyperbolicity of the flow on M that there exists ǫ1 > 0 such that
if x, y ∈ M and d(x, y) < ǫ1, then there exists a unique point [x, y] = W s

ǫ (x) ∩ φ[−ǫ0,ǫ0](W
u
ǫ0(y))

(cf. [KH]). Hence φt([x, y]) ∈ W u
ǫ0(y) for some t ∈ [−ǫ0, ǫ0] and we set6 ∆(x, y) = t ([KB],[D],

[L]). For x, y ∈ M with d(x, y) < ǫ1, define πy(x) = [x, y]. In this way for every y ∈ M , on a
small open neighbourhood W of y in M we get a projection πy : W −→ φ[−ǫ0,ǫ0](W

u
ǫ0(y)) along

local stable manifolds. The map πy : φ[−ǫ1,ǫ1](W
u
ǫ1(x)) −→ φ[−ǫ0,ǫ0](W

u
ǫ0(y)) is called a local stable

holonomy map. In a similar way one defines holonomy maps between any two sufficiently close
local transversals to stable laminations (see e.g. [PSW]). Combining such a map with a shift
along the flow we get another local stable holonomy map Hy

x : W u
ǫ1(x) −→ W u

ǫ0(y). In a similar
way one defines local holonomy maps along unstable laminations.

For convenience of the reader we will now provide the definition of a Markov family for the
flow (see e.g. Sect. 4 in [Ch2] for details). Given a submanifold D of M of codimension one with
diam(D) ≤ ǫ0 which is transversal to the flow, the projection prD : φ[−ǫ,ǫ](D) −→ D along the

flow is well-defined and smooth. For x, y ∈ D, set 〈x, y〉D = prD([x, y]). A subset R̃ of D is called
a rectangle if 〈x, y〉D ∈ R̃ for all x, y ∈ R̃. A proper rectangle is a rectangle R̃ that coincides with
the closure of its interior in D. The stable and unstable leaves through x ∈ R̃ are defined by
W s

R̃
(x) = φ[−ǫ,ǫ](W

s
ǫ (x))∩ R̃ and W u

R̃
(x) = φ[−ǫ,ǫ](W

s
ǫ (x))∩ R̃. By IntD(A) we denote the interior

of a subset A of D in D.
Let R̃ = {R̃i}k0i=1 be a family of proper rectangles, where each R̃i is contained in a submanifold

6A different definition for ∆ is given in [D] and [L], however in the only case considered in this paper when
x ∈ W u

ǫ (z) and y ∈ W s
ǫ (z) for some z ∈ M , these definitions coincide with the present one.
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Di of M of codimension one and has the form R̃i = 〈Ui, Si〉Di = {〈x, y〉Di : x ∈ Ui, y ∈ Si}, where
Ui ⊂ W u

ǫ (zi) and Si ⊂ W s
ǫ (zi), respectively, for some zi ∈ M . Set R̃ = ∪k0

i=1R̃i. The family R̃
is called complete if there exists a constant χ > 0 such that for every x ∈ M , φt(x) ∈ R̃ for
some t ∈ (0, χ]. The Poincaré map P̃ : R̃ −→ R̃ related to a complete family R̃ is defined by
P̃(x) = φτ̃(x)(x) ∈ R̃, where τ̃(x) > 0 is the smallest positive time with φτ̃(x)(x) ∈ R̃. The

function τ̃ is called the first return time associated with R̃. A complete family R̃ = {R̃i}k0i=1 of
rectangles in M is called a Markov family of size χ > 0 for the flow φt if:

(a) diam(R̃i) < χ for all i;
(b) for any i 6= j and any x ∈ IntD(R̃i) ∩ P̃−1(IntD(R̃j)) we have

W s
R̃i
(x) ⊂ P̃−1(W s

R̃j
(P̃(x))) , P̃(W u

R̃i
(x)) ⊃W u

R̃j
(P̃(x));

(c) for any i 6= j at least one of the sets R̃i ∩ φ[0,χ](R̃j) and R̃j ∩ φ[0,χ](R̃i) is empty.

The existence of a Markov family R̃ of an arbitrarily small size χ > 0 for φt follows from the
construction of Bowen [B1].

As in [R] and [D], we can slightly change the Markov family R̃ to a pseudo-Markov family
R = {Ri}k0i=1 of pseudo-rectangles Ri = [Ui, Si] = {[x, y] : x ∈ Ui, y ∈ Si}, where Ui and Si are as

above. Set R = ∪k0
i=1Ri. Notice that prDi

(Ri) = R̃i for all i. For any ξ = [x, y] ∈ Ri set

W u
Ri
(ξ) = [Ui, y] = {[x′, y] : x′ ∈ Ui} , W s

Ri
(ξ) = [x, Si] = {[x, y′] : y′ ∈ Si} ⊂W s

ǫ0(x).

The corresponding Poincaré map P : R −→ R is defined by P(x) = φτ(x)(x) ∈ R, where τ(x) > 0
is the smallest positive time with φτ(x)(x) ∈ R. The interior Int(Ri) of a rectangle Ri is defined

by prD(Int(Ri)) = IntD(R̃i). In a similar way one defines Intu(A) for a subset A of some W u
Ri
(x)

and Ints(A) for a subset of W s
Ri
(x). The family R = {Ri}k0i=1 has the same properties as R̃:

(a′) diam(Ri) < χ for all i;
(b′) for any i 6= j and any x ∈ Int(Ri) ∩ P−1(Int(Rj)) we have

P(Int(W s
Ri
(x))) ⊂ Ints(W s

Rj
(P(x))) , P(Int(W u

Ri
(x))) ⊃ Int(W u

Rj
(P(x)));

(c′) for any i 6= j at least one of the sets Ri ∩ φ[0,χ](Rj) and Rj ∩ φ[0,χ](Ri) is empty.

Define the matrix A = (Aij)
k
i,j=1 by Aij = 1 if P(Int(Ri))∩Int(Rj) 6= ∅ and Aij = 0 otherwise.

According to Sect. 2 in [BR], we may assume that R is chosen in such a way that AM0 > 0 (all
entries of the M0-fold product of A by itself are positive) for some integer M0 > 0. In what
follows we assume that the matrix A has this property.

One should remark here that while in general P and τ are only (essentially) Hölder continuous,
the map P̃ is (essentially) Lipschitz; see (2.1) below.

From now on we will assume that R̃ = {R̃i}k0i=1 is a fixed Markov family for φt of size

χ < ǫ0/2 < 1 and that R = {Ri}k0i=1 is the related pseudo-Markov family. Set U = ∪k0

i=1Ui and

Intu(U) = ∪k0
j=1Int

u(Uj). It follows from the hyperbolicity of the flow that there exist constants
c0 ∈ (0, 1] and γ1 > γ > 1 such that

c0γ
m d(x, y) ≤ d(P̃m(x)), P̃m(y)) ≤ γm1

c0
d(x, y) (2.1)

for all x, y ∈ R̃ such that P̃j(x), P̃j(y) belong to the same R̃ij for all j = 0, 1, . . . ,m. Fix constants
c0 and γ1 > γ > 1 with these properties; these will be used throughout the whole paper.
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Using the projection π(U) : R −→ U along stable leaves we define the shift map σ : U −→ U
by σ = π(U) ◦ P. Notice that τ is constant on each stable leaf W s

Ri
(x) = W s

ǫ0(x) ∩ Ri. The shift
map σ is naturally conjugate to the Bernoulli shift map σA : ΣA −→ ΣA on the symbol space

ΣA = {(ij)∞j=−∞ : 1 ≤ ij ≤ k0,Aij ij+1 = 1 for all j },

given by σA((ij)) = ((i′j)), where i
′
j = ij+1 for all j. There exists a natural surjection π : ΣA −→ R̃

such that π ◦ σA = P ◦ π on a residual subset of R̃ (see e.g. [B1] or Sect. 4 in [Ch2]). Denoting
by R̃∗ be the set of those x ∈ R such that φt(x) /∈ Int(Rj) for any t ∈ R and any j, we have

π ◦σA = P ◦π on R̃∗. Moreover π is Lipschitz on R̃∗ if the latter is considered with the metric dθ
for some θ ∈ (0, 1), defined by dθ(ξ, η) = 0 if ξ = η and dθ(ξ, η) = θm if ξi = ηi for |i| ≤ m and m
is maximal with this property. Notice that τ̂ = τ ◦ π defines a Lipschitz function on R̃∗, so it has
a Lipschitz extension τ̂ : ΣA −→ R+ ([B1], [Ch2]). The space of Lipschitz functions on ΣA with
respect to the metric dθ will be denoted by Cθ(ΣA).

The shift map σA : Σ+
A −→ Σ+

A on the one-sided subshift of finite type

Σ+
A = {(ij)∞j=0 : 1 ≤ ij ≤ k,Aij ij+1 = 1 for all j ≥ 0 },

is defined similarly. Notice that τ̂(ξ) = τ(π(ξ)) depends only on the forward coordinates of
ξ ∈ ΣA. In particular we can consider τ̂ as a function on Σ+

A such that τ̂ = τ ◦ π on a residual
subset of Σ+

A. The metric dθ on Σ+
A and the space of Lipschitz functions Cθ(Σ

+
A) are defined as

for ΣA. If π̂ : ΣA −→ Σ+
A is the natural projection, one shows easily that there exists a continuous

surjection π+ : Σ+
A −→ U such that then π+ ◦ π̂ = π(U) ◦ π. Moreover, σ ◦ π+ = π+ ◦ σ+A.

We will denote by Û the set of those x ∈ U such that Pm(x) ∈ Int(R) = ∪k
i=1Int(Ri) for all

m ∈ Z. This is a residual subset of U and has full measure with respect to any Gibbs measure on
U (see e.g. [B1]). Set Ûi = Ui ∩ Û .

Let B(U) be the space of bounded functions g : U −→ C with its standard norm ‖g‖0 =
supx∈U |g(x)|. Given a function g ∈ B(Û), the Ruelle transfer operator Lg : B(U) −→ B(U) is
defined by

(Lgh)(u) =
∑

σ(v)=u

eg(v)h(v).

Via the natural projection π+ : Σ+
A −→ U , the above corresponds to the well-known definition of

a Ruelle transfer operator on Σ+
A (see [Ba], [B1] or [PP]).

Throughout this paper α1 ∈ (0, 1] denotes a fixed constant such that τ ∈ Cα1(Û) and the
local stable/unstable holonomy maps are uniformly α1-Hölder. We assume that α1 is chosen so
that the shift Ψ̃ : R −→ R̃ along the flow is α1-Hölder. Fix constants 0 < τ0 < τ̂0 ≤ 1/3 so that

τ̃0 ≤ τ(x) ≤ τ0 , x ∈ R. (2.2)

We will assume that τ̃ satisfies the same estimates, namely τ̃0 ≤ τ̃(x) ≤ τ0 for all x ∈ R̃.

3 Lyapunov exponents and Lyapunov regularity functions

Throughout this paper M denotes a C2 compact Riemannian manifold, φt is a C2 Anosov flow
on M and ϕ = φ1. Let F0 be a Hölder continuous real-valued function on M and let m be the
Gibbs measure generated by F0 on M . The Oseledets Multiplicative Ergodic Theorem
([Os]) implies that in the situation considered here there exists a φt-invariant subset L of M
with m(L) = 1 such that for every x ∈ L there exist numbers 0 < χ1 < χ2 < . . . < χk̃ and a
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dφt-invariant decomposition Eu(x) = Eu
1 (x) ⊕ Eu

2 (x) ⊕ . . . ⊕ Eu
k̃
(x) of Eu(x) into subspaces of

constant dimensions such that

lim
t→∞

1

t
log ‖dφt(x) · v‖ = χi , v ∈ Eu

i (x) \ {0}, (3.1)

for all i = 1, . . . , k̃ (see [BP], [Ar], [V] or [KH]). Here and in what follows we denote by ‖ · ‖ the
norm on the tangent spaces TxM (x ∈M) induced by the Riemannian metric on M .

The numbers χi > 0 are called (the positive) Lyapunov exponents of φt. In our case, the
dimension ni of E

u
i (x) is constant on L, and clearly n1 +n2 + . . .+ nk̃ = nu = dim(Eu(x)) for all

x ∈ L. For Es(x), x ∈ L, we have a similar decomposition involving the corresponding negative
Lyapunov exponents. For contact flows we have ns = dim(Es(x)) = nu for all x ∈ L, and the
negative Lyapunov exponents are −χi, i = 1, . . . , k̃.

It follows from (3.1) that for every ǫ > 0, every x ∈ L and every i = 1, . . . , k̃ we have

lim
n→∞

‖dϕn(x)|Eu
i (x)

‖
e(χi+ǫ)n

= 0, therefore R0(x) = max1≤i≤k̃ supn≥0

‖dϕn(x)|Eu
i
(x)‖

e(χi+ǫ)n < ∞. The function

R0(x) just defined is an example of a Lyapunov ǫ-regularity function.
More generally, a Borel function Rǫ : L −→ (1,∞) such that

1

Rǫ(x)
≤ ‖dϕn(x) · v‖

e(χi+ǫ)n ‖v‖ ≤ Rǫ(x) , x ∈ L , v ∈ Eu
i (x) \ {0} , n ≥ 0, (3.2)

for all i = 1, . . . , k̃, and

e−ǫ ≤ Rǫ(ϕ(x))

Rǫ(x)
≤ eǫ , x ∈ L, (3.3)

is called a Lyapunov ǫ-regularity function. As in [PS], by an ǫ-slowly varying radius function we
mean a function of the form rǫ(x) = 1/Rǫ(x), x ∈ L, where Rǫ is a Lyapunov ǫ-regularity function
on L. For such rǫ and x ∈ L, the linear map dϕn(x) behaves on the ball Bu(x, rǫ(x)) as in the
case of an uniformly hyperbolic flow – see the relations (3.11) - (3.14) below.

In this paper by a Pesin set in M we mean a compact subset P of L with m(P ) > 0 such
that there exist constants ǫ > 0 and C > 0 and a Lyapunov ǫ-regularity function Rǫ(x) on L with
Rǫ(x) ≤ C for all x ∈ P . In a similar way we define Pesin sets in R (i.e. in R ∩ L) with respect
to the induced measure µ on R (see Sect. 4.2). Clearly Pesin sets always exist7.

Set λi = eχi for all i = 1, . . . , k̃. Fix an arbitrary constant β ∈ (0, 1] such that

λ1+β
j < λj+1 (3.4)

for all 1 ≤ j < k̃. Take ǫ̂ > 0 so small that e8ǫ̂ < λ1 and e8ǫ̂ < λj/λj−1 for all j = 2, . . . , k̃. Some
further assumptions about ǫ̂ will be made later. Set

1 < ν0 = λ1e
−8ǫ̂ < µj = λje

−ǫ̂ < λj < νj = λje
ǫ̂ (3.5)

for all j = 1, . . . , k̃. Fix ǫ̂ > 0 with the above properties.
For x ∈ L and 1 ≤ j ≤ k̃ set

Êu
j (x) = Eu

1 (x)⊕ . . . ⊕ Eu
j−1(x) , Ẽu

j = Eu
j (x)⊕ . . .⊕ Eu

k̃
(x).

7In [St4] we considered Gibbs measures admitting Pesin sets with exponentially small tails, i.e. Pesin sets whose
preimages along the flow have measures decaying exponentially fast. Existence of such Pesin sets for a variety of
Gibbs measures for hyperbolic diffeomorphisms and flows was established in [GSt]. However, to our knowledge,
there are no general results of this kind.
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Also set Êu
1 (x) = {0} and Êu

k̃+1
(x) = Eu(x). For any x ∈ L and any u ∈ Eu(x) we will write

u = (u(1), u(2), . . . , u(k̃)), where u(i) ∈ Eu
i (x) for all i.

According to results in the theory of non-uniformly hyperbolic systems (see [P], [BP]) for
any j = 1, . . . , k̃ the invariant bundle {Ẽu

j (x)}x∈L is uniquely integrable over L, i.e. there exists

a measurable ϕ-invariant family {W̃ u,j
r̃(x)(x)}x∈L of C2 submanifolds W̃ u,j(x) = W̃ u,j

r̃(x)(x) of M

tangent to the bundle Ẽu
j for some ǫ̂-slowly varying radius function r̃ = r̃ǫ̂ : L −→ (0, 1). Moreover,

with β ∈ (0, 1] as above, it follows from Theorem 6.6 in [PS] and (3.4) that there exists a ϕ-

invariant family {Ŵ u,j
r̃(x)(x)}x∈L of C1+β submanifolds Ŵ u,j(x) = Ŵ u,j

r̃(x)(x) of M tangent to the

bundle Êu
j for every j > 1. (However this family is not unique in general.) Fix an ϕ-invariant

family {Ŵ u,j
r̃(x)(x)}x∈L with the latter properties for all x ∈ L and j = 2, . . . , k̃. Then there exist

an ǫ̂-slowly varying radius function r = rǫ̂ : L −→ (0, 1) and for any x ∈ L a C1+β diffeomorphism

Φu
x : Eu(x; r(x)) −→ Φx(E

u(x; r(x)) ⊂W u
r̃(x)(x)

such that
Φu
x(Ê

u
j (x; r(x))) ⊂ Ŵ u,j

r̃(x)(x) , Φu
x(Ẽ

u
j (x; r(x))) ⊂ W̃ u,j

r̃(x)(x) (3.6)

for all x ∈ L and j = 2, . . . , k̃. Moreover, since the submanifolds Ŵ u,j
r(x)(x) and expux(Ê

u
j (x; r(x)))

of W u
r̃(x)(x) are tangent at x of order 1 + β for each j > 1, we can choose Φu

x so that the
diffeomorphism

Ψu
x = (expux)

−1 ◦Φu
x : Eu(x : r(x)) −→ Ψu

x(E
u(x : r(x))) ⊂ Eu(x; r̃(x))

is C1+β-close to identity. So, we can choose a Lyapunov ǫ̂-regularity function R(x) = Rǫ̂(x) such
that

‖Ψu
x(u)− u‖ ≤ R(x)‖u‖1+β , ‖(Ψu

x)
−1(u)− u‖ ≤ R(x)‖u‖1+β (3.7)

for all x ∈ L and u ∈ Eu(x; r(x)), and also that

‖dΦu
x(u)‖ ≤ R(x) , ‖(dΦu

x(u))
−1‖ ≤ R(x) , x ∈ L , u ∈ Eu(x; r(x)). (3.8)

More precisely, as in [LY2] (see (v) in (8.1) there), we will assume that there exists a global
constant R0 > 0 such that for all u, v ∈ Eu(x; r(x)) we have

1

R0
d(Φu

x(u),Φ
u
x(v)) ≤ ‖u− v‖ ≤ R(x) d(Φu

x(u),Φ
u
x(v)). (3.9)

For any x ∈ L consider the C1+β map

ϕ̂x = (Φu
ϕ(x))

−1 ◦ ϕ ◦ Φu
x : Eu(x) −→ Eu(ϕ(x))

(defined locally near 0). We then have the relations

ϕ̂−1
x (Êu

j (ϕ(x); r(ϕ(x))) ⊂ Êu
j (x; r(x)) , ϕ̂−1

x (Ẽu
j (ϕ(x); r(ϕ(x))) ⊂ Ẽu

j (x; r(x))

for all x ∈ L and j > 1.
Given y ∈ L and any integer j ≥ 1 we will use the notation

ϕ̂j
y = ϕ̂ϕj−1(y) ◦ . . . ◦ ϕ̂ϕ(y) ◦ ϕ̂y , ϕ̂−j

y = (ϕ̂ϕ−j(y))
−1 ◦ . . . ◦ (ϕ̂ϕ−2(y))

−1 ◦ (ϕ̂ϕ−1(y))
−1 ,

at any point where these sequences of maps are well-defined.
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It follows from well known results (see e.g. the Appendix in [LY1], Sect. 8 in [LY2] or Sect. 3
in [PS]) that there exists a Lyapunov ǫ̂-regularity function Γ = Γǫ̂ : L −→ [1,∞) and an ǫ̂-slowly
varying radius function r = rǫ̂ : L −→ (0, 1) (we will assume that it is the same as the one chosen
above) and for each x ∈ L a norm ‖ · ‖′x on TxM such that

‖v‖ ≤ ‖v‖′x ≤ Γ(x)‖v‖ , x ∈ L , v ∈ TxM, (3.10)

and for any x ∈ L and any integer m ≥ 0, assuming ϕ̂j
x(u), ϕ̂

j
x(v) ∈ Eu(ϕj(x), r(ϕj(x))) are

well-defined for all j = 1, . . . ,m, the following hold:

µmj ‖u− v‖′x ≤ ‖ϕ̂m
x (u)− ϕ̂m

x (v)‖′ϕm(x) ≤ νm
k̃
‖u− v‖′x , u, v ∈ Ẽu

j (x; r(x)), (3.11)

µm1 ‖u− v‖′x ≤ ‖ϕ̂m
x (u)− ϕ̂m

x (v)‖′ϕm(x) ≤ νm
k̃
‖u− v‖′x , u, v ∈ Eu(x; r(x)), (3.12)

µm1 ‖v‖′x ≤ ‖dϕ̂m
x (u) · v‖′ϕm(x) ≤ νm

k̃
‖v‖′x , u ∈ Eu(x; r(x)) , v ∈ Eu(x), (3.13)

µmj ‖v‖′x ≤ ‖dϕ̂m
x (0) · v‖′ϕm(x) ≤ νmj ‖v‖′x , v ∈ Eu

j (x). (3.14)

Another useful norm is given by |u| = max{‖u(i)‖ : 1 ≤ i ≤ k̃}, which is easily related to ‖ · ‖.
Clearly, ‖u‖ ≤ ∑k̃

i=1 ‖u(i)‖ ≤ k̃ |u|. Taking the regularity function Γ(x) appropriately, we have

|u| ≤ Γ(x)‖u‖, so 1

k̃
‖u‖ ≤ |u| ≤ Γ(x)‖u‖ for all x ∈ L and u ∈ Eu(x).

Taylor’s formula (see also Sect. 3 in [PS]) implies that there exists a Lyapunov ǫ̂-regularity
function G = Gǫ̂ : L −→ [1,∞) such that for any i = ±1 and any x ∈ L we have

‖ϕ̂i
x(v)− ϕ̂i

x(u)− dϕ̂i
x(u) · (v − u)‖ ≤ G(x) ‖v − u‖1+β , u, v ∈ Eu(x; r(x)),

and ‖dϕ̂i
x(u) − dϕ̂i

x(0)‖ ≤ G(x) ‖u‖β for all u ∈ Eu(x; r(x)). Fix a global constant β > 0
with the above properties. We will assume that β is chosen so that it satisfies (3.4) as well.

Next, for convenience of the reader we state three lemmas from [St3] and [St4] which will be
used in Sect. 5 below.

Lemma 3.1. (Lemma 3.3 in [St3]) There exist a Lyapunov ǫ̂-regularity function L : L −→ [1,∞)
and an ǫ̂-slowly varying radius function r : L −→ (0, 1) such that for any x ∈ L, any integer

p ≥ 1 and any v ∈ Eu(z, r(z)) with ‖ϕ̂p
z(v)‖ ≤ r(x), where z = ϕ−p(x), we have ‖w(1)

p − v
(1)
p ‖ ≤

L(x)|vp|1+β, where vp = ϕ̂p
z(v) ∈ Eu(x) and wp = dϕ̂p

z(0) ·v ∈ Eu(x). Moreover, if |vp| = ‖v(1)p ‖ 6=
0, then 1/2 ≤ ‖w(1)

p ‖/‖v(1)p ‖ ≤ 2.

Remark. Notice that if v ∈ Eu
1 (z, r(z)) in the above lemma, then vp, wp ∈ Eu

1 (x), so ‖wp−vp‖ ≤
L(x) ‖vp‖1+β .

We will now state some consequences from Sect. 10 in [St4] that apply to every Anosov flow.

For any v = v(1) + v(2) + . . .+ v(k̃) ∈ Eu(x) with v(j) ∈ Eu
j (x), set v̌

(2) = v(2) + . . .+ v(k̃) ∈ Ẽu
2 (x).

Repeating the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [St3] (with the above slightly different choices of µ̂1, ν̂1,
µ̂2 and ν2; see also Lemma 10.1 in [St4]) we get the following.

Lemma 3.2. Choosing the constant ǫ̂′ ∈ (0, ǫ̂) sufficiently small, there exists an ǫ̂′-slowly varying
radius function r̂(x) ≤ r(x) on L such that for any x ∈ L and any V = V (1)+ V̌ (2) ∈ Eu(x; r̂(x)),

setting y = ϕ−1(x) and U = ϕ̂−1
x (V ), we have ‖Ǔ (2)‖′y ≤ ‖V̌ (2)‖′x

µ2
and ‖U (1)‖′y ≥ ‖V (1)‖′x

ν1
.
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Lemma 3.3. (Lemma 10.7(b) in [St4]) There exist a 5ǫ̂
β -slowly varying radius functions r̂(x) ≤

r(x) and a Lyapunov 4ǫ̂-regularity function L(x), x ∈ L, such that for any x ∈ L and any integer
p ≥ 1, setting z = ϕ−p(x), the map

F p
x = dϕ̂p

z(0) ◦ (ϕ̂p
x)

−1 : Eu(x; r̂(x)) −→ Eu(x; r̂(x))

satisfies
∥∥∥
[
(F p

x (a))
(1) − (F p

x (b))
(1)
]
− [a(1) − b(1)]

∥∥∥ ≤ L(x)
(
‖a− b‖1+β + ‖b‖β · ‖a− b‖

)

for all a, b ∈ Eu(x; r̂(x)). Moreover,
1

2
‖a − b‖ ≤

∥∥dϕ̂p
z(0) ·

[
(ϕ̂p

x)
−1(a)− (ϕ̂p

x)
−1(b)

]∥∥ ≤ 2‖a − b‖
for all a, b ∈ Eu

1 (x; r̂(x)).

4 Estimates and constructions involving cylinders

4.1 Cylinders defined by the Markov family

Let again M be a C2 compact Riemannian manifold and let φt be a C2 transitive Anosov flow
on M . Here we do not assume that the flow is contact.

Choose a very small ǫ̂ > 0, as in Sect. 3, but we may need to make it smaller later. Throughout
we will again assume that R(x), Γ(x), D(x) and L(x) are Lyapunov ǫ̂-regularity functions, while
r(x) is an ǫ̂-slowly varying radius function so that it satisfies (3.6) – (3.17) and the conclusions of
Lemma 3.1. Replacing r(x) with the smaller regularity function r̂(x), without loss of generality
we will assume that the conclusions of Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 hold with r̂(x) replaced by r(x).

In what follows we assume that R̃ = {R̃i}k0i=1 is a fixed Markov falimiy for φt on M of size

χ < 1/2 and R = {Ri}k0i=1 is the related pseudo-Markov family as in Sect. 2. We will use the
notation associated with these from Sect. 2, and we will assume that for any i = 1, . . . , k0, zi is
chosen so that zi ∈ Intu(W u

Ri
(zi)). For any x ∈ R, any y ∈ R̃ and δ > 0 set

Bu(x, δ) = {y ∈W u
Ri
(x) : d(x, y) < δ} , B̃u(y, δ) = {z ∈W u

R̃i
(z) : d(z, y) < δ}.

In a similar way define Bs(x, δ). The open ball with centre x and radius r > 0 on M with respect
to the Riemannian metric will be denoted simply by B(x, r).

Given an unstable leaf W = W u
Ri
(z) in some rectangle Ri and an admissible sequence ı =

i0, . . . , im of integers ij ∈ {1, . . . , k0}, the set

CW [ı] = {x ∈W : Pj(x) ∈ Rij , j = 0, 1, . . . ,m}

will be called a cylinder of length m inW (or an unstable cylinder in R in general). WhenW = Ui

we will simply write C[ı]. In a similar way one defines cylinders C̃V [ı], where V = W u
R̃i
(z) is an

unstable leaf in some rectangle R̃i.
Let prD : ∪k0

i=1φ[−ǫ,ǫ](Di) −→ ∪k0
i=1Di be the projection along the flow, i.e. for all i = 1, . . . , k0

and all x ∈ φ[−ǫ,ǫ](Di) we have prD(x) = prDi
(x) (see Sect. 2). The shift along the flow determines

bi-Hölder continuous bijections

Tz : W u
R̃
(z) −→ Ǔ(z) = Tz(W u

R̃
(z)) ⊂W u

ǫ0(z) , Ψ̃ : W u
R(z) −→W u

R̃
(z)

for all i. These define bi-Hölder continuous bijections

Ψ : R̃ −→ Ř = ∪k0
i=1Ři and Ψ̃ : R −→ R̃,
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where Ři = ∪z∈SiǓ(z) and Ψ|Wu
R̃
(z) = (Tz)|Wu

R̃
(z) for z ∈ Si.

Given a cylinder C = CW [ı] in some Ri we will frequently use the notation C̃ = C̃W [ı] = Ψ̃(C).
This is then a cylinder of the same length in R̃i. Sometimes it will be more convenient to work
with the projection of the cylinders on actual unstable manifolds, and we will use the notation
Ĉ = Tz(C̃) for any cylinder C̃ in some R̃i and any z ∈W u

R̃i
. Then Ĉ ⊂W u

ǫ (z). The map Tz : C̃ −→ Ĉ
is uniformly Lipschitz. Clearly there exist global constants 0 < c̃1 < c̃2, independent of C and z
such that

c̃1 diam(C̃) ≤ diam(Ĉ) ≤ c̃2 diam(C̃). (4.1)

Although the rectangles R̃i could have complicated structure8, and could be rather ”frag-
mented”, each of them contains a non-empty open subset9 of the corresponding submanifold Di.
It is rather easy to show that there exists a constant r0 > 0 such that for every i = 1, . . . , k0 and
every x ∈ R̃i there exists y ∈W u

R̃i
(x) such that dist(y, ∂R̃i) > r0 and Ψ−1(B(y, r0)∩Ři) ⊂W u

R̃i
(x).

From now on we will assume that the constant r0 > 0 is chosen so that it has the property just
described. A few more restrictions on r0 will be imposed later.

