arXiv:2501.07455v1 [math.DS] 13 Jan 2025

STRONG POSITIVE RECURRENCE AND EXPONENTIAL MIXING FOR

DIFFEOMORPHISMS

J. BUZZI, S. CROVISIER, O. SARIG

ABSTRACT. We introduce the strong positive recurrence (SPR) property for diffeomorphisms
on closed manifolds with arbitrary dimension, and show that it has many consequences
and holds in many cases. SPR diffeomorphisms can be coded by countable state Markov
shifts whose transition matrices act with a spectral gap on a large Banach space, and this
implies exponential decay of correlations, almost sure invariance principle, large deviations,
among other properties of the ergodic measures of maximal entropy. Any C°° smooth surface
diffeomorphism with positive entropy is SPR, and there are many other examples with lesser

regularity, or in higher dimension.
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1. THE SPR PROPERTY AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Introduction. A fundamental question in dynamics is to explain the random behavior
exhibited by deterministic dynamical systems with high complexity. This is best understood for
uniformly hyperbolic systems. For these systems, one can use the spectral gap of an associated
transfer operator to prove a variety of stochastic properties, ranging from exponential decay
of correlations to almost sure invariance principles and large deviations [92, 83, 50, 48, 66].
However, the uniform hyperbolicity condition is very restrictive [45, 79, 73], and a central
challenge is to extend the theory to a larger class of systems. This has given rise to various
notions of “semi-uniform” hyperbolicity, which fall between Anosov’s uniform hyperbolicity [7]
and Pesin’s non-uniform hyperbolicity [84, 10]. A principal example is having a L.-S. Young
tower with exponential tail for the return times to the base [112, 113].

This work introduces a new property of this type, which we call, in analogy to a property
in symbolic dynamics, “strong positive recurrence” (SPR). We show that SPR is common,
and powerful. For example, we will prove that all C* surface diffeomorphisms with positive
topological entropy are SPR. Using the general theory of SPR diffeomorphisms developed in
this paper, we show:

Theorem 1.1. Let f be a topologically mizing C° diffeomorphism with positive topological
entropy, on a closed surface M. Let u be the (unique) invariant measure which mazimizes the
entropy. Then for every f > 0, there are 0 < 8 < 1 and C > 1 such that for all B-Holder
continuous functions p,v : M — R,

\ [e-woran-[ean [ wdu\ < Cllgllsllells0™  (9n > 0), where

ol = sup ol +sup { =20 oy e ar, o2, (1)
The existence of the measure of maximal entropy is due to Newhouse [81]; Uniqueness and
mixing is proved in [27]. The proof of exponential mixing is split to several parts: First we define
the SPR property (§1.2); Then we characterize it in terms of continuity properties of Lyapunov
exponents and deduce (using our earlier paper [26]) that all C* surface diffeomorphisms with
positive entropy are SPR (§1.3); Finally we show that the SPR property implies the existence
of a symbolic model with a spectral gap (§10.2). This implies exponential mixing (§12.4). This
argument can be extended to the non topologically-mixing case, and yields many other stochastic
properties. It also applies to a large class of C"-diffeomorphisms and to some examples in higher
dimension. See Theorems 11.10 and 3.19, § 5 and § 1.5.

Theorem 1.1 discusses measures of maximal entropy. It seems likely that the theorem is false,
without additional assumptions, for SRB measures. See [70].

Standing Assumptions and Notation. Throughout this paper, f: M — M is a diffeomorphism
of a smooth Riemannian manifold M, which is closed, i.e. compact and without boundary. The
distance between points x,y € M is denoted by d(z,y). Henceforth, all measures are understood
to be invariant Borel probability measures.

We denote the differential of f by Df : TM — TM. Unless specified otherwise, we will
always assume that f is of class C'T, i.e. that Df is expressed in coordinates by Holder
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continuous functions. The asymptotic dilation is

Amax(f) == lim max +logmax(||Df" (x)l, [|Df~"(x)]) (1.2)

n—+oo xe M

where || - || is the operator norm defined by the Riemannian structure.

We will also need to consider more general maps 7. Given a measurable map T on a
measurable space (Q,.%), we let P(T) (resp. Peg(T')) denote the set of T-invariant (resp. T-
invariant and ergodic) probability measures on (€2,.%). Given an invariant measurable set X,
B(T|x) i= {u € B(T) : p(X) = 1}.

The metric entropy of p € P(T) is denoted by h(T, u). The top entropy of T is

hyop(T) := sup{h(T,pn) : p € P(T)}. (1.3)
By the variational principle, if €2 is a compact metric space and T is continuous, then hrop(T)
is equal to the topological entropy of T', hiop(T"). See [109].

A measure p € P(T) such that A(T, pn) = hrop(T) is called a measure of mazimal entropy
(MME).

1.2. Strong Positive Recurrence. In this subsection, we suppose f to be a C! diffeomor-
phism on a closed smooth manifold M. Recall the following classical notion from Pesin theory
[10]:

Definition 1.2. Fiz x,e > 0. A (x,¢)-Pesin block is a non-empty set A C M for which there
are direct sum decompositions Ty M = E*(x) ® E*(x) for all x € U, ez f*(A), and a uniform
number K > 0 such that for anyn € Z, k>0, and y € A,

max (| Df* g (pronlls 1D F|me(nwyll) < K exp(—xk + €|n|). (1.4)

We will be mainly interested in cases when ¢ is much smaller than y. The subspaces E®(x)
and E*(x) are then automatically continuous and invariant on A [10], but their dimensions may
depend on x. Pesin blocks may be chosen compact, but in general, they are not invariant.

The SPR property, which we now introduce, requires that all measures with sufficiently large
entropy give a definite positive mass to some fixed Pesin block:

Definition 1.3. A diffeomorphism f of a closed manifold is strongly positively recurrent (SPR),
if there exists x > 0 such that for each € > 0, there are a Borel (x,e)-Pesin block A and numbers
ho < hiop(f), 7> 0 as follows:

For every ergodic measure v, h(f,v) >hy = v(A) > 1. (1.5)

We will eventually see that, for C't diffeomorphisms, the SPR property is equivalent to
many other dynamical properties, of a more transparent nature:

— Robustness for the MME: Every measure with nearly maximal entropy is close to the
MME in the 1-Wasserstein metric. In dimension two, the Lyapunov exponents are close
as well.

— Effective Robustness of the MME: The above, with explicit estimates.

— Structure of the MME: The MME distribution of the first entrance time into some Pesin
block has exponentially decaying tail.

— Entropy tightness (see §4): One can find hg, 7 and A as in (1.5) with 7 arbitrarily close
to one.

All these characterizations of the SPR property will be collected in Thm 13.1.

The name “strong positive recurrence” originates in the theory of countable state Markov
shifts. The connection between the SPR properties for diffeomorphisms and for Markov shifts
is that they are both equivalent to the existence of an “entropy gap at infinity,” see Cor 4.12,
Thm 7.4(3).
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As we shall see in Thm 13.1(III), every SPR diffeomorphism can be coded by an SPR Markov
shift, and vice versa. This is instrumental in deriving many of the properties of SPR diffeomor-
phisms announced in §1.5 (see Part III).

We will now present some examples of SPR, diffeomorphisms.

Any Anosov diffeomorphism is SPR. In this case, (1.5) holds with arbitrary 0 < 7 < 1,
because there are x > 0 such that the entire manifold is a (), e)-Pesin block (for each ¢ > 0).

Another trivial example is a diffeomorphism f such that Pe,(f) consists of finitely many
ergodic invariant measures, each carried by a hyperbolic periodic orbit. In this case we can take
A to be the union of these orbits. Notice that this example has zero topological entropy. In
Prop. 2.17 we will see that every SPR diffeomorphism with zero topological entropy is like that.

There are many more examples. One of the main results of this paper is:

Theorem A. On closed surfaces, all C*° diffeomorphisms with positive topological entropy are
SPR.

This will be proved as Thm 3.15 as an application of a more general result, Thm 3.1, valid in
any dimension and finite smoothness.

In particular, unlike transitive Anosov surface diffeomorphisms, which can only exist on tori [45,
79, 73], SPR topologically mixing C'*° diffeomorphisms with positive topologically entropy exist
on all surfaces [62].

On the one hand, neither the C'*° assumption nor the dimension assumption can be removed
in Theorem A:

(1) Some non-C* surface diffeomorphisms with positive topological entropy are not SPR: Buzzi
constructed C” surface diffeomorphisms with arbitrarily high r and hyop(f), but without
any measures of maximal entropy [25]. These diffeomorphisms cannot be SPR, by Thm C
below.

(2) Some C*° diffeomorphisms with positive topological entropy on manifolds of dimension three
are not SPR, e.g. f = T4 x Rq, where T : T? — T? is a hyperbolic toral automorphism
and R, : S* — S' is the rotation by angle . This diffeomorphism is not SPR, because all
its orbits have one zero Lyapunov exponent, and therefore f has no Pesin blocks at all.

On the other hand, in §3.5, we state and prove an extension of Thm A to C" surface diffeomor-
phisms with large but finite 7, which provides a non-empty C"-open set of surface diffeomor-
phisms with the SPR property.

In addition, we also have applications to higher dimensions. We already mentioned the
Anosov case. In §5 we provide other examples, some partially hyperbolic, some with a dominated
splitting (separating or not the Lyapunov exponents with different signs). For this reason, even
though our original motivation was the study of C*° surface diffeomorphisms, we decided to
develop the theory of strong positive recurrence in arbitrary dimension and only assuming C'*
smoothness.

1.3. SPR, Continuity of Exponents, and the Proof of Theorem A. We will give a
sufficient condition for the SPR property in terms of Lyapunov exponents. In this section, we
state this result in the setting where it is simplest and most powerful: we assume M to be a
closed surface. Let p be an f-invariant Borel probability measure. By the Oseledets theorem,
a.e. ¥ € M has two Lyapunov exponents A\~ (z) < AT(x) (see §2 and §3). The Lyapunov
exponents of p are A (u) := [ AF(z)du(x). If p is ergodic, A\*(z) = A (1) p-a.e.

Theorem B. Let f be a C'* diffeomorphism with positive topological entropy on a closed
surface. Then f is SPR if and only if there is x > 0 such that, for every sequence of ergodic
measures (i, such that h(f, pr) — hiop(f) and pp — p weak-*:
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(C1) X~ (x) < —x <0 < x < AT(x) p-almost everywhere; and
(C2) X* (1) — N* () and A~ () — A~ (1).

Moreover in this setting the measure p is an hyperbolic ergodic MME.

The direct implication follows from Cor 11.37 and the converse one from Thm 3.1, both valid
in any dimension.

In §3.5, we use our work on surface diffeomorphisms in [26] to show that Conditions (C1)
and (C2) hold for all C*° surface diffeomorphisms with positive topological entropy. Thm A
follows.

In fact we can do more. Burguet has extended [26] to the C"-case [22]. Using this work, we
can also show that conditions (C1) and (C2) hold for all C" surface diffeomorphisms such that
hiop(f) > Amax(f)/r. It follows that all such diffeomorphisms are SPR. See Thm 3.19 below.

We now return to the case of closed manifolds of arbitrary dimension.

1.4. SPR Borel Homoclinic Classes. Many diffeomorphisms have several measures of max-
imal entropy. In such cases, it is useful to decompose the dynamics into invariant pieces with
some irreducibility properties, implying transitivity and uniqueness of MME. A typical example
is Smale’s spectral decomposition of the non-wandering set of an axiom A diffeomorphism into
“basic sets” [103]. In [27], we gave a similar decomposition for general C'* diffeomorphisms
based on a homoclinic relation between measures.

A variant of this decomposition is described in detail §2.2. We call the elements of this
decomposition Borel homoclinic classes.! They form a countable (possibly finite) family of
pairwise disjoint invariant Borel sets X;, whose union carries all ergodic hyperbolic invariant
measures. Each X; carries at most one local MME, i.e., u € P(f|x,) such that h(f,u) =
heon(f1x,) = sup{h(f,v) s v € B(f),v(X) = 1},

The period p of a Borel homoclinic class X; is defined to be the greatest common divisor of
the periods of periodic orbits inside X;. The unique MME of f|x, (if it exists) can be shown
to be isomorphic to the product of a Bernoulli scheme and a cyclic permutation of p points. In
particular, it is mixing iff p = 1.

One can localize the SPR property of the diffeomorphism to any X; (or more generally to
arbitrary invariant Borel sets X C M):

Definition 1.4. A diffeomorphism f is SPR on an invariant Borel subset X if there exists
X > 0 such that for each € > 0, there are a (x,e)-Pesin block A and numbers ho < hyop(f|x)
and 7 > 0 as follows:

For any ergodic measure v on X, h(f,v)>hy = v(A) > . (1.6)
In this case we also say that X is SPR for f.

The following result relates the SPR property of f to the SPR properties of its Borel homo-
clinic classes:

Proposition 1.5. Let f be a C't diffeomorphism of a closed manifold. Then f is SPR if and
only if there exists hy < hiop(f) with the following properties:

(a) All ergodic measures p with h(f, p) > ho are hyperbolic.

(b) The set of Borel homoclinic classes X with entropy hrop(f|x) > ho is finite.

(¢) Each Borel homoclinic class X such that hrop(f|x) > ho is SPR.