4.2 The Gibbs measure ν, the Ruelle operators Lab and the metric Dθ

Let the constants c0 > 0 and 1 < γ < γ1 be as in Sect. 2. Fix a constant θ with

θ̂ =
1

γα1
≤ θ < 1,

where α1 > 0 is the constant chosen at the end of Ch. 2.
Let F0 : M −→ R be a Hölder continuous function and let m be the Gibbs measure deter-

mined by F0 on M defined on the set L of Lyapunov regular points ([Si], [B2], [Ch2], [PP]).
It induces a Gibbs measure µ on R (with respect to the Poincaré map P) for the function

F (x) =

∫ τ(x)

0
F0(φs(x)) ds, x ∈ R. The latter is Hölder and, using Sinai’s Lemma, it is cohomol-

ogous to a Hölder function f : R −→ R which is constant on stable leaves in rectangles Ri in R.
Setting g = f −Pfτ , where Pf ∈ R is chosen so that the topological pressure of g with respect to
the Poincaré map P : R −→ R is 0, we get a function on R that depends on forward coordinates
only, so it can be considered as a function on U , i.e. on Σ+

A.

From now on in this paper we will assume that f ∈ Fθ(Û) is a fixed real-valued function
and g = f − Pf τ , where Pf ∈ R is such that Prσ(g) = 0. Set F (a) = f − (Pf + a)τ . By
Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius’ Theorem (see e.g. Theorem 2.2 in [PP]) for any real number a with |a|
sufficiently small, as an operator on the space C(U) of continuous functions g : U −→ R with the
sup-norm (which we identify with C(Σ+

A) with the sup-norm), LF (a) has a largest eigenvalue λa
and there exists a (unique) regular probability measure ν̂a on U with L∗

F (a) ν̂a = λa ν̂a, i.e.

∫
LF (a)H dν̂a = λa

∫
H dν̂a

for every H ∈ C(U). The corresponding eigenfunctions belong to Fθ(Û). Fix a corresponding
(positive) eigenfunction ha ∈ Fθ(Û) such that

∫
ha dν̂a = 1. Then dν = h0 dν̂0 defines a σ-

invariant probability measure ν on U , called the Gibbs measure determined by the function
F (0). This is the measure on U that we will use throughout this paper. Since Prσ(f −Pfτ) = 0, it

8They are not connected in general except in 3D, as Chernov points out in Sect. 9 in [Ch1].
9In fact R̃i is the closure of such an open subset of Di.

12



follows from the main properties of pressure (cf. e.g. chapter 3 in [PP]) that |Prσ(F (a))| ≤ ‖τ‖0 |a|.
Moreover, for small |a| the maximal eigenvalue λa and the eigenfunction ha are Lipschitz in a, so
there exist constants a0 > 0 and C > 0 such that |ha − h0| ≤ C |a| on Û and |λa − 1| ≤ C|a| for
|a| ≤ a0.

We will frequently identify µ with the measure on R̃ defined by µ(Ψ̃(A)) = µ(A) for every
Borel subset A of R. Apart from that we will frequently use the measure ν on subsets of Ψ̃(U)
simply by setting ν(Ψ̃(A)) = ν(A) for every measurable subset A of U . The same will apply to
subsets of W u

R̃
(x) for x ∈ R̃, identifying these with subsets of U using projections along stable

leaves in R̃.
Fix a Pesin set P0 in R, that is a compact subset of R ∩ L with µ(P0) > 0 such that the

Lyapunov ǫ̂-regularity function R(x) is bounded on P0. Then the functions Γ(x), D(x) and L(x)
are also bounded above by some constants on P0. Similarly, the ǫ̂-slowly varying radius function
r(x) is bounded below by some constant on P0. Thus, we may assume that

R(x) ≤ R0 , r(x) ≥ r0 , Γ(x) ≤ Γ0 , L(x) ≤ L0 , D(x) ≤ D0

for all x ∈ P0 for some positive constants R0,Γ0, L0,D0 ≥ 1 and r0 > 0. We fix r0 > 0 so

that r0 ≤ 1
R0

. We will also use the Pesin set P̃0 = Ψ̃(P0) in R̃, and we will assume that the

functions R(x), r(x), etc. satisfy the same bounds as above on P̃0.
For |a| ≤ a0, as in [D], consider the function

f (a)(u) = f(u)− (Pf + a)τ(u) + lnha(u)− lnha(σ(u)) − lnλa

and the operators

Lab = Lf (a)−i bτ : C(U) −→ C(U) , Ma = Lf (a) : C(U) −→ C(U).

Then Ma 1 = 1. It is easy to see that |(Lm
abh)(u)| ≤ (Mm

a |h|)(u) for all u ∈ U , h ∈ C(U) and
m ≥ 0. Moreover, L∗

f(0)ν = ν, i.e.

∫
Lf(0)H dν =

∫
H dν , H ∈ C(U).

For any integer m ≥ 1 and any function h : U −→ C define hm : U −→ C by

hm(u) = h(u) + h(σ(u)) + . . .+ h(σm−1(u)).

Since g has zero topological pressure with respect to the shift map σ : U −→ U , there exist
constants 0 < c1 ≤ c2 such that for any cylinder C = Cu[i0, . . . , im] of length m in U we have

c1 ≤ ν(C)
egm(y)

≤ c2 , y ∈ C, (4.2)

(see e.g. [PP]). Moreover there exist constants 0 ≤ ρ1 ≤ ρ2 < 1 such that for some constants
c1, c2 > 0 as above we have

c1 ρ
m
1 ≤ ν(C) ≤ c2 ρ

m
2 , (4.3)

for every cylinder C = Cu[i0, . . . , im] of length m in U (see e.g. Proposition 2 in [Po] or pp. 54-55
in [Ch2]).

As in [St4], here we will make a substantial use of the metric Dθ on U defined in Sect. 1
above. For a non-empty subset A of U (or some W u

R(x)) let diamθ(A) be the diameter of A with
respect to Dθ.
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Lemma 4.1. ([St4]) (a) For any cylinder C in U the characteristic function χC of C on U is
Lipschitz with respect to Dθ and Lipθ(χC) ≤ 1/diamθ(C).

(b) There exists a constant C1 > 0 such that if x, y ∈ Ûi for some i, then |τ(x) − τ(y)| ≤
C1Dθ(x, y). That is, τ ∈ Fθ(Û). Moreover, we can choose C1 > 0 so that

|τm(x)− τm(y)| ≤ C1Dθ(σ
m(x), σm(y))

whenever x, y ∈ Ûi belong to the same cylinder of length m.

(c) There exist constants C1 > 0 and α2 > 0 such that for any z ∈ R, any cylinder C in W u
R(z)

and any x, y ∈ C we have d(Ψ̃(x), Ψ̃(y)) ≤ C1Dθ(x, y) and Dθ(x, y) ≤ C1(d(Ψ̃(x), Ψ̃(y)))α2 .
Therefore, for C̃ = Ψ̃(C) we have diam(C̃) ≤ C2 diamθ(C), and diamθ(C) ≤ C1(diam(C̃))α2 . We
can take α2 > 0 so that 1/(γ1)

α2 ≤ θ.

It follows from Lemma 4.1 that τ ∈ Fθ(Û), so assuming f ∈ Fθ(Û), we have f (a) ∈ Fθ(Û)
for all such |a| ≤ a0. Moreover, using the analytical dependence of ha and λa on a and assuming
that the constant a0 > 0 is sufficiently small, there exists T0 = T0(a0) > 0 such that

T0 ≥ max{ ‖f (a)‖0 , |f (a)
|Û

|θ , |τ|Û |θ } (4.4)

for all |a| ≤ a0. Fix a0 > 0 and T0 > 0 and with these properties. Taking the constant T0 > 0
sufficiently large, we have ‖f (a) − f (0)‖0 ≤ T0 |a| on Û for |a| ≤ a0.

As in [D] we have the following Lasota-Yorke type inequality (see Lemma 5.2 and its proof in
the Appendix in [St4]).

Lemma 4.2. There exists a constant A0 > 0, depending on ‖f‖θ, such that for all a ∈ R with
|a| ≤ a0 the following hold: If the functions h and H on Û and the constant B > 0 are such that
H > 0 on Û and |h(v) − h(v′)| ≤ BH(v′)Dθ(v, v

′) for any i and any v, v′ ∈ Ûi, then for any
b ∈ R with |b| ≥ 1 and any integer m ≥ 1 we have

|Lm
abh(u)− Lm

abh(u
′)| ≤ A0

[
B θm (Mm

a H)(u′) + |b| (Mm
a |h|)(u′)

]
Dθ(u, u

′)

whenever u, u′ ∈ Ûi for some i = 1, . . . , k0.

4.3 Technical lemmas on sizes of cylinders

We continue with the notation and assumptions in Sects. 4.1 and 4.2. In addition we will assume
that the Markov family R is chosen so that 6τ0 < β, where τ0 is the constant from (2.2) and
β > 0 is the constant with (3.4) fixed in Sect. 3.

The following technical lemma will be used significantly later on.

Lemma 4.3. There exist a global constant C3 > 0 and constants 0 < ǫ̂2 < ǫ̂1 with ǫ̂i ≤ const ǫ̂
that can be made arbitrarily small with ǫ̂, such that if C̃ is a cylinder of length m in R̃ with
diam(C̃) < r0 and z0 ∈ C̃ ∩ P̃0, then:

(a) There exists an integer k with mǫ̂2 ≤ k ≤ mǫ̂1 such that P̃m−k(C̃) ⊂ Bu(z′, r(z′)), where
z′ = P̃m−k(z0).

(b) For p = [τ̃m−k(z0)] with k as above, we have ϕ̂p
z0(Ĉ) ⊂ Bu(zp, r(zp)), where zp = ϕp(z0)

and Ĉ = Tz0(C̃). Moreover, diam(ϕp(C̃)) ≤ 3C3

γα1k
≤ r0e

−pǫ̂ ≤ r(zp), where α1 > 0 is the Hölder

constant from Sect. 2.
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(c) For every unstable cylinder C of length m in R̃ and z0 ∈ C̃ ∩ P̃0, we have

e−mǫ̂7/τ̃0

C3λ
mτ0
1

≤ e−qǫ̂7

C3λ
q
1

≤ diam(C̃) ≤ C3 e
qǫ̂7

λq1
≤ C3e

mτ0 ǫ̂7

λmτ̂0
1

, (4.5)

where q = [τ̃m(z0)] and ǫ̂7 is a constant with 0 < ǫ̂7 < const ǫ̂. Moreover, there exist x̂0 ∈ Tz0(C̃)
and a constant 0 < ǫ̂5 < const ǫ̂ such that u0 = (Φu

z0)
−1(x̂0) ∈ Eu(z0, ǫ1) and we have

‖u(1)0 ‖ ≥ e−qǫ̂7

Cλq1
(4.6)

where C = 2R2
0Γ0/c > 0 for some global constant c > 0.

Proof of Lemma. 4.3. We use some bits from the proof of Lemma 4.2(a) in [St4], however we
need a lot more precision and details.

Let C̃ be a cylinder of length m in R̃. Fix an arbitrary z0 ∈ C̃ ∩ P̃0. Since m is the length
of C̃, P̃m(C̃) contains a whole unstable leaf of a proper rectangle R̃j0 . Let z̃ = P̃m(z0) ∈ R̃j0 .
Set zj = ϕj(z0) for j ≥ 1. By the choice of the constant r0 > 0 (see Sect. 4.1) there exists

y0 ∈ W u
R̃j0

(zm) such that dist(y0, ∂R̃j0) > r0 and Bu(y0, r0) ∩ R̃j0 ⊂ W u
R̃j0

(z̃). In particular,

for every point b′ ∈ Bu(y0, r0) there exists b ∈ C̃ with P̃m(b) = b′. Also, diam(R̃j0) ≤ χ, so

R̃j0 ⊂ Bu(y0, 2χ) and R̃j0 ⊂ Bu(z̃, 2χ). Thus, P̃m(C̃) ⊂ Bu(z̃, 2χ).
We will now choose k with 0 < k ≤ m so that

P̃m−k(C̃) ⊂ Bu(z′, r(z′)), (4.7)

where z′ = P̃m−k(z0) = P̃−k(z̃). Since r(·) is a Lyapunov ǫ̂-regularity function (see Sect. 3),
we have r(z′) ≥ r(z0)e

−(m−k)ǫ̂ ≥ r0e
−(m−k)ǫ̂. For every integer 0 ≤ k ≤ m, by (2.1) we have

diam(P̃−k(Bu(z̃, 2χ))) ≤ 2χ
c0γk . Thus, (4.7) will be satisfied if

2χ

c0γk
≤ r0 e

−(m−k)ǫ̂. (4.8)

We have z′ ∈ R̃s for some s. UsingBu(y0, r0)∩R̃j0 ⊂W u
R̃j0

(z̃) = P̃m(C̃), we get P̃−k(Bu(y0, r0)) ⊂
W u

R̃s
(z′), so we have a non-trivial open subset of the submanifold Ds entirely in R̃s ”around”

y′ = P̃−k(y0). More precisely, for r = r0c0
γk
1

we have dist(y′, ∂R̃s) > r and Bu(y′, r)∩R̃s ⊂W u
R̃s

(z′).

Let k ≥ 0 be a number with (4.8). Then γke−(m−k)ǫ̂ ≥ 2χ

r0c0
, so e−mǫ̂(γeǫ̂)k ≥ const , i.e.

(γeǫ̂)k ≥ const emǫ̂. Setting γ̂ = γeǫ̂, we get k log γ̂ ≥ mǫ̂ + const for some positive global
constant const .

It follows from all the above that

P̃−k(Bu(y0, r0)) ⊂ P̃m−k(C̃) ⊂ P̃−k(Bu(z̃, 2χ)) ⊂ Bu(z′, 2χ/(c0γ
k)) ⊂ Bu(z′, r(z′)). (4.9)

Set T = τ̃m−k(z0) and p = [T ], so that p ≤ T < p+ 1.
It follows from (2.1) and the α1-Hölder continuity of weak unstable manifolds of the flow φt

that for every z ∈ C̃ we have

|τ̃m−k(z)− τ̃m−k(z0)| ≤ Const d(P̃m−k(z), P̃m−k(z0)) ≤ Const

(
χ

c0γk

)α1

≤ C

γα1k
(4.10)
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for some global constant C > 0. We will show now that

d(ϕp(z), ϕp(z0)) ≤
3C

γα1k
(4.11)

for all z ∈ C̃.
Proof of (4.11): Given z ∈ C̃, there are two cases to consider for t = τ̃m−k(z) and T = τ̃m−k(z0).

Case 1. t < p. Then t < p ≤ T and by (4.10), p− t ≤ T − t ≤ C
γα1k

and T − p ≤ C
γα1k

. Thus,

d(ϕp(z), ϕp(z0)) = d(φp(z), φp(z0))

≤ d(φp(z), P̃m−k(z)) + d(P̃m−k(z), P̃m−k(z0)) + d(P̃m−k(z0), φp(z0))

≤ |p− t|+ C

γα1k
+ |T − p| ≤ 3C

γα1k
.

Case 2. p ≤ t. First, assume that t ≤ T . Then, using (4.10),

d(ϕp(z), ϕp(z0)) = d(φp(z), φp(z0)) ≤ d(φt(z), φt(z0)) ≤ d(φt(z), φT (z0)) + d(φT (z0), φt(z0))

= d(P̃m−k(z), P̃m−k(z0)) + |T − t| ≤ 2C

γα1k
.

The other case to consider is t > T . Then t > T ≥ p, and as above we get

d(ϕp(z), ϕp(z0)) = d(φp(z), φp(z0)) ≤ d(φT (z), φT (z0)) ≤ d(φt(z), φT (z0)) + d(φt(z), φT (z))

= d(P̃m−k(z), P̃m−k(z0)) + |T − t| ≤ 2C

γα1k
.

This proves (4.11). It implies that

diam(ϕp(C̃)) ≤ 3C

γα1k
. (4.12)

For zp = ϕp(z0) we have rp = r(zp) ≥ r0 e
−pǫ̂. We need to have

r(zp) > diam(ϕp(C̃)) and r(zp) ≥ diam(ϕ̂p(Ĉ)). (4.13)

By (4.12) and (4.1), for this it would be enough to have 3C1c̃2 e
−α1k log γ ≤ r0e

−pǫ̂, that is

−(α1 log γ)k ≤ log(r0/(3Cc̃2)) − pǫ̂ which is equivalent to pǫ̂ ≤ log
c1r0
3Cc̃2

+ (α1 log γ)k. Since

p = [τ̃m−k(z0)] ≤ (m− k)τ0, we have pǫ̂ ≤ (m− k)τ0ǫ̂, and so the above holds if

(m− k)τ0ǫ̂ ≤ (α1 log γ)k − 1,

assuming | log c1r0
3Cc̃2

| < 1, that is if

mτ0ǫ̂ ≤ (τ0ǫ̂+ α1 log γ)k − 1. (4.14)

We will now assume that
mǫ̂2 ≤ k ≤ mǫ̂1, (4.15)

where ǫ̂2 =
ǫ̂τ0

α1 log γ
is a small number (can be made arbitrarily small choosing the initial ǫ̂ small),

and (there is a lot freedom in this choice) e.g. ǫ̂1 = 2ǫ̂2. Then for m ≥ m0 sufficiently large,
mǫ̂2 ≤ k implies

mτ0ǫ̂ ≤ (α1 log γ)k < (τ0ǫ̂+ α1 log γ)k − 1,

16



assuming k > 1 is sufficiently large, so (4.14) holds and therefore (4.13) holds as well. The latter
yields

ϕp(C̃) ⊂ Bu(zp, r(zp)) and ϕ̂p
z0(Ĉ) ⊂ Bu(zp, r(zp)). (4.16)

This completes the proofs of parts (a) and (b).

Proof of part (c). We will continue to use the notation introduced above.
Since p = [τ̃m−k(z0)], we have τ̃m−k(z0) = p+ t for some t ∈ [0, 1). For y′ = P̃−k(y0), by (2.1)

and (4.9), it follows that

Bu(y′, c0r0/γ
k
1 ) ⊂ P̃−k(Bu(y0, r0)) ⊂ P̃m−k(C̃) = φτ̃m−k(z0)(C̃).

Setting y′′ = φ−t(y
′) and ŷ = Tz0(y′′) and using (4.1), we have

Bu(y′′, c0r0/γ
k+1
1 ) ⊂ φτ̃m−k(z0)−t(C̃) = ϕp(C̃) and Bu(ŷ, c0r0c̃1/γ

k+1
1 ) ⊂ ϕ̂p

z0(Ĉ).

By (4.15),

c0r0c̃1/γ
k+1
1 =

c0r0c̃1
γ1

e−k log γ1 ≥ c0r0c̃1
γ1

e−mǫ̂2 log γ1 = c′3 e
−mǫ̂3 ,

for some global constant c′3 > 0 and ǫ̂3 = (log γ1) ǫ̂1 > 0. Hence, taking into account (4.16) as
well, we obtain

Bu(y′′, c′3 e
−mǫ̂3) ⊂ ϕp(C̃) ⊂ Bu(zp, r(zp)) (4.17)

and
Bu(ŷ, c′3 e

−mǫ̂3) ⊂ ϕ̂p
z0(Ĉ) ⊂ Bu(zp, r(zp)). (4.18)

Then for every b′ ∈ Bu(ŷ, c′3 e
−mǫ̂3) there exists b ∈ Ĉ with ϕ̂p

z0(b) = b′. Notice also that r =
c′3e

−mǫ̂3 ≤ r(zp).
To apply the map (Φu

zp)
−1 to (4.18) we will use (3.9) and R(zp) ≤ R(z0)e

ǫ̂ p ≤ R0e
ǫ̂ (m−k)τ0 ≤

R0e
ǫ̂ m τ0 . Setting ξ = (Φu

zp)
−1(ŷ), c3 = c′3/R0 and ǫ̂4 = ǫ̂3 + ǫ̂τ0, it follows from (4.18) that

(Φu
zp)

−1(Bu(ŷ, c3 e
−mǫ̂4)) ⊂ B(ξ,R(zp)c3 e

−mǫ̂4) ⊂ B(ξ, r) ⊂ Eu(zp).

An elementary argument shows that in the normed space Eu(zp) we can always find an element

ξ̂ in the ball B(ξ, r) in Eu(zp) such that ‖ξ̂(1)‖ ≥ r/2. Indeed, assume e.g. ξ(1) ≥ 0 in the

natural coordinates in Eu(zp). If ξ(1) ≥ r/2 just take ξ̂ = ξ. If 0 ≤ ξ(1) < r/2, take ξ̂ =
(ξ(1) + r/2, ξ(2), . . . , ξ(nu)), where nu = dim(Eu(zp)). We have

v0 = Φu
zp(ξ̂) ∈ Φu

zp(B(ξ, r)) ⊂ Bu(zp, r(zp)) ∩ ϕ̂p
z0(Ĉ).

Set u0 = ϕ̂−p
zp (v0) ∈ Eu(z0). For v0 the above gives ‖v(1)0 ‖zp ≥ ‖ξ̂(1)‖ ≥ r/2, while x̂0 = Φu

z0(u0) ∈

Ĉ. Hence diam(Ĉ) ≥ d(z0, x̂0) ≥
‖u0‖
R0

≥ ‖u(1)0 ‖′z0
Γ0R0

, and by (4.1), diam(C̃) ≥ c̃1
Γ0R0

‖u(1)0 ‖′z0 . Notice
also that for x̂0 = Φu

z0(u0) we have ϕ̂p
z0(x̂0) = v0 ∈ ϕ̂z0(Ĉ). Thus, for x0 = (Tz0)−1(x̂0) ∈ C̃ we

have ϕp(x0) ∈ ϕp(C̃) and therefore P̃m−k(x0) ∈ P̃m−k(C̃).
It follows from q = [τ̃m(z0)] that m τ̃0 − 1 ≤ q ≤ mτ0, while (4.15) yields

q ≥ p+ [τ̃k(P̃p(z0))] ≥ p+ kτ̃0 − 1 ≥ p+mτ̃0ǫ̂2 − 1 ≥ p+ q
τ̃0ǫ̂2
τ0

− 1.
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Similarly, using (4.15) again, we get q ≤ p+ q τ0 ǫ̂1τ̃0
+ τ0 ǫ̂1

τ̃0
, therefore

q(1− τ0ǫ̂1
τ̃0

)− τ0ǫ̂1
τ̃0

≤ p ≤ q(1− τ̃0ǫ̂2
τ0

) + 1.

Thus, for sufficiently large m (then q is also large) we have

q(1− ǫ̂6) ≤ p ≤ q(1− ǫ̂5), (4.19)

for some small constants 0 < ǫ̂5 ≤ const ǫ̂ and 0 < ǫ̂6 ≤ const ǫ̂.
Now νp1 = λp1e

pǫ̂ and p ≤ q(1− ǫ̂5) give

‖u(1)0 ‖′z0 ≥
‖v(1)0 ‖′zp
νp1

≥ r

2νp1
≥ c′3 e

−mǫ̂3

2νq−qǫ̂5
1

≥ c′3 e
−(q+1)ǫ̂3/τ̃0

2νq1
≥ c′3 e

−(q+1)ǫ̂3/τ̃0−qǫ̂

2λq1
≥ c′3 e

−qǫ̂7

2λq1
, (4.20)

for some 0 < ǫ̂7 ≤ const ǫ̂. Hence diam(C̃) ≥ e−qǫ̂7

C3λ
q
1
, taking C3 ≥ 2R0Γ0/c

′
3 > 0.

This proves the left-hand-side inequality in (4.5).
We will now prove in a similar way the other inequality in (4.5).
It follows from (4.17) and (4.15) and the choice of k and p that diam(ϕp(C̃)) ≤ r0e

−pǫ̂ < r(zp).

By (4.16) there exists ξ ∈ Eu(zp) with ‖ξ‖ ≤ r0e
−pǫ̂ < r(zp) so that z = Φu

zp(ξ) ∈ ϕp(C̃) and for

y = ϕ−p(z) ∈ C̃ we have d(y, z0) ≥ 1
2diam(C̃). Thus for η = (Φu

z0)
−1(y) ∈ Eu(z0) we have

‖η‖′z0 ≥ ‖η‖ ≥ 1

Γ0
d(y, z0) ≥

1

2Γ0
diam(C̃).

It now follows from (3.12), R(zp) ≤ R0e
pǫ̂, µ1 = λ1e

−ǫ̂, q(1− ǫ̂6) ≤ p and the above that

diam(C̃) ≤ 2Γ0‖η‖′z0 ≤ 2Γ0

‖ξ‖′zp
µp1

≤ 2Γ0R0e
pǫ̂‖ξ‖
µp1

≤ 2Γ0R0
r0e

2pǫ̂

λp1

≤ 2Γ0R0r0λ
qǫ̂6
1 e2qǫ̂

λq1
≤ 2Γ0R0r0e

q(ǫ̂6 log λ1+2ǫ̂)

λq1
≤ 2Γ0R0r0e

qǫ̂7

λq1
,

assuming ǫ̂7 ≥ 2ǫ̂+ ǫ̂6 log λ1. This proves the left-hand-side inequality in (4.5).
The existence of ζ with (4.6) follows from (4.20).

4.4 Constructing two families of sub-cylinders

As a consequence of some of the considerations in the proof of the above lemma we will now get
an important consequence.

Lemma 4.4. Let d > 1 and C > 1 be given constants.
There exist an integer q1 ≥ 1 and global constants d1 > 0, d2 > 0 and 0 < ǫ̂12 ≤ const ǫ̂,

which can be made arbitrarily small with ǫ̂, such that for every cylinder C̃ in R̃ containing a point
z0 ∈ C̃ ∩ P̃0 there exists a subset Γ = Γ(C̃) of C̃ which is an union of sub-cylinders of C̃ of co-length
at least q1 so that

ν(Γ′) ≥ d1 ν(C′), (4.21)

where Γ′ = π(U)(Γ), and for every x ∈ Γ, for u = (Φu
z0)

−1(Tz0(x)) ∈ Eu(z0) we have

‖u(1)‖ ≥ κdiam(C̃), (4.22)

18



for κ = d2e
−mǫ̂12 , where m is the length of C̃.

Moreover, there exist a global constants d3 > 0 and an integer q′1 ≥ q1 such that there exist a

sub-cylinder D̃ of C̃ of co-length q′1 with z0 ∈ D̃ and a subset Λ = Λ(D̃) of D̃ which is an union of
cylinders so that

ν(Λ′) ≥ d1 ν(D′), (4.23)

where Λ′ = π(U)(Λ), and for every x ∈ Λ, for u = (Φu
z0)

−1(Tz0(x)) ∈ Eu(z0) we have Cu ∈
(Φu

zp)
−1(Tzp(ϕp(Γ))). Here p = [τ̃m−k(z0)] and k =

4d(m − k)ǫ̂

| log θ| . Finally, we can choose the

sub-cylinders in Γ and Λ with lengths not exceeding rm = T1mǫ̂ + T2 for some global constants
Ti = Ti(C) > 0, i = 1, 2.

Proof. We will use the notation and the assumptions from the beginning of the proof of Lemma
4.3, with some small changes. Set Zm = P̃m(z0), and more generally, Zj = P̃j(z0), 1 ≤ j ≤ m.
As before, let r0 > 0 be a small constant and let y0 be a point with Bu(y0, 4r0) ⊂W u

R̃j0

(Zm) and

now we assume d(y0, Zm) > 4r0. Let ỹ0 ∈ C̃ be the point with P̃m(ỹ0) = y0.
Again we will assume that the integer k satisfies (4.8), however now we will impose a stronger

condition on k. Namely we want something similar to (4.14) but a bit different:

| log θ|k = 4d(m − k)ǫ̂. (4.24)

That is (4dǫ̂+ | log θ|)k = 4dmǫ̂, which implies

mǫ̂8 = k ≤ mǫ̂9, (4.25)

where ǫ̂9 =
4d

| log θ| ǫ̂ ≤ const ǫ̂ and ǫ̂8 =
4d

4dǫ̂+ | log θ| ǫ̂ ≤ const ǫ̂.

Notice that, since 1/γα1 ≤ θ < 1 we have α1 log γ ≥ | log θ|, so (4.24) implies

(α1 log γ)k ≥ 4d(m− k)ǫ̂.

As in the proof of Lemma 4.3, set p = [τm−k(z0)]. Notice that with our new definition of
k and the related p, (4.9), (4.10) and (4.11) in the proof of Lemma 4.3 still hold, and therefore
(4.12) holds as well. Also, as in the proof of Lemma 4.3 we show that

q(1− ǫ̂′6) ≤ p ≤ q(1− ǫ̂′5) (4.26)

for some constants 0 < ǫ̂′5 ≤ const ǫ̂ and 0 < ǫ̂′6 ≤ const ǫ̂, which is the analogue of (4.19) for our
new definition of p.

Next, set t = τm−k(z0)− p ∈ [0, 1), Zm−k = P̃−k(Zm) = P̃m−k(z0), zp = ϕp(z0) = φ−t(Zm−k),

y′ = P̃−k(y0), y
′′ = φ−t(y

′). Consider the map

F = P̃k ◦ φt : ϕp(C̃) −→W u
R̃j0

(Zm).

As before, by (2.1), we haveBu(y′,
4r0c0

γk1
) ⊂ P̃−k(Bu(y0, 4r0)) andB

u(y′′,
4r0c0

γk+1
1

) ⊂ F−1(Bu(y0, 4r0)).