IThe connection between our Borel homoclinic classes and Newhouse’s homoclinic classes as defined in [80]
is explained in Remark 2.9.
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This will be proved in §2.2.4.

We will use Prop. 1.5 to deduce the properties of SPR diffeomorphisms from results on SPR
Borel homoclinic classes. Among other things, this approach allows to extend results such as
Thm 1.1 to the non-mixing case (Thm 11.10).

Example 1.6. If f is an axiom A diffeomorphism, then the Borel homoclinic classes coincide
with the (maximal) basic sets and their number is finite. Each of the X; is SPR, because
it can be covered by a single Pesin block. In the special case when f is a transitive Anosov
diffeomorphism, there is only one X;.

Example 1.7. If dim(M) = 2, f is C*°, and hiop(f) > 0, then [27] builds a spectral decompo-
sition that shows that:

(1) Forevery 0 < hg < hyop(f), there are finitely many Borel homoclinic classes which carry
all ergodic invariant measures with entropy bigger than hg.

(2) In the topologically transitive case, all ergodic measures with positive entropy are carried
by a single Borel homoclinic class (obviously unique).

(3) In the topologically mixing case, the period of this class equals one.

Thm 3.15 below says that all the Borel homoclinic classes of a C'*° diffeomorphism of a closed
surface are SPR.

1.5. Properties of SPR Diffeomorphisms. We shall see that the MMEs of SPR diffeomor-
phisms share many of the properties of the MMEs of axiom A diffeomorphisms. We begin with
existence and uniqueness of MMEs. As a comparison, recall that some C” diffeomorphisms
do not have such measures [77, 25], but C*° diffeomorphisms in any dimension always admit
MME [81].

Theorem C (Existence and Finite Multiplicity of MME). Let f be a C** diffeomorphism
of a closed manifold. Then any SPR Borel homoclinic class X of f carries exactly one local
MME, i.e., an invariant measure j such that

h(f 1) = haoor(flx) := sup{h(f,v) : v € P(f),v(X) = 1}.
If f is SPR and hiop(f) > 0, then the set of ergodic MME is non-empty and finite.

This theorem is an immediate consequence of Prop. 1.5 and Thm 11.6 on each Borel homoclinic
class. The latter gives additional information on the MMEs. Thm C implies Bowen’s theorem
on the existence and uniqueness of the MME on a basic set X of an axiom A diffeomorphism
[20], see Example 1.6. Similarly, Theorems A and C give a new proof of our results in [27]
on the finiteness of the number of ergodic MME for C'*° surface diffeomorphisms with positive
topological entropy, and the uniqueness or mixing of the MME in the topologically transitive
or topologically mixing case, see Example 1.7(2).

Thm C says that the restriction of a C'* diffeomorphism to a SPR Borel homoclinic class
X is intrinsically ergodic: It has exactly one local MME p. Equivalently, for every v € P(f|x),

if h(f,v) = hror(f|x), then v = p.
If h(f,v) = hrop(f|x), then v ~ p, with explicit error bounds:

Theorem D (Effective Intrinsic Ergodicity). Let f be a C'* diffeomorphism of a closed
manifold M. Let X be an SPR Borel homoclinic class and let be p the MME of f|x. Given any
B >0, there is C > 0 such that for any invariant measure v (non necessarily ergodic) on X :

(1) If o: M — R is B-Holder continuous and ||¢||s is defined by (1.1), then

| [ edp— [ edv| < Cllellg/h(f, 1) — h(f,v). (1.7)
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(2) If v has no atoms, there is an injective Borel map T : M — M such that

T.v=p and /c(ame)d,u < Ch(f,n) —h(f,v),

where c(z,y) = d(z,y) + d(E* (z), B (y)) + d(E*(z), E"(y)), and d is the metric on the
Grassmannian bundle (see Appendiz A).> 3

(3) AT () = AT (V)| + [A7 () = A= ()| < CV/R(f, ) = h(f,v),
where A (v) := [ A (2)dv, and AT (x) and A~ (x) are the sums of positive or negative
Lyapunov exponents, with multiplicity (see §3.1).
This will be proved in §11.13.

Remark 1.8. Let Wi(-,-) denote the Wasserstein 1-distance of measures. The Kantorovich-
Rubinstein Theorem and equation (1.7) in case 8 = 1 say that

Wi(p,v) < C/h(f,p) — h(f,v) for all v € P(f|x).

Remark 1.9. Item (3) above yields the following rigidity phenomenon. Assume the hyperbol-
icity condition (C1) of Thm B in the case of surfaces (or in higher dimension, condition (EH)
of Thm 3.1). If A*(v,) — AT (u) whenever vy, € Peyg(f|x), vn — p, and h(f,v) = hoor(f|x),
then this convergence holds with the speed O(y/htop(f) — h(f,vn)). See also Thm 13.1.

We note two important special cases of Theorem D. Firstly, if f is a transitive Anosov
diffeomorphism, then there is just one Borel homoclinic class, and the theorem holds with
X = M. In this case, the above is due to Kadyrov [60]: Item (1) appears there explicitly, and
Items (2) and (3) are consequences of (1) and the Holder continuity of E*(z) and E*(x) on M.

Secondly, if f is a topologically transitive C'*° surface diffeomorphism with positive topolog-
ical entropy, then there is just one Borel homoclinic class with positive entropy (Example 1.7).
Ttems (1)—(3) hold with X = M and Item (3) reads as:

V() = M @)+ A (1) = A~ (0)] < CVA(F ) = h(fov) for all v € B(f).  (18)

Next we discuss the statistical properties of the ergodic MMEs of SPR diffeomorphisms. The
geometric potentials are the functions

J¥(x) := —log|det(Df|ps(x))|, J“(x) := —log | det(D f| gu(a))l, (1.9)
or —oo if E'(z) is not defined (¢ = u, s). In §11.3-§11.12 we show:

Theorem E. Let f be a C't diffeomorphism of a closed manifold. Suppose X is an SPR Borel
homoclinic class with period p such that hrop(f|x) > 0, and let p be the unique local MME on
X. Then, the following holds for all Hélder continuous observables on M and for the geometric
potentials:

(1) Exponential Decay of Correlations in the mixing case, or exponential decay of
correlations for the ergodic components of p with respect to fP in the non-mizing case
(Thm 11.10);

(2) Large Deviations Property for Birkhoff sums (Thm 11.15);*

2All invariant measures on the same Borel homoclinic class are hyperbolic, homoclinically related, and have
the same stable and unstable dimensions. See §2.2.

3We thank Y. Pesin for the suggestion to study the distance of the Oseledets distributions of measures with
high entropy to those of the MME. His suggestion motivated this statement.

4If dim M = 2, the n*® Birkhoff sums of ¢ := — log || Df| g« || equal —log ||[Df™|gu||. We thank F. Ledrappier
for the suggestion to analyze the large deviations of these functions. See §11.12.



8 J. BUZZI, S. CROVISIER, O. SARIG

(8) Almost Sure Invariance Principle for Birkhoff sums, and its consequences: central
limit theorem, law of the iterated logarithm, arcsine law, law of records (Thm 11.19 and
Corollaries 11.25-11.27);

(4) Asymptotic Variance of Birkhoff sums: ezistence, Green-Kubo identity, linear re-
sponse formula, and periodic orbit conditions for the non-vanishing of the asymptotic
variance (Thm 11.13).

See §11 for the full statements, and §12 for the proofs.

As explained above, if f is a transitive Anosov diffeomorphism in any dimension, or a transi-
tive C'°° surface diffeomorphism with positive entropy, there is just one Borel homoclinic class
with positive entropy, and the theorem holds with X = M. In the Anosov case, all parts of the
theorem are well-known: (1) is in [20],[92], (2) is in [66], (3) is in [38], and (4) is in [50],[71].
For general C'*° surface diffeomorphisms, these results are all new. Note that Thm 1.1 follows
from item (1) above together with Thm A and Example 1.7.

Finally, we characterize the SPR property in terms of the tail of the first entrance time into
Pesin blocks. We comment on the relation between this and L.-S. Young’s tower technique [112]
in the next section.

Theorem F (Ezponential Tails). Consider a C't diffeomorphism f of a closed manifold,
and a Borel homoclinic class X with an ergodic measure u mazimizing the entropy of flx. X
is SPR if and only if there exist x,d > 0 s.t.:

(1) For each € > 0, there are a (x,¢)-Pesin block A and § € (0,1), C > 0, s.t.
p{r: YO<k<n, f¥)¢ A} <CO", Yn>0;

(2) For every p € Perg(f|x) with h(f, 1) > hror(f|x) — 9, the Lyapunov exponents are
outside [—x, x].

The direct implication will be proved as Thm 11.39(1); The other direction is the implication
(II) = (I) in Thm 13.1.

Remark 1.10. Condition (2) is automatic in dimension two, because of the Ruelle inequality.
In this case Theorem F says that the SPR property, which is a priori a property of measures
with large entropy, can be checked by looking only at the measures with maximal entropy.

Suppose a point x belongs to some (x,¢e)-Pesin block. The optimal (x,e)-Pesin constant
K, . (z) of z is the smallest constant K in (1.4). The following corollary to Thm F was motivated
by the work of Alves, Luzzatto & Pinheiro [5].

Corollary 1.11 (Optimal Pesin Constants). Under the assumptions of Thm F, there exists
x > 0, such that for all € > 0 there are n,C > 0 which satisfy

ple Ky o(x) >t} < Ct™" for all t > 0.
The Corollary follows from Thm 11.39(2) and a simple computation.

1.6. Equilibrium States. The thermodynamic formalism of Ruelle, Sinai, and Bowen [92,
102, 20] studies a useful generalization of the measure of maximal entropy, called an equilibrium
measure. We recall the definitions.

Let X C M be an invariant Borel set, and let ¢ : X — R U {—o0} be a Borel function such
that sup ¢ < oo. We call ¢ a potential (see §11.16 for the explanation of the nomenclature).
The pressure of ¢ relative a measure p € P(f|x) is

P(f.1. ) = h(f, ) + / o
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The top pressure of ¢ on X is
Prop(flx,¢) = sup{P(f, 1, ¢) : p € P(f|x)}

For compact invariant sets X and continuous functions ¢, Prop(f|x,®) equals the topological
pressure of ¢|x, because of the Walters variational principle [109].

An invariant measure on X such that P(f,u,¢) = Prop(f|x,¢) is called an equilibrium
measure of ¢ on X, or if X = M, just an equilibrium measure of ¢. The equilibrium measures
of the potential ¢ = 0 are exactly the MME.

These classical ideas suggest the following generalization of the SPR, property.

Definition 1.12. A diffeomorphism f is SPR for a potential ¢ on an invariant Borel set X if
there exists x > 0 such that for each € > 0, there are a Borel (x,¢)-Pesin block A and numbers
Py < Prop(flx, ), 7> 0 as follows:

For every ergodic measure v on X, P(f,v,¢) > Py = v(A) > 7. (1.10)

When we do not specify the invariant set X, it is understood to be M. When we do not specify
the potential, it is understood to be ¢ = 0.

Remark 1.13. Note that f is SPR on X in the sense of Definitions 1.3 and 1.4 iff it is SPR
for the zero potential in the sense of Definition 1.12.

The results of the previous section extend in a straightforward way to equilibrium measures
of SPR potentials on Borel homoclinic classes which are either Hélder or geometric (see (1.9))
(or more generally quasi-Hélder, in the sense of §11.1). An example of an SPR geometrical
potential is discussed in §5.4.

Theorem G. Let f be a C'T diffeomorphism of a compact manifold. Let X be a Borel homo-
clinic class with period p, and let ¢: X — R be a quasi-Hélder potential such that f is SPR for
¢ on X. Then the following properties hold:

(1) Existence and Uniqueness: There exists one and only one equilibrium measure [y
on X for ¢.

(2) Properties: g, is isomorphic to the product of a Bernoulli scheme with a cyclic per-
mutation of p points. Quasi-Holder observables satisfy the large deviation property, the
almost sure invariance principle, the properties of the asymptotic variance listed in Thm
11.13, and, if p =1, exponential decay of correlations.

(3) Stability: There isey > 0 s.t. for every quasi-Hélder v : X — R such that sup |[¢| < &g,
f is SPR for ¢+ on X, and t — Prop(f|x, @ + t) is real-analytic on (-1,1).

This will be proved in §11.15 and §11.16.

Remark 1.14. The SPR property is in general not robust under perturbations of the diffeo-
morphism. There are SPR diffeomorphisms which can be C'°° perturbed to non-SPR diffeo-
morphisms: for instance, consider a surface diffeomorphism f whose only ergodic measures are
Dirac masses at hyperbolic fixed points but which is the limit of diffeomorphisms having zero
topological entropy and some non-hyperbolic ergodic measure (see Figure 1). To get an example
with positive entropy, consider the product of f with an Axiom A diffeomorphism.

1.7. Historical Context. The initial aim of this work was to understand the symbolic dynam-
ical description of C'*° surface diffeomorphisms built in [98].