Set ŷ = Tzp(y′′) ∈ W u
ǫ (zp) and η = (Φu

zp)
−1(ŷ) ∈ Eu(zp). Since d(y′′, zp) ≥ 4r0c0

γk+1
1

, it follows that

d(ŷ, zp) ≥ 4r0c0
c̃2γ

k+1
1

and therefore ‖η‖ ≥ d(ŷ, zp)

R(zp)
≥ 4r0c0

c̃2γ
k+1
1 R(zp)

.
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In what follows it is more convenient to deal with P̃m−k(C̃) instead of ϕp(C̃), and the space
Eu(Zm−k), rather then E

u(zp). As before, for zp = ϕp(z0) we have r(zp) ≥ r0e
−pǫ̂. It follows from

(4.12), which holds again with the present choice of k as remarked earlier, we have

diam(ϕp(C̃)) ≤ 3C

γα1k
= 3Ce−k α1 log γ ,

therefore diam(P̃m−k(C̃)) ≤ 3Cγ1
c0

e−k α1 log γ , which, combined with (4.24), implies

diam((Φu
Zm−k

)−1(TZm−k
(P̃m−k(C̃))) ≤ 3Cγ1R(Zm−k)

c0
e−k α1 log γ

≤ 3Cγ1R0

c0
e(m−k)ǫ̂ e−4d(m−k)ǫ̂ ≤ e−3d(m−k)ǫ̂,

since d > 1, so
3Cγ1R0

c0
e(m−k)ǫ̂ ≤ ed(m−k)ǫ̂, assuming k is sufficiently large. Also, e−d(m−k)ǫ̂ ≤

r0e
−(m−k)ǫ̂ ≤ r(Zm−k), again for large k.
The above gives

(Φu
Zm−k

)−1(TZm−k
(P̃m−k(C̃)) ⊂ E =

{
u ∈ Eu(Zm−k) : ‖u‖ ≤ e−3d(m−k)ǫ̂

}
. (4.27)

Let e1, e2, . . . , enu be an orthonormal basis in Eu(Zm−k), so that {e1, . . . , en1} is a basis in
Eu

1 (Zm−k). Consider the subsets

H = {u = (u1, . . . , unu) ∈ Eu(Zm−k) : ‖u‖ < e−3d(m−k)ǫ̂ , u1 = 0}
and

H1 =

{
u = (u1, . . . , unu) ∈ Eu(Zm−k) : ‖u‖ < e−3d(m−k)ǫ̂ , ‖u1‖ <

1

4
e−4d(m−k)ǫ̂

}

of E. Clearly H ⊂ H1. Set

ǫ =
e−4d(m−k)ǫ̂/α2

4
, (4.28)

where α2 ∈ (0, 1) is one of the constants from Lemma 4.1(c). Consider a rectangular box ∆
contained entirely in E \H1 with sides of length ǫ parallel to the coordinate axes. It is enough to
take a point u ∈ H with ‖u1‖ = 1

2e
−4d(m−k)ǫ̂/α2 , and then consider the cube ∆ in E with centre

u and sides of length ǫ. Then, applying the map (φ̂t)
−1 to the cube ∆, we get that its image is

contained in E(zp) \H2, where

H2 =

{
v = (v1, . . . , vnu) ∈ Eu(zp) : ‖v‖ < e−3d(m−k)ǫ̂ , ‖v1‖ <

1

4γ1
e−4d(m−k)ǫ̂

}
.

Consider the largest cylinder X in C̃1 = P̃m−k(C̃) such that ∆ ⊃ (Φu
Zm−k

)−1 ◦ TZm−k
(X).

Denote by n the length of the cylinder X. From Lemma 4.1(c)

(diam(T −1
Zm−k

(Φu
Zm−k

(∆)))α2 ≥ 1

C1
diamθ(X) =

θn

C1
,

and n is the smallest integer with property, so θn−1/C1 ≥ (R0c̃1 ǫ)
α2 ≥ θn/C1. So, we have

θn−1 ≥ const ǫα2 for some global constant const > 0. This gives n log θ ≥ const + α2 log ǫ, i.e.
n| log θ| ≤ c′ − α2 log ǫ, so

n ≤ c′ − α2 log ǫ

| log θ| = c′′ − α2
log ǫ

| log θ|
for some global constants c′, c′′ ∈ R. Clearly the length n of X does not exceed r′m = T ′′

1mǫ̂+ T ′′
2

for some global constants T ′′
1 > 0 and T ′′

2 > 0.
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✻
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✻
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Recall the point y′ ∈ C̃1 = P̃m−k(C̃). It follows from (4.2) and (4.3) that

ν(X)

ν(C̃1)
≥ c1e

gn(y′)

c2egk(y
′)

=
c1
c2
egn−k(P̃

k(y′)) =
c1
c2
egn−k(y0) ≥ c21

c2
ρn−k
1 =

c21
c2
e(n−k) log ρ1 =

c21
c2

(
e−nek

)| log ρ1|
.

From the estimate above, e−n ≥ e−c′′ e
α2 log ǫ

| log θ| = c ǫα2/| log θ| for some global constant c > 0. On the
other hand, it follows from (4.24) that ek = e4d(m−k)ǫ̂/| log θ|. Therefore, using (4.28),

ν(X)

ν(C̃1)
≥ c21
c2

(
c′′′ ǫα2 e4d(m−k)ǫ̂

) | log ρ1|

| log θ|
=
c21
c2

(c/4α2)
| log ρ1|

| log θ| = d′1.

Thus, there exists a global constant d′1 > 0 so that ν(X) ≥ d′1 ν(C̃1).
In this way we have constructed a cylinder X in C̃1 so that (Φu

Zm−k
)−1 ◦ TZm−k

(X) ⊂ E \H1,
which implies

(φ̂t)
−1 ◦ (Φu

Zm−k
)−1 ◦ TZm−k

(X) ⊂ E(zp) \H2, (4.29)

and ν(X) ≥ d′1 ν(C̃1).
Let Ω be the sub-cylinder of C̃ such that P̃m−k(Ω) = X. Then Ω has a length not exceeding

m− k + r′m < rm = m+ T ′′
1m+ T ′′

2 .

To estimate ν(Ω)/ν(C̃) we will use (4.2). Let y ∈ C̃ be the point with P̃m(y) = y0; then
P̃m−k(y) = y′ ∈ C̃1 = P̃m−k(C̃). Since n is the length of the cylinder X, the length of Ω is
n+m− k. It follows from (4.2) that

ν(Ω)

ν(C̃)
≥ c1e

gn+m−k(y)

c2egm(y)
=
c1
c2
egn−k(P̃

m(y)) =
c1
c2
egn−k(y0).

Then exactly as in the estimate for
ν(X)

ν(C̃1)
we obtain

ν(Ω) ≥ d′1 ν(C̃). (4.30)

We will now increase the set Ω adding some sub-cylinders of C̃ to it. Set Ĉ = Φu
zp)

−1(Tzp(ϕp(C̃))).
Then by (4.27)

Ĉ ⊂ (ϕ̂t)
−1(E) ⊂ {u ∈ Eu(zp) : ‖u‖ < e−3d(m−k)ǫ̂}.
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It follows from (4.29) and P̃m−k(Ω) = X, that

(Φu
zp)

−1(Tzp(ϕp(Ω))) = (φ̂t)
−1 ◦ (Φu

Zm−k
)−1 ◦ TZm−k

(P̃m−k(Ω)) ⊂ Ĉ \H2.

We now choose arbitrarily a number of sub-cylinders of C̃ in C̃ \ Ω and add them to Ω to form a
subset of C̃ which is a union of cylinders of lengths not exceeding rm (possible by the definition
of H2) with Ω ⊂ Γ and so that

(Φu
zp)

−1(Tzp(ϕp(Γ))) = Ĉ \H2, (4.31)

Now (4.30) implies ν(Γ′)
ν(C′) ≥ d′1 with the same constant d′1 > 0. Thus (4.21) will hold if we choose

0 < d1 ≤ d′1.

Proof of (4.22): Consider the map

φ̂t = (Φu
Zm−k

)−1 ◦ φt ◦ Φu
zp : Eu(zp, r(zp)) −→ Eu(Zm−k, r(Zm−k)).

Given v ∈ ϕ̂m−k
z0 (Γ), it follows from (4.31) and the definition of H2 that ‖v(1)‖ ≥ ‖v1‖ ≥

1
4γ1
e−4d(m−k)ǫ̂. Let ξ = φ̂−1

t · v ∈ Eu(zp). Then ‖ξ(1)‖ ≥ 1
4γ1
e−4d(m−k)ǫ̂. Consequently for

u = ϕ̂−p
zp (ξ), using ν

p
1 = λp1e

pǫ̂, (m− k)τ̃0 ≤ p ≤ q(1− ǫ̂′5) and m ≤ qτ0, as in the proof of Lemma
4.3, it follows from (3.12) that

‖u(1)‖′z0 ≥
‖ξ(1)‖′zp
νp1

≥ ‖ξ(1)‖
λp1e

2pǫ̂R0
≥ e

− 4dqǫ̂

(1−ǫ̂′5)τ̃0

4γ1R0e2q(1−ǫ̂′5)ǫ̂λ
q(1−ǫ̂′5)
1

≥ e−qǫ̂11

4γ1R0λ
q
1

,

where ǫ̂11 =
4dǫ̂

(1−ǫ̂′5)τ̃0
+ 2(1 − ǫ̂′5)ǫ̂ ≤ const ǫ̂.

On the other hand, (4.5) gives

diam(C̃) ≤ C3 e
qǫ̂7

λq1
≤ e−qǫ̂11

e−qǫ̂11

C3e
qǫ̂7

λq1
≤ ‖u(1)1 ‖′z0 4γ1R0C3 e

q(ǫ̂7+ǫ̂11).

Thus, for every x ∈ Γ′, for u = (Φu
z0)

−1(Tz0(x)) ∈ Eu(z0) we have ‖u(1)‖ ≥ ‖u(1)‖′z0
R0

≥ κdiam(C̃),
where κ = d2e

−qǫ̂12 for some 0 < ǫ̂12 ≤ const ǫ̂, where d2 = d2(s) =
1

4γ1R2
0C3

. This proves (4.22).

We will now repeat the above for a different set of sub-cylinders of C̃. Choose a sufficiently
large integer q1 ≥ 1 so that the cylinder D̃2 in W u

R̃j0

(Zm) of length q1 containing the point Zm is

so that D̃2 ⊂ Bu(Zm, r0/C) for some large constant C > 1. Denote by D̃ the sub-cylinder of C̃ of
co-length q1 so that P̃m(D̃) = D̃2. Then

ϕp(D̃) = F−1(D̃2) ⊂ F−1(Bu(Zm, r0/C)).

Set

H̃ =
1

C
H =

{
u = (u1, . . . , unu) ∈ Eu(Zm−k) : ‖u‖ <

1

C
e−3d(m−k)ǫ̂ , u1 = 0

}
,

H̃1 =
1

C
H1 =

{
u = (u1, . . . , unu) ∈ Eu(Zm−k) : ‖u‖ <

1

C
e−3d(m−k)ǫ̂ , ‖u1‖ ≤ 1

4C
e−4d(m−k)ǫ̂

}
,

H̃2 =
1

C
H2 =

{
v = (v1, . . . , vnu) ∈ Eu(zp) : ‖v‖ <

1

C
e−3d(m−k)ǫ̂ , ‖v1‖ <

1

4γ1C
e−4d(m−k)ǫ̂

}
,
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ǫ′ =
e−4d(m−k)ǫ̂/α2

4C
.

Consider a rectangular box ∆′ contained entirely in E \ H̃1 with sides of length ǫ′ parallel to the
coordinate axes. As before, it is enough to take a point u ∈ H̃ with ‖u1‖ = 1

2C e
−4d(m−k)ǫ̂/α2 , and

then consider the cube ∆′ in E with centre u and sides of length ǫ′. Then (φ̂t)
−1(∆′) ⊂ E(zp)\H̃2.

Consider the largest cylinder Y in D̃1 = P̃m−k(D̃) such that ∆ ⊃ (Φu
Zm−k

)−1 ◦ TZm−k
(Y ). If ñ

is the length of the cylinder Y , as in the previous case we get

ñ ≤ c′ − α2 log ǫ
′

| log θ| = c′′ − α2 log ǫ
′

| log θ|

for some global constants c′, c′′ ∈ R. Again the length ñ of Y does not exceed r′m = T ′′
1mǫ̂ + T ′′

2

for some global constants T ′′
1 > 0 and T ′′

2 > 0.

Since D̃1 = P̃m−k(D̃) is a sub-cylinder of C̃1 of length k + q1 and Y is a sub-cylinder of C̃1 of
length ñ, it follows from (4.2) that

ν(Y )

ν(D̃1)
≥ c1e

gñ(y
′)

c2e
gk+q1

(y′)
=
c1
c2
egñ−k−q1

(P̃k+q1 (y′)) ≥ c21
c2
ρ
ñ−(k+q1)
1 =

c21
c2

(
e−ñek+q1

)| log ρ1|
.

As before ek = e4d(m−k)ǫ̂/| log θ|, and e−ñ ≥ e−c′′ e
α2 log ǫ′

| log θ| = c′′′ (ǫ′)α2/| log θ| for some global constant
c′′′ > 0. Since q1 is a global constant, it follows that

ν(Y )

ν(D̃1)
≥ c21
c2

(
c̃′ (ǫ′)α2 e4d(m−k)ǫ̂

) | log ρ1|
| log θ|

=
c21
c2

(
c̃′

(4C)α2

) | log ρ1|
| log θ|

= d′′1

for some constants c̃′ > 0 and d′′1 = d′′1(C) > 0.

For the cylinder Y in D̃1 just constructed we have (Φu
Zm−k

)−1 ◦ TZm−k
(Y ) ⊂ E \ H̃1, so

(φ̂t)
−1 ◦ (Φu

Zm−k
)−1 ◦ TZm−k

(Y ) ⊂ E(zp) \ H̃2, (4.32)

and ν(Y ) ≥ d′′1 ν(D̃1).

Let W be the sub-cylinder of D̃ such that P̃m−k(W ) = Y ; then the length of W is ñ+m− k.
Then Ω has a length not exceeding m− k+ r′m < rm = m+ T ′′

1m+ T ′′
2 . Using (4.2) again, we get

ν(W )

ν(D̃)
≥ c1e

gñ+m−k(y)

c2e
gm+q1 (y)

=
c1
c2
egñ−(k+q1)

(P̃m+q1 (y)) ≥ c1
c2
ρ
ñ−(k+q1)
1 ≥ d′′1 ,

repeating the argument from the estimate of
ν(Y )

ν(D̃2)
. Thus

ν(W ) ≥ d′′1 ν(D̃). (4.33)

We will now increase the set W adding some sub-cylinders of D̃ to it, similarly to what we
did with Ω in C̃. It follows from (4.32) and P̃m−k(W ) = Y , that

(Φu
zp)

−1(Tzp(ϕp(W ))) = (φ̂t)
−1 ◦ (Φu

Zm−k
)−1 ◦ TZm−k

(P̃m−k(W )) ⊂ Ĉ \ H̃2.

We now choose arbitrarily a number of sub-cylinders of D̃ in D̃ \W and add them to W to form a
subset Λ of D̃ which is a union of cylinders of lengths not exceeding rm with W ⊂ Λ and so that

(Φu
zp)

−1(Tzp(ϕp(Λ))) = D̂ \ H̃2, (4.34)
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where D̂ = (Φu
zp)

−1(Tzp(ϕp(D̃))). Now (4.33) implies ν(Λ′)
ν(D′) ≥ d′′1 with the same constant d′′1 =

d′′1(C) > 0. Thus (4.21) and (4.23) hold choosing d1 = d1(C) = min{d′1, d′′1} > 0.
It follows from (4.34) that if z ∈ Λ, then for w = (Φu

z0)
−1(Tz0(z)) ∈ Eu(z0) we have ξ =

ϕ̂p
z0(w) ∈ D̂ \ H̃2, so ‖ξ1‖ ≥ 1

4γ1C
e−4d(m−k)ǫ̂, and therefore ‖ξ(1)‖ ≥ 1

4γ1C
e−4d(m−k)ǫ̂. This shows

that Cξ ∈ Ĉ \H2, so by (4.31) we have Cξ ∈ (Φu
zp)

−1(Tzp(ϕp(Γ))).
This proves the lemma.

5 Contact Anosov flows

5.1 Temporal distance function vs contact form

We continue here with the assumptions and notation from Sect. 4. However now we assume that
φt is a C

2 contact Anosov flow on the compact Riemannian manifold M .
For any x ∈ L consider the C2 map

ϕ̃x = (expuϕ(x))
−1 ◦ ϕ ◦ expux : Eu(x; r(x)) −→ Eu(ϕ(x), r̃(ϕ(x))) .

It is well-defined assuming that the ǫ̂-slowly varying radius function r(x) and the ǫ̂/2-slowly
varying radius function r̃(x) are chosen appropriately as in Sect. 3. As with the maps ϕ̂x, for
y ∈ L and an integer j ≥ 1 we will use the notation

ϕ̃j
y = ϕ̃ϕj−1(y) ◦ . . . ◦ ϕ̃ϕ(y) ◦ ϕ̃y , ϕ̃−j

y = (ϕ̃ϕ−j(y))
−1 ◦ . . . ◦ (ϕ̃ϕ−2(y))

−1 ◦ (ϕ̃ϕ−1(y))
−1 ,

at any point where these sequences of maps are well-defined. In a similar way one defines the maps
ϕ̃x and their iterations on Es(x; r(x)). It follows from the definitions that ϕ̂x = (Ψu

ϕ(x))
−1◦ϕ̃x◦Ψu

x.

Throughout we assume that φt is a C
2 contact Anosov flow on M with a C2 invariant contact

form ω. Then the two-form dω is C1, so there exists a constant C0 > 0 such that

|dωx(u, v)| ≤ C0‖u‖ ‖v‖ , u, v ∈ TxM , x ∈M. (5.1)

Moreover, there exists a constant c0 > 0 such that for any x ∈M and any u ∈ Eu(x) with ‖u‖ = 1
there exists v ∈ Es(x) with ‖v‖ = 1 such that |dωx(u, v)| ≥ 2c0.

The main ingredient in this section is the following lemma of Liverani (Lemma B.7 in [L])
which significantly strengthens a lemma of Katok and Burns ([KB]).

Lemma 5.1. ([L]) Let φt be a C2 contact Anosov flow on M with a C2 contact form ω. Then
there exist constants C0 > 0, β > 0 and ǫ̂0 > 0 such that for any z ∈M , any x ∈W u

ǫ̂0
(z) and any

y ∈W s
ǫ̂0
(z) we have

|∆(x, y) − dωz(u, v)| ≤ C0

[
‖u‖2 ‖v‖β + ‖u‖β‖v‖2

]
, (5.2)

where u ∈ Eu(z) and v ∈ Es(z) are such that expuz (u) = x and expsz(v) = y.

Replacing the constant β > 0 from Sect. 3 with a smaller one if necessary,
we will assume that the constant β > 0 above is the same as the one in Sect. 3.

Corollary 5.2. Under the assumptions in Lemma 5.1, we can choose the constant C0 > 0 so that
for any ẑ ∈M , any x, z ∈W u

ǫ̂0
(ẑ) and any y ∈W s

ǫ̂0
(z) we have

|∆(x, y)| ≤ C0 ‖û− ŵ‖β ‖v‖β , (5.3)
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where û, ŵ ∈ Eu(ẑ) and v ∈ Es(z) are such that expuẑ (û) = x, expuẑ (ŵ) = z and expsz(v) = y.
Thus, we can choose the constant C0 > 0, β so that |∆(x, y)| ≤ C0 (d(x, z))

β (d(z, y))β under the
above assumptions about x and y.

Proof of Corollary 5.2. From the assumptions about M , W u
ǫ̂0
(ẑ) is a C2 local submanifold of M .

Given ẑ ∈ M , x ∈ W u
ǫ̂0
(ẑ) and y ∈ W s

ǫ̂0
(z), let û, ŵ ∈ Eu(ẑ) and v ∈ Es(z) be such that

expuẑ (û) = x, expuẑ (ŵ) = z and expsz(v) = y. It follows from Lemma 5.1 used for the points
x ∈W u

ǫ̂0
(z) and y ∈W s

ǫ̂0
(z) that if u′ ∈ Eu(z) is such that expuz (u

′) = x, then

|∆(x, y)− dωz(u
′, v)| ≤ C0

[
‖u′‖2 ‖v‖β + ‖u′‖β‖v‖2

]
. (5.4)

Consider the map ψ = (expuẑ )
−1 ◦ expuz : Eu(z, ǫ) −→ Eu(ẑ, ǫ̂0), defined for appropriately

chosen small 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ̂0. It follows from general properties of normal neighbourhoods on Rie-
mannian manifolds that 1

C ‖ξ − η‖ ≤ ‖ψ(ξ) − ψ(η)‖ ≤ C ‖ξ − η‖ for all ξ, η ∈ Eu(z, ǫ) for some
global constant C > 0. Since x = expuz (u

′) = expuẑ (û), so û = (expuẑ )
−1(expuz (u

′)), and similarly
ŵ = (expuẑ )

−1(z) = (expuẑ )
−1(expuz (0)), we get ψ(u′) − ψ(0) = û − ŵ, so ‖u′‖ ≤ C ‖û − ŵ‖. Now

using (5.4) we get

|∆(x, y)| ≤ |dωz(u
′, v)|+ C0

[
‖u′‖2 ‖v‖β + ‖u′‖β‖v‖2

]

≤ C0 ‖u′‖ ‖v‖ + 2C0 ‖u′‖β ‖v‖β ≤ 3CC0‖û− ŵ‖β ‖v‖β .

Thus (5.3) holds, taking an appropriate larger constant C0 > 0.

Lemma 5.3. There exist constants C4 > 0 and β̂ ∈ (0, 1) such that:

(a) For any unstable cylinder C̃ of length m in R̃ with C̃ ∩ P̃0 6= ∅, any x0, z0 ∈ C̃, and any
y0, b0 ∈W s

R̃
(z0) we have

|∆(x0,y0)−∆(x0,b0)| ≤ C4 diam(C̃) (d(y0,b0))
β . (5.5)

In particular,
|∆(x0, y0)| ≤ C4 diam(C̃) (d(y0, z0))β ≤ C4 diam(C̃).

More precisely we have

‖∆(x0,y0)−∆(x0,b0)| ≤ |dωz0(u
(1)
0 ,v

(1)
0 − η

(1)
0 )|+C0L0‖u(1)

0 ‖ ‖v0 − η0‖ (‖v0 − η0‖β + ‖η0‖β)
+C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂, (5.6)

and

|∆(x0,y0)| ≤ |dωz0(u
(1)
0 ,v

(1)
0 )|+ 2C0L0‖u(1)

0 ‖ ‖v0‖1+β +C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂. (5.7)

where u0 ∈ Eu(z0) with expuz0(u0) = x̂0 = Tz0(x0), and v0, η0 ∈ Es(z0) with expsz0(v0) = y0,
expsz0(η0) = b0.

(b) For any unstable cylinder C̃ in R̃, any z0 ∈ C̃ ∩ P̃0, any x0 ∈ W u
R(z0) with x̂0 = Tz0(x0) ∈

Tz0(C), and any y0, b0 ∈W s
ǫ (z0) we have

|∆(x0,y0)−∆(x0,b0)| ≥ |dωz0(u
(1)
0 ,v

(1)
0 − η

(1)
0 )| −C0L0‖u(1)

0 ‖ ‖v0 − η0‖ (‖v0 − η0‖β + ‖η0‖β)
−C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂, (5.8)
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and

|∆(x0,y0)| ≥ |dωz0(u
(1)
0 ,v

(1)
0 )| −C0L0‖u(1)

0 ‖ ‖v0‖1+β −C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂, (5.9)

where u0, v0 and η0 are as in part (a).

Proof. Let C̃ be a cylinder of length m in R̃ and let z0 ∈ C̃ ∩ P̃0. Let x0, z0 ∈ C̃, y0, b0 ∈ W s
R(z0).

Then R(z0) ≤ R0, r(z0) ≥ r0. We have

x0 = Φu
z0(u0) = expuz0(ũ0)

for some u0, ũ0 ∈ Eu(z0) with ũ0 = Ψu
z0(u0). Then ‖u0‖, ‖ũ0‖ ≤ R0 diam(C̃). Similarly, write

y0 = expsz0(ṽ0) = Φs
z0(v0) and b0 = expsz0(η̃0) = Φs

z0(η0)

for some v0, ṽ0, η0, η̃0 ∈ Es(z0) with ṽ0 = Ψs
z0(v0) and η̃0 = Ψs

z0(η0). It follows from (3.7) that

‖ṽ0 − v0‖ ≤ R0‖v0‖1+β , ‖ũ0 − u0‖ ≤ R0‖u0‖1+β , ‖η̃0 − η0‖ ≤ R0‖η0‖1+β . (5.10)

In particular ‖ṽ0‖ ≤ 2‖v0‖, ‖η̃0‖ ≤ 2‖η0‖ and ‖ũ0‖ ≤ 2‖ξ0‖ ≤ 2R0diam(C̃). For j ≥ 0 define

zj = ϕj(z0) , xj = ϕj(x0) , yj = ϕj(y0) , uj = ϕ̂j
z0(u0) , ũj = ϕ̃j

z0(ũ0),

ûj = dϕ̂j
z0(0) · u0 , v̂j = dϕ̂j

z0(0) · v0 , vj = ϕ̂j
z0(v0) , ṽj = ϕ̃j

z0(ṽ0),

bj = ϕj(b0) , η̂j = ϕ̂j
z0(0) · η0 , ηj = ϕ̂j

z0(η0) , η̃j = ϕ̃j
z0(η̃0).

Notice that ũj = Ψu
zj(uj), ṽj = Ψs

zj (vj), η̃j = Ψs
zj(ηj), so it follows from (3.7) that

‖uj − ũj‖ ≤ R(zj)‖uj‖1+β , ‖vj − ṽj‖ ≤ R(zj)‖vj‖1+β , ‖ηj − η̃j‖ ≤ R(zj)‖ηj‖1+β . (5.11)

Moreover,

expuzj (ũj) = ϕj(expuz0(ũ0)) = ϕj(x0) = xj , expszj (ṽj) = yj , expszj(η̃j) = bj,

so Lemma 5.1 implies

|∆(xj , yj)− dωzj(ũj , ṽj)| ≤ C0

[
‖ũj‖2 ‖ṽj‖β + ‖ũj‖β‖ṽj‖2

]
(5.12)

and
|∆(xj , bj)− dωzj(ũj , η̃j)| ≤ C0

[
‖ũj‖2 ‖η̃j‖β + ‖ũj‖β‖η̃j‖2

]
. (5.13)

We will use these a bit later.
Let the constants 0 < ǫ̂2 ≤ ǫ̂1 be as in Lemma 4.3. By the latter there exists an integer k < m

so that (4.8) holds, and moreover for p = [τ̃m−k(z0)], (4.12) and (4.18) hold, in particular

ϕp(C̃) ⊂ Bu(zp, r(zp)),

so xp = ϕp(x0) ∈ Bu(zp, r(zp)) and ‖up‖ = ‖(Φu
zp)

−1(xp)‖ ≤ R(zp)χ ≤ R0e
pǫ̂. As before, set

q = [τ̃m(z0)]. Then, as in the proof of Lemma 4.3 we have (4.19).
We will now use an argument from [St4] with ℓ = p/2, assuming that p is an even number

(the other case is similar). We have r(zj) ≥ r0e
−jǫ̂, so for all 0 ≤ j ≤ p it follows from (3.12) that

‖uj‖ ≤ ‖uj‖′zj ≤
‖up‖′zp
µp−j
1

≤ Γ(zp)
‖up‖
µp−j
1

≤ Γ0e
pǫ̂R0e

pǫ̂

µp−j
1

= Γ0R0
e2pǫ̂e(p−j)ǫ̂

µp−j
1

≤ r(zj) (5.14)
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for j ≤ ℓ = p/2. Indeed, for such j we have

Γ0R0
e2pǫ̂e(p−j)ǫ̂

µp−j
1

ejǫ̂ ≤ Γ0R0,
e3pǫ̂

µ
p/2
1

= Γ0R0

(
e3ǫ̂

µ1

)p/2

≤ r0,

assuming that p is sufficiently large. Thus (5.14) holds for all 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ.
The above also shows that ‖uj‖ ≤ r0 for all 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ. Essentially repeating the above

estimate, we get

‖uℓ‖ ≤ ‖uℓ‖′zℓ ≤
‖up‖′zp
µp−ℓ
1

≤ Γ(zp)e
ℓǫ̂‖up‖
λℓ1

≤ Γ0R0χ
eℓǫ̂e2pǫ̂

λℓ1
≤ R0Γ0e

5ℓǫ̂

λℓ1
≤ 1, (5.15)

assuming ℓ is sufficiently large. Using (3.12) again (on stable manifolds) and assuming ‖v0‖ < 1,
we get

‖vℓ‖ = ‖vℓ‖′zℓ ≤
‖v0‖′z0
µℓ1

≤ Γ0e
ℓǫ̂‖v0‖
λℓ1

≤ Γ0e
ℓǫ̂

λℓ1
. (5.16)

Similarly, ‖ηℓ‖ ≤ Γ0eℓǫ̂

λℓ
1
, assuming ‖η0‖ < 1.

It follows from (5.10) and (5.11), repeating yet again some of the above estimates, that for
0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ we have ‖ũj‖ ≤ ‖uj‖(1 + R(zj)‖uj‖β) ≤ ‖uj‖(1 + R0r0) ≤ 2‖uj‖. Also, ‖ṽj‖ ≤ 2‖vj‖
for all j since the flow is contracting on stable manifolds. Using these, it follows from (5.12) that

|∆(xj , yj)− dωzj (uj, vj)| ≤ 2C0R(zj) ‖uj‖ ‖vj‖(‖uj‖β + ‖vj‖β)
+8C0

[
‖uj‖2 ‖vj‖β + ‖uj‖β‖vj‖2

]
(5.17)

for 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ. Similarly (5.13) implies

|∆(xj, bj)− dωzj(uj , ηj)| ≤ 2C0R(zj) ‖uj‖ ‖ηj‖(‖uj‖β + ‖ηj‖β)
+8C0

[
‖uj‖2 ‖ηj‖β + ‖uj‖β‖ηj‖2

]
(5.18)

for 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ.
Next, we will be estimating |∆(x0, y0) − dωz0(u0, v0)|. Since ∆ is ϕ-invariant and dω is dϕ-

invariant we have ∆(x0, y0) = ∆(xj , yj) and dωz0(u0, v0) = dωzj(ûj , v̂j) for all j. (Notice that

dϕ̂x(0) = dϕ(x) for all x ∈M .) With j = ℓ, it follows from Lemma 3.1 and z0 ∈ P̃0 that

‖û(1)ℓ − u
(1)
ℓ ‖ ≤ L(zℓ) ‖uℓ‖1+β ≤ L0e

ℓǫ̂ ‖uℓ‖1+β . (5.19)

Using Lemma 10.7(b) in [St4] (see Lemma 3.3 above), backwards for stable manifolds, with

a = dϕ̂−ℓ
zℓ
(0) · vℓ ∈ Es(z0) and b = dϕ̂−ℓ

zℓ
(0) · ηℓ ∈ Es(z0),

since v0 = ϕ̂−ℓ
zℓ
(vℓ) and η0 = ϕ̂−ℓ

zℓ
(ηℓ), it follows that

‖(a(1) − b(1))− (v
(1)
0 − η

(1)
0 )‖ ≤ L0

[
‖v0 − η0‖1+β + ‖η0‖β‖v0 − η0‖

]
≤ 2L0‖v0 − η0‖.