These symbolic models are countable state Markov shifts (also called here Markov shifts).
Newhouse’s theorem on the existence of MME for C*° maps [81] and Gurevich’s characteriza-
tion of Markov shifts with MME imply that these Markov shifts must satisfy a combinatorial
condition called positive recurrence (see (6.8)).
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FIGURE 1. An example of a SPR diffeomorphism (left) which can be perturbed
to a non-SPR diffeomorphism (right) with zero entropy and a non-hyperbolic
ergodic measure supported on an invariant circle. One may take the time-one
map of a flow whose Poincaré map to a transverse section is co-tangent to the
identity.

We wanted to know if they also satisfied a stronger combinatorial property, called strong pos-
itive recurrence (Def. 7.1).> We were interested in this property because of the paper [35], which
characterized the SPR property for Markov shifts in terms of the existence of a Banach space
where Ruelle’s operator acts with spectral gap — a condition which has long been known to have
many consequences, including the symbolic analogues of Thms C-F above [92],[83],[50],[96],[35]
(see Appendix B).

We designed the SPR property for diffeomorphisms in Def. 1.3 to (a) guarantee the existence
of symbolic codings of Borel homoclinic classes by SPR Markov shifts (Thm 10.5), and (b) to
hold for a large class of natural examples, e.g. all C* surface diffeomorphisms f s.t. hyop(f) > 0
(Thm A).

We note that a large class of Hénon maps (those with strongly regular parameters) has been
shown in [13] to have SRB measures coded by SPR Markov shifts, yielding exponential mixing.
Other mathematicians have studied SPR-like conditions in other contexts. To relate our work
to theirs, we note a well-known characterization of the SPR condition for Markov shifts in terms
of an entropy gap at infinity [23, Sec. 6]: no sequence of measures which escapes to infinity can
have entropies converging to the supremum of all entropies (see §7.1). Entropy gaps at infinity
play a central role in the study of geodesic flows on non-compact negatively curved manifolds
and related dynamical systems [43],[89],[57],[99],[49]. For example, [43, Thm 5.1] considers the
geodesic flow on the modular surface, and gives an upper bound on the measure of the cusp in
terms of the closeness of the entropy to its maximum.

In our setup, the ambient manifold is compact, but the hierarchy of Pesin blocks with larger
and larger constants can be understood as a lack of compactness and this opens the way for
sequences of hyperbolic measures to lose mass in the limit to the non-hyperbolic part of the
phase space. An interpretation of the SPR condition for diffeomorphisms in terms of a suitably
defined entropy gap at infinity is not only possible, but useful and illuminating, see §4.

We note that the non-uniform specification properties introduced by Climenhaga and Thomp-
son [33] can at least sometimes be related to the existence of an SPR symbolic dynamics [32].

L.-S. Young has introduced a powerful method for studying the rate of decay of correlations
for maps with respect to a reference measure such as the volume, based on representing the
system as a factor of a “Young tower” [112]. If the distribution of the first entrance time into
the base of the tower decays exponentially fast, then one can deduce properties similar to those
we prove in the SPR setting: exponential decay of correlations [113], large deviations [88], and
the almost sure invariance principle [76].

5The name “strong positive recurrence” is from [96], but equivalent conditions appeared before in different
forms the works of Vere-Jones [108], Gurevich [55], and Gurevich-Zargaryan [54]. Other equivalent conditions
can be found in [53],[93],[96],[21].
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Our work implies that SPR Borel homoclinic classes possess Young towers with exponential
tail (for the MME). Indeed, we prove that they admit countable state Markov partitions such
that the distribution of the first entrance time to a partition set has exponential decay for the
MME (Thms 7.8 and 10.5), and every irreducible Markov shift can be recast as a Young tower
over a partition set, by inducing.

But since our tower comes from a Markov partition, it enjoys additional properties, which
are not always true for towers, such as the existence of entropy preserving lifts and projections
relating the measures on the tower to the measures of the original dynamical systems (Thm 10.5,
(33),(X4)). These are crucial to our work.

1.8. Guide to the Paper. The paper consists of four parts, and appendices.

In Part I, we study the SPR property for diffeomorphisms, and develop methods for checking
it. The main result is that every Borel homoclinic class of every C°° surface diffeomorphism
with positive entropy is SPR. The key idea is to reduce SPR to some condition on Lyapunov
exponents, yielding Thm 3.1. In this multidimensional generalization of Thm B the largest
exponent is replaced by the sum of the positive exponents. Our earlier work [26] establishes the
required continuity for C*° diffeomorphisms on surfaces, proving Thm A in §3.5. We also discuss
an extension to the C” case (Thm 3.19). In §4 we introduce tightness of sequences of measures
with respect to bornologies, and the precise definition of an entropy gap at infinity that will
allow us in Part III to relate the SPR property of a diffeomorphisms to the SPR property of
its symbolic model. Finally Section 5 gives some examples of SPR diffeomorphisms in higher
dimension.

In Part II, we recall some background on Markov shifts and then review the SPR property
in this setting. By [35], SPR implies a spectral gap for an associated transfer operator, and this
implies the analogues of Thms C, D and E for Markov shifts. All this was essentially known
before, but since the literature does not contain the results in the generality we require, we give
the proofs in Appendix B.

In Part IIT we study the symbolic dynamics of a diffeomorphism f on a Borel homoclinic class
X. First, we introduce the “bornological property” for an abstract symbolic coding, and show
how it relates the SPR property of a diffeomorphism to the SPR property of the coding (see
Defs. 8.1, 8.3, 8.5, and eq. (8.2)). Then we review the specific codings constructed in [98, 11]
(and on Borel homoclinic classes in [27]), and prove that they have the bornological property.
This leads to Thm 10.5: If f|x is SPR then f|x admits an SPR coding; conversely the existence
of a “good” SPR coding implies that f|x is SPR. At the end of Part III, we explain why this
analysis extends without effort to the SPR property with respect to a potential (Def. 1.12).

In Part IV, we apply the SPR coding of Part III and the properties of SPR Markov shifts
listed in Part II, to deduce our main results on the MMEs of SPR diffeomorphisms (Thms C-F),
and some extensions to equilibrium measures associated to non-constant potentials (Thm G).
A nice surprise is that some of the discontinuous objects of Pesin theory (such as the Oseledets
distributions) are coded by Hélder continuous objects on the symbolic model. This enables us
to obtain quantitative results on the robustness of Oseledets decomposition of the MME, and
the non-uniform hyperbolicity of its typical orbits. These are discussed in §11.12.

In §13, we show that many of the dynamical consequences of the SPR property are actually
equivalent to the SPR property. See Thm 13.1.

Part V consists of appendices. These present well-known or folklore results in the setup
needed for their application in this paper.

1.9. Acknowledgements. S.C. was partially supported by by the ERC project 692925 —
NUHGD. O.S. was supported by ISF grants 1149/18 and 264/22, and by a grant from the
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Minerva Stiftung. Part of this work was carried during a sabbatical visit to the Université
Paris-Saclay and the IHES, and O.S. thanks these institutions for their hospitality.

Part I. SPR Diffeomorphisms
2. PRELIMINARIES ON NON-UNIFORM HYPERBOLICITY

Suppose f: M — M is a C! diffeomorphism of a closed smooth manifold M with dimension
d. By the Oseledets theorem, there is an f-invariant set M’ with full measure for all invariant
measures, so that for all z € M':
.M= P E

Xeo(x)
where o(x) C R is a finite set, and E7 are non-trivial linear subspaces satisfying

E)={veT,M\0: lim Xlog|D,f"v| =\}uU{0}.
n—+oo ™

Moreover, o(f(z)) = o(x) and Df(E}) = E}‘(w).

The elements of o(z) are called the Lyapunov ezponents of x. The dimension of E? is called
the multiplicity of X\. In this paper, we always order the Lyapunov exponents in a decreasing
order, repeated according to their multiplicity:

M(z) > > M),

Fix x > 0. A measure p is called x-hyperbolic, if none of its Lyapunov exponents belongs to
[=x: x]-

2.1. Pesin Blocks and the Non-Uniformly Hyperbolic Set. We examine the definition
of (x,€)-Pesin blocks (Def. 1.2) more carefully.

Lemma 2.1. If A is a (x,¢)-Pesin block with ¢ < X, then A is also a (x,e)-Pesin block.

The decomposition T, M = E* @& E" in Def. 1.2 is uniquely defined on A, varies continuously

with x on A, and E*(z) = {v € T, M : limsup||Df".v|| < +oo}, and E*(z) = {v € T, M :
n—-4o0o

lim sup||Df~ ™| < +o0}.

n—-+o0o

Proof. Suppose x is a point with decompositions Tyn M = E*(f"(x)) ® E°(f"(z)) which

satisfy (1.4) for all n, for some constant K > 0. Every unit vector v € T, M decomposes into

v =0+ for v* € E*(z), v* € E*(z), and for n > 1 we have

IDf" 0% < Kexp(—xn)[[o*|l, | Df".0"|| = K=" exp(xn — en)||v"|. (2.1)

Since x —e > 0, if v ¢ E%(z), then ||Df™w| ~ [|[Df".0"] — oo, as n — oco. Consequently, v
cannot belong to the stable space of another decomposition into stable and unstable spaces. So
the decomposition T, M = E"(z) @& E*(x) is unique, and given by the statement of the lemma.
Similarly, the decompositions Tn ()M = E*(f"(x)) ® E*(f"(x)) are unique.

Let x; be a sequence of points with decompositions T'n (g, M = E*(f"(x;)) ® E*(f"(x;)) as
n (1.4), for all n, and with the same constant K, for all i. We claim that if z; — x, then x
also has a decomposition T'gn )M = E*(f"(x)) © E°(f"(x)) for all n, as in (1.4), and with the
same constant K.

Since condition (1.4) is closed, it is sufficient to show that E*(f™(z;)) and E*(f™(z;)) con-
verge as i — 00. A compactness argument and a diagonal argument shows that if this were not

the case, then there would be two subsequences i, jr — oo so that

B (f"(2i,)) = Ey(f"(2)) , E'(f"(x5,)) = Ex(f"(2)) (t=u,s),
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where E(f"(x)) # E5(f™(x)) for some n and some t € {u,s}. However, it is not difficult to
see using (2.1) that

Tyn@yM = EY (f"(x)) & E; (f"(x)) (n€Z)
are two direct sum decompositions which satisfy (1.4), in contradiction to the uniqueness of the

decomposition. It follows that E*(z), E*(x) is continuous on A and extends continuously to A.
The lemma follows. O

Pesin’s stable manifold theorem [84] can be stated as follows:

Theorem 2.2 (Pesin). Given a closed Riemannian manifold M, and v > 1, there exists a
positive continuous function €y, with the following property.

For any C" diffeomorphism f of M, any x,& > 0 with ¢ < epn (X, &, || fllcr), and any (x, €)-
Pesin block A, each x € A admits a C" embedded disc W () satisfying:

vy € Wlsoc(x)a hmsup%logd(f"(x),f"(y)) <0.

n—oo

Moreover the embedded disc W} (x) varies continuously with x € A in the C" topology. An
analogous statement holds for the local unstable manifolds W} (x).

The global stable and unstable manifolds of x € A are defined by
Wo(@) == Wi (f@)], W) = Wi (f (@)
n>0 n>0

The choice of ¢ in Theorem 2.2 does not matter, see [10, §3.2].

In [84], Pesin builds (x, €)-Pesin blocks with positive mass for any x-hyperbolic measure. In
general, these blocks are not invariant, and they may have zero measure with respect to some
X'-hyperbolic measures with ' < . This suggests the following construction:

Definition 2.3. The non-uniformly hyperbolic set is

NUH(f) := U ﬂ{x : & 18 contained in a (x,e)-Pesin block}. (2.2)
x>0e>0

The recurrent non-uniformly hyperbolic set is

NUH'(f) := U ﬂ U {z : x is a limit of periodic points in A}. (2.3)
x>0e>0 (x,e)-Pesin
block A

Note that NUH'(f) € NUH(f). These are Borel sets, because there is a countable family of
Pesin blocks {A;}ien such that every (g, x)-Pesin block (for any €, x) is a subset of A; for some i.
They are f-invariant, because the image of a (x, €)-Pesin block (with constant K) is contained
in a (x,¢)-Pesin block (with constant Ke®). By Theorem 2.2, each point x € NUH(f) admits a
stable and an unstable manifold.

It will be useful later to consider a fixed value of xy > 0 and to introduce

NUH, (f) := ﬂ {z : x is contained in a (x,€)-Pesin block}
e>0
and the corresponding NUH/ (f).

Theorem 2.4 (Pesin [84], Katok [63]). Let f be a C'T diffeomorphism on a closed manifold.
Every hyperbolic invariant measure of f satisfies p(NUH'(f)) = 1.
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2.2. Borel Homoclinic Classes. Let f be a C'* smooth diffeomorphism of a closed manifold
M. The set of transverse intersection points of two sub-manifolds U,V in M will be denoted
by U V.

In [27, §2.4], we introduced a partial generalization of Smale’s spectral decomposition. The
elements of this decomposition were determined up to sets of measure zero, simultaneously for
all hyperbolic invariant measures. We will now specify a a canonical choice for these sets.

2.2.1. The Homoclinic Relation. First, we extend the homoclinic relation on hyperbolic periodic
orbits introduced by Newhouse [80]. See also [91].

Definition 2.5. Two points z,y € NUH'(f) are homoclinically related (z ~ y) if W*(z) has a
transverse intersection point with an iterate of W*(y), and W*(x) has a transverse intersection
point with an iterate of W*(y).