Thus,

‖dϕ̂−ℓ
zℓ
(0) · (v(1)ℓ − η

(1)
ℓ )− (v

(1)
0 − η

(1)
0 )‖ ≤ L0‖v0 − η0‖ (‖v0 − η0‖β + ‖η0‖β). (5.20)
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In what follows we denote by Const a global constant (depending on constants like C0, L0, R0

but independent of the choice of the cylinder C, the points x0, z0, y0, b0, etc.) which may change
from line to line.

Proceeding as in Sect. 9 in [St4] and using (5.19), we obtain

|dωzℓ(uℓ, vℓ − ηℓ)| ≤ |dωzℓ(u
(1)
ℓ , v

(1)
ℓ − η

(1)
ℓ )|+ C0

k̃∑

i=2

‖u(i)ℓ ‖ (‖v(i)ℓ ‖+ ‖η(i)ℓ ‖)

≤ |dωzℓ(û
(1)
ℓ , v

(1)
ℓ − η

(1)
ℓ )|+ C0L0e

ℓǫ̂‖uℓ‖1+β‖v(1)ℓ − η
(1)
ℓ ‖

+C0

k̃∑

i=2

‖u(i)ℓ ‖ (‖v(i)ℓ ‖+ ‖η(i)ℓ ‖)

≤ |dωzℓ(dϕ̂
ℓ
z0(0) · u

(1)
0 , v

(1)
ℓ − η

(1)
ℓ )|+ C0L0e

ℓǫ̂‖uℓ‖1+β‖v(1)ℓ − η
(1)
ℓ ‖

+C0

k̃∑

i=2

‖u(i)ℓ ‖ (‖v(i)ℓ ‖+ ‖η(i)ℓ ‖)

= |dωz0(u
(1)
0 , dϕ̂−ℓ

zℓ
(0) · (v(1)ℓ − η

(1)
ℓ ))|+ C0L0e

ℓǫ̂‖uℓ‖1+β‖v(1)ℓ − η
(1)
ℓ ‖

+C0

k̃∑

i=2

‖u(i)ℓ ‖ (‖v(i)ℓ ‖+ ‖η(i)ℓ ‖)

Now (5.20) implies

|dωzℓ(u
(1)
0 , dϕ̂−ℓ

zℓ
(0) · (v(1)ℓ − η

(1)
ℓ )|

≤ |dωzℓ(u
(1)
0 , v

(1)
0 − η

(1)
0 )|+ |dωzℓ(u

(1)
0 , dϕ̂−ℓ

zℓ
(0) · (v(1)ℓ − η

(1)
ℓ )− (v

(1)
0 − η

(1)
0 )|

≤ |dωzℓ(u
(1)
0 , v

(1)
0 − η

(1)
0 )|+ C0L0‖u(1)0 ‖ ‖v0 − η0‖ (‖v0 − η0‖β + ‖η0‖β).

The latter and the previous estimate imply

|dωzℓ(uℓ, vℓ − ηℓ)| ≤ |dωz0(u
(1)
0 , v

(1)
0 − η

(1)
0 )|+ C0L0‖u(1)0 ‖ ‖v0 − η0‖ (‖v0 − η0‖β + ‖η0‖β)

+C0L0e
ℓǫ̂‖uℓ‖1+β‖v(1)ℓ − η

(1)
ℓ ‖+ C0

k̃∑

i=2

‖u(i)ℓ ‖ (‖v(i)ℓ ‖+ ‖η(i)ℓ ‖). (5.21)

Consequently,

|dωzℓ(uℓ, vℓ − ηℓ)| ≤ Const diam(C̃) ‖v0 − η0‖+Const eℓǫ̂‖uℓ‖1+β‖v(1)ℓ − η
(1)
ℓ ‖

+C0

k̃∑

i=2

‖u(i)ℓ ‖ (‖v(i)ℓ ‖+ ‖η(i)ℓ ‖). (5.22)

Using similar estimates from below, we obtain

|dωzℓ(uℓ, vℓ − ηℓ)| ≥ |dωz0(u
(1)
0 , v

(1)
0 − η

(1)
0 )| − C0L0‖u(1)0 ‖ ‖v0 − η0‖ (‖v0 − η0‖β + ‖η0‖β)

−C0L0e
ℓǫ̂‖uℓ‖1+β‖v(1)ℓ − η

(1)
ℓ ‖ − C0

k̃∑

i=2

‖u(i)ℓ ‖ (‖v(i)ℓ ‖+ ‖η(i)ℓ ‖). (5.23)
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Next, it follows from (4.5) that diam(C̃) ≥ e−qǫ̂7

C3λ
q
1

for some global constant C3 > 0, so λq1 e
qǫ̂7 ≥

1

C3 diam(C̃)
, that is q log λ1 + qǫ̂7 ≥ log

1

C3 diam(C̃)
. Assuming ǫ̂ and so ǫ̂7 is sufficiently small

and using (4.19), this gives10
p

1− ǫ̂6
log λ1 ≥ p

1− ǫ̂6
(log λ1 + ǫ̂7) ≥ log

1

C3 diam(C̃)
, therefore for

ℓ = p/2 we get

ℓ >
1− ǫ̂6
2 log λ1

log
1

C3 diam(C̃)
. (5.24)

Now (5.15) implies

‖uℓ‖ ≤ R0Γ0(λ1e
−5ǫ̂)−ℓ = R0Γ0e

−ℓ log(λ1e−5ǫ̂) ≤ R0Γ0 e
−

(1−ǫ̂6) log(λ1e
−5ǫ̂)

2 log λ1
log

(
1

C3 diam(C̃)

)

= R0Γ0

(
1

C3 diam(C̃)

)−
(1−ǫ̂6)(log λ1−5ǫ̂)

2 log λ1

≤ R0Γ0C3

(
diam(C̃)

) (1−ǫ̂6)(logλ1−5ǫ̂)
2 log λ1 . (5.25)

(Using here C3 > 1 and (1−ǫ̂6)(log λ1−5ǫ̂)
2 log λ1

< 1.) Similarly, (5.16) yields

‖vℓ‖ ≤ Γ0(λ1e
−ǫ̂)−ℓ ≤ Γ0 e

−
(1−ǫ̂6) log(λ1e

−ǫ̂)
2 log λ1

log

(
1

C3 diam(C̃)

)

≤ Γ0C3

(
diam(C̃)

) (1−ǫ̂6)(log λ1−ǫ̂)

2 log λ1 .(5.26)

The same estimate holds for ‖ηℓ‖.
Using these we get the following estimates for terms in (5.18) with j = ℓ:

‖uℓ‖ ‖vℓ‖(‖uℓ‖β + ‖vℓ‖β) ≤ C ′
3

(
diam(C̃)

)(2+β)
(1−ǫ̂6)(log λ1−5ǫ̂)

2 log λ1 ≤ C ′
3(diam(C̃))1+β̂ ,

where C ′
3 = 2(Γ0R0C3)

3 and we choose

0 < β̂ =
1

2
min

{
β

4
,
log λ2 − log λ1

2 log λ1

}
. (5.27)

Then

(2 + β)
(1− ǫ̂6)(log λ1 − 5ǫ̂)

2 log λ1
= (1 + β/2)(1 − ǫ̂6)

(
1− 5ǫ̂

log λ1

)
≥ 1 + β̂,

assuming ǫ̂6 > 0 and ǫ̂ > 0 are sufficiently small. Similarly, we obtain

eℓǫ̂‖uℓ‖1+β‖vℓ‖ ≤ C ′′
3 (diam(C̃))1+β̂ (5.28)

for some global constant C ′′
3 > 0. To prove the latter we need an estimate from above similar to

(5.24). First, using (4.5) we get diam(C̃) ≤ Ceqǫ̂7

λq1
, so λq1 e

−qǫ̂7 ≤ C

diam(C̃)
, that is

q log λ1 − qǫ̂7 ≤ log
C

diam(C̃)
.

10Assuming that diam(C̃) is a small number, we have log 1

C3 diam(C̃)
> 0.
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Now (4.19) yields
p

1− ǫ̂5
(log λ1 − ǫ̂7) ≤ log

C

diam(C̃)
, therefore for ℓ = p/2 we get

ℓ ≤ 1− ǫ̂5
2(log λ1 − ǫ̂7)

log
C

diam(C̃)
.

This, (5.15) and (5.16) imply

eℓǫ̂‖uℓ‖1+β‖vℓ‖ ≤
(

C

diam(C̃)

) (1−ǫ̂5)ǫ̂
2(log λ1−ǫ̂7)

C ′
3

(
diam(C̃)

)(2+β)
(1−ǫ̂6)(logλ1−5ǫ̂)

2 log λ1

≤ CC ′
3

(
diam(C̃)

)(2+β)
(1−ǫ̂6)(log λ1−5ǫ̂)

2 log λ1
−

(1−ǫ̂5)ǫ̂
2(log λ1−ǫ̂7) ≤ C ′′

3 (diam(C̃))1+β̂ ,

where C ′′
3 = C C ′

3, since
(1−ǫ̂5)ǫ̂

2(log λ1−ǫ̂7)
< β

4 , assuming ǫ̂ > 0 is sufficiently small, and

(2 + β)
(1 − ǫ̂6)(log λ1 − 5ǫ̂)

2 log λ1
− β

4
≥ (1 + β/2)(1 − ǫ̂6)

(
1− 5ǫ̂

log λ1

)
− β

4
≥ 1 + β̂,

assuming that ǫ̂6 > 0 and ǫ̂ > 0 are sufficiently small. This proves (5.28).

Next, for any u = u(1)+u(2)+ . . .+u(k̃) ∈ Eu(z) or Es(z), z ∈M , set ǔ(2) = u(2)+ . . .+u(k̃), so
that u = u(1) + ǔ(2). Using Lemma 3.5 in [St2] (see Lemma 3.2 above), p = 2ℓ, up ∈ Eu(zp, r(zp))
and ‖up‖ ≤ R0e

pǫ̂, we get

‖ǔ(2)ℓ ‖′zℓ ≤
Γ0e

pǫ̂‖ǔ(2)p ‖
µℓ2

≤ Γ0e
pǫ̂‖up‖
µℓ2

≤ Γ0R0e
4ℓǫ̂

µℓ2
.

Similarly, using Lemma 3.1 above (backwards for the map ϕ−1 on stable manifolds), z0 ∈ P0,
v0 = vj,1(z0) ∈ Es(z0, r0) and the fact that ‖v0‖ ≤ ǫ < 1, we get

‖v̌(2)ℓ ‖′zℓ ≤
Γ0‖v0‖e2ℓǫ̂

µℓ2
≤ Γ0e

2ℓǫ̂

µℓ2
.

Hence for i ≥ 2 we have

‖u(i)ℓ ‖ ≤ |ǔ(2)ℓ | ≤ ‖ǔ(2)ℓ ‖ ≤ Γ0R0e
5ℓǫ̂

λℓ2
,

where we used µ2 = λ2e
−ǫ̂, and similarly ‖v(i)ℓ ‖ ≤ Γ0e

3ℓǫ̂

λ2
. From these estimates, (5.24), and the

assumptions about ǫ̂, we get

‖u(i)ℓ ‖ ‖v(i)ℓ ‖ ≤ Γ2
0R0 (λ2e

−5ǫ̂)−2ℓ = Γ2
0R0 e

−2ℓ log(λ2e−5ǫ̂)

≤ Γ2
0R0 e

−(1−ǫ̂6) log(λ2e
−5ǫ̂)

logλ1
log

(
1

C3 diam(C̃)

)

≤ Γ2
0R0

(
C3 diam(C̃)

) (1−ǫ̂6)(log λ2−5ǫ̂)
log λ1 ≤ C ′′

3 (diam(C̃))1+β̂ ,

where C ′′
3 = Γ2

0R0(C3)
log λ2/ log λ1 and we are assuming (5.27) and ǫ̂6 <

log λ2−logλ1

2 log λ2
. With these

assumptions we have (1− ǫ̂6) log λ2 >
log λ2+log λ1

2 , so

(1− ǫ̂6)(log λ2 − 5ǫ̂)

log λ1
=

(1− ǫ̂6) log λ2
log λ1

− 5(1− ǫ̂6)ǫ̂

log λ1
>

log λ2 + log λ1
2 log λ1

− 5ǫ̂

log λ1
≥ 1 + β̂,
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assuming that ǫ̂ > 0 is sufficiently small.

Using (5.22), (5.25), (5.26) and the above estimates for ‖u(i)ℓ ‖ and ‖v(i)ℓ ‖, we obtain

|dωzℓ(uℓ, vℓ − ηℓ)| ≤ Const diam(C̃) ‖v0 − η0‖+Const (diam(C̃))1+β̂ .

It now follows from (5.17) and (5.18) with j = ℓ and the previous estimates that

|∆(x0, y0)−∆(x0, b0)| = |∆(xℓ, yℓ)−∆(xℓ, bℓ)|
≤ |dωzℓ(uℓ, vℓ)− dωzℓ(uℓ, ηℓ)|+ 2C0R(zℓ) ‖uℓ‖ ‖vℓ‖(‖uℓ‖β + ‖vℓ‖β)

+8C0

[
‖uℓ‖2 ‖vℓ‖β + ‖uℓ‖β‖vℓ‖2

]

+2C0R(zℓ) ‖uℓ‖ ‖ηℓ‖(‖uℓ‖β + ‖ηℓ‖β) + 8C0

[
‖uℓ‖2 ‖ηℓ‖β + ‖uℓ‖β‖ηℓ‖2

]

≤ |dωzℓ(uℓ, vℓ − ηℓ)|+Const (diam(C̃))1+β̂

≤ Const diam(C̃) ‖v0 − η0‖+Const (diam(C̃))1+β̂ . (5.29)

The more precise estimate (5.6), for some global constant C4 > 0, follows immediately from (5.21).
In particular, with η0 = 0, the latter gives (5.7).

In a similar way, this time using (5.23) we obtain (5.8), and with η0 = 0 it gives (5.9).
To prove (5.5) we just repeat the argument in Sect. 9.3.3 in [St4].

Case 1. diam(C̃) ≤ ‖v0 − η0‖β/2. Then by (5.29),

|∆(x0, y0)−∆(x0, b0)| ≤ Const diam(C̃) ‖v0 − η0‖β̂β/2.

So, (5.5) holds with β replaced by β̂β/2.

Case 2. diam(C̃) ≥ ‖v0 − η0‖β/2. Consider the point X = φ∆(x0,y0)([x0, y0]) ∈W u
ǫ (y0). It is easy

to see that
∆(x0, y0)−∆(x0, b0) = ∆(X, y0)−∆(X, b0) = −∆(X, b0).

We have X = expuy0(t̃) and b0 = expsy0(s̃) for some t̃ ∈ Eu(y0) and s̃ ∈ Es(y0). Clearly ‖t̃‖ ≤
Const . Using Lemma 5.1 we get

|∆(X, b0)| ≤ C0[|dωy0(t̃, s̃)|+ ‖t̃‖2‖s̃‖β + ‖t̃‖β‖s̃‖2] ≤ Const ‖s̃‖β.

However, ‖s̃‖ ≤ Const d(y0, b0) ≤ Const ‖v0 − η0‖, so

|∆(X, b0)| ≤ Const ‖v0 − η0‖β ≤ Const diam(C̃)‖v0 − η0‖β/2.

Therefore |∆(x0, y0)−∆(x0, b0)| ≤ Const diam(C̃)‖v0 − η0‖β/2, so, (5.5) holds with β replaced by
β/2. This proves Lemma 5.3.

5.2 Non-integrability of contact Anosov flows

Fix constants C4 > 0, β > 0 and β̂ > 0 with the properties in Lemma 5.3. Let the small
constants 0 < ǫ̂1 < ǫ̂ be as in Sect. 3.

Recall the projections Tz : W u
R(z) −→ Ǔ(z) ⊂ W u

ǫ0(z) for z ∈ R from Sect. 4.1 and the
constants C0 > 0 and c0 > 0 introduced before Lemma 5.1. Set

δ0 =

(
c0

16C0L0R0

)1/β̂

, (5.30)
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where the constant β̂ ∈ (0, β/8) is defined in (5.27).
The following lemma is derived from the non-integrability of the flow which stems from the

fact that the flow is contact.

Lemma 5.4. Let β̂ ∈ (0, 1) be as above Then there exist global constants m0 ≥ 1, δ′ ∈ (0, 1),
d2 ∈ (0, 1), d4 > 1, d5 ∈ (0, 1), ǫ̂13 ≤ const ǫ̂ and ǫ̂14 ≤ const ǫ̂ which can be made arbitrarily
small with ǫ̂ such that for every integer m ≥ m0 we have the following:

(a) For any z0 ∈ R ∩ P̃0 and any cylinder C̃ of length m in W u
R̃
(z0) with z0 ∈ C̃ if x0 ∈ C̃ is

such that
u0 = (Φu

z0)
−1(Tz0(x0)) ∈ Eu(z0) (5.31)

and satisfies

‖u(1)0 ‖ ≥ κdiam(C̃), (5.32)

where κ = d2e
−mǫ̂13 , then there exist a point y0 = y0(z0, x0) ∈ Bs(z0, ǫ1) such that we have

6δ0 ‖u(1)
0 ‖ ≤ |∆(x0,b1)−∆(x0,b2)| (5.33)

for any b1, b2 ∈W s
R(z0) with d(z0, b1) < δ′ and d(y0, b2) < δ′. Thus,

6δ0 κdiam(C̃) ≤ |∆(x0,b1)−∆(x0,b2)| (5.34)

under the above conditions.

(b) There exists an integer N0 ≥ 1 such that for any integer N ≥ N0, any z0 ∈ R̃ ∩ P̃0, any
cylinder C̃ in R̃ of length m ≥ m0 in W u

R̃
(z0) with z0 ∈ C̃, and any x0 ∈ C̃ such that u0 ∈ Eu(z0)

with (5.31) satisfies (5.32), there exist families of points

y1 = y1(z0, x0) , y2 = y2(z0, x0) ∈ PN (Bu(z0; ǫ1)) ∩Bs(z0, ǫ1),

such that (5.34) holds for any b1 ∈ Bs(y1, δ
′), any b2 ∈ Bs(y2, δ

′).

Proof of Lemma 5.4. (a) Fix for a moment z0 ∈ R ∩ P̃0. Let C̃ be a cylinder of length m ≥ m0 in
R̃ with z0 ∈ C̃, and let x0, u0 and κ satisfy (5.31) – (5.32). By the choice of c0 > 0 in Sect. 5.1,
there exists a vector ṽ ∈ Es

1(z0) with ‖ṽ‖ = 1 such that

dωz0(u
(1)
0 , ṽ) ≥ 2c0 ‖u(1)0 ‖. (5.35)

Fix a vector ṽ with the above property and set

v0 = 10δ0 ṽ ∈ Es
1(z0) , y0 = Φs

z0(v0) ∈W s
ǫ1(z0), (5.36)

assuming that δ0 > 0 is sufficiently small so that 10δ0 < ǫ1. Then
‖v0‖
R0

≤ d(z0, y0) ≤ ‖v0‖, and

|dωz0(u0, v0)| = |dωz0(u
(1)
0 , v0)| ≥ 2c0‖u(1)0 ‖‖v0‖ = 20c0δ0‖u(1)0 ‖,

while (5.31) and (5.32) imply κdiam(C̃) ≤ ‖u(1)0 ‖ ≤ ‖u0‖ ≤ R0 diam(C̃). Notice that

|dωz0(u
(1)
0 , v0)| ≤ C0‖u(1)0 ‖ ‖v0‖ = 10C0δ0‖u(1)0 ‖ ≤ 10C0 δ0R0 diam(C̃).

We will now prove that

|∆(x0,y0)| ≥ 14c0δ0 ‖u(1)
0 ‖. (5.37)
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In what follows we use the notation from the proof of Lemma 5.3 and also part (b) in Lemma
5.3 (see (5.9) there). Using it with b0 = z0 (so η0 = 0) and using v0 ∈ Es

1(z0) and (5.36) we get

|∆(x0, y0)| ≥ |dωz0(u
(1)
0 , v0)| − C0L0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ ‖v0‖1+β − C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂

≥ 2c0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ ‖v0‖ − C0L0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ ‖v0‖1+β − C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂

= ‖u(1)0 ‖‖v0‖(2c0 − C0L0‖v0‖β)− C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂

= 10δ0‖u(1)0 ‖(2c0 −C0L0(10δ0)
β)− C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂

≥ 15c0δ0‖u(1)0 ‖ − C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂ , (5.38)

assuming δ0 > 0 is sufficiently small so that C0L0(10δ0)
β < c0/2. Since δ0, c0 and C4 > 0 are

global constants, using (4.5) and assuming that m0 ≥ 1 is sufficiently large and m ≥ m0 we have

C4 (diam(C̃))β̂ ≤ C4

(
C1e

mτ0 ǫ̂7

λmτ̂0
1

)β̂

≤ c0δ0 d2
8

e−mǫ̂ =
c0δ0 κ

8
,

using ǫ̂7 ≤ const ǫ̂. Thus,

C4(diam(C̃))1+β̂ ≤ c0δ0 κ

8
diam(C̃) ≤ c0δ0

8
‖u(1)0 ‖. (5.39)

This and the above estimates imply (5.37).
In a similar way, this time using (5.6) with η0 = 0, we get

|∆(x0, y0)| ≤ |dωz0(u
(1)
0 , v

(1)
0 )|+ C0L0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ ‖v0‖1+β + C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂

≤ C0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ ‖v0‖+ C0L0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ ‖v0‖1+β + C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂

= ‖u(1)0 ‖‖v0‖(C0 + C0L0‖v0‖β̂) + C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂

≤ 20δ0C0‖u(1)0 ‖+ C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂ .

We will use this with y0 replaced by b1 ∈W s
R(z0) with d(z0, b1) < δ′ for some small δ′ > 0 (to be

determined later). Let b1 = Φs
z0(v1) for some v1 ∈ Es(z0). Then ‖v1‖ ≤ R0d(z0, b1) < R0δ

′, and
(5.39) give

|∆(x0, b1)| ≤ 2C0R0δ
′‖u(1)0 ‖+ c0δ0

8
‖u(1)0 ‖ ≤ c0δ0

4
‖u(1)0 ‖, (5.40)

assuming that 2C0R0δ
′ ≤ c0δ0/8. For this and later use define

δ′ =
c0δ0

32C0L0R0
=

c0
32C0L0R0

(
c0

16C0L0Γ0

)1/β̂

. (5.41)

Assume also that b2 ∈W s
R(z0) with d(y0, b2) < δ′. Using (5.6) with b0 = b2, so that ‖v0−η0‖ ≤

R0 d(y0, b2) < R0δ
′, we get

|∆(x0, y0)−∆(x0, b2)| ≤ ‖u(1)0 ‖R0δ
′(1 + 2C0L0) + C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂

≤ ‖u(1)0 ‖δ′3R0C0L0 +
c0δ0
8

‖u(1)0 ‖ ≤ c0δ0
4

‖u(1)0 ‖,

using the choice of δ′ in (5.41).
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Now (5.37) and the above two estimates yield

|∆(x0, b1)−∆(x0, b2)| ≥ |∆(x0, y0)| − |∆(x0, y0)−∆(x0, b2)| − |∆(x0, b1)|
≥ 14c0δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ − c0δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ = 13c0δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖. (5.42)

Since δ1 ≥ 2δ0 by the definitions of δ0 and v0, this proves part (a).

(b) Let δ0 > 0 and δ′ > 0 be as in part (a). Take the integer m0 ≥ 1 so large that for every
unstable cylinder C̃ in R̃ of length m ≥ m0 we have diam(C̃) < ǫ′ = ǫ1

2c̃2
; see (4.1).

Using the symbolic coding provided by the Markov family {R̃i} it is easy to see that there
exists an integer N0 ≥ 1 such that for any integer N ≥ N0 we have P̃N (Bu

ǫ′(z)) ∩ Bs(z′, δ′) 6= ∅
for any z, z′ ∈ R̃.

Let C̃ be a cylinder of length m ≥ m0 in R̃ and let z0 ∈ C̃ ∩ P̃0. Let x0 ∈ C̃ and u0 ∈ Eu(z0)
satisfy (5.31), where κ ∈ (0, 1) satisfies (5.32). Define N0 as above, and let N ≥ N0. Choose
y0 = y0(z0, x0) ∈ Bs(z0, ǫ1) as in part (a).

It follows from the choice of N that for each each i = 1, 2 there exist

y1(z0, x0) ∈ PN (Bu(z0, ǫ
′)) ∩Bs(z0, δ

′) , y2(z0, x0) ∈ PN (Bu(z0, ǫ
′)) ∩Bs(y0, δ

′).

Fix points y1 = y1(z0, x0), y2 = y2(z0, x)) with these properties; these are then points in W s
ǫ1(z0).

Let b1, b2 ∈ W s
ǫ (z0) be so that b1 ∈ Bs(y1, δ

′) and b2 ∈ Bs(y2, δ
′). Then b1 ∈ Bs(z0, δ

′) and
b2 ∈ Bs(y0, δ

′′), so (5.34) holds.

Assume the integer m0 ≥ 1 is chosen so large that for any z ∈ R and any unstable cylinder C
of length ≥ m0 in R we have diam(Ψ̃(C)) ≤ r0 and diam(Tz(C)) ≤ r0 for any z ∈ C. We will use
the constant δ0 defined by (5.30).

Fix a constant d > 1 such that

T =
1

2

(
2dβ

τ0
− 1

)
>

1

β̂
(5.43)

is a very large constant, to be specified later, where β > 0 is the constant from Sect. 5.1 and
β̂ ∈ (0, β/8) is defined in (5.27). As before we assume that β > 0 is sufficiently small so that it
satisfies the requirements of Lemma 5.1 and also those in Sect. 3. In what follows we will use
Lemma 4.4 with the choice of the constant d in (5.43).

Lemma 5.5. Let q1 ≥ 1 be a fixed integer. There exist global constants N0 ≥ 1, d2 ∈ (0, 1),
d4 > 1, d5 ∈ (0, 1), T1 > 0 and T2 > 0, 0 < ǫ̂13 ≤ const ǫ̂ and 0 < ǫ̂14 ≤ const ǫ̂ which can be
made arbitrarily small with ǫ̂ such that for every integer m ≥ m̃0, any point z0 ∈ P̃0, and any
cylinder C̃ in R̃ of length m ≥ m̃0 containing z0 there exist subsets Γ and Λ of C̃ which are unions
of sub-cylinders of C̃ of co-length at least q1 so that

ν(Γ′) ≥ d5 ν(C′) , ν(Λ′) ≥ d5 ν(C′), (5.44)

where Γ′ = π(U)(Γ) and Λ′ = π(U)(Λ), and the following hold:

(a) For every x ∈ Γ, for u = (Φu
z0)

−1(Tz0(x)) ∈ Eu(z0) we have

‖u(1)‖ ≥ κdiam(C̃), (5.45)

where κ = d2e
−mǫ̂13 .

34



(b) There exist finite families {Γj}j0j=1 and {Λj}j0j=1 of sub-cylinders of C̃ for some integer

j0 (depending on C̃) such that ∪j0
j=1Γj = Γ, ∪j0

j=1Λj = Λ, and for all integers N ≥ N0, any
j = 1, . . . , j0 and any i = 1, 2 there exist a (Hölder) continuous map

Bu(z0, ǫ
′′) ∋ x 7→ v

(j)
i (z0, x) ∈ U,

such that σN (v
(j)
i (z0, x)) = x for all x ∈ Bu(z0, ǫ

′′) and the following property holds:

IN(x′, z′) =
∣∣ψ(z0,x′)− ψ(z0, z

′)
∣∣ ≥ 6δ0 κdiam(C̃) (5.46)

for all z ∈ Λj and x ∈ Γj, where z
′ = π(U)(z), x′ = π(U)(x) ∈ U , and

ψ(z0, x) = τN (v
(j)
1 (z0, x)) − τN (v

(j)
2 (z0, x)).

We can choose all sub-cylinders Γj and Λj so that their lengths do not exceed rm = T1m + T2,
and

1

d4

≤ ν(Γi)

ν(Λj)
≤ d4 (5.47)

for all i, j = 1, . . . , j0.

Proof. We will now use the results of Lemma 4.4 with the constant d > 1 as in (5.43) and some
of the set-up in its proof.

Define the global constant δ′ ∈ (0, 1) by (5.41) and choose the global constant N0 ≥ 1 as in
the proof of Lemma 5.4(b).

Take an arbitrary constant C ′ > 8, and set C =
3C ′

c0δ0d2
> 2C ′, where δ0 > 0 is as in (5.30).

We will use Lemma 4.4 with this particular C. Let the constant d1 ∈ (0, 1) be as in Lemma 4.4.
Fix for a moment z0 ∈ P̃0. Assume z0 ∈ R̃i0 . Let C̃ be a cylinder of length m with z0 ∈ C̃,

z̃ = P̃m(z0) ∈ R̃j for some j. Then choose k with 0 < k ≤ m as in the proof of Lemma 4.4 and

set p = [τm−k(z0)], q = [τ̃m(z0)], zj = ϕj(z), z̃j = P̃j(z0), etc., as in the proof of Lemma 4.4.

Define the sets H1, H2, H̃1 and H̃2 as in the proof of Lemma 4.4, and let Γ and Λ be the unions
of sub-cylinders of C̃ of lengths not exceeding rm = T1m+T2 for some global constant T1 > 0 and
T2 > 0, defined as in the proof of Lemma 4.4 so that they satisfy the conclusions of Lemma 4.4.

In what follows we will use arguments from the proofs of Lemmas 5.3 and 5.4. It follows from
the assumptions about Γ in Lemma 4.4 that (5.45) holds for u = (Φu

z0)
−1(Tz0(x)) for every x ∈ Γ.

Next, consider an arbitrary z ∈ Λ so that it belongs to ϕ−p((Tzp)−1(Φu
zp(D̂ \ H̃2))) and the

corresponding w0 = (Φu
z0)

−1(Tz0(z)). Set

wj = ϕ̂j
z0(w0) ∈ Eu(zj) , ŵj = ϕ̂j

z0(0) · w ∈ Eu(zj)

for all j = 0, 1, . . . , p. It follows from our choice of z that wp ∈ D̂ \ H̃2, so

‖w(1)
p ‖ ≥ 1

4Cγ1
e−4d(m−k)ǫ̂. (5.48)

From the choice of Λ and Γ in Lemma 4.4, Cwp ∈ Ĉ \H2, so there exists x ∈ Γ so that

Cwp = up = ϕ̂p
z0(u0),
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where u0 = (Φu
z0)

−1(Tz0(x)) satisfies (5.45), i.e. ‖u(1)0 ‖ ≥ κ diam(C̃). Now, as in the proof of

Lemma 5.4, choose ṽ ∈ Es
1(z0) with dωz0(u

(1)
0 , ṽ) ≥ 2c0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ and then define v0 ∈ Es

1(z0) and
y0 ∈W s

ǫ1(z0) as in (5.36).
In most of what follows we will deal with the fixed z ∈ Λ and the corresponding x =

x(z) ∈ Γ which is related to z as above; namely we determined successively: w0 = (Φu
z0)

−1(Tz0(z)),
wp = ϕ̂p

z0(w0) ∈ Eu(zp), up = Cwp = ϕ̂p
z0(u0) for some u0 ∈ Eu(z0) and u0 = (Φu

z0)
−1(Tz0(x))

which determines x. Later on we will consider neighbourhoods of z and x which will be corre-
sponding little sub-cylinders of Λ and Γ.

As in the proof of Lemma 5.3 we will use the notation

xj = ϕj(x0) , uj = ϕ̂j
z0(u0) ∈ Eu(zj) , ûj = ϕ̂j

z0(0)·u0 ∈ Eu(zj) , vj = ϕ̂j
z0(v0) ∈ Es(zj).

Note. Notice that zj = ϕj(z0) are the iterates of the fixed point z0 ∈ P̃0, not those of
the arbitrary point z ∈ Λ.

It follows from up = Cwp ∈ Ĉ \ H2, the definition of H2 (see the proof of Lemma 4.4) and
p = [τ̃m−k(z0)] ∈ [(m− k)τ̃0, (m− k)τ0 + 1) that

‖up‖ ≤ e−3d(m−k)ǫ̂ ≤ e−3d(p−1)ǫ̂/τ0 ≤ e−2dpǫ̂/τ0 , ‖u(1)p ‖ ≥ 1

4
e−4d(m−k)ǫ̂ ≥ 1

4γ1
e−4dpǫ̂/τ̃0 , (5.49)

assuming p is sufficiently large. Similarly for w and wp we have

‖wp‖ ≤ 1

C
e−2dpǫ̂/τ0 , ‖w(1)

p ‖ ≥ 1

4Cγ1
e−4dpǫ̂/τ̃0 . (5.50)

Next, it follows from Lemma 3.1 that

‖u(1)p − û(1)p ‖ ≤ L(zp)‖up‖1+β ≤ L0e
pǫ̂‖up‖1+β,

so ‖û(1)p ‖ ≤ ‖up‖(1 + L0e
pǫ̂‖up‖β). Now (5.49) and (5.43) yield

L0e
pǫ̂‖up‖β ≤ L0e

pǫ̂e−2dβpǫ̂/τ0 ≤ L0e
−pǫ̂(2dβ/τ0−1) < L0e

−pǫ̂ < 1,

since 2dβ/τ0 > 2. Thus, ‖û(1)p ‖ ≤ 2‖u(1)p ‖ ≤ 2e−2dpǫ̂/τ0 , and

‖u(1)p − û(1)p ‖ ≤ L0e
−pǫ̂(2dβ/τ0−1) ≤ L0e

−2Tpǫ̂. (5.51)

Similarly, again by Lemma 3.1,

‖w(1)
p − ŵ(1)

p ‖ ≤ L(zp)‖wp‖1+β ≤ L0e
pǫ̂‖wp‖1+β ≤ L0

C
e−2Tpǫ̂,

and as above we derive

‖ŵ(1)
p ‖ ≤ 2‖w(1)

p ‖ ≤ 2

C
e−2dpǫ̂/τ0 .

Since up = Cwp, it follows that

‖û(1)p −Cŵ(1)
p ‖ ≤ ‖û(1)p − u(1)p ‖+ ‖u(1)p −Cŵp‖+ ‖Cŵp − ŵ(1)

p ‖ = ‖û(1)p − u(1)p ‖+ ‖Cŵp −Cŵ(1)
p ‖,

and therefore
‖û(1)p − Cŵ(1)

p ‖ ≤ 2e−2Tpǫ̂.
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Notice that the above and (3.14) imply

‖u(1)0 − Cw
(1)
0 ‖ ≤ Γ0e

pǫ̂2e
−2Tpǫ̂

µp1
≤ e−Tpǫ̂

λp1
, (5.52)

assuming that T is sufficiently large.
We will now use (5.52) to get an estimate for |∆(z, y0)| by means of |∆(x, y0)|. It follows from

(5.49), (5.7) with x0 replaced by z and u
(1)
0 replaced by w

(1)
0 that

|∆(z, y0)| ≤ |dωz0(w
(1)
0 , v

(1)
0 )|+ 2C0L0‖w(1)

0 ‖ ‖v0‖1+β + C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂

≤ 1

C
|dωz0(u

(1)
0 , v

(1)
0 )|+ 2C0L0

C
‖u(1)0 ‖ ‖v0‖1+β + C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂

+
1

C

e−Tpǫ̂

λp1
+

2C0L0

C

e−Tpǫ̂

λp1
. (5.53)

Since u satisfies (5.45), as in the proof of Lemma 5.4 we have (5.39), and therefore

C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂ <
c0δ0
8

κdiam(C̃) ≤ c0δ0
8

‖u(1)
0 ‖. (5.54)

For the second term in the right-hand-side of (5.53), it follows from (5.43) and (5.36) that

2C0L0‖u(1)0 ‖‖v0‖1+β ≤ 2C0L0‖u(1)0 ‖10δ0
(

c0
16C0L0Γ0

)
< c0δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ ≤ c0δ0 κdiam(C̃). (5.55)

Next, notice that if we choose T > 1 sufficiently large, then

4C0L0Γ0
e−Tpǫ̂

λp1
<
c0δ0
8

diam(C̃) ≤ c0δ0
8

‖u(1)0 ‖. (5.56)

Indeed, using q(1− ǫ̂′6) ≤ p ≤ q(1− ǫ̂′5) + 1 by (4.27) and m ≤ qτ0 + 1 < 2pτ0, we get

κ = d2e
−mǫ̂13 ≥ d2e

−2pτ0 ǫ̂13 .

Now it follows from (4.5) that for some global constant C3 > 0 we have

c0δ0
8

κdiam(C̃) ≥ c0δ0 d2e
−2pτ0ǫ̂13 e

−qǫ̂7

8C3λ
q
1

> c0δ0 d2e
−2pτ0 ǫ̂13 e−2pǫ̂7

8C3λ
p/(1−ǫ̂6)
1

= c0δ0 d2
e−2p(τ0 ǫ̂13+ǫ̂7)λ

−pǫ̂6/(1−ǫ̂6)
1

8C3λ
p
1

= c0δ0 d2
e−p(2τ0 ǫ̂13+2ǫ̂7+ǫ̂6(log λ1)/(1−ǫ̂6))

8C3λ
p
1

> 4C0L0Γ0
e−Tpǫ̂

λp1
, (5.57)

assuming e.g. that 32C0L0Γ0C3
c0δ0 d2

< eTpǫ̂/2 and T ǫ̂ > 2τ0ǫ̂13 + 2ǫ̂7 + ǫ̂6(log λ1)/(1− ǫ̂6), which will be
satisfied if we take T sufficiently large. Thus, (5.56) holds.

Combining (5.53), (5.54), (5.55) and (5.56) implies

|∆(z, y0)| ≤ 1

C
|dωz0(u

(1)
0 , v

(1)
0 )|+ c0δ0

C
‖u(1)0 ‖+ c0δ0

8
‖u(1)0 ‖+ 2

c0δ0
8

‖u(1)0 ‖

≤ 10C0δ0
C

‖u(1)0 ‖+ c0δ0
C

‖u(1)0 ‖+ 3
c0δ0
8

‖u(1)0 ‖ ≤ c0δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖, (5.58)
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assuming e.g. that C ≥ 20
c0C0

.
Before we continue we will derive estimates similar to (5.40) and (5.42) replacing x0 by z.

Assume as before that b1, b2 ∈ W s
R(z0) with d(z0, b1) < δ′ and d(y0, d2) < δ′, where δ′ is defined

by (5.41). Using (5.6) with x0 replaced by z and u
(1)
0 by w

(1)
0 , and taking into account (5.52) and

using the argument in the estimate of |∆(x0, y0)−∆(x0, b2)|, we get

|∆(z, y0)−∆(z, b2)| ≤ ‖w(1)
0 ‖R0δ

′(1 + 2C0L0) + C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂

≤ 1

C

(
‖u(1)0 ‖+ e−Tpǫ̂

λp1

)
δ′3R0C0L0 + C4 (diam(C̃))1+β̂

≤ c0δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖
C

+
e−Tpǫ̂

Cλp1
+
c0δ0
8

‖u(1)0 ‖.

It follows from (5.57), assuming that the constant T > 0 is chosen sufficiently large, that

c0δ0
4C

‖u(1)0 ‖ ≥ c0δ0 κ

4C
diam(C̃) ≥ 4C0L0Γ0

4C

e−Tpǫ̂

λp1
>

1

C

e−Tpǫ̂

λp1
.

Therefore

|∆(z, y0)−∆(z, b2)| ≤
δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖

C
+
c0δ0
4C

‖u(1)0 ‖+ c0δ0
8

‖u(1)0 ‖ < c0δ0
2

‖u(1)0 ‖. (5.59)

Similarly, using the estimates in the proof of (5.40), replacing x0 by z and u(1) by w(1) and
using (5.50), we get

|∆(z, b1)| ≤ 2C0R0δ
′‖w(1)

0 ‖+ 1

4
c0‖v0‖‖w(1)

0 ‖ ≤ 1

2
δ0 ‖w(1)

0 ‖.

On the other hand, (5.52) and (5.57) yield

‖w(1)
0 ‖ ≤ 1

C

(
‖u(1)0 ‖+ e−Tpǫ̂

λp1

)
≤ 1

C

(
‖u(1)0 ‖+ c0δ0

4
‖u(1)0 ‖

)
<

2

C
‖u(1)0 ‖.

Combining this with the previous estimates, we get

|∆(z, b1)| ≤
δ0
C
‖u(1)0 ‖ ≤ c0δ0

2
‖u(1)0 ‖,

assuming C is sufficiently large, as before. This, (5.58) and (5.59) now imply

|∆(z, b1)−∆(z, b2)| ≤ |∆(z, b1)|+ |∆(z, y0)|+ |∆(z, y0)−∆(z, b2)|

≤ c0δ0
2

‖u(1)0 ‖+ c0δ0‖u(1)0 ‖+ c0δ0
2

‖u(1)0 ‖ ≤ c0δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖. (5.60)

Next, we will get estimates similar to (5.42) and (5.60) replacing11 x by x′′ ∈ C̃ close to x
and z by z′′ ∈ C̃ close to z. Recall that the function ∆(x, y0) is uniformly Hölder, so there exist
constants D′

3 > 0 and α > 0 such that

|∆(x, y0)−∆(x′′, y0)| ≤ D′
3(d(x, x

′′))α , |∆(z, y0)−∆(z′′, y0)| ≤ D′
3(d(z, z

′′))α.

11We avoid here the notation x′ and z′ since these mean something specifically related to projections to U .
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Fix for a moment a small constant δ > 0 (we will determine later how small δ should be) and
assume

d(x, x′′) ≤ δ , d(z, z′′) ≤ δ

for some x′′, z′′ ∈ C̃. It follows from (4.5) that we have the following estimate (in terms of m now):

κdiam(C̃) ≥ d2e
−mǫ̂13 e

−mǫ̂7/τ̃0

C3λ
mτ0
1

=
d2
C3

e−m(ǫ̂13+ǫ̂7/τ̃0+τ0 log λ1) ≥ d2
C3

e−m(1+1/τ̂0+log λ1),

where we used the fact that the constant ǫ̂13, ǫ̂7 and τ0 are all in (0, 1). We will determine δ so
that c0δ0 κdiam(C̃) ≥ 8D′

3δ
α, that is

δ ≤
(
c0δ0
8D′

3

κdiam(C̃)
)1/α

, (5.61)

for which it is enough to have δ ≤ D′′
3 e

−m(1+1/τ̂0+logλ1)/α, where D′′
3 =

(
c0δ0d2
8D′

3C3

)1/α
> 0 is a global

constant. It follows from Lemma 4.1(c) that the sub-cylinders Γ(x) and Λ(z) of C̃, containing x
and z, respectively, and having lengths not less than

ñ =
1

| log θ|(− log δ + logC2)

have diameters not exceeding δ. Indeed, if X is a cylinder in C̃ of length n ≥ ñ, then by Lemma
4.1(c),

diam(X) ≤ C2 diamθ(X) = C2θ
n = C2e

−n| log θ| ≤ C2e
log δ−logC2 = δ.

Since
− log δ ≥ m(1 + 1/τ̂0 + log λ1)/α− logD′′

3 ,

it is enough to have ñ ≥ r′m = T ′
1 + T ′

2, where T
′
1 =

1
α| log θ|(1 + 1/τ̂0 + log λ1) > 0 and T ′

2 =
logC2

| log θ| .

In this way we have shown that if the sub-cylinders Γ(x) and Λ(z) of C̃, containing x and z,
respectively, having lengths ≥ r′m, then they have diameters not exceeding the number δ satisfying
(5.61). With such δ it follows from (5.60) that for any b1, b2 ∈ W s

R(z0) with d(z0, b1) < δ′ and
d(y0, b2) < δ′ we have

|∆(z′′, b1)−∆(z′′, b2)| ≤ 2c0δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ (5.62)

for all z′′ ∈ Λ(z). Indeed, by the choice of δ, for every z′′ ∈ Λ(z) we have

|∆(z′′, b1)−∆(z, b1)| ≤ D′
3δ

α , |∆(z′′, b2)−∆(z, b2)| ≤ D′
3δ

α,

and now (5.61) implies

|∆(z′′, b1)−∆(z′′, b2)| ≤ |∆(z, b1)−∆(z, b2)|+2D′
3δ

α ≤ c0δ0‖u(1)0 ‖+1

4
c0δ0 κdiam(C̃) ≤ 2c0δ0‖u(1)0 ‖.

In a similar way, for b1, b2 as above, we can use (5.42) to derive

|∆(x′′, b1)−∆(x′′, b2)| ≥ 12c0δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ (5.63)

for all x′′ ∈ Γ(x). Indeed, using (5.42) with x0 replaced by x and

|∆(x′′, b1)−∆(x, b1)| ≤ D′
3δ

α , |∆(x′′, b2)−∆(x, b2)| ≤ D′
3δ

α,
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we get

|∆(x′′, b1)−∆(x′′, b2)| ≥ |∆(x, b1)−∆(x, b2)|−2D′
3δ

α ≥ 13c0δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖−1

4
c0δ0 κdiam(C̃) ≥ 12c0δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖.

We will now use the above as follows. Take an arbitrary ẑ ∈ Λ and fix it. Using the above
with z = ẑ, we construct a corresponding x0 = x0(ẑ) ∈ Γ as follows: define w0 = (Φu

z0)
−1(Tz0(ẑ)),

then wp = ϕ̂p
z0(w0) ∈ Eu(zp). This defines up = Cwp = ϕ̂p

z0(u0) for some u0 ∈ Eu(z0). Then
define x0 = x0(ẑ) = (Tz0)−1(Φu

z0(u0)) so that u0 = (Φu
z0)

−1(Tz0(x0)).
We will now use some construction from the proof of Lemma 5.4. Take a unit vector ṽ ∈ Es

1(z0)

with dωz0(u
(1)
0 , ṽ) ≥ 2c0‖u(1)0 ‖, and then define v0 ∈ Es

1(z0) and y0 = Φs
z0(v0) ∈ W s

ǫ1(z0) as in
(5.36). Then (5.42) holds for all b1, b2 ∈ W s

R(z0) with d(z0, b1) < δ′ and d(y0, b2) < δ′. Similarly,
(5.60) holds with z replaced by ẑ for such b1, b2.

We now choose a sub-cylinder Γ(x0) of C̃ of co-length at least q1 with x0 ∈ Γ(x0) and a
sub-cylinder Λ(ẑ) of C̃ of co-length at least q1 with ẑ ∈ Λ(ẑ) both of length r′m so that for all
b1, b2 ∈ W s

R(z0) with d(z0, b1) < δ′ and d(y0, b2) < δ′, (5.62) holds with z′′ replaced by any
z ∈ Λ(ẑ) and (5.63) holds with x′′ replaced by any x ∈ Γ(x0). It then follows that, for such b1, b2,
we have

|∆(x, b1)−∆(x, b2)| − |∆(z, b1)−∆(z, b2)|
≥ 10c0δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ − 2c0δ0 κdiam(C̃) ≥ 10c0δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ ≥ 10c0δ0 κdiam(C̃) (5.64)

for all x ∈ Γ(x0) and all z ∈ Λ(ẑ).
We can now apply the above construction to the whole of the set Λ obtained from Lemma

4.4, which itself is a union of sub-cylinders of C̃. Using the above, for every ẑ ∈ Λ will produce a
covering of Λ by little sub-cylinders Λ(ẑ) of length r′m and corresponding sub-cylinders Γ(x0) of Γ,
also of length r′m. Choosing a disjoint set of sub-cylinders, we get a covering of Λ by sub-cylinders
of the form Λ(ẑ) for various ẑ ∈ Λ and a corresponding covering of Γ by sub-cylinders Γ(x0) for
corresponding points x0 ∈ Γ. All sub-cylinders involved have length ≤ r′m but in general this is
not enough to make their measures comparable. So, we will need to apply an additional procedure
to arrange the condition (5.47).

Consider again an arbitrary ẑ ∈ Λ and fix it. Then using the previous argument, construct
a corresponding x0 = x0(ẑ) ∈ Γ so that (5.64) holds for all x ∈ Γ(x0) and all z ∈ Λ(ẑ). To such a
pair (Λ(ẑ),Γ(x0)) we now apply the following

Procedure:
There are two possible cases to consider.

Case 1. ν(Λ(ẑ)) ≤ ν(Γ(x0)). Denote by Γ1(x0) the sub-cylinder of Γ(x0) containing x0 and
having maximal possible length so that ν(Λ(ẑ)) ≤ ν(Γ1(x0)). If t is the length of Γ1(x0), then
its sub-cylinder Γ2(x0) of length t + 1 containing x0 satisfies ν(Γ2(x0)) < ν(Λ(ẑ)), so using the
projection of these cylinders to U via π(U) and the point x′0 = π(U)(x0), (4.2) implies

1 ≤ ν(Γ1(x0))

ν(Γ2(x0))
≤ c2
c1

egt(x
′
0)

egt+1(x′
0)

=
c2
c1

1

eg(σ(x
′
0))

≤ d4

for some global constant d4 > 1. Moreover it is easy to see, using (4.2), the fact that Γ1(x0)
has maximal possible length with ν(Λ(ẑ)) ≤ ν(Γ1(x0)), and the fact that the length of Λ(ẑ) is
r′m = T ′

1m + T ′
2, that the length t of Γ1(x0) is still bounded above by rm = T1m+T2 for some
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global constants T1, T2 > 0. We now define Γ̃(x0) = Γ1(x0). The pair of cylinders (Λ(ẑ), Γ̃(x0))
then satisfies

1

d4
< 1 ≤ ν(Γ̃(x0))

ν(Λ(ẑ))
≤ d4,

the lengths of both Λ(ẑ) and Γ̃(x0)) do not exceed rm, and their co-lengths in C̃m are at least q1.

Case 2. ν(Λ(ẑ)) > ν(Γ(x0)). Repeating the argument in Case 1 above, changing the roles of
Λ(ẑ) and Γ(x0), we construct a sub-cylinder Λ1(ẑ) of Λ(ẑ) containing ẑ of length not exceeding
rm and such that

1

d4
< 1 ≤ ν(Λ1(ẑ))

ν(Γ(x0))
≤ d4.

Then Λ(ẑ) \ Λ1(ẑ) is a finite disjoint union of sub-cylinders Λ(ẑ′) of lengths ≤ rm. For each of
those sub-cylinders we construct a corresponding sub-cylinder Γ(x′0) in Γ of length ≤ rm so that
(5.64) holds for all x ∈ Γ(x′0) and all z ∈ Λ(ẑ′).

Then for each pair (Λ(ẑ′),Γ(x′0)) we repeat the procedure either in Case 1 or Case 2, whichever
is applicable. This may require a further partitioning of some of the sub-cylinders Λ(ẑ′), however
after finitely many (≤ rm) steps this process will terminate. As a result of it we get a represen-
tation12 Λ(ẑ) = ∪s

i=1Λi(ẑi) of Λ(ẑ) as a finite disjoint union of sub-cylinders of length ≤ rm and

for each i we construct a corresponding sub-cylinder Γ(x
(i)
0 ) in Γ of length ≤ rm so that

1

d4
≤ ν(Γ(x

(i)
0 ))

ν(Λ(ẑi))
≤ d4

for all i = 1, . . . , s.

Applying the above Procedure to each of the initial pairs (Λ(ẑ), Γ̃(x0)) of cylinders in Λ and
Γ, we construct families Λ1,Λ2, . . . ,Λj0 and Γ1,Γ2, . . . ,Γj0 of sub-cylinders of C̃m of lengths ≤ rm,

where ∪j0
j=1Λj = Λ is exactly the initially constructed Λ, while ∪j0

j=1Γj = Γ̃ ⊂ Γ, the initially
constructed Γ. Importantly, for all j = 1, . . . , j0 the relation (5.64) holds for all x ∈ Γj and all

z ∈ Λj. Moreover,
1

d4
≤ ν(Γj)

ν(Λj)
≤ d4 for all j = 1, . . . , j0. As a final step, we now replace the initial

Γ by Γ̃ = ∪j0
j=1Γj. Since ∪j0

j=1Λj = Λ and ν(Λ′) ≥ d1ν(C′), it follows that ν(∪j0
j=1Γj) ≥ d1

d4
ν(C′).

Thus, replacing the initial global constant d1 > 0 by d5 = d1/d4, we get that for both Λ = ∪j0
j=1Λj

and newly renamed Γ = ∪j0
j=1Γj we have

ν(∪j0
j=1Γ

′
j) ≥ d5 ν(C′) , ν(∪j0

j=1Λ
′
j) ≥ d5 ν(C′).

In general, the number j0 will depend on the cylinder C̃. However d4 > 0 and d5 > 0 are global
constants, independent of m, C̃ and z0 ∈ P̃0. Clearly the construction is so that the co-lengths
of all sub-cylinders Γj and Λj in C̃m are at least q1.

Let N ≥ N0. Consider now an arbitrary j = 1, 2, . . . , j0. As we remarked earlier, (5.64) holds
for every x ∈ Γj and every z ∈ Λj for some choice of the point y0 ∈W s

ǫ1(z0) which we will now

denote by y
(j)
0 . As in Lemma 5.4, we construct corresponding points

y
(j)
1 = y

(j)
1 (z0) , y

(j)
2 = y

(j)
2 (z0) ∈ PN (Bu(z0; ǫ1)) ∩Bs(z0, ǫ1),

12It may happen that s = 1 and we simply have ẑ1 = ẑ.
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so that (5.33) holds for any b1, b2 ∈ W s
R(z0) with d(z0, b1) < δ′ and d(y

(j)
0 , b2) < δ′, where as in

Lemma 5.4, δ′ is the constant given by (5.41).

Given i = 1, 2, there exists a cylinder L
(j)
i = L

(j)
i (z0) of length N in W u

Ri0
(z0) so that

PN : L
(j)
i −→W u

Ri0
(y

(j)
i )

is a bijection; then it is a bi-Hölder homeomorphism. Consider its inverse and its Hölder continuous

extension P−N : W u
Ri0

(y
(j)
i ) −→ Li and the cylinder

M
(j)
i =M

(j)
i (z0) = π(U)(L

(j)
i (z0)) ⊂ U

of length N in Ui0 . Define the maps

ṽ
(j)
i (z0, ·) : Ui0 −→ L

(j)
i ⊂ Bu(z0, ǫ

′′) , v
(j)
i (z0, ·) : Ui0 −→M

(j)
i ⊂ U

by

ṽ
(j)
i (z0, y) = P−N (π

y
(j)
i

(y)) , v
(j)
i (z0, y) = π(U)(ṽi(z0, y)).

Then
PN (ṽ

(j)
i (z0, y)) = π

y
(j)
i

(y) =W s
ǫ0(y) ∩W u

Ri0
(y

(j)
i ),

and
PN (v

(j)
i (z0, y)) =W s

ǫ0(y) ∩ PN (M
(j)
i ) = π

b
(j)
i

(y), (5.65)

where b
(j)
i = b

(j)
i (z0) ∈ W s

R(z0) is such that PN (M
(j)
i ) = W u

R(b
(j)
i ). Thus, σN((v

(j)
i (z0, y)) = y.

Next, there exist x′ ∈ M
(j)
i and y′ ∈ L

(j)
i with PN (x′) = b

(j)
i and PN (y′) = y

(j)
i . Since stable

leaves shrink exponentially fast, using (2.1) we get d(b
(j)
i , y

(j)
i ) ≤ 1

c0γN
d(x′, y′) ≤ 1

γN
< δ′′. Thus,

b1 = b
(j)
1 and b2 = b

(j)
2 satisfy the assumptions and therefore the conclusions of Lemma

5.4(b). In particular (5.33) holds with x0 replaced by x ∈ Γj, that is

6c0δ0‖u(1)0 ‖ ≤ |∆(x, b
(j)
1 )−∆(x, b

(j)
2 )| (5.66)

for any x ∈ Γj .

Set z′0 = π(U)(z0) ∈ Ui0 . If x, z ∈ C̃, and x′ = π(U)(x), z′ = π(U)(z′), then

IN (x′, z′) = |[τN (v
(j)
1 (z0, x))− τN (v

(j)
2 (z0, x))]− [τN (v

(j)
1 (z0, z

′))− τN (v
(j)
2 (z0, z

′))]|
=

∣∣∣∆(PN (v
(j)
1 (z0, x

′)),PN (v
(j)
1 (z0, z

′)))−∆(PN (v
(j)
2 (z0, x

′)),PN (v
(j)
2 (z0, z

′)))
∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣∆(x′, π

b
(j)
1

(z′))−∆(x′, π
b
(j)
2

(z′))
∣∣∣ .

In particular when z = z0 and z′ = z′0 the latter gives

IN (x′, z′0) =
∣∣∣∆(x′, b

(j)
1 )−∆(x′, b

(j)
2 )
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∆(x, b
(j)
1 )−∆(x, b

(j)
2 )
∣∣∣ .

Since ∆(x, πy(z)) = ∆(x, y) − ∆(z, y) for any y ∈ W s
ǫ (z0), it follows from (5.66) and (5.62)

that for any x ∈ Γj and any z ∈ Λj we have

IN (x′, z′) = IN (x′, z′0)− IN (z′, z′0) ≥
∣∣∣
∣∣∣∆(x, b

(j)
1 )−∆(x, b

(j)
2 )
∣∣∣−
∣∣∣∆(z, b

(j)
1 )−∆(z, b

(j)
2 )
∣∣∣
∣∣∣

≥
∣∣∣ 6c0δ0 ‖u(1)0 ‖ − 2c0δ0‖u(1)0 ‖

∣∣∣ = 4c0δ0‖u(1)0 ‖ ≥ 4c0δ0κdiam(C̃).

This proves (5.46) and thus completes the proof of the lemma.
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6 Contraction operators

As in Sect. 5 here we assume that M is a C2 compact Riemannian manifold and φt is a C2

contact Anosov flow on M .
We will use the notation in Sects. 2, 3 and 4. In particular, R = {Ri}k0i=1 will be a fixed

pseudo-Markov family for the flow and R̃ will be the related Markov family as in Sect. 2.
As in Sect. 4, we assume that 0 < ǫ̂1 < ǫ̂ are small constants as in Sect. 3 (that can be taken

smaller if necessary), and we will again assume that R(x), Γ(x), D(x) and L(x) are Lyapunov
ǫ̂1-regularity functions, while r̂(x) and r(x) are ǫ̂1-slowly varying radius function so that they
satisfy (3.7) – (3.19) and the conclusions of Lemma 3.1 with ǫ̂ replaced by ǫ̂1. Replacing r(x)
with the smaller ǫ̂1-regularity function r̂(x), without loss of generality we will assume that the
conclusions of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2 hold with r̂(x) replaced by r(x).

6.1 Main definitions – cylinders and contraction operators

As in Sect. 4.2, we will assume that F0 : M −→ R is a fixed Hölder continuous function
and m is the Gibbs measure determined by F0 on M , while µ is the related Gibbs
measure on R with respect to the Poincar’e map P : R −→ R. We will identify µ with a
measure on R̃ so that Ψ̃ : R −→ R̃ is an isomorphism. As in Sect. 4.2, ν will be the Gibbs
measure on U determined by the function F0.