Proposition 2.6. The homoclinic relation ~ is an equivalence relation on NUH'(f).

Proof. Symmetry and reflexivity are clear; we will show transitivity. Suppose z,y,z € NUH'(f),
and x ~ y and y ~ z. By definition, there exists periodic points p, g, which are arbitrarily
close to z,y, z in a common Pesin block. By continuity of the stable and unstable manifolds,
we can choose p,q,r sothat p~¢q, g~7r, x ~pand z ~ r.

The inclination lemma (see [64]) implies the transitivity of the homoclinic relation between
hyperbolic periodic orbits, hence p ~ r. Replacing r by an iterate if necessary, one can thus
find an unstable disc D* C W*(p) and a stable disc D* C W#(r) which intersect transversally.
By the inclination lemma, since z ~ p there also exists an iterate f(x) such that W*(f"(x))
contains a disc C'-close to D*. Similarly, there exists an iterate f~™(z) such that W*(f~™(z2))
contains a disc C'-close to D*. Consequently W (f"(z)) h W*(f~™(z)) # @. With the same
argument, there exist iterates of W#(x) and W*(y) which intersect transversally. This proves
T ~ z as required. [l

Definition 2.7. Borel homoclinic classes are equivalence classes of ~ in NUH'(f). A Borel
homoclinic class equal to a hyperbolic periodic orbit is called trivial.

Proposition 2.8. (1) The set of Borel homoclinic classes is a finite or countable partition
of NUH'(f) into invariant Borel sets.
(2) Each class contains a dense set of hyperbolic periodic points.
(8) Any hyperbolic ergodic measure p is carried by a Borel homoclinic class X .
(4) Any measure carried by a Borel homoclinic class is hyperbolic.

Proof. Every x € NUH'(f) is homoclinically related to some hyperbolic periodic orbit (see the
proof of Prop 2.6). Since there are at most countably many hyperbolic periodic orbits z;, there
are at most countably many Borel homoclinic classes, each equal to the equivalence class of some
x;. The equivalence class of z; is clearly invariant. It is Borel, because for every 0 < g < Ag
there is a countable family of Pesin blocks Ay ; such that every (ex, A, )-Pesin block is contained
in some Ay ;, and the sets {y € Ay, : y ~ z;} are open in the relative topology. This proves (1).
Items 2 and 4 follow from (2.3). Item 3 follows from Thm 2.4. O

Using Prop. 2.8(3), we define the Borel homoclinic class of an ergodic hyperbolic measure p
to be the (unique) Borel homoclinic class which carries u. If p sits on a hyperbolic periodic
orbit O, we also speak of the Borel homoclinic class of O.

Remark 2.9. Newhouse defined the homoclinic class of O to be the closure of the union
of all periodic orbits that are homoclinically related to O [80]. Following [27], we call these
sets topological homoclinic classes. They are not the same as Borel homoclinic classes. The
topological homoclinic class of O is equal to the closure X of the Borel homoclinic class X of
O. See [80, 16] for their properties.
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Suppose dim M = 2 and f € C" with 7 > 1. Any point in X \ X belongs to either NUH'( f)¢,
or some set X N X', where X’ is a Borel homoclinic class different from X. By [27, Prop. 6.8],
hror (flxe\x) < Amax(f)/r, with Amax(f) as in (1.2).

In particular, for C*° surface diffeomorphisms, the topological and Borel homoclinic classes
of O are equal up to a set a set of measure zero, for any ergodic invariant measure with positive
entropy.

Remark 2.10. Other decompositions into pairwise disjoint sets related to Newhouse’s con-
struction were previously used in [91] (“ergodic homoclinic classes”) and in [27, Prop. 2.15]
(the sets denoted there by Hp).

Remark 2.11. In [27, Def. 2.10], we discussed an equivalence relation of ergodic hyperbolic
measures which, in the language of this paper, is equivalent to saying that p; ~ ps when x ~ y
for (p1 x p2)-a.e. (z,y). We called the associated equivalence classes measured homoclinic
classes.

Measured homoclinic classes are sets of measures; Borel homoclinic classes are sets of points.
They are related by the following (obvious) statement: the measured homoclinic class of the
measure p is the set of ergodic hyperbolic measures carried by the Borel homoclinic class of p.

2.2.2. The Period of a Borel Homoclinic Class. We extend the results of [1] (compare with [27,
Prop. 2.17)).

Definition 2.12. The period of a Borel homoclinic class X is the greatest common divisor of
all the periods of periodic orbits in the class. It is denoted by period(X).

Proposition 2.13. If a Borel homoclinic class X has period p, then there is a Borel set A such
that f{(A)NA=a fori=0,....,p—1, fP(A) = A, and

X=AUf(A)U---UfrA).

Two points x,y € X belong to a same fi(A) iff there is a hyperbolic periodic point q such that
W(z) h W?3(q) and W*(q) h W*(y) are both non-empty. The set A is a Borel homoclinic class

of fP.

Proof. Let Xy be the set of periodic points in X. Proposition 1 in [1] and its proof show that
Xo=AqU f(Ao) U---u fpil(z‘lo)7 with Ay as follows:

(1) Ao, f(Ao),..., fP1(Ap) are pairwise disjoint and fP(Ag) = Ao;

(2) Two periodic ¢,r € Xy are in the same f*(Ao) iff W*(q) h W*(r) # &;
We show that the proposition holds with the set

A:={z e X :W"z)hW?*(q) # @ for some q € Ap}.

Obviously fP(A) = A. We claim that A is disjoint from f¥(A) for 1 < k < p. Suppose by
way of contradiction that there exists some x € AN f¥(A) for 1 < k < p. By the definition
of NUH'(f), = lim ¢, where g, are periodic orbits in the same Pesin block. Since ¢, — =,
W (gn) = W (z) in the C* topology. Since z € A, W"(z) b W*(q) # @ for some g € Ay. So
W(qn) h W3(q) # & for all n sufficiently large, with the conclusion that ¢, must eventually all
lie in Ay. Similarly, the assumption that z € f¥(A) leads to the conclusion that g, all eventually
lie in f*(Ap). So f¥(Ag) N Ag # @, a contradiction.

Fix x,y € X, and suppose z,y € f*(A) for the same i. Write z = lim ¢, and y = lim r,,, where
¢n and 7, are periodic points all lying in the same Pesin block. As we saw above, g,, and r,, must
all eventually belong to f%(Ag). Therefore, for all sufficiently large n, W%(g,) h W¥(r,) # @.
In addition, since ¢, — x,7, — y, for all sufficiently large n, W%(x) m W*(q,) # &, and
W(r,) h W9(y) # @. By the inclination lemma, W*(g,) must accumulate on W*(r,), and
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therefore W*(q,) h W*(y) # @. So there is a periodic orbit ¢ = ¢, such that W*(x) i W*(q)
and W?(y) h W"(q) are non-empty.

Conversely, suppose there is a hyperbolic periodic point ¢ such that W*(z) h W#(q) # &
and W"(q) M W*(y) # @. Then for all n large enough, W*(g,,) h W#(q) # @ and W?*(r,) M
W(q) # @. Necessarily ¢y, q,, belong to the same set f{(Ag). One concludes that z and y
belong to the same set fi(A).

Using the inclination lemma, it is possible to see that A coincides with the set of x € X
such that W#(x) h W*(q) # @ for some g € Ay. Since all points in Ay are fP—homoclinically
related, A must be contained in a homoclinic class of fP. From the considerations above, any two
points z,y € X such that W*(z) h W*(y) # @ belong to a same set fi(A). As a consequence
the disjoint sets A, f(A),..., fP~1(A) are contained in different homoclinic classes of fP. This
implies that A is equal to a Borel homoclinic class of fP. (I

2.2.3. MME on Borel Homoclinic Classes. The next result was stated and proved in [27, Cor
3.3] for surface diffeomorphisms, but the proof works in any dimension:

Proposition 2.14. FEach Borel homoclinic class X carries at most one measure p such that
h(f, 1) = hror(f|x). This measure, if it exists, is isomorphic to the product of a Bernoulli
scheme with a cyclic permutation of period(X) points. In particular, p is mizing exactly when
the period of the class is 1.

Proposition 2.15. Given any Pesin block A, there exist at most finitely many Borel homoclinic
classes which intersect A.

Proof. Suppose A is a Pesin block A, and X1, X, ... are Borel homoclinic classes which intersect
A. Fix some z; € X; N A. Without loss of generality, (z;);>1 converges (otherwise pass to a
subsequence). By Theorem 2.2, the local stable and unstable manifolds of the points in A vary
continuously in the C'-topology. As a consequence, for any i, j large enough, the stable and
unstable manifolds of z; and x; have transverse intersections. This implies that for all i large
enough, the points x; are homoclinically related, hence the classes X; are the same. O

If dim M = 2, then we have the following global finiteness result, which follows from Remark
6.2 and Thm 6.12 in [27], and Remark 2.9 above:

Proposition 2.16. Fiz 1 <r < oo and let f be a C" diffeomorphism on a closed surface. For
any § > 0 there are only finitely many Borel homoclinic classes X s.t.

hroo (flx) > (Amax(f)/r) + 6 (Amax(f) /00 = 0 by convention).

2.2.4. Borel Homoclinic Classes and the SPR Property. We now prove Prop. 1.5. We start by
making the following simple general observation. Let A, B, Ay, ..., Ay be invariant measurable
sets, then

(1) If A C B, B is SPR, and hop(f|a) = hror(f|B), then A is also SPR.

First assume that the diffeomorphism f is SPR, i.e., that eq. (1.5) is satisfied for some Pesin
block A and numbers hg < hrop(f|x) and 7 > 0. Each ergodic measure p with entropy larger
than hg satisfies u(A) > 7. So p has a set of positive measure of points with non-vanishing
Lyapunov exponents. Such measures are hyperbolic, and we obtained Item (a) of Prop. 1.5.

Every homoclinic class with top entropy larger than hg carries an ergodic measure p with
entropy larger than hg. Necessarily, u(A) > 7. Prop. 2.15 implies that there exist only finitely
many classes carrying such measures, hence the number of Borel homoclinic classes with entropy
larger than hg is finite. This is Item (b).
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In particular, one can increase hg so that all the homoclinic classes with top entropy larger
than ho have top entropy exactly equal to hyop(f). Hence Item (c) follows from Observation (1)
above.

Conversely, suppose f satisfies properties (a), (b), (c) from the statement of Proposition 1.5.
By (b), there is a constant h such that the classes X with hyop(f|x) > h form a finite family
X1,...,X;. Increasing h (while keeping h < hyop(f)), one can assume that hrop(f|x,) = htop(f)
for all . Each of these classes is SPR, (by Item (c)). By Item (a) and Proposition 2.8(3), the top
entropy of Y := M\ (X7 U---UXy) is at most h. Since M =Y UX; U---UX,, Observation (2)
implies that f is SPR. (]

2.2.5. SPR Diffeomorphisms with Zero Topological Entropy.

Proposition 2.17. A C'* diffeomorphism f with zero topological entropy on a closed manifold
is SPR iff the following two properties hold:

(a) [ has at most finitely many ergodic measures, and
(b) each ergodic measure is supported on a hyperbolic periodic orbit.

Proof. Suppose f is SPR and hiop(f) = 0. The constant h in Prop 1.5 must be negative.
Consequently, every ergodic invariant measure is hyperbolic, and the number of Borel homoclinic
classes is finite.

In addition, every Borel homoclinic class is equal to a hyperbolic periodic orbit. Otherwise
the class would have contained a transverse homoclinic intersection for some power of f, and
hiop(f) would have been positive [103, 80].

It follows that the ergodic invariant measures are all carried by a finite collection of homoclinic
classes, each equal to a hyperbolic periodic orbit. This proves (=).

Conversely, if f satisfies (a) and (b), then hyop(f) = 0 by the variational principle, and f
is SPR because Definition 1.3 holds with hg negative and A equal to the union of the (finite)
collection of hyperbolic periodic orbits of f. O

2.3. Pliss Lemma for Measures. Fix an invertible map T : 2 — €2, and a function ¢ : Q@ — R.
For every j > 0, the j-th Birkhoff sum of ¢ is

p0:=0, p;i=p+poT+---+poT/™\, (2.4)

A (forward) Pliss point (with constant 5 € R) is a point x such that ¢;(z) > 85 for each j > 0.
The next lemma estimates the size of the set of Pliss points:

Lemma 2.18. Let T be an invertible measure preserving map on a probability space (Q, F,v).
Suppose ¢ € L*(v), A€ R,k € [0,1], and v{x € Q: p(x) > A} < k. Then for every B < A,

[edv—B—kle — Al

Wz :¥j >0, ¢i(x) = Bj} > (2.5)

A-p
Remark 2.19. In the special case A := ess sup ¢ and k = 0, the lemma says that
, , pdv — 3
v{z :Vj >0, ¢;(x)>Bj}> fA_B

If v is ergodic, this implies that for v-almost every y, the density of k such that z = T*(y)
J pdv—5
A=pB
lemma, see for instance [72, Chapter IV, Lemma 11.8]. Lemma 2.18 relaxes the assumptions
and allows ¢ to be larger than A on a set with small measure. Another generalized version of

Pliss in a similar spirit but with different assumptions can be found in [6, Lem A].

is a Pliss point with constant [ is bounded from below by . This is the classical Pliss
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Proof of Lemma 2.18. Without loss of generality 8 = 0, otherwise we subtract § from ¢ and
A. Let P := {z : ¥j > 0 ¢,;(z) > 0}. By the Kakutani-Yosida maximal inequality [111],

/ pdv < 0. Hence,
[inf 4 <0]

/gpdz/:/ gadl/Jr/ gpdVJr/ cpdl/g/cpdz/.
Q P [inf F%3<0] [inf T >0]N[p<0] P

It now follows that

/ wdv < / pdv = / (p — A)dv + / (p — A)dv + Av(P)
Q P Pn[p<A] P[p>A]

< / (p— A)dv + Av(P)
PNp>A]
<l = Alloovlp > Al + Av(P) < kllp — Alloe + Av(P).
Thus, v(P) > % ([ ¢dv — kl¢ — Al|o), which is (2.5) when 8 = 0. O

2.4. Tempered Envelopes. Given an invertible map T : Q@ — Q, a function II : Q — (0, c0)
and € > 0, we define the e-tempered envelope Il by

I : Q — (0,00] , T (x) := sup{e”"FTII(T"z) : n € Z}.
If T, is finite at x, then II. is finite on the orbit O(z), and I, : O(x) — (0, 00) is the smallest
function on O(z) such that II, > IT and e °II. <II; o T < €*1L..
Lemma 2.20. Let T be an invertible ergodic probability preserving map on a probability space
(Q, F#,v). Suppose I : Q@ — (0, 00) is measurable, and € > 0.
(1) Iflog ®2L € L'(v), then I1.(z) is finite at almost every point x.

(2) If exp(—co) < HI.E(T;J;) < exp(cg) for some constant co > 0, then for any t > 0,

v{z Tl (w) >t} < 4max(2,1) v{z: II(z) > t}.

Proof. (1) is due to Pesin; we recall the proof. If log % € L'(v) then by Birkhoff’s ergodic
theorem, L log II(T"z) — 0 as n — oo for almost every point z. So e~"II(T™z) — 0, and
IT. () is finite.

To prove (2) it is sufficient to consider ¢y > ¢, because if ¢y < ¢, then II. = II, and (2) is
obvious. Observe that II.(z) := max(IIZ(x), II¥(z)), where

I3 (z) ;= sup e ™ II(T"x) , T¥(x) :=supe "“I(T "z).
n>0 n>0

We claim that v{z : I$(z) > t} < 22 v{x : II(z) > t}. The following short proof was shown
to us by Yuntao Zang [114]:

v({z : 1E(z) >t} <V Z v({z : I(T"x) > t- e, (T 'z) < t- st}

n>0
§(2) Z v({z :1(z) > t-e, M(Ta) <t- ea(n+1)})

n>0
§(3) Z l/({J; : H(gg) >t e, H(l‘) <t. es(n+1)+c0})

n>0

I 11
SM)/ #{nEN:iIOg @) —1-%2<n<ilog (z)} dv
(I1>] t .

<(1+2) v({z:O) >t}) < 2o p({z: (z) > t}).
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<™ is because LlogII(T"z) — 0 a.e.; <®) uses T-invariance; <®) is because II(z) < e II(Tz);
and < follows by exchanging the sum and the integral.

By symmetry, we also have v{z : II¥(z) > t} < 22p{z : II(z) > t}. Since Il. = max(II$,II%),
a union bound gives Item (2). O

2.5. Pesin Blocks with Measure Bounded From Below.

Proposition 2.21. Let f be a C' diffeomorphism of a closed manifold M. Given ng > 1 and
X > 0, let P,, := P,,(x) be the set of Pliss points defined by

p ol there is a splitting Ty M = E(z) @ F(x) s.t. Vj >0, (2.6)
T IDF |l < e and [[Df I pg || < exmo '
Then, for every e > 0 there exists a (x,¢)-Pesin block A, = Ao(x,€) such that
v(M\ Apy) < 4max(,1) v(M \ Pp,) for all invariant measures v, (2.7)

where co = x + max(log | D f|lsup, 10g |Df~{|sup)-
Proof. Let v be an invariant measure. We assume v to be ergodic, as the general case follows
by averaging over the ergodic decomposition. We also assume v(P,,) > 0 (otherwise there is
nothing to prove). These two properties imply that the set M’ of Oseledets-regular points x
with no zero Lyapunov exponent has full v-measure. Thus, at each point x € M’, there is
a splitting T,M = E_; @& E such that for every nonzero v € E,, lim %log IDf™.v| and
n—oo

lim 1log|Df~".v| exist, and are negative; Similarly for every nonzero v € E the limits
n——oo
exist and are positive. Thus, for z € P,, N M’, the decomposition T, M = E(z) @ F(z) must
coincide with T, M = E; @ E}. We define for z € M":
I1(2) := supyo (| Df*| 5~ (@) || exp(xk))
I1%(2) := supyo (| Df ¥+ ()l exp(xk))-
Let € = maxo<p<n, max(| DS, [ D), then

Py, NM C{z:1Il(z) <C}.
Let Il denote the e-tempered envelope of II. For every n € Z and k > 0,
IDf* |- (nap | < T (2)) exp(—xk) < I (z) exp(—xk +e|n]),
IDf* g+ (prapll < T (x)) exp(—xk) < . (a) exp(—xk + ln]).
Therefore, the following set is a (x, €)-Pesin block:
Apy i =A{x: 1. (z) < C}.

1D+
D o= 7 ap

I(Df| @)~ 71X T (f(2)) < 11 (2) < max(L, [ Df[p- (|| - ¥ - I (f(2))).-
Therefore, II5(f(x)) < [(Dflg-()) 'l - e7X - II¥(x). In addition, if II%(z) > 1, I*(x) <
|Dflg- ()l - eX - II*(f(x)). Otherwise IT°(x) = 1 < II°(f(x)). Similar inequalities hold for IT*.
In conclusion,

II(z) := max(II°(z), I%(z)), where {

Note that [|[(Df|p-(z)) It < < |IDf|g-(2)ll- Consequently,

exp(—co) () <TI(f(x)) < exp(co) (), (2.8)
where cg := x + max(log || D flsup, 10g [|Df ~{|sup) > 0.
II(x) is well-defined and finite v-almost everywhere. By Lemma 2.20 and (2.8), the envelope
II. () is also finite v-a.e., and

v(M\ Apy) = v({z : Tlc(z) > C}) < 4max(2,1) - pf{z: (x) > C}
<dmax(L,1) - u(M\ Py,). O
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3. DEDUCING SPR FROM PROPERTIES OF LYAPUNOV EXPONENTS

In this section we give a sufficient condition for the SPR property of C! diffeomorphisms
in dimension d > 2 (Theorem 3.1).5 The condition is in terms of the Lyapunov exponents of
measures with nearly maximal entropy, and consists of two properties: entropy hyperbolicity
(EH) and entropy continuity (EC), see §3.2.

This sufficient condition is the key for the proof that every C>° surface diffeomorphism
with positive entropy is SPR (Theorem A). Indeed, it implies much more: For C*° surface
diffeomorphisms, all homoclinic classes (Borel or topological) are SPR (Thm 3.15); and many
C" surface diffeomorphisms (or homoclinic classes of C” diffeomorphisms) are SPR (Thm 3.19).

To verify properties (EH) and (EC) in these cases, we use [26] in the C*® scenario, and [22]
in the C" scenario.

3.1. Notation. For the remainder of §3, f is a C! diffeomorphism of a d-dimensional closed
manifold M with d > 2. There are some simplifications when d = 2. We will point these out as
we go.

Recall from §2 that A\(z) > - > )\d(aﬁ) is the ordered list of Lyapunov exponents, repeated
according to multiplicity. Let o(z) := {Ai(z),..., A\¢(z)}, and let T, M = @AGU(I)E; be the
Oseledets decomposition. The unstable space of z is Ef := @©ys0 E2. The unstable dimension

Aeo(x)
of z is i(z) := dim E;. In the two-dimensional case, dim(E;) = 1 a.e. for all ergodic measures
with positive entropy. In higher dimensions, the unstable dimension could have other values.
We have:

i(z) := max{i : \(z) > 0} or zero, if the set is empty.

The sums of the positive (resp. negative) exponents are defined by
d ‘ d
At(2) =Y max(X(x),0) , A~ (2) =Y min()N (x),0).
i=1 j=1

Then A*(z) = A*¥®)(z), where
AT W) =N W) + -+ X (v), AT(w) = X)) + -+ ).

If v is ergodic, then \*(z), A* (x), A**(x) and i(z) are constant a.e., and we denote their constant
values by A\ (v), A*(v), A®%(v) and i(v). For non-ergodic measures,

N(v) = /)\Z(z) dv(z), A*(v):= /Ai(:r) dv(z), AT(v):= /Ai’i(l’) dv.

We write p, — p, when u, converge weak-* to p on M, i.e. when p,(p) — u(p) for all
continuous ¢ : M — R. We emphasize that even in cases when we consider u, € P(f|x), the
test functions are continuous functions on M, and not just on X.

3.2. A Sufficient Condition for SPR in Terms of Lyapunov Exponents. Let X C M
be an invariant Borel set (X may be non-compact). Consider the following two conditions on

flx:
(EH) Entropy Hyperbolicity on X: There is x > 0 as follows. Suppose p,, € Perg(f|x)
and g, — pon M. If A(f, ptn) = hror(f|x), then there exists a constant ¢ := i(u) such
that A'(z) > x > —x > A (2) p-a.e.
(EC) Entropy Continuity of AT on X: Suppose p,, € Perg(f|x) and p, — pon M. If
h(f, /1'71,) — hTOP(f|X)7 then lim,,_,o A+(,Uzn) = AJF(;JJ).

6For C1+ diffeomorphisms, this condition is also necessary. See Theorem 13.1.
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Theorem 3.1. Let f be a C' diffeomorphism of a closed manifold, and let X C M be a
nonempty invariant Borel set. If f is entropy hyperbolic and A" is entropy continuous on X,

then f is SPR on X.

Remark 3.2. Property (EH) is always true for C*° surface diffeomorphisms and invariant Borel
sets X such that hvop(f|x) = Atop(flxr) > 0 (e.g., X = M). The reason is that in this case, by
Newhouse’s upper-semicontinuity theorem [81], a.e. ergodic component of 4 must be an MME.
Hence, by Ruelle’s entropy inequality, (EH) holds with i := 1 and x := h¢op(f(|%)/2-

Remark 3.3. Property (EC), the entropy continuity of A™ on X, is equivalent to the entropy
continuity of A~ on X. This is because, by the Oseledets theorem, A~ (u,,) = / log | det(Df)|dpn—
A" (11,,), and log | det(Df)]| is continuous on M.

Remark 3.4. If d > 2, then the ergodic measures u, in (EC) may have different unstable
dimensions. However, Lemma 3.7 below shows that if (EH) holds, then i(uy,) is eventually
constant, and equal to i(u). In particular, for all n large enough, A™(x) = Zj(ﬂ N (x) pn-a.e.,
and not just p-a.e. (In dimension two, this follows directly from Ruelle’s inequality.)

Remark 3.5. The careful reader will notice that the proof of Theorem 3.1 below does not
depend on any specific property of entropy. Indeed, Thm 3.1 still holds if one generalizes
the notions of SPR, (EH), and (EC) by replacing the entropy by some arbitrary function P :
Perg (f[x) — R and hrop(f|x) by the corresponding supremum Px := sup,,¢p,,, (f|x) £(#). More
precisely, the three notions may be generalized as follows.

Generalized SPR on X : there is x > 0 such that for each € > 0, there are a (), €)-Pesin block A
and numbers Py < Px and 7 > 0 satisfying: For any v € P (f|x), P(v) > Py = v(A) > 7.
Generalized (EH) on X : thereis x > 0 as follows. Suppose ,, € Pero(f|x) and g, — pron M. If
P(u,) — Px, then there exists a constant i := i(u) such that \i(z) > x > —x > A1 (z) p-a.e.
Generalized (EC) on X: Suppose ft, € Porg(f|x) and p,, — pon M. If P(p,) — Px, then

The reader may check that the proof of Theorem 3.1 generalizes almost verbatim, just re-
placing the Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy by the function P and the top entropy of X by Px. It
shows that if f|x satisfies the generalized (EH) and (EC), then it also satisfies generalized SPR.

The proof of the theorem is given below. First we will use (EH) to see that every u,, € P(f|x)
with sufficiently high entropy must be hyperbolic. Every ergodic hyperbolic measure p has a
canonical lift to the Grassmannian bundle, given by gt = [ Y (5(% E;r)d,u(:v). We will use
(EC) to prove that 7 — gt for many sequences of measures p, such that p, — p and
h(f, pn) = hror(flx) (Lemma 3.10). This gives some control of the hyperbolicity properties
of measures with high entropy, and opens the way to using the Pliss Lemma for measures
(Lemma 2.18) and Proposition 2.21, to produce a Pesin block which has large measure for all
measures with high entropy. SPR follows.