In this section, and the next one as well, we assume that the Anosov flow φt is contact
and we will use some constructions from Sect. 5.

Next, fix a compact subset P0 of L∩R with µ(P0) > 0 so that there exist constants r0 > 0,
R0 > 0, Γ0 > 0, L0 > 0 with r(x) ≥ r0 and R(x) ≤ R0, Γ(x) ≤ Γ0, L(x) ≤ L0 for all x ∈ P0. Then
P0 is a Pesin set for P on R. Consequently P̃0 = Ψ̃(P0) is a Pesin set for P̃ on R̃. Moreover,
shrinking the compact set P0 slightly and replacing r0 with a smaller positive constant, we may
assume that for every x ∈ P̃0 ∩ R̃j for some rectangle R̃j in R̃ we have Bu(x, r0) ⊂ Int(R̃j).

From now on we will assume that b ∈ R is a fixed parameter such that |b| ≥ 1.
Recall the constants C3 > 0 and ǫ̂7 > 0 from Lemma 4.3 and the constant ǫ̂13 from Lemma

5.5. Set
ǫ̂14 = ǫ̂7 + ǫ̂13/τ̂0. (6.1)

This is still a constant with ǫ̂14 ≤ const ǫ̂ that can be made arbitrarily small with ǫ̂.
Let q̂ ≥ 1 be the smallest integer so that

C3e
−2q̂ǫ̂14

λq̂1
≤ 1

|b| .

Then
1

|b| <
C3e

−2(q̂−1)ǫ̂14

λq̂−1
1

, so
ǫ′2
|b| <

e−2q̂ǫ̂14

λq̂1
, for some constant ǫ′2 = e−2ǫ̂14

C3λ1
> 0. Thus, our choice

of q̂ is so that
ǫ′2
|b| <

e−2q̂ǫ̂14

λq̂1
≤ ǫ′1

|b| (6.2)

for some constants ǫ′1 =
1
C3

> ǫ′2 > 0. Notice that q̂ depends on b.
Next, for any z ∈ P0 denote by m = m(z) the length of the cylinder C(z) in R containing z so

that q(z) = [τm(z)] ≤ q̂ and m is maximal with this property, i.e. q̂ < τm+1(z), so q̂ < τm+1(z) ≤
q(z) + τ0. Thus (for later use) we have

q(z) ≤ q̂ < q(z) + τ0. (6.3)
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Now τm+1(z) > q̂ implies (m+ 1)τ0 > q̂. Then mτ̃0 ≤ q̂ ≤ (m+ 1)τ0, so

m̂1 = [q̂/τ0 − 1] ≤ q̂/τ0 − 1 ≤ m(z) ≤ m̂2 = [q̂/τ̃0].

In what follows we will be considering cylinders in R intersecting P0 that have lengths in the
interval [m̂1, m̂2]. Notice that m̂1 and m̂2 depend on b.

Set
K0 = π(U)(P0).

This is then a compact subset of U with ν(K0) > 0.
Given z ∈ P0, let now C(z) be the cylinder of length m(z) in R containing z. Then (6.2),

(6.3), (4.5) and ǫ̂7 < ǫ̂14 imply

diam(C̃(z)) ≥ e−q(z)ǫ̂7

λ
q(z)
1

≥ e−q̂ǫ̂14

λq̂1
= eq̂ǫ̂14

e−2q̂ǫ̂14

λq̂1
≥ eq̂ǫ̂14

ǫ′2
|b| ≥ eq(z)ǫ̂14

ǫ′2
|b| .

Similarly, again by (6.2), (6.3) and (4.5),

diam(C̃(z)) ≤ C3e
q(z)ǫ̂7

λ
q(z)
1

≤ C3e
q̂ǫ̂14

λq̂−τ0
1

≤ C3λ
τ0
1

e−2q̂ǫ̂14

λq̂1
e3q̂ǫ̂14 ≤ C3λ

τ0
1

ǫ′1
|b|e

3(q(z)+τ0)ǫ̂14 ≤ C ′
6e

3q(z)ǫ̂14

|b| ,

where C ′
6 = C3λ

τ0
1 e

3τ0 ǫ̂14 > 0 is a global constant.
Let C′(z) = π(U)(C(z)) be the corresponding projection of C(z) in U . Choose a finite set of

points Z1, Z2, . . . , Zm0 in P0 such that the projections C′(Zm) cover completely K0. If C′(Zm)
and C′(Zm′) for some m,m′ ≤ m0 have common interior points (in the topology of U), then
one of these cylinders contains the other. So, omitting some of the cylinders, we may assume
the points Z1, Z2, . . . , Zm0 in P0 are chosen so that C′(Zm) ∩ C′(Zm′) ∩ Û = ∅ for all m 6= m′,
and we still have K0 ⊂ ∪m0

m=1C′(Zm). Then for each m = 1, 2, . . . ,m0, Cm = C(Zm) is a
cylinder in R containing Zm ∈ P0 with π(U)(Cm) = C′

m. Denote by sm the length of
the cylinder Cm. It follows from the above discussion, the construction of the cylinders Cm and
smτ̃0 ≤ q̂(Zm) ≤ sm τ0 + 1 that there exists a global constant C6 > 0 such that

ǫ2
|b| e

smǫ̂15 ≤ diam(C̃m) ≤ C6e
sm ǫ̂16

|b| (6.4)

for all m = 1, 2, . . . ,m0, where ǫ̂15 = ǫ̂14τ̃0 and ǫ̂16 = 3ǫ̂14 > 3ǫ̂15. It follows from (6.1) that
ǫ̂15 > ǫ̂13, the constant from Lemma 5.5.

For later use, let us mention that (4.5) and the above imply easy estimates for sm by means
of the parameter |b|. Indeed, by (6.4) and (4.5) we get

− log |b|+ log ǫ2 + smǫ̂15 ≤ logC3 + smτ0ǫ̂7 − smτ̃0 log λ1,

therefore sm(τ̃0 log λ1 + ǫ̂15 − τ0ǫ̂7) < log |b| − log ǫ2 + logC3, i.e. sm < D1 log |b| for some global
constant D1 > 0. In a similar way from the other sides of (6.4) and (4.5) we get

− log |b|+ logC6 + smǫ̂16 ≥ − logC3 − smǫ̂7/τ̃0 − smτ0 log λ1,

so sm(τ0 log λ1 + ǫ̂7/τ̃0 + ǫ̂16) > log |b| − logC3 − logC6, that is there exists a global constant
D2 > 0 so that (for sufficiently large |b| and sm) we have sm ≥ 1

D2
log |b|. Thus,

1

D2
log |b| ≤ sm ≤ D1 log |b|. (6.5)
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Set
Vb = ∪m0

m=1C′
m ⊂ U. (6.6)

It follows from the construction that K0 ⊂ Vb, so ν(Vb) ≥ 2γ2, where

γ2 =
1

2
ν(K0) > 0

is a constant independent of b.
Let N0 ≥ 1 be the global constant from Lemma 5.5. Fix an arbitrary integer N ≥ N0.

For every cylinder C̃m (1 ≤ m ≤ m0) we will now use the fixed point Zm ∈ P̃0 and Lemma 5.5. It

follows from the latter that there exist finite families {Γ(j)
m }jmj=1 and {Λ(j)

m }jmj=1 of sub-cylinders of

C̃m for some integer jm (depending on m) such that

∪jm
j=1Γ

(j)
m = Γm , ∪jm

j=1Λ
(j)
m = Λm,

where Γm and Λm are disjoint subsets of C̃m with

ν(π(U)(Γm)) ≥ d5ν(C′
m) , ν(π(U)(Λm)) ≥ d5ν(C′

m)

for some global constant d5 ∈ (0, 1), and for any j = 1, . . . , jm and any i = 1, 2 there exist a
(Hölder) continuous map

Bu(Zm, ǫ
′′) ∋ x 7→ v

(m)
i,j (x) = v

(m)
i,j (Zm, x) ∈ U,

where z′ = π(U)(z) ∈ U , such that σN (v
(m)
i,j (x)) = x for all x ∈ Bu(Zm, ǫ

′′) and the following
property holds:

IN(x′, z′) =
∣∣ψm(x′)− ψm(z′)

∣∣ ≥ δ1 e
−smǫ̂13diam(C̃m) (6.7)

for all z ∈ Λ
(m)
j and x ∈ Γ

(m)
j , where z′ = π(U)(z), x′ = π(U)(x) ∈ U ,

ψm(x) = τN(v
(m)
1,j (x))− τN(v

(m)
2,j (x)).

In the above we use the constant
δ1 = 4c0δ0d2 > 0,

where δ0 and d2 are as in Lemma 5.5.
For later convenience we will now slightly change the notation involving the sub-cylinders Γ

(m)
j

and Λ
(m)
j . Namely, set

Γ
(m)
1,j = Γ

(m)
j , Γ

(m)
2,j = Λ

(m)
j

for all m = 1, . . . ,m0 and all j = 1, . . . , jm. We will also use the notation

Γ̂
(m)
i,j = π(U)(Γ

(m)
i,j ) ⊂ U.

According to Lemma 5.5 again, the sub-cylinders Γ
(m)
i,j can be chosen to have lengths not

exceeding T1 sm + T2 for some global constants T1 > 0 and T2 ∈ R and moreover satisfy the
following condition

1

d4
≤
ν(Γ̂

(m)
i,j )

ν(Γ
(m)
i′,j′)

≤ d4 (6.8)
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for all i, i′ = 1, 2 and j, j′ = 1, . . . , jm, where d4 > 1 is a global constant as in Lemma 5.5.
Set α3 = α1β ∈ (0,1), where β ∈ (0, 1) is the constant from Sect. 5. As a final step concerning

the construction and properties of the sub-cylinders Γ
(m)
i,j , observe that by replacing each Γ

(m)
1,j by

a family of sub-cylinders of its by a similar family of sub-cylinders (one-to-one with the family in

Γ
(m)
1,j ), we can arrange so that

diam(Γ
(m)
i,j ) ≤

(
1

|b|

)1/α3

(6.9)

for all i and all j, and still have the condition (6.8).

In what follows we assume that our sub-cylinders Γ
(m)
i,j satisfy both (6.8) and (6.9)

for all i, i′ = 1, 2 and all j, j′ = 1, . . . , jm.
Set Dm = Γm ∪ Λm. This is then a subset of C̃m which is a union of sub-cylinders and has

ν(D′
m) ≥ 2d5ν(C′

m), where D′
m = π(U)(Dm) ⊂ U .

For every m = 1, . . . , m0 using the point Z ′
m ∈ U fix maps v

(m)
i,j (Z ′

m, ·) with the
properties described above. For any i = 1, 2, m = 1, . . . ,m0, and j = 1, . . . , jm set

v
(m)
i,j = v

(m)
i,j (Z ′

m, ·) , X
(m)
i,j = v

(m)
i,j (Γ

(m)
i,j ) ⊂ U.

By Lemma 4.1(a), the characteristic function ω
(m)
i,j = χ

X
(m)
i,j

: Û −→ [0, 1] of X
(m)
i,j belongs to

Fθ(Û) and Lipθ(ω
(m)
i,j ) ≤ 1/diamθ(X

(m)
i,j ).

Fix an arbitrary constant µ0 with

0 < µ0 ≤ min

{
1

4
,
1− cos ǫ3

20

}
, (6.10)

where ǫ3 =
1
2 min{c0δ0ǫ2/16 , π/32} .

The so called contraction operators are now defined similarly to what was done in [St4]. A
subset J of the set

Π(b) = { (i,m, j) : 1 ≤ i ≤ 2 , 1 ≤ m ≤ m0 , 1 ≤ j ≤ jm }

will be called representative if for every m = 1, . . . ,m0 and every j = 1, . . . , jm there exists at
most one i = 1, 2 such that (i,m, j) ∈ J , and for any m = 1, . . . ,m0 we have

∑

(i,m,j)∈J

ν(Γ̂
(m)
i,j ) ≥ d5

4d4
ν(C′

m), (6.11)

where d4 > 1 and d5 ∈ (0, 1) are the global constants from Lemma 5.5. Let J (b) be the family of
all representative subsets J of Π(b).

Given J ∈ J (b), define the function ωJ : Û −→ [0, 1] by

ωJ = 1− µ0
∑

(i,m,j)∈J

ω
(m)
i,j .

Then ωJ ∈ Fθ(Û) and 1
2 ≤ 1−µ0 ≤ ωJ(u) ≤ 1 for all u ∈ Û . Define the contraction operator

N = NJ(a, b) : Fθ(Û) −→ Fθ(Û) by Nh = MN
a (ωJ · h),

where Ma = Lf(a) is as in Sect. 4.2.
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Remark. The contraction operators NJ resemble the operators defined and studied by Dolgopyat
in Sect. 7 in [D], although here the construction is necessarily much more complicated. In fact it
is significantly more complicated than the constructions used in [St2] and [St4] for rather obvious
reasons – before we were dealing with sub-cylinders Dj of the cylinders Cm having a fixed co-
length q1. The sizes and measures of such sub-cylinders Dj were easily comparable with these of

the cylinders Cm. Here we deal with a variety of sub-cylinders Γ
(m)
i,j of the cylinders Cm whose

individual sizes and measures are not clearly comparable with these of the cylinders Cm. What
matters is the ’size’ of the whole family of these and in particular the condition (6.11) above.

We will now prove some basic properties of the contraction operators. Our exposition here is
similar to that in Sect. 6.2 in [St4], however there are some substantial differences.

Recall the constant 1/γα1 ≤ θ < 1 from Sect. 4.2. Fix a constant θ1 ∈ (0, θ) with

0 < θ1 = θ1/α2 < θ. (6.12)

Set α3 = α1β as before, where β > 0 is the constant from Sect. 5, and

θ2 = max{θ,1/γα3}.

Clearly 1 > θ2 ≥ θ > θ1.
If C is a cylinder of length k in U , then by Lemma 4.1(c) we have

diamθ1(C̃) = θk1 = θk/α2 = (diamθ(C̃))1/α2 ≤ (C1 (diam(C̃))α2)1/α2 = C
1/α2

1 diam(C̃).

Taking the constant C7 ≥ C
1/α2

1 , we get

diamθ1(C̃) ≤ C7 diam(C̃) ≤ C7 (diam(C̃))α3 (6.13)

for every cylinder C in U .
Fix a large constant E > 0 and another global constant ǫ1 ∈ (0, 1) so that

E ≥ 3T0e
T0/(1−θ)

1− θ
, 0 < ǫ1 ≤ min

{
1

32C0R0
,

1

4EC1R2
0

}
. (6.14)

Throughout the rest of this section we assume that f ∈ Fθ1(Û). Then f ∈ Fθ(Û ) as well,

since 0 < θ1 < θ < 1 implies Fθ1(Û) ⊂ Fθ(Û).

For any u, u′ ∈ Û , we will denote by ℓ(u, u′) ≥ 0 the length of the smallest cylinder Y (u, u′)
in Û containing u and u′. Notice that for every p ≥ 1, σp(Y (u, u′)) is the smallest cylinder
Y (σp(u), σp(u′)) in U containing both σp(u) and σp(u′). Indeed, let X be a cylinder in U contain-
ing both σp(u) and σp(u′) and let X ⊂ σp(Y (u, u′)). Then every x ∈ X has the form x = σp(y)
for some y ∈ Y (u, u′). Let Y ′ = {y ∈ Y (u, u′) : σp(y) ∈ X}. Since X is a cylinder in U , Y ′ is a
cylinder in U , too. Now u, u′ ∈ Y ′ imply Y (u, u′) ⊂ Y ′, therefore σp(Y (u, u′)) ⊂ X. Thi proves
that σp(Y (u, u′)) = Y (σp(u), σp(u′)).

Now, similarly to what we did in [St4] we define a special distance D on U that depends on
the cylinders Cm and therefore on the parameter b as well.

Definition 6.1. Define the distance D(u, u′) for u, u′ ∈ Û by:
(i) D(u, u′) = 0 if u = u′;
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(ii) Let u 6= u′, and let there exist p ≥ 0 with ℓ(u, u′) ≥ p and σp(Y (u, u′)) ⊂ Γ
(m)
i,j for some

(i,m, j) ∈ J . Take the maximal p with this property and the corresponding (i,m, j) and set

D(u,u′) =
Dθ(u,u

′)

diamθ(Γ
(m)
i,j )

.

(iii) Assume u 6= u′, however there is no p ≥ 0 with the property described in (ii). Then set
D(u, u′) = 1.

Notice that D(u, u′) ≤ 1 always. Indeed, in the case (ii), σp(Y (u, u′)) ⊂ Γ
(m)
i,j , so

Dθ(u, u
′) = θpDθ(σ

p(u), σp(u′)) ≤ θp diamθ(Γ
(m)
i,j ) ≤ diamθ(Γ

(m)
i,j ).

Also, if u, u′ ∈ C′
m for some m, then clearly Dθ(u, u

′) ≤ D(u, u′).
Before we continue, notice that it follows from (6.8) and (4.2) that there exists a global constant

d6 > 0 such that for every m = 1, . . . ,m0 and all i, i′ = 1, 2 and j, j′ = 1, . . . , jm we have

|length(Γ(m)
i,j )− length(Γ(m)

i′,j′ )| ≤ d6. (6.15)

Some basic properties of D are contained in the following, which is similar to Lemma 6.4 in
[St4].

Lemma 6.2. Assume that u, u′ ∈ Û , u 6= u′, and σN (v) = u, σN (v′) = u′ for some v, v′ ∈ Û
with ℓ(v, v′) ≥ N .

(a) We have D(v, v′) ≤ θN D(u, u′).

(b) Assume in addition that ωJ(v) < 1 and ωJ(v
′) = 1 for some J ∈ J (b). Then

|ωJ(v)− ωJ(v
′)| ≤ µ0

θd6
D(u, u′).

Proof. (a) If there is no p ≥ 0 with ℓ(u, u′) ≥ p and σp(Y (u, u′)) ⊂ Γ
(m)
i,j for some (i,m, j) ∈ J .

then by definition D(u, u′) = 1, so D(v, v′) ≤ Dθ(v, v
′) = θN Dθ(u, u

′) ≤ θN D(u, u′).

Assume that there exists p ≥ 0 with ℓ(u, u′) ≥ p and σp(Y (u, u′)) ⊂ Γ
(m)
i,j for some (i,m, j) ∈ J .

Let p be the maximal integer with the given property. Consider the corresponding (i,m, j). Then

σp+N (Y (v, v′)) ⊂ Γ
(m)
i,j , ℓ(v, v′) ≥ p + N , and p + N is the maximal integer with this property.

Thus,

D(v, v′) =
Dθ(v, v

′)

diamθ(Γ
(m)
i,j )

= θN
Dθ(u, u

′)

diamθ(Γ
(m)
i,j )

= θN D(u, u′).

(b) If there is no p ≥ 0 with σp(Y (u, u′)) ⊂ D̃m, ℓ(u, u′) ≥ p, for some m = 1, . . . ,m0, then by
definition D(u, u′) = 1, so |ωJ(v)− ωJ(v

′)| ≤ µ0 ≤ µ0D(u, u′).
Next, assume that there exists p ≥ 0 with σp(Y (u, u′)) ⊂ D̃m, ℓ(u, u′) ≥ p, for some m =

1, . . . ,m0. Let p ≥ 0 be the maximal number with σp(Y (u, u′)) ⊂ D̃m for some m = 1, . . . ,m0,

and let σp(Y (u, u′)) ⊂ Γ
(m)
i′,j′ for some (i′,m, j′) ∈ J so that D(u, u′) =

Dθ(u, u
′)

diamθ(Γ
(m)
i′,j′)

.

Let ωJ(v) < 1; then v ∈ X
(m)
i,j for some (i,m, j) ∈ J , so u = σN (v) ∈ Γ

(m)
i,j . However

u′ = σN (v′) /∈ Γ
(m)
i,j , so Dθ(u, u

′) ≥ diamθ(Γ
(m)
i,j ) and Y (u, u′) ⊃ Γ

(m)
i,j . If ℓ is the length of Γ

(m)
i,j

and ℓ′ that of Γ
(m)
i′,j′ , then by (6.15), |ℓ− ℓ′| ≤ d6, therefore diamθ(Γ

(m)
i,j ) ≥ θd6diamθ(Γ

(m)
i′,j′). Thus,

|ω(v)− ω(v′)| = µ0 = µ0
Dθ(u, u

′)

Dθ(u, u′)
≤ µ0

Dθ(u, u
′)

diamθ(Γ
(m)
i,j )

≤ µ0Dθ(u, u
′)

θd6diamθ(Γ
(m)
i′,j′)

=
µ0
θd6

D(u, u′).
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This proves the lemma.

Recall the large constant E with (6.14). Denote by KE be the set of all functions H ∈ Fθ(Û)
such that H > 0 on Û and

|H(u)−H(u′)|
H(u′)

≤ ED(u, u′)

for all u, u′ ∈ Û such that u, u′ ∈ Cm for some m ≤ m0.
We can now derive a Lasota-Yorke type inequality for functions in KE . Its proof is the same

as that of Lemma 6.5 in [St4].

Lemma 6.3. For any J ∈ J (b) we have NJ(KE) ⊂ KE.

6.2 Estimates for the eigenfunctions ha

Let again N ≥ N0 be a fixed integer. In this section we will frequently work under the following

Assumption: for points u, u′ ∈ Γ̂
(m)
i,j = π(U)(Γ

(m)
i,j ) for some m = 1, . . . ,m0, i = 1, 2,

j = 1, . . . , jm, an integer p ≥ 0 and points v, v′ ∈ U we have:

σp(v) = v
(m)
i,j (u) , σp(v′) = v

(m)
i,j (u′) , ℓ(v, v′) ≥ p. (6.16)

Notice that the latter implies ℓ(v, v′) ≥ N + p, σN+p(v) = u and σN+p(v′) = u′.
The first of the following estimates is similar to the one in Lemma 6.6 in [St4].

Lemma 6.4. There exists a global constant C8 > 0 independent of b and N such that if the
points u, u′ ∈ U , the cylinder Cm, the integer p ≥ 0 and the points v, v′ ∈ U satisfy (6.16)
for some j = 1, . . . , jm and i = 1, 2, and w,w′ ∈ U are such that σNw = v, σNw′ = v′ and
ℓ(w,w′) ≥ N , then

|τN (w)− τN (w′)| ≤ C8 θ
p+N
2 diam(C̃m).

If we assume in addition that u, u′ ∈ Γ
(m)
i,j for some i = 1, 2, j = 1, . . . jm, then

|τN (w)− τN (w′)| ≤ C8 θ
N
2 (diam(Γ

(m)
i,j ))α3 .

Proof. Assume that the points u, u′, v, v′, w,w′ and the cylinder C satisfy the assumptions in the
lemma. Clearly, ℓ(w,w′) ≥ p+ 2N and

τN (w)− τN (w′) = [τp+2N (w)− τp+2N (w′)]− [τp+N(v) − τp+N(v′)]. (6.17)

Consider now some fixed j = 1, . . . , jm and i = 1, 2. Recall the construction of the map

v
(m)
i,j from the proof of Lemma 5.5. In particular by (5.65), PN (v

(m)
i,j (u)) = π

b
(j)
i

(u), where we

set b
(j)
i = b

(j)
i (Zm) ∈ W s

R(Zm) for brevity. Since σp(v) = v
(m)
i,j (u) and σp(v′) = v

(m)
i,j (u′), we

have σp+2N (w) = σp+N (v) = u and σp+2N (w′) = σp+N (v′) = u′, so both x′ = Pp+N (v) and
z′ = Pp+N (v′) belong to W u

R(b
′) for some b′ ∈ W s

R(Zm). Then π(U)(x′) = u and π(U)(z′) =

u′. Moreover, Pp(v) ∈ W s
R(v

(m)
i,j (u)) and the choice of N imply (as in the proof of Lemma

5.5) that d(b
(j)
i , b′) < δ′, the constant with (5.41) from Lemmas 5.4 and 5.5. Similarly, x′′ =

Pp+2N (w) and z′′ = Pp+2N (w′) belong to W u
R(b

′′) for some b′′ ∈ W s
R(Zm) with d(b

(j)
i , b′′) < δ′,

and π(U)(x′′) = u, π(U)(z′′) = u′. Thus, x′, x′′ ∈ W s
R(u) and z

′, z′′ ∈ W s
R(u

′). Moreover, since the
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local stable/unstable holonomy maps are uniformly α1-Hölder (by the choice of α1), there exists
a global constant C ′

8 > 0 such that

d(b′, b′′) ≤ C ′
8(d(Pp+N (v),Pp+2N (w)))α1 .

Using this and (2.1) for points on local stable manifolds, i.e. going backwards along the flow, we
get

d(b′, b′′) ≤ C ′
8(d(Pp+N (v),Pp+2N (w)))α1 ≤ C ′

8

(
d(v,PN (w))

c0γp+N

)α1

≤ C ′
8

cα1
0 γα1N

. (6.18)

Hence, by the definition of θ2,

(d(b′, b′′))β ≤ (C ′
8/c

α1
0 )β(1/γp+N )α1β ≤ C ′′

8 θ
p+N
2 .

We are preparing to use Lemma 5.3. Let ǔ ∈ R and ǔ′ ∈ R be the shifts along the flow of the
points πZm(u) and πZm(u

′). Then we have ǔ = φt(u)(πZm(u)) and ǔ′ = φt(u′)(πZm(u
′)) for some

small t(u), t(u′) ∈ R. So

τp+N (v)− τp+N(v′) = ∆(Pp+N (v),Pp+N (v′)) = ∆(x′, z′) = ∆(u, πb′(u
′))

= ∆(πZm(u), πb′(πZm(u
′))) = ∆(ǔ, πb′(ǔ

′))− t(u) + t(u′),

and similarly

τp+2N (w) − τp+2N (w′) = ∆(Pp+2N (w),Pp+2N (w′)) = ∆(ǔ, πb′′(ǔ
′))− t(u) + t(u′).

The above and (6.17) imply

|τN (w)− τN (w′)| = |[∆(ǔ, πb′(ǔ
′))− t(u) + t(u′)]− [∆(ǔ, πb′′(ǔ

′))− t(u) + t(u′)]|
= |∆(ǔ, πb′(ǔ

′))−∆(ǔ, πb′′(ǔ
′))|.

In a similar way, denoting by ũ ∈ R̃ and ũ′ ∈ R̃ the shifts along the flow of the points ǔ and ǔ′,
respectively, we get |τN (w) − τN (w′)| = |∆(ũ, πb′(ũ

′)) −∆(ũ, πb′′(ũ
′))|. This, the above estimate

and Lemma 5.3 yield

|τN (w)− τN (w′)| = |∆(ũ, πb′(ũ
′))−∆(ũ, πb′′(ũ

′))| ≤ C4diam(C̃m) (d(b′, b′′))β

≤ C4C
′′
8 θ

p+N
2 diam(C̃m).

Next, assume that u, u′ ∈ Γ
(m)
i,j for some i, j. We will now use Corollary 5.2 and some relatively

rough estimates. It follows from the above that

|τN (w)− τN (w′)| = |∆(ũ, πd′(ũ
′))−∆(ũ, πd′′(ũ

′))| = |∆(û, πb′(û
′))−∆(û, πb′′(û

′))|, (6.19)

where û = TZm(πZm(u)) and û′ = TZm(πZm(u
′)) are the corresponding shifts along the flow in

W u
ǫ0(Zm). Corollary 5.2 now implies

|∆(û, πb′(û
′))| ≤ C0 (d(û, û

′))β(d(b1, b
′))β , |∆(û, πb′′(û

′))| ≤ C0 (d(û, û
′))β(d(b1, b

′′))β .

Now the α1-Hölder continuity of the local holonomy maps (both stable and unstable) implies

d(û, û′) ≤ Const (d(ũ, ũ′))α1 ≤ Const (diam(Γ
(m)
i,j ))α1 .
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On the other hand, similarly to the derivation of (6.18) we get

d(b
(j)
i , b′) ≤ C ′

8(d(PN (v
(m)
i,j (u)),P2N (w)))α1 ≤ C ′

8

(
d(v

(m)
i,j (u),PN (w))

c0γN

)α1

≤ C ′
8

cα1
0 γα1N

,

and d(b
(j)
i , b′′) ≤ d(b

(j)
i , b′) + d(b′, b′′) ≤ 2C′

8

c
α1
0 γα1N

. Thus, (d(b
(j)
i , b′))β ≤ C ′′

8

1

γα1βN
≤ C ′′

8 θ
N
2 , and

similarly (d(b
(j)
i , b′′))β ≤ C ′′

8 θ
N
2 .

Combing the above estimates with (6.19) and using α1 ≥ α3, we now obtain

|τN (w) − τN (w′)| ≤ |∆(û, πd′(û
′))| + |∆(û, πd′′(û

′))|
≤ C0(d(ũ, ũ

′))βα1 C ′′′
8 θ

N
2 ≤ C8θ

N
2 (diam(Γ

(m)
i,j )α3

This proves the lemma.

SetM1 =M0+a0 (see Sect. 2 for the choice ofM0). Let T0 be as in (4.4), and let E1 = 2C9e
C9 ,

where C9 =
T0C

′
2

1− θ
+M1C8, and C8 > 0 is the constant from Lemma 6.4. Assume the fixed number

N is so large that θN2 e
C9 ≤ 1

2 .
Denote by K0 the set of all h ∈ Fθ1(U) such that h ≥ 0 on U and for any u, u′ ∈ U contained

in some cylinder Γ̂
(m)
i,j = π(U)(Γ

(m)
i,j ) (1 ≤ m ≤ m0, i = 1, 2, j = 1, . . . , jm), any integer p ≥ 0 and

any points v, v′ ∈ U satisfying (6.16) we have

|h(v) − h(v′)| ≤ E1 θ
N
2 h(v′) (diam(Γ

(m)
i,j )α3 . (6.20)

It turns out that the eigenfunctions ha ∈ K0 for |a| ≤ a0 (see Sect. 4.2). This follows from the
following lemma whose proof (omitted here) is almost identical, modulo the different assumption
in (6.16), with that of Lemma 6.7 in [St4].

Lemma 6.5. For any real constant s with |s| ≤ M1 we have LqN
f−sτ (K0) ⊂ K0 for all integers

q ≥ 1.

Corollary 6.6. For any real constant a with |a| ≤ a0 we have ha ∈ K0.

Proof. Let |a| ≤ a0. Since the constant function h = 1 ∈ K0, it follows from Lemma 6.5 that
LqN
f−(P+a)τ1 ∈ K0 for all q ≥ 1. Now the Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius Theorem (see e.g. [PP]) and

the fact that K0 is closed in Fθ1(Û) imply ha ∈ K0.

7 Iteration procedure – the role of the contact structure

We continue here with the notation and the assumptions in Sect. 6. Let the fixed constant E > 1
be as in (6.14). Set

ǫ4 = min

{
δ1 ǫ2
16

,
π

32
, ln

19

16

}
,

where δ1 = 4c0δ0d2 > 0 as defined in Sect. 6.1.

Denote by Kb the set of all pairs (h,H) such that h ∈ Fθ1(Û), H ∈ KE, and the
following two conditions are satisfied:

51



(T1) |h| ≤ H on Û ,

(T2) for any u, u′ ∈ Γ̂
(m)
i,j for some m = 1, . . . ,m0, i = 1, 2 and j = 1, . . . , jm, any integer

p ≥ 0 and any points v, v′ ∈ Û satisfying (6.16) for (i,mj) we have

|h(v) − h(v′)| ≤ E |b| θN2 H(v′) (diam(Γ
(m)
i,j ))α3 . (7.1)

Notice that the above and (6.9) imply

E |b| θN2 (diam(Γ
(m)
i,j ))α3 ≤ E θN2 <

ǫ4
32
, (7.2)

assuming N ≥ N0 and N0 is sufficiently large.
The following lemma is fundamental for the iteration procedure that will be used in Sect. 9

which will show that the so called contraction operators are ”eventually” contracting. The idea
behind all this is in Lemma 10′′ in [D] (see Sects. 6, 7 and 8 in [D]) although here we do everything
in much higher generality.

Lemma 7.1. Choosing E > 1 as above, for any |a| ≤ a0, any |b| ≥ 1, any N ≥ N0 and any
(h,H) ∈ Kb there exists J ∈ J (b) such that (LN

abh,NJH) ∈ Kb.

To prove this we need the following lemma, whose proof is very similar to that of Lemma 14
in [D] (and essentially the same as that of Lemma 6.10 proved in the Appendix in [St4]).

Lemma 7.2. Let (h,H) ∈ Kb. Then for any m = 1, . . . ,m0, any j = 1, . . . , jm and any i = 1, 2
we have:

(a)
1

2
≤
H(v

(m)
i,j (u′))

H(v
(m)
i,j (u′′))

≤ 2 for all u′, u′′ ∈ Γ̂
(m)
i,j ;

(b) Either H(v
(m)
1,j (u)) ≥ H(v

(m)
2,j (u))/4 for all u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
i,j or H(v

(m)
2,j (u)) ≥ H(v

(m)
1,j (u))/4 for all

u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
i,j .

(c) Either for all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
i,j we have |h(v(m)

i,j (u))| ≤ 3
4H(v

(m)
i,j (u)), or |h(v(m)

i,j (u))| ≥ 1
4H(v

(m)
i,j (u))

for all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
i,j .

Proof of Lemma 7.1. Let |a| ≤ a0, |b| ≥ 1 and (h,H) ∈ Kb. We will construct a representative set
J ∈ J (b) such that (LN

abh,NJH) ∈ Kb.
Consider for a moment an arbitrary (at this stage) representative set J . We will first show

that (LN
abh,NJH) has property (T2). This is done exactly as in the proof of Lemma 6.9 in [St4].

Assume that the points u, u′, the cylinder C′
m in U , the integer p ≥ 0 and the points v, v′ ∈ Û

satisfy (7.1) for some i = 1, 2, m = 1, . . . ,m0 and j = 1, . . . , jm.
From the definition of f (a), for any w,w′ with σNw = v, σN (w′) = v′ and ℓ(w,w′) ≥ N we

have
f
(a)
N (w) = fN(w) − (P + a)τN (w) + lnha(w)− lnha(v)−Nλa.

Since ha ∈ K0 by Corollary 6.6,

| lnha(w) − lnha(w
′)| ≤ |ha(w)− ha(w

′)|
min{|ha(w)|, |ha(w′)|} ≤ E1 θ

2N
2 (diam(Γ

(m)
i,j ))α3 ,
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and similarly, | ln ha(v) − lnha(v
′)| ≤ E1 θ

N
2 (diam(Γ

(m)
i,j ))α3 . Using this, Lemma 6.4 and (6.13)

and assuming |f |θ1 ≤ T0, we get

|fN (w)− fN (w′)| ≤
N−1∑

j=0

|f(σj(w))− f(σj(w′))| ≤
N−1∑

j=0

|f |θ1 θN−j
1 Dθ1(v, v

′) ≤ T0Dθ1(v, v
′)

1− θ1

≤ T0
1− θ

θp+N
1 C7 (diam(Γ

(m)
i,j ))α3 ≤ C ′

10 θ
N
2 (diam(Γ

(m)
i,j )α3 ,

where C ′
10 =

T0C7
1−θ , and simialrly

|f (a)N (w) − f
(a)
N (w′)| ≤ C7θ

2N
2 (diam(Γ

(m)
i,j ))α3 + 2E1 θ

N
2 (diam(Γ

(m)
i,j ))α3

≤ (C7 + 2E1) θ
N
2 (diam(Γ

(m)
i,j ))α3 ≤ ǫ4, (7.3)

assuming N ≥ N0 and N0 is sufficiently large.
Hence for any a and b with |a| ≤ a0 and |b| ≥ 1, using (7.1), (7.3) and Lemma 6.4, we get

|(LN
abh)(v) − (LN

abh)(v
′)| =

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

σNw=v

e(f
(a)
N −ibτN )(w) h(w) −

∑

σNw=v

e(f
(a)
N −ibτN )(w′(w)) h(w′(w))

∣∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣∣
∑

σNw=v

e(f
(a)
N −ibτN )(w) [h(w) − h(w′)]

∣∣∣∣∣+
∑

σNw=v

∣∣∣e(f
(a)
N −ibτN )(w) − e(f

(a)
N −ibτN )(w′)

∣∣∣ |h(w′)|

≤
∑

σNw=v

e(f
(a)
N (w)−f

(a)
N (w′)ef

(a)
N (w′)E|b|θ2N2 (diam(Γ

(m)
i,j ))α3 H(w′)

+
∑

σNw=v

∣∣∣e(f
(a)
N −ibτN )(w)−(f

(a)
N −ibτN )(w′) − 1

∣∣∣ ef
(a)
N (w′)H(w′)

≤ eE|b| θ2N2 (diam(Γ
(m)
i,j ))α3 (MN

a H)(v′) + e (C7 + 2E1 + C8|b|)θN2 (diam(Γ
(m)
i,j ))α3 (MN

a H)(v′)

≤ [2eEθN2 + 2e(C ′
10 + 2E1 + C8)] |b| θN2 (diam(Γ

(m)
i,j ))α3 (NJH)(v′)

≤ E|b| θN2 (diam(Γ
(m)
i,j ))α3 (NJH)(v′),

assuming 2eθN2 ≤ 1/2 and 2e(C ′
10 + 2E1 + C8) ≤ E/2. Thus, (LN

abh,NJH) has property (T2).

So far the choice of J was not important. We will now construct a representative set J so that
(LN

abh,NJH) has property (T1), namely

|LN
abh|(u) ≤ (NJH)(u) (7.4)

for all u ∈ Û .
Notice that (7.4) is trivially satisfied for u /∈ Vb for any choice of J ∈ J (b). So we need to deal

with those u that belong to C′
m for some m = 1, . . . ,m0.

Fix an arbitrary m = 1, . . . , m0. We will construct a family of pairs (i, j) with i = 1, 2
and j = 1, . . . , jm so that (i,m, j) will be included in J , namely a family which satisfies (6.11).
That is, for the given m, we need to construct a family

Fm ⊂ {(i, j) : i = 1, 2 ; 1 ≤ j ≤ jm}

so that ∑

(i,j)∈Fm

ν(Γ̂
(m)
i,j ) ≥ d5

4d4
ν(C′

m), (7.5)
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and (7.4) holds for all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
i,j whenever (i, j) ∈ Fm.

Define the functions ψ̃m, γ
(1)
m , γ

(2)
m : Û −→ C by

ψ̃m(u) = e(f
(a)
N +ibτN )(v

(m)
1,j (u))h(v

(m)
1,j (u)) + e(f

(a)
N +ibτN )(v

(m)
2,j (u))h(v

(m)
2,j (u)),

γ(1)m (u) = (1− µ0) e
f
(a)
N (v

(m)
1,j (u))H(v

(m)
1,j (u)) + ef

(a)
N (v

(m)
2,j (u))H(v

(m)
2,j (u)),

while γ
(2)
m (u) is defined similarly with a coefficient (1− µ0) in front of the second term.

Recall the functions

ψm(u) = τN (v
(m)
1,j (u))− τN (v

(m)
2,j (u)) , u ∈ U

that appear in (6.7).
Next, denote by F ′

m the set of those (i, j) ∈ Fm so that the first alternative in Lemma 7.2(c)
holds for i, j, and by F ′′

m the set of those (i, j) ∈ Fm so that the second alternative in Lemma
7.2(c) holds for i, j.

Case 1. Assume that
∑

(1,j)∈F ′
m

ν(Γ̂
(m)
1,j ) ≥ d5

4
ν(C′

m). Consider an arbitrary (1, j) ∈ F ′
m. Given

u ∈ Γ
(m)
1,j , µ0 ≤ 1/4 and |h(v(m)

1,j (u))| ≤ 3
4H(v

(m)
1,j (u)) imply |ψ̃m(u)| ≤ γ

(1)
m (u), so if (1,m, j) ∈ J ,

then

∣∣(LN
abh)(u)

∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

σN v=u, v 6=v
(m)
1,j (u),v

(m)
2,j (u)

e(f
(a)
N +ibτN )(v)h(v)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+ |ψ̃m(u)|

≤
∑

σNv=u, v 6=v
(m)
1,j (u),v

(m)
2,j (u)

ef
(a)
N (v)|h(v)| + γ(1)m (u)

≤
∑

σNv=u, v 6=v
(m)
1,j (u),v

(m)
2,j (u)

ef
(a)
N (v)ωJ(v)H(v)

+

[
ef

(a)
N (v1(u))ωJ(v

(m)
1,j (u))H(v

(m)
1,j (u)) + ef

(a)
N (v

(m)
2,j (u))ωJ(v

(m)
2,j (u))H(v

(m)
2,j (u))

]
≤ (NJH)(u).

Thus, in this case we can simply take Fm = {(1, j) : (1, j) ∈ F ′
m} and then (7.5) will be satisfied.

Case 2. Assume that
∑

(1,j)∈F ′
m

ν(Γ̂
(m)
1,j ) <

d5
4
ν(C′

m). Since ν(∪j∈JmΓ̂
(m)
1,j ) ≥ d5ν(C′

m) and

(1, j) /∈ F ′
m is equivalent to (1, j) ∈ F ′′

m, it follows that

∑

(1,j)∈F ′′
m

ν(Γ̂
(m)
1,j ) >

3d5
4
ν(C′

m). (7.6)

Sub-case 2.1. Assume that

∑

(2,j)∈F ′
m

ν(Γ̂
(m)
2,j ) ≥ d5

4d4
ν(C′

m). (7.7)
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As in Case 1 one shows that for all j with (2, j) ∈ F ′
m, assuming (2,m, j) ∈ J , then we have∣∣(LN

abh)(u)
∣∣ ≤ (NJH)(u) for all u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
2,j . Thus, setting Fm = {(2, j) : (2, j) ∈ F ′

m}, (7.5) will be
satisfied.

Sub-case 2.2. Assume that (7.7) does not hold, that is
∑

(2,j)∈F ′
m

ν(Γ̂
(m)
2,j ) ≤ d5

4d4
ν(C′

m). It now

follows from (6.8) that
∑

(2,j)∈F ′
m

ν(Γ̂
(m)
1,j ) ≤ d5

4
ν(C′

m), and using again ν(∪jm
j=1Γ̂

(m)
1,j ) ≥ d5ν(C′

m) we

get ∑

(2,j)∈F ′′
m

ν(Γ̂
(m)
1,j ) >

3d5
4
ν(C′

m).

Denote by J ′
m the set of those j ∈ Jm such that both (1, j) ∈ F ′′

m and (2, j) ∈ F ′′
m.

Then the above and (7.6) imply

∑

j∈J ′
m

ν(Γ̂
(m)
1,j ) >

d5
2
ν(C′

m). (7.8)

Fix now an arbitrary j ∈ J ′
m. We will prove the following

Claim: Either (7.4) holds for all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
1,j or (7.4) holds for all u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
2,j .

Proof of Claim. Since (1, j) ∈ F ′′
m and (2, j) ∈ F ′′

m the second alternative in Lemma 7.2(c)
holds for (1, j) and (2, j), that is

|h(v(m)
i,j (u))| ≥ 1

4
H(v

(m)
i,j (u)) > 0 (7.9)

for all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
1,j ∪ Γ̂

(m)
2,j .

Let u, u′ ∈ Γ̂
(m)
i,j for some i = 1, 2, j = 1, . . . , jm. Using the assumption (h,H) ∈ Kb, and in

particular property (T2) with p = 0, v = v
(m)
i,j (u) and v′ = v

(m)
i,j (u′), and assuming e.g.

min{|h(v(m)
i,j (u))|, |h(v(m)

i,j (u′))|} = |h(v(m)
i,j (u′))|,

it follows from (7.1), (7.2) and (7.9) that

|h(v(m)
i,j (u))− h(v

(m)
i,j (u′))|

min{|h(v(m)
i,j (u))|, |h(v(m)

i,j (u′))|}
≤
E|b| θN2 H(v

(m)
i,j (u′))

|h(v(m)
i,j (u′))|

(diam(Γ
(m)
i,j ))α3 ≤ 4E|b| θN2 (diam(Γ

(m)
i,j ))α3 <

ǫ4
8
.

So, the difference between the arguments of the complex numbers h(v
(m)
i,j (u)) and h(v

(m)
i,j (u′))

(regarded as vectors in R
2) is < ǫ4

8 < π
8 . In particular, for each i = 1, 2 we can choose a real

continuous function θ
(m)
i,j (u), u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
i,j , with values in [0, ǫ4/8] and λ

(m)
i,j ∈ [0, 2π) such that

h(v
(m)
i,j (u)) = ei(λ

(m)
i,j +θ

(m)
i,j (u))|h(v(m)

i,j (u))| , u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
i,j . (7.10)

Using the above, θ ≤ 2 sin θ for θ ∈ [0, π/3], and some elementary geometry yields

|θ(m)
i,j (u)− θ

(m)
i,j (u′)| ≤ 2 sin |θ(m)

i,j (u)− θ
(m)
i,j (u′)| < ǫ4

4
<
π

4
(7.11)
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for all u, u′ ∈ Γ̂
(m)
i,j .

Choose an arbitrary point u
(m)
i,j ∈ Γ̂

(m)
i,j , and set λ̃

(m)
j = |b|ψm(u

(m)
i,j ) + 2kπ, where we choose

k = k(m, i, j) ∈ Z so that

|λ(m)
2,j − λ

(m)
1,j + λ̃

(m)
i,j | < π. (7.12)

By (7.10), the difference between the arguments of the complex numbers ei b τN (v
(m)
1,j (u))h(v

(m)
1,j (u))

and ei b τN (v
(m)
2,j (u))h(v

(m)
2,j (u)) is given by the function

Ω
(m)
j (u) = [b τN (v

(m)
2,j (u)) + θ

(m)
2,j (u) + λ

(m)
2,j ]− [b τN (v

(m)
1,j (u)) + θ

(m)
1,j (u) + λ

(m)
1,j ]

= (λ
(m)
2,j − λ

(m)
1,j )− |b|ψm(u) + (θ

(m)
2,j (u)− θ

(m)
1,j (u)).

It follows from the properties of the cylinders Γ
(m)
1,j and Γ

(m)
2,j in (6.7) that for u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
1,j and

u′ ∈ Γ̂
(m)
2,j we have

|ψm(u)− ψm(u
′)| ≥ δ1e

−smǫ̂13 diam(C̃m).
This, (6.4) and ǫ̂15 ≥ ǫ̂13 imply

|b||ψm(u)− ψm(u′)| ≥ δ1 ǫ2

for all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
1,j and u′ ∈ Γ̂

(m)
2,j . Then for such u and u′ we have

|Ω(m)
j (u)− Ω

(m)
j (u′)| ≥ |b| |ψm(u)− ψm(u′)| − |θ(m)

1,j (u)− θ
(m)
1,j (u′)| − |θ(m)

2,j (u)− θ
(m)
2,j (u′)|

≥ δ1 ǫ2 − ǫ4 > 2ǫ4,

by the choice of ǫ4.

Thus, |Ω(m)
j (u)−Ω

(m)
j (u′)| ≥ 2ǫ4 for all u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
1,j and all u′ ∈ Γ̂

(m)
2,j . Hence either |Ω(m)

j (u)| ≥ ǫ4

for all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
1,j or |Ω(m)

j (u′)| ≥ ǫ4 for all u′ ∈ Γ̂
(m)
2,j . Indeed, if |Ω(m)

j (u′)| < ǫ4 for some u′ ∈ Γ̂
(m)
1,j ,

then for every u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
2,j we get

|Ω(m)
j (u)| = |(Ω(m)

j (u)− Ω
(m)
j (u′)) + Ω

(m)
j (u′)| ≥ |Ω(m)

j (u)− Ω
(m)
j (u′)| − |Ω(m)

j (u′)| > ǫ4.

Similarly, if |Ω(m)
j (u)| < ǫ4 for some u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
2,j , then |Ω(m)

j (u′)| ≥ ǫ4 for every u′ ∈ Γ̂
(m)
1,j .

Hence we either have

A: |Ω(m)
j (u)| ≥ ǫ4 for all u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
1,j ,

or
B: |Ω(m)

j (u)| ≥ ǫ4 for all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
2,j .

Assume for example that we have A: |Ω(m)
j (u)| ≥ ǫ4 for all u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
1,j .

It follows from Lemma 6.4 (or rather its proof) and (7.2) that for all u, u′ ∈ Γ̂
(m)
i,j we have

|b| |ψm(u)− ψm(u′)| = |b|
∣∣∣[τN (v

(m)
1,j (u))− τN (v

(m)
2,j (u))] − [τN (v

(m)
1,j (u′))− τN (v

(m)
2,j (u′))]

∣∣∣

≤ |b|C8 θ
N
2 (diam(Γ

(m)
i,j ))α3 ≤ 2C8

ǫ4
32E

<
ǫ4
16
.

From this and (7.11) we get

|Ω(m)
j (u)− Ω

(m)
j (u′)| ≤ |b| |ψm(u)− ψm(u′)|+ 2

ǫ4
4
< ǫ4
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for all u, u′ ∈ Γ̂
(m)
i,j . The latter, (7.12) and the choice of ǫ4 imply that for any u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
i,j we have

|Ω(m)
j (u)| ≤ |λ(m)

2,j − λ
(m)
1,j + λ̃

(m)
i,j |+ |b| |ψm(u)− ψm(u

(m)
i,j )|+ |θ(m)

2,j (u)− θ
(m)
1,j (u)| ≤ π +

ǫ3
16

+ ǫ4 <
3π

2
.

Thus, ǫ4 ≤ |Ω(m)
j (u)| < 3π

2 for all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
1,j .

Hence, we see that for u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
1,j the difference Ω

(m)
j (u) between the arguments of the complex

numbers ei b τN (v
(m)
1,j (u))h(v

(m)
1,j (u)) and ei b τN (v

(m)
2,j (u))h(v

(m)
2,j (u)), defined as a number in the interval

[0, 2π), satisfies Ω
(m)
j (u) ≥ ǫ4 for all u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
1,j .

It follows from Lemma 7.2(b) that either H(v
(m)
1,j (u)) ≥ H(v

(m)
2,j (u))/4 for all u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
1,j or

H(v
(m)
2,j (u)) ≥ H(v

(m)
1,j (u))/4 for all u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
1,j . Assume e.g. that H(v

(m)
1,j (u))/4 ≤ H(v

(m)
2,j (u)) for

all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
1,j . As in [D] (see also [St4]) we will show that |ψ̃m(u)| ≤ γ

(1)
m (u) for all u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
1,j . Given

such u, consider the points

z1 = e(f
(a)
N +ibτN )(v

(m)
1,j (u))h(v

(m)
1,j (u)) , z2 = e(f

(a)
N +ibτN )(v

(m)
2,j (u))h(v

(m)
2,j (u))

in the complex plane C, and let ϕ be the smaller angle between the arguments of z1 and z2. It

then follows from the above estimate for Ω
(m)
j (u) that ǫ4 ≤ ϕ ≤ 3π/2. Moreover, (7.3), |h| ≤ H

and (7.9) imply

|z1|
|z2|

= ef
(a)
N (v

(m)
1,j (u))−f

(a)
N (v

(m)
2,j (u))

|h(v(m)
1,j (u))|

|h(v(m)
2,j (u))|

≤ eǫ4
H(v

(m)
1,j (u))

H(v
(m)
2,j (u))/4

≤ 16eǫ4 < 19,

by the choice of ǫ4. This yields

|z1 + z2| ≤ (1− t)|z1|+ |z2|, (7.13)

where we can take e.g. t =
1− cos(ǫ3)

20
. Indeed, we have

|z1 + z2|2 = |z1|2 + |z2|2 + 2〈z1, z2〉 ≤ |z1|2 + |z2|2 + 2|z1| |z2|(1− s),

where s = 1− cos ǫ3. Thus, (7.13) will hold if

|z1|2 + |z2|2 + 2|z1| |z2|(1− s) ≤ (1− t)2|z1|2 + |z2|2 + 2(1 − t)|z1| |z2|,

that is if (1 − (1 − t)2)|z1| + 2|z2|(1 − s) ≤ 2(1 − t)|z2|, which equivalent to |z1| ≤ 2
s− t

t(2 − t)
|z2|.

Since t = s/20, we have 19 < 2 s−t
t(2−t) = 38

2−s/20 , so the above inequality holds. This proves (7.13)
with the given choice of t.

Since µ0 ≤ t by (6.10), it now follows that |ψ̃m(u)| ≤ γ
(1)
m (u) for all u ∈ Γ̂

(m)
1,j . Now the

argument from Case 1 proves that (7.4) holds for all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
1,j .

Thus, in the case A, (7.4) holds for all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
1,j . In a similar way we prove that in the case

B, (7.4) holds for all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
2,j . This proves the Claim.

We will now define the set Fm in the Sub-case 2.2. Consider the set J ′′
m of all j ∈ J ′

m so that

(7.4) holds for all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
1,j . Recall that j ∈ J ′

m means that both (1, j) ∈ F ′′
m and (2, j) ∈ F ′′

m.
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If
∑

j∈J ′′
m

ν(Γ̂
(m)
1,j ) ≥ d5

4
ν(C′

m), we set Fm = {(1, j) : j ∈ J ′′
m} and then (7.5) follows immediately.

If
∑

j∈J ′′
m

ν(Γ̂
(m)
1,j ) <

d5
4
ν(C′

m), then (7.8) implies
∑

j∈J ′
m\J ′′

m

ν(Γ̂
(m)
1,j ) ≥ d5

4
ν(C′

m). Combining the latter

with (6.8) gives
∑

j∈J ′
m\J ′′

m

ν(Γ̂
(m)
2,j ) ≥ d5

4d4
ν(C′

m). Clearly for j ∈ J ′
m \ J ′′

m we have the case B, so

(7.4) holds for all u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
2,j . Now we set Fm = {(2, j) : j ∈ J ′

m \ J ′′
m} and then (7.5) holds again.

This completes the construction of the set Fm in all possible cases. Now define

J = {(i,m, j) : m = 1, . . . ,m0, (i, j) ∈ Fm}.

Clearly J ∈ J (b) and (7.4) holds for all u ∈ Vb. As we mentioned in the beginning of the proof,
(7.4) always holds for u ∈ Û \ Vb.
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8 Borel-Cantelli sequences for Gibbs measures

We are preparing now to prove that iterating sufficiently many contraction operators provides an
L1-contraction on U . This will be done in the next section using what was done in Sects. 6 and
7. In this section we use some arguments from the paper [X] of V. Xing concerning Borel-Cantelli
sequences for invariant measures on probability spaces. What we do here can possibly be derived
from the paper [ChK] of Chernov and Kleinbock as well.

As in Sects. 6 and 7, assume again that N ≥ N0 is a fixed integer. We consider the
set U with the Gibbs measure ν on it. Notice that σ : U −→ U is naturally isomorphic to the
shift σ : Σ+

A −→ Σ+
A on the one-sided Bernoulli symbol space Σ+

A – see Sect. 2. Namely, for
every x ∈ U define Ξ(x) = ξ = (ξ0, ξ1, . . .) ∈ Σ+

A, where σ
j(x) ∈ Uξj for all j ≥ 0 (see Sect. 2).

Then Ξ : U −→ Σ+
A is one-to-one on Û and defines an isomorphism between U with the Gibbs

measure ν and Σ+
A with the corresponding measure on Σ+

A, which we denote by ν again. The map
σN : Σ+

A −→ Σ+
A is naturally isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift over another one-sided symbol space.

More precisely, set

Σ+
B = {η = (η0, η1, . . . , ηn, . . .) : ηj = (η

(0)
j , η

(1)
j , . . . , η

(N−1)
j ) ∈ ΩN , Bηj ,ηj+1 = 1 ∀ j ≥ 0},

where
ΩN = {(ξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξN−1) : Aξi,ξi+1

= 1 , ∀i = 0, 1, . . . , N − 2},
and the matrix B = {Bη,ζ}η,ζ∈ΩN

is defined by Bη,ζ = Aη(N−1) ,ζ(0). Let σ̃ : Σ+
B −→ Σ+

B be the

standard Bernoulli shift: σ̃(η0, η1, . . . , ηn, . . .) = (η1, . . . , ηn, . . .), and let Γ : Σ+
A −→ Σ+

B be defined
by

Γ(ξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξn, . . .) = (η0, η1, . . . , ηm, . . .),

where ηj = (ξNj , ξNj+1, . . . , ξNj+N−1). Then σ̃ ◦ Γ = Γ ◦ σN , that is the diagram in Figure 2 is
commutative.

Recall the function g = f − Pf τ from Sect. 4.2, which we naturally identify with a function
g : Σ+

A −→ R. The Gibbs measure ν on U (identified with a measure on Σ+
A) satisfies (4.2).

Consider the function g̃ : Σ+
B −→ R, defined by

g̃(η) = gN (Γ−1(η)) = g(ξ) + g(σ(ξ)) + . . .+ g(σN−1(ξ)),

where Γ(ξ) = η. Then g̃m(η) = gmN (ξ) = gmN (Γ−1(η)) for all η ∈ Σ+
B and all integers m ≥

0. Denote by ν̃ the probability measure on Σ+
B which satisfies ν̃(Γ(A)) = ν(A) for every ν-

measurable subset A of Σ+
A. Given a cylinder CB = CB[η0, η1, . . . , ηm−1] of length m in Σ+

B ,
let CA = CA[ξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξmN−1] be the corresponding cylinder of length mN in Σ+

A such that
Γ(CA) = CB. Then for any ξ ∈ CA we have η = Γ(ξ) ∈ CB and by (4.2),

ν̃(CB)
eg̃m(η)

=
ν(CA)
egmN (ξ)

≤ c2.

In a similar way, using the other side of (4.2) we get ν̃(CB)

eg̃m(η) ≥ c1. Thus, ν̃ is the Gibbs measure

on Σ+
B defined by g̃.

Let b ∈ R, |b| ≥ 1. Notice that for every cylinder C in Σ+
A, Γ(C) is a finite union of cylinders

in Σ+
B . Indeed, if the length of C is ≤ kN , then C is a union of cylinders of length kN in Σ+

A and
the image of each of those under Γ is a cylinder of length k in Σ+

B . Since by its definition in (6.6),

Vb is a finite union of cylinders in U (identified with Σ+
A), it follows that Ṽb = Γ(∆(Vb)) is a finite

union of cylinders in Σ+
B .
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Consider Σ+
B with the Gibbs measure ν̃. For brevity we set A = Ṽb, and we also set Aj = A =

Ṽb for all j ≥ 1; this will be our Borell-Cantelli sequence. Notice that ν̃(Ṽb) = ν(Vb) ≥ 2γ2, where

γ2 =
1

2
ν(K0) > 0 (8.1)

is a constant independent of b. Thus, ν̃(A) ≥ 2γ2. However ‖χA‖θ could be relatively large.

According to (6.5) all cylinders involved in Vb have length ≤ D1 log |b|, so each cylinder in Ṽb has
length ≤ ℓ = D1 log |b|. By the so called ”Exponential Cluster Property” for cylinders (see e.g.
[B2] or Sect. 2.3 in [Ch2]), there exist global constants D̃ > 0 and β = e−r for some r ∈ (0, 1)
such that

|µ(σ̃−n(A) ∩A)− µ(A)2| ≤ D̃ µ(A)2 βn−ℓ

for all integers n ≥ ℓ. Notice that β−ℓ = erD1 log |b| = |b|rD1 . Thus, the above implies

|µ(σ̃−n(A) ∩A)− µ(A)2| ≤ D̃ µ(A)2 βn |b|rD1 (8.2)

for all n > D1 log |b|.

Σ+
B Σ+

B

Σ+
A Σ+

A

✲

✲

❄ ❄
ΓΓ

σ̃

σN

Figure 2

Given an integer M > 1 set

S̃M(x) =

M∑

j=1

χσ̃−j(A)(x) , EM = M ν̃(A).

Fix an integer k ≥ 1 and set
M1 = k log |b|. (8.3)

This number will stay fixed for now; later we will choose an appropriate value for k > D1.
We are going to use some arguments from Sect. 2.2 in [X] withX = Σ+

B , T = σ̃, the probability

measure ν̃ and An = A = Ṽb for all n ≥ 1. We will involve the condition ∆3/2 with α = 3/2 in
[X]. However we will change it slightly.