3.3. Preparations for the Proof.
3.3.1. Continuity Lemmas. The following semicontinuity is well-known:

Proposition 3.6. For any C' map f of a closed manifold M, if p, € P(f) and p, — p, then
limsup AT (u,) < AT (u) and liminf A= (u,,) > A% (u), for all i.
n—oo

n— oo

Proof. Tt is sufficient to prove the result for AT, see Remark 3.3.
Ifi =1, then A™!(v) = [lim X log || D f"||dv. By the sub-additive ergodic theorem, AT (v) =
inf,,>1 = [log||Df"||dv, an upper semi-continuous function of v.
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If d = 2 we are done. If d > 2 and 7 > 1, then we use Raghunathan’s identity to express
A*(pu) as the top Lyapunov exponent of an exterior power of the derivative cocycle Df (see
e.g. [15, Prop. 2.2]). Then we proceed as in the case i = 1. O

The following studies the unstable dimensions of y,, — £ in the setting of (EH):

Lemma 3.7. Suppose i, € Perg(f|x), ftn — p, and there is 0 < i < d such that \'(z) > 0 >
XFY(z) p-a.e. Then:

(1) If A" (pn) — AT (), then puy, is hyperbolic and i(py,) =i for all n large.

(2) A* (k) = AT (1) iff o5y A (i) — 325y A (ptn).-

(The lemma is obvious in the two-dimensional case.)

Proof. Let pu, — p as above. To prove (1), it is sufficient to consider the special case when all
the p,, have the same unstable dimension j. Thus we assume A" (u,) = AT () — AT ()
and deduce j =i.
Assume by contradiction that j # i. Suppose first that j = i + k£ with k positive. By the
upper semicontinuity of A*+#+* () (Prop. 3.6) and the hyperbolicity of s,
limsup At (py,) = limsup AT R (1) < ATR ()
n—roo

n—oo
= AT () + AT () 4 N () < AT (i) = AT (),

which contradicts the assumption in (1). Next suppose j = ¢ — k with k¥ > 1. By Prop. 3.6
liminf, oo A9 (1) > A7 (p), and proceeding as before we obtain liminf A= (u,) > A~ ().
But this contradicts Remark 3.3. Thus j = 1.

We now check the hyperbolicity of p, for large n. In particular, A™¢(u,) — AT(u). Also,
limsup,,_, . AT (1) < AT1(u) which is strictly smaller than A™%(y), by (EH). Thus
AT () < AT (py,) for n large, whence N1 (1u,,) is eventually negative. Thus p, is hyper-
bolic for all large n, and Item (1) follows.

Let us deduce item (2). The direct implication = in item (2) is an immediate consequence
of item (1). For the converse, we assume A™(y,) — AT (u) = AT () and that, without loss
of generality, the unstable dimension of u, is some integer j for all large n. As above, the
semicontinuity of A*7, together with the hyperbolicity of u, gives that if j # 4,

limsup A (1) < AT () < A () = AT () = i A ().

This implies that for large n, A*(11,,) > A7 (p1n,), a contradiction to j being the unstable dimension
of the p,,’s. Thus j = i, whence At (u1,,) = AT%(pu,). Direction < in Item (2) easily follows. O

3.3.2. Grassmannian Extensions. Suppose 1 < ¢ < d. The i-th Grassmannian bundle of M is
the bundle & (i, M) with base space M, and fibres

G(i,TyM) := {E C T, M : E is a linear i-dimensional subspace}.
There is a natural smooth Riemannian structure on &(i, M), see Appendix A. We denote
the points of &(i, M) by (z,E) (x € M, E € G(i,T,M)). There is a natural projection
7:6(i,M)— M, given by 7(z, E) = x.
Any diffeomorphism f on M induces a diffeomorphism f on &(i, M) acting by

f(z,E) = (f(x), Do f.E).
Let p be a (possibly non-ergodic) f-invariant measure such that the unstable dimension i(x)
is equal to a positive constant ¢ p-almost everywhere. Then

at ::/ O, ) dp(w)
M
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is an f—invariant measure on &(i, M), called the unstable lift of u. If p is f-ergodic, then it if
fv—ergodic.

Recall that the the determinant of a linear operator T mapping one i-dimensional inner
product space F; onto another i-dimensional inner product space F5 is defined, up to sign, to
be the determinant of the matrix representing the linear operator SoTS;* : R? — R, where
S; : R* — E; are isometries.

The i-dimensional log-Jacobian of f is the function ¢ : &(i, M) — R given by

p(xz, E) :=log |det(D f.|g)|-

(The notation suppresses i = dim E, because it is obvious from the context.) If f is a C*
diffeomorphism, then ¢ is globally defined, and continuous.

Proposition 3.8. Let v be an f-invariant measure such that the unstable dimension i(x) is
equal v-almost everywhere to a constant i. Then:

At (v) = / pdvt. (3.1
&(4,M)

All other v € P(f) such that 7.V = v satisfy v(¢) < AT (v).
This is well-known, but we could not find a reference. We give the proof in §A.2.

Remark 3.9. If i = 1, then A" (v) = [, log|det(Df|g+)|dv, and (3.1) is trivial. But even
in this simple case, (3.1) has the advantage that ¢ is globally defined and continuous, whereas
log | det(D f|g+)] is not. For more information on the defect AT (v) — v(p) for arbitrary lifts in
this case, see [26, Lemma 3.3].

Next we use (EH) to give a condition guaranteeing the convergence of the unstable lifts of a
convergent sequence of measures p,, the unstable lift of lim p,:

Lemma 3.10. Suppose fin, € Perg(flx), ftn — i, and p is hyperbolic, with a.s. constant
unstable dimension i. Then AT (u,) — AT () iff mh — gt on &(i, M).

Proof. Let p, — u as above. By assumption, there is a constant ¢ such that i(z) = ¢ p-a.e.
Suppose ;7 — T, with all unstable lifts living on &(i, M). Since ¢ is continuous on &(i, M),
fif (#) = it (@), and by eq. (3.1) A*(up) — A™ (u).

Conversely, suppose A™(u,) — AT (u). By Lemma 3.7, for all large n, p, is hyperbolic with
unstable dimension 4, hence fi,, lives on & (i, M). This set is compact and metrizable, therefore

P(f) is weak-+ compact. So it suffices to show that for any subsequence i} such that fi,f, — v
on (i, M), v = . We have:

Ar(p) = AT (p) = lim AT (pn) = lHm iy, (9) = 7(p).
n o0 —00
Moreover 7,7 = u. By Proposition 3.8, 7 = ™ as claimed. O
3.4. Proof of Theorem 3.1. Recall that f is a C' diffeomorphism on M, and X is some

invariant measurable subset X. Our goal is to deduce strong positive recurrence from Conditions
(EH) and (EC).

3.4.1. Property (*). We say that a C! diffeomorphism f satisfies Property (*) on an invariant
Borel set X if there exists xo > 0 s.t. for each 7 < 1 there are hy < hrop(f|x) and ng > 1 so
that:

For any ergodic measure v on X, h(f,v) > hy = v(Ppy,(x0)) > 7. (3.2)

Proposition 3.11. Let f be a C' diffeomorphism on a closed manifold M, and suppose X is
an invariant measurable subset X. If f satisfies Property (*) on X, then f is SPR on X.



24 J. BUZZI, S. CROVISIER, O. SARIG

Proof. Choose xo > 0 as in Property (*) above and ¢g as in Prop. 2.21. Fix ¢,6 > 0 arbitrarily
small. Fix 7 < 1soclose to 1 that 1—7 < % min(e/cg, 1). For this 7, choose ng, ho as in Property
(*). Proposition 2.21 provides us with a (o, €)-Pesin block A, = An, (X0, €) such that, for any
Ve ]P)erg(f‘X) with h(fa V) > hOa

v(M\ Apy) < 4max(e, 1)y(M \ Py, (x0)) < 0.
So v(Ap,) > 1—3 > 0. Since € was arbitrary, f is SPR on X. O
3.4.2. (EH) and (EC) Imply Property (*). We suppose that f|x satisfies Conditions (EC) and

(EH) with constant y > 0, and we prove Property (*).
Define the following sets of measures on &(i, M):

F= {f: 3un € Perg(flx) st. fif — fion &(i, M), and
Z(/”‘n) = i» h(fa /,Ln) — hTOP(f'X)}a
Pz P 71T has the following properties: i(z) =4 p-a.e.; and
‘ " for pra.e. x, AN(x),..., A\ (z) & [X, X] '

Since Property (*) is only concerned with ergodic measures of nearly maximal entropy, it is
sufficient to consider measures with unstable dimension 4 such that

sup{h(f, 1) : pt € Perg(flx) and i(p) = i} = haor(flx)- (3.3)
Lemma 3.12. % is a weak-* compact subset of;iZi.

Proof. Compactness is clear. To see that 2 c %ﬁ’i, suppose i = lim g} with p, as in the
definition of .Z%. Then p := 7,Ji = limy,. By entropy continuity (EC), A*(un) — A+ (p).
By Lemma 3.10, g7 — p*. So 1 = pt. By entropy hyperbolicity (EH), the Lyapunov
exponents of p-a.e. x all lie outside [—x, x|, and by Lemma 3.7, i(z) = limé(u,) =i p-a.e. So
p=pit et O

For every measurable set Uc &(i,M), 0 <y <1, and f—invariant measure [ on &(i, M)
such that ﬁ(ﬁ') > 1 —~2, Pliss Lemma 2.18 gives (with A =1, k =0, 3 =1 — v and ¢ the
characteristic function of (7)

A({F:vmz0l0<k<n: [ Eel} = (1-n})>1-7. (3.4)
We define the number L := sup, log | Df,!|| > 0 and the open sets
Uy = {(z,B) € 8(i, M) : [Df Vgl <e XV} (N 21),
and we prove the following estimate:

Lemma 3.13. Given 4 C A" compact and § € (0,1/2), there are an open set ¥ > X and
an integer No > 1 such that, for all i € ¥, there is 1 < N < Ng with u(Uy) > 1 — 6.

Proof. Let i € Xz By the definition of H, we have I = T, where p is x-hyperbolic. By the
definition of unstable lifts, (z, F) = (z, E;)) ji-a.e.. Therefore, by x-hyperbolicity, there is an
Ny = Nl(ﬁ) > 1 such that ﬁ(UNl) >1— 452

By the definition of the weak-* topology, it has an open neighborhood ¥ (1) s.t.
v e V(i), v(Uy,)>1-6
By the compactness of JZ/V, there are fi1,...,ur € A such that # C ULI 77(/74) The lemma

holds with ¥ := U, ¥ (ii:), No := max(Ni(fun), .., Ni(fir)): I 7 € ¥(jip), take N =
Ni(fie).- O
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Proof of Theorem 3.1. Recall that condition (EH) holds with x > 0, so it must be the case that
0 < x <sup,log|[Df || = L. We will prove Property (*) for any xo € (0, ), and the SPR
property will then follow from Prop 3.11.

Fix some index 1 < 4 < d which satisfies (3.3), and some 7 € (0,1). To begin with, we fix

e > 0 so that (1 — )y = xo and apply Lemma 3.13 with ¢ := £* and
0 :=min(e- x/(4L+4), (1 —7)/4),
obtaining Ny, v, By the definition of P as a limit set, there is hg = ho(4) < hrop(f|x) such
that ¥ contains the unstable lift i of all u € Peg(f|x) with i(u) =14 and h(f, p) > ho.
Fix such a measure p. Lemma 3.13 gives 1 < N < Ny with 27 (Uy) > 1 — 6%, By (3.4) (a

consequence of the Pliss Lemma), gt (K) >1—6 > 1— (1 —7)/4, where
K:={ZTe®i,M) :Vn>0{0<k<n:f*& eUy}>1-0dn}

Next, we bound ||Df;"|g]|| for all 7 := (2, E) € K and n > 0 (not necessarily large). To do
so, we divide the negative orbit segment z, f~'Z, ..., f~"T1Z using the visits to Uy by setting
by := 0 and, inductively, for i > 1:

a; = 1nf{k Z bi,1 : ']T_kf S [7]\]}, bz =a; + N.

Weset I :=sup{i >1:b; <n}and V := Ule[ai, b;) and note that V contains all visits to

Uy up to time n — N. Therefore, since N < Ny and y < L,

0\ V] < X0+ No and [V] >n<1—i> N,

Thus, ||Df;"|g| < Hle e—x(bi—ai) o er[o,n)\v el = e=xIVI « oLI0:n\V]
< em(me/MmxxNo o o(xe/Hn+L-No  (gince |[0,n) \ V| < n(e - x/4L) + No)
< e~ (me/2mx 5 GOHLNo

= = (I=axn 5 = 5XnHXHLINO — g=X0m 5 o= 5X7H (LN (gince (1 — &)y = o).

Now we fix an integer ng = no(i) > 1 so large that $xno > (x + L)No. Taking n = jng, we
obtain that ||Df 7™ |g| < e Xvim0 for all j > 0. Thus,
i ({7 € ©(i, M) :¥j = 0 | Df "] s || < e300} )

(K)>1—-(1-1)/2.

> p
Since pt is the unstable lift of some p € Perg (f|x) with A(f, u) > ho and unstable dimension
i, the above yields, for any such u,

i ({e € M) > 0| DF i | < e70mi}) > 1— (1—7)/2.

Similarly, p ({x eEM:Vj>0 \|Df"0j|ET— I < e*XO"Oj}) > 1—(1—7)/2, and therefore u(P,,) >
7. We have just proved (3.2), for every ergodic measure with entropy bigger than hg, and a
fized unstable dimension i satisfying (3.3).