Lemma 8.1. There exists a global constant D3 > 0 such that for every integer M > M1, the
constant

CM =
D3M1

(Mν̃(A))1/2|b|r(k−D1)
(8.4)

satisfies

ΣM =
M∑

m,n=1

(
ν̃(T−m(A) ∩ T−n(A))− ν̃(A)2

)
≤ CM (M ν̃(A))3/2 (8.5)

for all integers M > M1.

Proof. Set Ωm,n = ν̃(T−m(A) ∩ T−n(A)) − ν̃(A)2. First consider Σ′
M =

∑
1≤m≤n≤M Ωm,n. We

have

Σ′
M =

M∑

m=1

∑

n=m+i
0≤i≤M1−1

Ωm,n +
M∑

m=1

∑

n=m+j
M1≤j≤M−m

Ωm,n.
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For the first sum above we will use the trivial estimate Ωm,n ≤ ν̃(A) for all m,n. For n = m+ j,
it follows from (8.2) that

Ωm,n = ν̃(T−j(A) ∩A)− ν̃(A)2 ≤ D̃ ν̃(A)2 |b|rD1 βj .

Thus, using M1 = k log |b| and β = e−r, we get

∑

n=m+j
M1≤j≤M−m

Ωm,n ≤ D̃ ν̃(A)2 |b|rD1

M−m∑

j=M1+1

βj < D̃ ν̃(A)2 |b|rD1
βM1

1− β

=
D̃ν̃(A)2|b|rD1

1− β
e−rk log |b| =

D̃ν̃(A)2

1− β

1

|b|r(k−D1)
.

Therefore

Σ′
M ≤MM1 ν̃(A) +

MD̃ν̃(A)2

1− β

1

|b|r(k−D1)
.

We get the same estimate for Σ′′
M =

∑
1≤n≤m≤M Ωm,n. Hence there exists a global constant

D3 > 0 such that

ΣM ≤ D3MM1ν̃(A)

|b|r(k−D1)

for all M > M1. This shows that (8.5) holds with CM as in (8.4).

We will now use part of the calculation in the proof of Theorem 2.3 in Sect. 2.2 in [X] to prove
the following.

Lemma 8.2. Let CM be defined by (8.4). Then

∫

Σ+
B

(
S̃M (x)

Mν̃(A)
− 1

)2

dν̃ ≤ CM

(Mν̃(A))1/2
=

D3M1

Mν̃(A) |b|r(k−D1)
(8.6)

for all integers M > M1.

Proof. We have

∫

Σ+
B

(
M∑

n=1

[χσ̃−n(A)(x)− ν̃(A)]

)2

dν̃

=

∫

Σ+
B

(
M∑

m=1

[χσ̃−m(A)(x)− ν̃(A)]

)(
M∑

n=1

[χσ̃−n(A)(x)− ν̃(A)]

)
dν̃

=

M∑

m,n=1

∫

Σ+
B

[χσ̃−m(A)(x)− ν̃(A)] [χσ̃−n(A)(x)− ν̃(A)] dν̃

=
M∑

m,n=1

∫

Σ+
B

χσ̃−m(A)(x)χσ̃−n(A)(x) dν̃

−
M∑

m,n=1

∫

Σ+
B

(
χσ̃−m(A)(x) ν̃(A) + χσ̃−n(A)(x) ν̃(A)− ν̃(A)2

)
dν̃

=

M∑

m,n=1

(
ν̃(σ̃−m(A) ∩ σ̃−n(A)) − ν̃(A)2

)
dν̃ = ΣM .
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Dividing by (Mν̃(A))2 both sides in the above estimate and using Lemma 8.1 proves (8.6).

We will use the above for the transformation σ : U −→ U , the measure ν on U and the set
Vb. For any x ∈ U set

SM(x) = ♯{j : 1 ≤ j ≤ M , σjN(x) ∈ Vb}. (8.7)

Then SM(x) = S̃M (Γ(Ξ(x))) for all x ∈ U and ν(Vb) = ν̃(Ṽb) ≥ 2γ2, with γ2 as in (8.1).
Assume M > M1/γ

2
2 and set

ǫ = ǫ(M,M1) =
D3M1ν(Vb)

M γ22 |b|r(k−D1)
(8.8)

and

Uǫ = Uǫ(M) =

{
x ∈ U :

SM (x)

M
< γ2

}
. (8.9)

Now Lemma 8.2 implies the following

Proposition 8.3. Under the above notation, for M1 with (8.3) and every M > M1/γ
2
2 we have

µ(Uǫ) < ǫ. (8.10)

Proof. Let M > M1/γ
2
2 . It follows from (8.6) that

∫

U

(
SM (x)

M
− ν(Vb)

)2

dν ≤ D3M1 ν(Vb)

M |b|r(k−D1)
= γ22ǫ.

For x ∈ Uǫ we have SM (x)
M < γ2 ≤ 1

2ν(Vb), so ν(Vb)−
SM (x)
M > γ2. Thus,

γ22 ǫ ≥
∫

Uǫ

(
ν(Vb)−

SM (x)

M

)2

dν ≥
∫

Uǫ

γ22 dν ≥ γ22 µ(Uǫ),

and therefore (8.10) holds.

The above will play an important role in the next section, where ǫ > 0 will be very small.

9 L1 contraction estimates

Here we obtain L1-contraction estimates for large powers of the contraction operators NJ . We
continue to use the notation from Sections 5 and 6. As in Sects. 6 and 7, here we assume that
f ∈ Fθ1(Û) and N ≥ N0 is a fixed integer.

Consider the constants

ρ3 =
ea0NT0

1 + µ0e−NT0

C10

< 1 , S0 = ea0NT0 > 1,

where we choose the global constant C10 ≥ max{8, 16d4E2/d5}. We assume that a0 = a0(N) > 0

is so small that ρ3 < 1, i.e. a0NT0 < log(1+ µ0e−NT0

C10
). For later use, we will make this requirement

a bit stronger, namely we will assume that

0 < a0 < a0(N) =
µ0γ2 e

−NT0

32C10D1NT0

, (9.1)
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where D1 > 1 is one of the constants from (6.5). Since log(1 + y) > y/2 for y ∈ (0, 1), it follows

that log(1 + µ0e−NT0

C10
) > µ0e−NT0

2C10
> 32a0NT0, so ρ3 < e−31a0NT0 < 1.

Given a representative set J ∈ J (b) set

WJ = ∪(i,m,j)∈J Γ̂
(m)
i,j ⊂ Vb.

The following lemma is the analogue of Lemma 12 in [D]. It is similar to Lemma 7.1 in [St4] and
its proof is similar to the proof in [St4].

Lemma 9.1. Let f ∈ Fθ1(Û ).

(a) There exists a global constant C10 > 0, independent of b and N , such that for any H ∈ KE,
any b ∈ R with |b| ≥ 1 and any J ∈ J (b) we have

∫

Vb

H2 dν ≤ C10

∫

WJ

H2 dν. (9.2)

(b) Assuming that a0 = a0(N) > 0 is sufficiently small, for any H ∈ KE, any b ∈ R with
|b| ≥ 1, any a ∈ R with |a| < a0 and any J ∈ J (b) we have

∫

Vb

(NJH)2 dν ≤ ρ3

∫

Vb

LN
f(0)(H

2) dν. (9.3)

Proofs. Throughout we assume that H ∈ KE and J ∈ J (b).

(a) Consider an arbitrary m = 1, . . . ,m0. By (6.11),
∑

(i,m,j)∈J

ν(Γ̂
(m)
i,j ) ≥ d5

4d4
ν(C′

m). Since H ∈

KE , for any u, u
′ ∈ C′

m we have
|H(u)−H(u′)|

H(u′)
≤ ED(u, u′) ≤ E, so H(u)/H(u′) ≤ 1 + E ≤ 2E.

Thus, for L1 = maxC′
m
H and L2 = minC′

m
H, we have 1 ≤ L1/L2 ≤ 2E. This gives

∫

C′
m

H2 dν ≤ L2
1ν(C′

m) ≤ 4d4L
2
1

d5

∑

(i,m,j)∈J

ν(Γ̂
(m)
i,j ) ≤ 4d4L

2
1

d5L2
2

∑

(i,m,j)∈J

∫

Γ̂
(m)
i,j

H2 dν.

Hence

∫

Vb

H2 dν ≤
m0∑

m=1

∫

C′
m

H2 dν ≤ 16d4E
2

d5

∑

(i,m,j)∈J

∫

Γ̂
(m)
i,j

H2 dν ≤ C10

∫

WJ

H2 dν,

with C10 =
16d4E2

d5
. This proves (9.2).

(b) The proof of this part is the same as the proof of Lemma 7.1(b) in [St4]. We provide some
details since they will be used later.

Let again H ∈ KE and J ∈ J (b). By Lemma 6.3, NJH ∈ KE , while the Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality implies

(NJH)2 = (MN
a ωH)2 ≤ (MN

a ω
2
J) (MN

a H
2) ≤ (MN

a ωJ) (MN
a H

2) ≤ MN
a H

2. (9.4)

If u /∈WJ , then ωJ(u) = 1. Let u ∈WJ ; then u ∈ Γ̂
(m)
i,j for some (unique) (i,m, j) ∈ J .
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Assuming e.g. i = 1 so that v = v
(m)
1,j (u). Hence

(MN
a ωJ)(u) =

∑

σN v=u, v 6=v
(m)
1,j (u)

ef
(a)
N (v) + ef

(a)
N (v

(m)
1,j (u))ωJ(v

(m)
1,j (u))

=
∑

σN v=u, v 6=v
(m)
1,j (u)

ef
(a)
N (v) + (1− µ0)e

f
(a)
N (v

(m)
1,j (u))

=
∑

σN v=u

ef
(a)
N (v) − µ0 e

f
(a)
N (v

(m)
1,j (u)) ≤ (MN

a 1)(u)− µ0 e
−NT0 = 1− µ0 e

−NT0 .

This holds for all u ∈WJ , so by (9.4), (NJH)2 ≤ (1−µ0e
−NT0) (MN

a H
2) on WJ . Using this and

part (a) with H replaced by NJH, we get:

∫

Vb

(NJH)2 dν =

∫

Vb\WJ

(NJH)2 dν +

∫

WJ

(NJH)2 dν

≤
∫

Vb\WJ

(MN
a H)2 dν + (1− µ0e

−NT0)

∫

WJ

(MN
a H)2 dν

=

∫

Vb

(MN
a H)2 dν − µ0e

−NT0

∫

WJ

(MN
a H)2 dν

≤
∫

Vb

(MN
a H)2 dν − µ0e

−NT0

C10

∫

Vb

(NJH)2 dν.

From this and

(MN
a H)2 ≤ (MN

a 1)2(MN
a H

2) ≤ MN
a H

2 = LN
f(0)(e

f
(a)
N −f

(0)
N H2) ≤ ea0NT0(LN

f(0)H
2), (9.5)

we get (1 + µ0e
−NT0/C10)

∫

Vb

(NJH)2 dν ≤
∫

Vb

(MN
a H)2 dν ≤ ea0NT0

∫

Vb

LN
f(0)H

2 dν. Thus, (9.3)

holds.

We can now prove that iterating sufficiently many contraction operators provides an L1-
contraction on U .

Define the function ĥ by
ĥ = ρ3 χVb

+ S0 χU\Vb
.

Since Vb and U \Vb are unions of finitely many cylinders, we have ĥ ∈ Fθ(Û) and also ĥ ∈ Fθ1(Û ).

Fix an arbitrary constant s > 1, and consider an integer M1 = k log |b| as in (8.3),
where we now set

k = k(s) =
2 sC10

r
+D1. (9.6)

In what follows we will consider integers

M ≥ 2
D3M1

γ22
= 2

D3k log |b|
γ22

. (9.7)

Then for ǫ = ǫ(M,M1) in (8.8) we have

ǫ ≤ 1

|b|r(k−D1)
≤ 1

|b|2sC10
. (9.8)
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At some stage later on we will need the Perron-Ruelle-Frobenius Theorem (see e.g.
[PP]): there exist global constants C11 ≥ 1 and ρ4 ∈ (0, 1), independent of b and N , such that

‖Ln
f(0)h− h0

∫

U
hdν‖ ≤ C11 ρ

n
4 ‖h‖θ (9.9)

for all h ∈ Fθ(Û) and all integers n ≥ 0, where h0 > 0 is the normalised eigenfunction of Lf−Pfτ

in Fθ(Û ) (see Sect. 4.2). Fix such constants C11 > 0 and ρ4 and write ρ4 = e−β3 for some global
constant β3 ∈ (0, 1).

The following lemma is the main result in this section. It is similar to Lemma 7.3 in [St4] and
its proof is very similar, although the proof now relies on something rather different13.

In what follows for any b ∈ R we denote b̂ = ⌈log |b|⌉.

Lemma 9.2. Let f ∈ Fθ1(Û) and let s > 1 be a constant. There exists a global constant C12 > 0
such that for any N ≥ N0 there exist constants k̃ = k̃(N, s) ≥ 1 and a0 = a0(N) > 0 such that
for any |a| ≤ a0 and |b| ≥ e2 we have the following:

(a) For any sequence J1, J2, . . . , Jr . . . of elements of J (b), setting M = k̃⌈log |b|⌉, H(0) = 1
and H(r+1) = NJr(H

(r)) (r ≥ 0) we have
∫

U
(H(M))2 dν ≤ 2

|b|8s . (9.10)

(b) For any h ∈ Fθ1(U) we have

‖L2k̃ N b̂
ab h‖0 ≤

C12

|b|s ‖h‖θ1,b. (9.11)

Remark. As remarked in [St4], in general the operator Lab does not have to preserve the space
Fθ1(Û ). Indeed, the function f (a) involves τ which is in Fθ(Û), however not necessarily in Fθ1(Û ).
So, in the left-hand-side of (9.11) we just have the sup-norm of a function in Fθ(Û).

Proof of Lemma 9.2. (a) Set ωr = ωJr , Wr =WJr and Nr = NJr . Since H
(0) = 1 ∈ KE, it follows

from Lemma 6.3 that H(r) ∈ KE for all r ≥ 1.
Let m ≥ 1 be an arbitrary integer. Using LN

f(0)((ĥ ◦ σN )H) = ĥ (LN
f(0)H), Lemma 9.1(b) and

(9.5), we get
∫

U
(H(M))2 dν =

∫

Vb

(H(M))2 dν +

∫

U\Vb

(H(M))2 dν

≤ ρ3

∫

Vb

LN
f(0)(H

(M−1))2 dν + ea0NT

∫

U\Vb

LN
f(0)(H

(M−1))2 dν

=

∫

U
ĥ (LN

f(0)(H
(M−1))2) dν =

∫

U
LN
f(0)((ĥ ◦ σN ) (H(M−1))2) dν

=

∫

U
(ĥ ◦ σN ) (H(M−1))2 dν.

Continuing by induction and using H(0) = 1, we get
∫

U
(H(M))2 dν ≤

∫

U
(ĥ ◦ σMN ) (ĥ ◦ σ(M−1)N ) . . . (ĥ ◦ σ2N ) (ĥ ◦ σN ) dν. (9.12)

13In the proof of Lemma 7.3 in [St4] we significantly used the existence of a Pesin set with exponentially small
tails, which we do not assume here.
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Given the constant s > 1, consider the constant k with (9.6) and M with (9.7). Define
ǫ = ǫ(M,M1) by (8.8); now it satisfies (9.8). By Proposition 8.3, the set Uǫ = Uǫ(M) defined by
(8.9) satisfies (8.10).

Given M with (9.7), using the rough estimate ĥ ≤ S0 on Uǫ, it follows from (9.12) and (8.10)
that ∫

Uǫ

(H(M))2 dν ≤ SM
0 ν(Uǫ) < ǫSM

0 ≤ SM
0

|b|2sC10
. (9.13)

On the other hand when x ∈ U \Uǫ, (8.9) and (8.7) imply σjN (x) ∈ Vb for at least Mγ2 values of
j = 1, 2, . . . ,M . For such j the definition of ĥ gives ĥ(σjN (x)) = ρ3. For all other j we can still
use ĥ(σjN (x)) ≤ S0. Thus, from (9.12) (or rather the analogous estimate we get for the integral
over U \ Uǫ) we derive

∫

U\Uǫ

(H(M))2 dν ≤
∫

U ′

ρ
SM (x)
3 S

M−SM (x)
0 dν(x) ≤ ρMγ2

3 SM−Mγ2
0 ν(U \ Uǫ) ≤ (ργ23 S

1−γ2
0 )M .

This and (9.13) yield ∫

U
(H(M))2 dν ≤ (ργ23 S

1−γ2
0 )M +

SM
0

|b|2s C10
. (9.14)

The latter holds for all integers M with (9.7).
Next, write ργ23 S

1−γ2
0 = e−w. Then

w = − log(ργ23 S
1−γ2
0 ) = −γ2 log ρ3 − (1− γ2) log S0 = −γ2 log ρ3 − (1− γ2)a0NT0

= −γ2a0NT0 + γ2 log

(
1 +

µ0e
−NT0

C10

)
− a0NT0 + γ2a0NT0

= γ2 log

(
1 +

µ0e
−NT0

C10

)
− a0NT0 > γ2

µ0e
−NT0

2C10
− a0NT0 > w0 =

µ0γ2 e
−NT0

4C10
,

where we used the assumption (9.1) about a0.

Now assume that M = k̃⌈log |b|⌉, where we choose the integer k̃ = k̃(N, s) so that

k̃ ≥ 8s

w0
≥ 32sC10e

NT0

µ0γ2
.

We also need

M > M1/γ
2
2 =

k log |b|
γ22

=
1

γ22

(
2 sC10

r
+D1

)
log |b|,

using here (9.6) as well. For this and for later use we choose

k̃ = 32s
C10D1e

NT0

µ0γ22 r β3
, (9.15)

where β3 was chosen earlier with ρ4 = e−β3 , assuming that the constant C10 > 1 is sufficiently
large. Notice that we have Nk̃β3 > 10s, which is something we will use later.

Then for the first term in (9.14) it now follows that

(ργ23 S
1−γ2
0 )M = e−Mw ≤ e−Mw0 < e−w0k̃ log |b| < e−8s log |b| =

1

|b|8s .
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The second term in (9.14) is

SM
0

|b|2sC10
=
eMa0NT0

|b|2sC10
=
ea0NT0 k̃ log |b|

|b|2sC10
=

1

|b|2sC10−a0NT0 k̃
.

Combining (9.15) and (9.5) we get

a0NT0k̃ <
µ0γ2e

−NT0

32C10D1
· 32s C10D1e

NT0

µ0γ
2
2 r β3

=
s

γ2rβ3
< s. (9.16)

Hence for the second term in (9.14) we have
SM
0

|b|2sC10
≤ 1

|b|sC10
. This, C10 > 8 and the above

imply that with k̃ defined by (9.15) we have

∫

U
(H(m))2 dν ≤ 2

|b|8s . This proves part (a).

(b) Let h ∈ Fθ1(Û ) be such that ‖h‖θ1,b ≤ 1. Then |h(u)| ≤ 1 for all u ∈ Û and |h|θ1 ≤ |b|.
Fix an integer N ≥ N0 and let a0 > 0 be as in (9.1). In what follows we assume that |a| ≤ a0

and |b| ≥ e2.

Assume that the points u, u′, the cylinder Γ̂
(m)
i,j in U , the integer p ≥ 0 and the points v, v′ ∈ U

satisfy (6.16) for some i = 1, 2, j = 1, . . . , jm. Then, using (6.13) and |h|θ1 ≤ |b| we get

|h(v) − h(v′)| ≤ |b|Dθ1(v, v
′) = |b| θp+N

1 Dθ1(u, u
′) ≤ |b| θp+N

1 diamθ1(Γ̂
(m)
i,j )

≤ |b| θp+N
1 C7 diam(Γ

(m)
i,j ) ≤ E|b| θN2 (diam(Γ̂

(m)
i,j ))α3 ,

since C7 ≤ E. Thus, (h, 1) ∈ Kb. Set h
(m) = LmN

ab h for m ≥ 0. Define the sequence of functions
{H(m)} recursively by H(0) = 1 and H(m+1) = NJmH

(m), where Jm ∈ J (b) is chosen by induction
as follows. Since (h(0),H(0)) ∈ Kb, using Lemma 7.1 we find J0 ∈ J (b) such that for h(1) = LN

abh
(0)

and H(1) = NJ0H
(0) we have (h(1),H(1)) ∈ Kb. Continuing in this way we construct by induction

an infinite sequence of functions {H(m)} with H(0) = 1, H(m+1) = NJmH
(m) for all m ≥ 0, such

that (h(m),H(m)) ∈ Kb.

Define k̃ = k̃(N, s) ≥ 1 by (9.15) and set m = M = k̃⌈log |b|⌉. Then part (a) implies∫

U
(H(m))2dν ≤ 2

|b|8s . Hence

∫

U
|LmN

ab h|2 dν =

∫

U
|h(m)|2 dν ≤

∫

U
(H(m))2 dν ≤ 2

|b|8s .

From this it follows that for any h ∈ Fθ1(Û ) we have

∫

U
|LmN

ab h|2 dν ≤ 2

|b|8s ‖h‖
2
θ1,b, and so

∫

U
|LmN

ab h| dν ≤
√
2

|b|4s ‖h‖θ1,b ≤
2

|b|4s ‖h‖θ1,b. (9.17)

We will now use a standard procedure (see [D]) to derive an estimates of the form (9.11)
from (9.17). This essentially repeats Sect. 7.4 in [St4], so here we just sketch the main steps.

Given h ∈ Fθ1(Û ) with ‖h‖θ1,b ≤ 1, we have ‖h‖0 ≤ 1 and |h|θ ≤ |h|θ1 ≤ |b|, so using Lemma
4.2 with H = 1 yields

|Lr
abh|θ ≤ A0[|b|θr + |b|] ≤ 2A0|b| (9.18)
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for any integer r ≥ 0. Hence

|L2mN
ab h| = |LmN

ab

(
|LmN

ab h|
)
| ≤ MmN

a |LmN
ab h| = LmN

f(0)

(
ef

(a)
mN−f

(0)
mN |LmN

ab h|
)

≤
(
LmN
f(0)

(
ef

(a)
mN−f

(0)
mN

)2)1/2 (
LmN
f(0) |LmN

ab h|2
)1/2

. (9.19)

For the first term in this product (4.4) implies

(
LmN
f(0)

(
ef

(a)
mN−f

(0)
mN )

)2)1/2

≤ ea0NT0m ≤ ea0NT0k̃ log |b| = |b|a0NT0k̃ ≤ |b|s,

since a0NT0k̃ ≤ s by (9.16).
For the second term in (9.19), using (9.9) replacing h by |LmN

ab h| and n by mN , we get

LmN
f(0) |LmN

ab h|2 ≤ LmN
f(0) |LmN

ab h| ≤ ‖h0‖
∫

U
|LmN

ab h| dν +C11 ρ
mN
4 ‖LmN

ab h‖θ.

By (9.18), ‖LmN
ab h‖θ ≤ 2A0|b|, so the above and (9.17) imply

LmN
f(0) |LmN

ab h|2 ≤ 2

|b|4s + 2A0C11|b|ρmN
4 .

Assuming |b| > e2 and Nk̃β3 > 10s, we have

ρmN
4 ≤ e−β3N(k̃ log |b|−k̃) =

eβ3Nk̃

|b|β3Nk̃
≤ 1

|b|β3Nk̃/2
≤ 1

|b|5s ,

Thus,

LmN
f(0) |LmN

ab h|2 ≤ 2

|b|4s + 2A0C11|b|
1

|b|5s ≤ C ′
12

|b|4s
for some constant C ′

12 > 0. Combining the estimates of the two terms in (9.19) and using s ≥ 1,

it follows that |L2mN
ab h| ≤ (C ′

12/|b|4s)1/2|b|s ≤
C12

|b|s for some global constant C12 ≥ 1. This proves

(9.11).

Proof of Theorem 1.2. This is essentially the same as the proof of Theorem 1.3 in Sect. 8 in [St4]
under the assumption f ∈ Fθ1(Û). We sketch the argument here for completeness.

Let again θ̂ = 1/γα1 ≤ θ < 1. Set s =
2

α2

, where α2 > 0 is the constant from Lemma 4.1(c),

and recall that θα2
1 = θ. Let f ∈ Fθ1(Û ).

Let N ≥ N0 be a fixed integer and let a0 > 0 be as in (9.1). Choose k̃ = k̃(N, s) and and C12

as in Lemma 9.2. In what follows we assume that |a| ≤ a0 and |b| ≥ e2, so (9.11) holds for all
h ∈ Fθ1(U).

Consider an arbitrary h ∈ Fθ(Û) with ‖h‖θ,b ≤ 1. Then |h(u)| ≤ 1 for all u ∈ Û and |h|θ ≤ |b|.
Take the smallest integer p so that θp ≤ 1/|b|2; then θp−1 > 1/|b|2. It is known (see e.g. the

end of Ch. 1 in [PP]) that there exists h′ ∈ Fθ1(Û) which is constant on cylinders of length p so
that ‖h − h′‖0 ≤ |h|θ θp. Then ‖h − h′‖0 ≤ 1/|b| and so ‖h′‖0 ≤ 2. As in [St4] we now observe
that |h′|θ1 ≤ 4

θp−1
1

= 4
θ(p−1)/α2

≤ 4|b|2/α2 , so ‖h′‖θ1,b ≤ 4|b|2/α2−1, and now (9.11) gives

‖L2k̃Nb̂
ab h′‖0 ≤

C12

|b|s 4|b|2/α2−1 ≤ 4C12

|b|2/α2−2/α2+1
=

4C12

|b| .
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This and (9.11) for h−h′ imply ‖L2k̃Nb̂
ab h‖0 ≤ ‖L2k̃Nb̂

ab h′‖0+‖L2k̃Nb̂
ab (h−h′)‖0 ≤ 4C12

|b| +
1

|b| ≤
5C12

|b| .

Set θ = e−β5 for some constant β5 > 0. It follows from Lemma 4.2 that |L2k̃Nb̂
ab h|θ ≤ 2A0|b|.

Assuming N ≥ N0 and N0β5 ≥ 1 and using Lemma 4.2 again, we obtain

|L4k̃Nb̂
ab h|θ = |L2k̃Nb̂

ab (L2k̃Nb̂
ab h)|θ ≤ A0

[
2A0|b| θ2k̃Nb̂ + |b| ‖L2k̃Nb̂

ab h‖0
]

≤ A0

[
2A0|b|

1

|b|2k̃Nβ5
+ |b| 5C12

|b|

]
≤ C ′

13,

for some constant C ′
13 > 0. Thus ‖L4k̃Nb̂

ab h‖θ,b ≤ C13

|b| ‖h‖θ,b for some global constant C13 > 0.

Assuming |b| ≥ b0 ≥ max{e2, C2
13}, we get ‖L4k̃Nb̂

ab h‖θ,b ≤ C13

|b| ‖h‖θ,b ≤ 1

|b|1/2 ‖h‖θ,b for all h ∈

Fθ(Û).
Let n ≥ 4k̃Nb̂ be an arbitrary integer. Writing n = r(4k̃Nb̂)+ℓ for some ℓ = 0, 1, . . . , 4k̃Nb̂−1,

and using the above r times we get

‖Lr4k̃Nb̂
ab h‖θ,b ≤

(
C13

|b|

)r

‖h‖θ,b ≤
1

|b|r/2 ‖h‖θ,b.

As before, using Lemma 4.2 with H = 1 and B = |Lr4k̃Nb̂
ab h|θ, implies

|Ln
abh|θ = |Lℓ

ab(L
r4k̃Nb̂
ab h)|θ ≤ A0

[
|Lr4k̃Nb̂

ab h|θ θℓ + |b| ‖Lr4k̃Nb̂
ab h‖0

]
,

so
1

|b| |L
n
abh|θ ≤

2A0

|b|r/2 ‖h‖θ,b. This and ‖Ln
abh‖0 ≤ ‖Lr4k̃Nb̂

ab h‖0 ≤ 1

|b|r/2 ‖h‖θ,b imply

‖Ln
abh‖θ,b ≤

3A0

|b|r ‖h‖θ,b = 3A0e
−(r/2) log |b|‖h‖θ,b.

We have r ≥ (r + 1)/2 for all r ≥ 1, so the above and n < (r + 1)4k̃Nb̂ yield

‖Ln
abh‖θ,b ≤ 3A0e

−
(r+1) log |b|

4 ‖h‖θ,b ≤ 3A0e
−

(r+1)4k̃Nb̂

16k̃N ‖h‖θ,b ≤ 3A0ρ
n
6‖h‖θ,b, (9.20)

where ρ6 = ρ6(N, s) = e−1/(16k̃N) ∈ (0, 1).
Thus, (9.20) holds for all h ∈ Fθ(Û) and all integers n ≥ 4k̃Nb̂ = 4k̃N⌈log |b|⌉. Finally,

recall the eigenfunction ha ∈ Fθ(Û ) for the operator Lf−(Pf+a)τ from Sect. 4.2. It is known that
‖ha‖θ ≤ Const for bounded a, e.g. for |a| ≤ a0. For |a| ≤ a0 and a0 > 0 sufficiently small we

have λaρ6 ≤ ρ for some global constant ρ ∈ (0, 1). Now Ln
ab(h/ha) =

1

λnaha
Ln
f−(P+a+ib)τh and

the above estimate show that there exist constants 0 < ρ < 1, a0 > 0, and C > 0 such that if
a, b ∈ R satisfy |a| ≤ a0 and |b| ≥ b0, then ‖Ln

f−(Pf+a+ib)τh‖θ,b ≤ C ρn ‖h‖θ,b. for any integer

n ≥ 4k̃N log |b| and any h ∈ Fθ(Û). So, we can just set T = T (s,N) = 4k̃N , where k̃ is as in
(9.15) and s = 2/α2.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. This follows from the procedure described in [D] (see Sect. 4 and Appendix
1 there).
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Proof of Corollary 1.3. This is essentially the same as the proof of Corollary 1.4 in Sect. 8 in
[St4].
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