If there are several such 4, then we let ng(i) and ho(i) be the numbers obtained above, and
we make the following definitions: ng is the least common multiple of ng(i), and hg is the
maximum of ho(7) and hy := sup{h(f,v) : v € Pe(flx), i(v) does not satisfy (3.3)}. Then
ho < hrop(flx), and Py O U; Prygi)- So Property (*) holds with 7,m0 and hg. O

Remark 3.14. Notice that we proved more than what was required, since we showed that the
number 7 in (1.6) can be taken arbitrarily close to 1: In the proof of Prop. 3.11, 7 := 1 — 0,
with § arbitrarily small. The stronger property we proved is called entropy tightness, and will
be investigated further in §4 and in §13.
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3.5. Sufficiently Smooth Surface Diffeomorphisms are SPR (Thm A). We now apply
Thm 3.1 to surface diffeomorphisms, first in the C* setting, then in the more general C” setting.
In the C'*° setting, we obtain the following generalization of Theorem A in the introduction.

Theorem 3.15. Let f be a C*° diffeomorphism of a closed surface.
(1) If hiop(f) > 0, then f is SPR;
(2) Every Borel homoclinic class of f is SPR;

(8) Every topological homoclinic class of f is SPR;
(4) Every invariant Borel set X such that hiop(fls) = hror(f|x) > 0 is SPR.

Indeed, item (1) is Theorem A. Notice that (1) only implies the SPR, property for homoclinic
classes with large entropy (Prop 1.5). By contrast, Items (2) and (3) apply to all homoclinic
classes.

The proof of Thm 3.15 relies on the following corollary of [26, Thm C]:

Theorem 3.16 ([26]). Let f be a C*° diffeomorphism of a closed surface, and let X be a Borel
invariant set such that hyop(flx) = hror(f|x) > 0. For any sequence of ergodic measures ji,, €
Perg(f|x) which converges weak-x on M to some possibly non-ergodic p € P(f), if h(f, pn) —
h'l'OP(f'X)7 then

o pis an MME of f|,

o A (f, pn) = A (f, ).
Proof. Suppose pt, € Perg(f|x) converge weak-*+ on M to some p € P(f), and h(f, p,) —
hror(f|x) > 0. By Newhouse’s upper semi-continuity theorem [81], h(f, u) > hror(f|x). By
Theorem C of [26], the limit measure u can be written as u = (1 — 8)vg + By with 0 < 8 <1,
vo,v1 € P(f) such that h(f,v1) > 0, and
hmn Al(f? /”L'n/)

A(fv)

Note that v4(X) = 1 since v; < p. Hence h(f,v1) < hiop(f|5) = hror(f|x). The above implies
h(f,v1) = hror(f|x) and B =1s0 p=v1. U

First, we prove Item (4), and then we will deduce the rest of the theorem.

i h(f, 1) < B - h(f, 1) with § =

Lemma 3.17. Let f be a C* diffeomorphism of a closed surface. Any invariant Borel set
X C M such that hiop(f|x) = hror(f|x) > 0 has the SPR property.

Proof. By Remark 3.2, f satisfies (EH) on X. Moreover, the unstable dimensions in (EH) and
(EC) are all equal to one, so At = AT = A\l. Now Thm 3.16 implies the entropy continuity of
AT on X. By Theorem 3.1, f|x is SPR. O

Proof of Theorem 3.15. Lemma 3.17 is Item (4), and Item (1) is the special case X = M in
Item (4). Item (3) follows from Item (4) in the positive entropy case. So does Item (2), because
by Remark 2.9, hror(flp x) = 0 50 hror(f[x) = heop(flx)- To settle the zero entropy case,
recall that a zero entropy topological homoclinic class is just a hyperbolic periodic orbit — see
[103, 80]. O

Remark 3.18. The proof of Item (2) involves [27], through Remark 2.9. However, the proof
of Ttems (1), (3), and (4) relies on [26], but not on [27].

Recall the definition of Apax(f) from (1.2). Thm 3.15 can be generalized to C” diffeomor-
phisms, with finite r, as follows.

Theorem 3.19. Fizr > 1, and a C" diffeomorphism f of a closed surface. Then:
(1) If hiop(f) > Amax(f)/7, then f is SPR.
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(2) Every Borel homoclinic class X s.t. hrop(f|x) > Amax(f)/r is SPR.
(3) Every topological homoclinic class X s.t. hiop(fl) > Amax(f)/7 is SPR.
(4) Every invariant Borel set X s.t. hiop(flx) = hror(flx) > Amax(f)/7 is SPR.

The proof of this result relies on the following generalization of Thm 3.16 to the C” case, due
to D. Burguet [22, Cor 1]:

Theorem 3.20 (Burguet). Let f be a C" diffeomorphism of a closed surface, and let X be a
Borel invariant set such that hiop(flx) = hror(flx) > Amax(f)/r. For any sequence of ergodic
measures by, € Perg(f|x) which converges weak-+ on M to some possibly non-ergodic p € P(f),
if h(f, pn) — hror(fl|x), then:

o pis an MME of fl%,

Thm 3.19 follows from Thm 3.20 as before. Item (2) requires Remark 2.9, which guarantees
that hror (fl x) < Amax(f)/7, and therefore hror(flx) = hror (f|x)-

4. OTHER FORMULATIONS OF THE SPR PROPERTY

This section gives two alternative characterizations of the SPR. property: FEntropy tightness,
and the existence of an entropy gap at infinity. These characterizations are useful as a link
between the SPR property for diffeomorphisms (Def 1.3), and the (classical) SPR property for
countable state Markov shifts (Def 7.1). This link will serve us in Part III, where we show that
SPR diffeomorphisms can be coded symbolically by SPR Markov shifts, and in Part IV , where
we use this coding to prove the properties of SPR diffeomorphisms we announced in §1.5.

4.1. Bornologies. Let Z be a non-empty subset of a set €.

A bornology on Z is a collection B of subsets of Z which covers Z, is closed under finite unions,
and is hereditary: Every subset of an element of 95 is also an element of 8. The elements of B
are called bounded sets, and their complements are called neighborhoods of infinity. Points in
Q\ Z are said to lie at infinity.

o If Z € 9B, then all subsets of Z are in 9B, and we call B trivial. If 9B is not trivial, then the

neighborhoods of infinity form a proper filter on Z.

e Let # be a o-algebra on Z. B is called % -measurable (or just “measurable”) if every element
of % is contained in an .%-measurable element of 9.

e A base for 9B is a collection 2l C B such that every B € 9B is contained in some A € 2A. A
bornology with a countable base is called countably generated.

Ezxample 1: Suppose (2 is a second countable locally compact topological space. Let B be
the bornology on € generated by all compact subsets of 2. Equivalently, 9B is the set of all
pre-compact subsets of 2. Then 95 is a countably generated Borel measurable bornology on €.
B is trivial if and only if 2 is compact.

Ezample 2: Suppose (2, #) is a measurable space, F' : Q — (0,00] is a measurable function,
and Z := {z € Q: F(z) < co}. Let B denote the collection of B C {2 such that sup F' < oo.

B
Then ‘B is a countably generated measurable bornology on Z. If F' is bounded on Z, then 5 is
trivial.

Escape to Infinity with Respect to a Bornology.
e We say that a sequence of points x,, € ) escapes to infinity relatively to B, and write
Ty — 00 (B), if
VB € B, 3N such that Vn > N, z,, ¢ B.
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(Any sequence of points in 2\ Z escapes to infinity relative to 9B.)

e Suppose B is a measurable bornology on a measurable subset Z of a measurable space (2, .%).
We say that a sequence of probability measures u,, € P(Q) escapes to infinity relative to 9B,
and write p, — oo (9B), if

VB € B N.Z#, limsup u,(B) =0.

n—oo

(Any sequence of measures on 2\ Z escapes to infinity relative 9.)

Tightness with Respect to a Bornology. We are interested in conditions which prevent
escape to infinity within a given collection of measures.

Let (Q,.%) be a measurable space, and suppose B is a measurable bornology on some mea-
surable set Z C ). Fix some set M of measures on 2, and some function b : M — [0, 00). We
denote

h(M) := {h(p) : p € M},
and form the supremum sup A(M). The following definition is modeled on Def 1.3:

Definition 4.1. M is partially h-tight if for some 7 € (0,1), there are a number hy < sup h(M)
and a measurable set B € B such that

YueM h(p)>hy = wu(B)>T. (4.1)

If 9B is countably generated, then this is equivalent to saying that there is no sequence of
tn € M, such that p, — oo (9B) and h(u,) — sup h(M).
The following stronger property is very useful (see §4.4):

Definition 4.2. M is fully h-tight (or just h-tight) if for every 7 € (0,1), there are a number
ho < sup h(M) and a measurable set B € B such that eq. (4.1) holds.

h-Gap at Infinity. Definition 4.1 can be made more quantitative, as follows. Let

(4.2)

a
B (M) ::sup{teR: vr e (0,1),VBeBNF,JueM }7

s.t. w(B) < 7 and h(u) >t

with the convention that sup @ := —oo. In particular, if the bornology is trivial, then hgy (M) :=
—o00. We call this number the h-value at infinity. Note that:

Lemma 4.3. If B is countably generated and measurable, then

h (M) = limsup h(u) :=sup {limsup h(pn) @ pn € M, i, — 00 (%)} .

p—o0 (B) n—00
Definition 4.4. We say M has an h-gap at infinity, if
hes (M) < sup h(M).
The following lemma is straightforward:
Lemma 4.5. M is h-partially tight if and only if M has an h-gap at infinity.
Remark 4.6. Let us define an increasing function (0,1) — {—oo} U [0, sup h(M)]:
HZ pq(7) :=sup{t e R: VB € BN.F Iu e Ms.t. u(B) <7 and hp) >t}.

Note that hg (M) = inf; HF (7). Then M is partially (resp. fully) h-tight if and only if for
some (resp. for all) 7 € (0,1) , HF 14(7) < sup h(M).
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4.2. The Pesin Bornologies. Let f be a C* diffeomorphism on a closed manifold M, and let
X C M be an invariant Borel set. We define M := Pe,o(f|x), and let h: M — [0, 00) denote
the entropy function, h(u) := h(f, ). Then

sup h(M) = hrop(f|x), see (1.3).

Fix 0 < € < x, and assume f|xy has at least one x-hyperbolic measure on X. Then X
contains some (x,¢)-Pesin block. Let Z, . denote the intersection of X with the union of all
(x, €)-Pesin blocks.

Definition 4.7. The Pesin bornology of f|x (with parameters (x,€)) is the bornology on Z,, . C
X given by

Py =Py (flx) ={A C Zy: A is a(x,e)-Pesin block} U {}. (4.3)
Definition 4.8. The number h3S. = h™(f|x; x,€) i= hi5__(M) = Em(s;p )h(f, p) is called the
H—>00 X,€

entropy at infinity of f|x, with parameters (x,¢).

Lemma 4.9. Under the above assumptions,

(1) By, is a countably generated Borel bornology on Z, ..
(2) If By is trivial, then f: Z, . — Z, . is uniformly hyperbolic.
(3) If x1 < x2 and €1 > e, then hS;, . < hS, ..

(4) Partial (resp. full) h-tightness w.r.t. By, e, implies the same w.r.t. Py, ..

Remark 4.10. The converse of (2) may fail: f: Z, . — Z, . may be uniformly hyperbolic,
while Z, . \ Z, . carries a measure with some exponent smaller than x.

Proof. Clearly, B, . covers Z, ., is made of subsets of Z, ., and is hereditary. Also, by the
definition of Pesin blocks, B, . is closed under finite unions. So B, . is a bornology. P, .
is measurable, because the closure of a (x,¢)-Pesin block in Z, . is also a (x,¢)-Pesin block,
see Lemma 2.1. Finally, B, . is countably generated, because it is generated by the countable
collection of sets

Vn € Z, TnoyM = E°(f"(x)) ® E*(f"(x)) where

An = {x € Zxe s Es(f™(x)), E“(f™(x)) satisty (1.4) with K := N } » VeN.

If P, - is trivial, then Z, . is a (x, €)-Pesin block. By Lemma 2.1, Z, . is a (x, €)-Pesin block,
and this set is f-invariant. So f is uniformly hyperbolic on Z, ..

Suppose x1 < x2 and €1 > 5. Then (1.4) with (x2,e2) implies (1.4) with (x1,e1). Therefore,
every (x2,€2)-Pesin block is a (x1, €1)-Pesin block and Bo := P, , -, is a subset of Py :=P,, ,.

Thus, pn — 00 (P1) = pn — 00 (PB2).
Parts (3) and (4) now easily follow from Lemmas 4.3 and 4.5. O

4.3. SPR, Partial Entropy Tightness, and Entropy Gap at Infinity. In the setup of
the previous section §4.2, partial (or full) h-tightness is called partial (or full) entropy-tightness,
and an h-gap at infinity is called an entropy gap at infinity.

Definition 1.4, Definition 4.1 and Lemma 4.5 immediately yield:

Lemma 4.11. Let X be an invariant Borel set of a C diffeomorphism f on a closed manifold
M. Then f is SPR on X iff there is x > 0 such that for all 0 < & < x, Pag(f|x) is partially
entropy-tight relative to Py (f|x).

Corollary 4.12. Let X be an invariant Borel set of a C' diffeomorphism f on a closed manifold
M. Then f is SPR on X iff there is x > 0 such that for all0 < ¢ < x, Perg(f|x) has an entropy

gap at infinity with respect to Py (f|x), i.e.
hoo(f|X§ X,E) < h’TOP(f‘X)- (4.4)
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Remark 4.13. Notice that these characterizations use infinitely many Pesin bornologies, one
for each 0 < ¢ < x. However, we will eventually see that it is sufficient to show partial tightness
relatively to a single Pesin bornology B, -(ar,f). This can be proved by building an SPR
coding using Remark 8.7 which in turn proves the SPR property by Proposition 8.8. The value
of e = (M, f,x) could in principle be calculated by a following the estimates of [98, 11], but
we did not do this.

4.4. Entropy Tightness. Fix a C! diffeomorphism f of a closed manifold M, and let X C M
be an invariant Borel set. We will now consider the implications of (full) entropy tightness,
with respect to a single Pesin bornology:

Definition 4.14. f is entropy-tight on X, if there exists at least one Pesin bornology Py . with
the following property: For every T € (0,1), there exist hy < hrop(f|x) and A; € Py o such
that for every v € Pee(f]x),

h(f,v) > h: = v(Ar) > T

When X = M, we just say that f is entropy-tight.
Remark 3.14 can be rephrased as:

Theorem A’. On closed surfaces, all C*° diffeomorphisms with positive topological entropy are
entropy-tight. Moreover any Borel f-invariant subset X such that hiop(f|x) = hror(f|x) > 0
is also entropy-tight.

While the SPR property involves infinitely many Pesin bornologies, with different epsilons,
entropy tightness uses just one Pesin bornology. However, we will show that entropy-tightness
with respect to some Pesin bornology B, . implies entropy-tightness with respect to every Pesin
bornology B, - with ¢’ > 0, and deduce:

Proposition 4.15. Let X be an invariant Borel subset of a C' diffeomorphism f on a closed
manifold M. If f is entropy-tight on X, then f is SPR on X.

Proof. For simplicity, we give the proof in the case X = M. The modifications needed to treat
the general case are routine. Consider the following properties:

(SPRyc) (x,e)-Strong Positive Recurrence: 37 > 0, hg < hop(f), A € Py« s.t.
Vv € Perg(f), h(f,v) > ho = v(A) > T;

(ETy )  (x,€)-Entropy-Tightness: V7 € (0,1),3h, < hiop(f), Ar € By e s.t.
Vv € P (f), h(f,v) > h: = v(A:) > T

If f is entropy-tight, then (ET, ) holds for some x and e. We will show that
(ETy) = 3Ix' >0,Ve’ (ETy ) = Ix' >0,Ve' (SPRy ) = SPR.
The second and third implications are self-evident. We will prove the first.

The proof is based on Prop. 2.21. Let ¢o := ¥ 4+ max(log || D f|sup, 108 || Df ™ ||sup), and fix

e’ >0,7€(0,1). By (ET, ) there are h, > 0 and Ag € B, ., such that
Vv € Perg(f), h(f,v) > hy = v(Ag) >1— L=

4 max(co/e’,1)"
By Def. 1.2, there is ng > 1 s.t. for every z € Ag and j > 0, ||Df7"0| g, || < e79m0X/2 and
IDf | oyl < e77mox/2,
By Prop. 2.21, there exists A, € B, /2. such that
Vv € Perg(f), v(M \ A;) < 4max(co/e’, 1)v(M \ Ao).

Thus, if h(f,v) > h., then v(A;) > 1 — 4max(co/e’,1)(1 — v(Ag)) > 7.
This is (ET,/ o) with x' = x/2. O
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Remark 4.16. We will eventually see that for C't diffeomorphisms, entropy-tightness and
SPR are equivalent (Thm 13.1). We do not know if this is also the case for C'! diffeomorphisms.

5. EXAMPLES IN HIGHER DIMENSION

We exhibit in this section open sets of diffeomorphisms, in dimension 3 and higher, that are
not uniformly hyperbolic but are SPR. Note how the SPR property is easily deduced from facts
already established in previous works.

5.1. Partially Hyperbolic SPR Diffeomorphisms with Center Foliation of Circles.
We consider the C'-open class of partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms on a 3-dimensional closed
connected manifold M: these are the diffeomorphisms which preserve a splitting TM = E° @
E< @ E" into three non-trivial bundles such that E* is uniformly contracted, E* is uniformly
expanded, and there exists N > 1 such that for any z € M, any unit vectors v® € E, v¢ € ES,
v € EY satisfy
2| DNt < [ DFYwC| < SIDFY 0.
It is well-known that there exist two (unique) invariant foliations W*, W* whose leaves are
tangent to E° and E" respectively. We will focus on diffeomorphisms which satisfy the following
additional properties:
(1) There exists an invariant foliation W€ tangent to E°, whose leaves are circles with
uniformly bounded length.
(2) The system is accessible: any two points z,y € M can be joined by a path that is
tangent to £° & E".
(3) There exists a hyperbolic periodic point & € M (thus the action along the center is not
isometric).

Proposition 5.1. The set of diffeomorphisms of T3 satisfying (1), (2), (3) is Ct-open, and it
contains a non-empty C'-open set of transitive systems which are not uniformly hyperbolic.

Proof. Properties (1) and (2) are C'-open by [74, Theorem A’] and [39] respectively. Property
(3) is C'-open due to the implicit function theorem.

One can build a diffeomorphism satisfying (1) by considering the product of an Anosov
diffeomorphism of T? with the identity on S'. This diffeomorphism is accumulated by a C-
open set of transitive non-hyperbolic diffeomorphisms satisfying (3), see [17]. Properties (2) can
then be realized by C!-perturbation by [41]. O

For these systems, the ergodic MME are non-uniformly hyperbolic, their number is finite and
there exist at least one ergodic MME with 2 negative Lyapunov exponents and one with two
positive Lyapunov exponents [90]. Moreover [105] establishes a separation between positive and
negative center exponents, yielding what we called entropy hyperbolicity (EH) in Thm 3.1. As
a consequence we obtain:

Theorem 5.2. Let f be a C? partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism on a 3-dimensional closed
connected manifold, satisfying (1),(2),(3) above. Then f is SPR.

Proof. We check the conditions for the SPR property in Proposition 1.5:

o There is x > 0 such that the ergodic measures with large entropy are x-hyperbolic: This is
Theorem B in [105].

e The number of Borel homoclinic classes with large entropy is finite. Indeed, the partially
hyperbolic structure, with one-dimensional center, together with Pliss lemma, imply that for
any x-hyperbolic ergodic measure, there exists a positive measure set of points whose stable
and unstable manifolds have uniform size (independent from the measure). Consequently there



32 J. BUZZI, S. CROVISIER, O. SARIG

exists £ such that among any set of £ measures that are y-hyperbolic, two of them have to be
homoclinically related. This gives the property.

Now we can fix h € (0, hiop(f)) such that any Borel homoclinic class with entropy larger
than h has entropy equal to Ayop(f)-

e Each of these Borel classes is SPR. Theorem C in [105] states the following property: Let (gr,)
be a sequence of ergodic measures of f such that (h(f, 1n)) converges towards hiop(f) and (ftr)
converges towards an invariant measure pr. Then h(f, 1) = hiop(f) and the center Lyapunov
exponent of all the ergodic components of u have the same sign. By continuity of the bundles
E* E°, E*, we also have convergence of the Lyapunov exponents A\ (p,) — A(u) = [ A'(p)dp.
The Entropy Hyperbolicity (EH) and the Entropy Continuity (EC) of AT are satisfied. Theo-
rem 3.1 then implies that f is SPR. (|

Remark 5.3. The construction in [17] gives a nonempty C'-open set of diffeomorphisms with
two hyperbolic fixed points P, Q with stable dimensions respectively equal to 1 and 2 such that
any hyperbolic periodic point is homoclinically related to P or Q and such that its topological
homoclinic class coincides with the whole manifold. As a consequence, for these systems there
exist exactly two Borel homoclinic classes and two ergodic MMEs, both with full support.

5.2. Robustly Transitive but not Partially Hyperbolic SPR Diffeomorphisms. Bon-
atti and Viana [18] have introduced a family of diffeomorphisms derived from Anosov which are
robustly transitive, volume-hyperbolic but admit no uniform invariant sub-bundle. We show
that some of them are SPR:

Theorem 5.4. For any d > 4, there exists a non-empty C'-open set of SPR transitive diffeo-
morphisms of T® which admit no uniform invariant sub-bundle.

We rely on the analysis performed in [28]. There, a special class of Bonatti-Viana diffeomor-
phisms f : T¢ — T is derived from an Anosov and ergodic automorphism A : T — T% and the
following properties are checked for some number h < hyop(f):

e This class of systems contains a non-empty open set in the C' topology.
e They have positive entropy, equal to that of the Anosov automorphism A. More pre-
cisely, if m : T¢ — T is the topological semiconjugacy making f an extension of A,
then, for every ergodic u € P(f) with h(f,u) > h, h(f, pu) = h(A4, T (1))
e They have a continuous dominated splitting TT¢ = E° @ E°v.
e There are an open set U C T? and some numbers ¢ > 0 and x > 0 such that
w(U) < e for any p € Pog(f) with h(f,u) > h. Moreover, for x ¢ U, [|[Df|ge| <
e ™ and |(Df|ge«)™ || < e™*. This number ¢ > 0 can be chosen so small that
€ < I Bgmax(IDTIDFT < 1
It is now easy to see that for any p € Perg(f) with A(f, u) > h, the Lyapunov exponents along
E°* are lower-bounded by
> (1= u(U))k — u(U) -log || Df | = K — u(U)(log [ D + k)

>r(1—e(1+x og|Df M) > /2> 0.

Thus the exponents along E<* (resp. E®) are lower-bounded by a positive number (resp. upper-
bounded by a negative number). Since the splitting 7T¢ = E° @& E°* is continuous, the sum of
the positive exponents, which coincides with the sum of the exponents along E°* is continuous
with respect to the measure i in the weak-* topology.

Let us consider a converging sequence of ergodic measures p, — w such that h(f, pu,) —
hiop(f). Note that p is an MME. Indeed, using that 7 is a semiconjugacy, A is uniformly
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hyperbolic, and m, preserves the entropy of ergodic measures with large entropy:
h(fs ) = h(A;me(p) = lim A(A, m(pn)) = lim h(f, pn) = hiop(f)-

This implies that a.e. ergodic component of p is also an MME. In particular, a.e. ergodic
component of p has unstable dimension dim E°* and is x/2-hyperbolic. It follows that the
measure p itself is k/2-hyperbolic with constant unstable dimension dim E<*. We have thus
checked Properties (EH) and (EC); hence f is SPR.

Remark 5.5. The construction in [18] shows that all the hyperbolic periodic points whose stable
dimension equals dim(E°®) are homoclinically related. As a consequence these diffeomorphisms
admit a unique Borel homoclinic class with maximal entropy and a unique MME; its support
is the whole manifold.

5.3. Further Examples of SPR Diffeomorphisms. We believe the situation in Sections
5.1-5.2 to be quite common: for many classes of non-uniformly hyperbolic diffeomorphisms,
previous analysis, though only aimed at proving the finite number of ergodic MMEs, actually
contain sufficient information to deduce the SPR property using the tools from this work. Let
us cite some interesting classes of partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms which we expect can be
handled this way:
(1) Those with center foliation in circles, satisfying conditions similar to §5.1, but with
arbitrary dimensions of the stable and unstable bundles.
(2) Those with invariant non-compact one-dimensional center leaves such as the perturba-
tions of time-1 maps of Anosov flows and more generally discretized Anosov flows [74].
The properties in this setting are similar to §5.1: from [30, 34] there exists a non-empty
C'-open set of robustly transitive C? diffeomorphisms which admit two ergodic MMEs,
both fully supported, non-uniformly hyperbolic but with different unstable dimensions.
(3) Those with center Lyapunov exponents of given sign such as:
— the Manié’s derived from Anosov and their generalizations [29, 107, 44],
— the dynamically defined class [78] introduced by Mongez and Pacifico.

5.4. Application to Physical Measures of Mostly Contracting Diffeomorphisms. We
now give an example of SPR diffeomorphisms for some non-constant potential (Def 1.12). Let
us consider a C'* diffeomorphism f on a closed manifold M with a (continuous) invariant
dominated splitting TM = E°® @& E* such that E" is uniformly expanded: for some N > 1 and
any unit vectors v*® € ES°, v* € E¥ at any x € M,

IDFN v < SIDFN 0" and [[DFN 0| > 2.

1
5
A wu-state is an invariant measure u whose disintegrations along the leaves of the strong unstable
foliation W* (tangent to E™) are absolutely continuous with respect to the intrinsic volume;
equivalently the partial entropy h“(f, ) in the direction E* coincides with the average Jaco-
bian [log|det(Df|gu)|du. A diffeomorphism is mostly contracting [18] if for any u-state, all
the almost everywhere Lyapunov exponents of p along F°® are negative. The set of mostly
contracting diffeomorphisms is C*-open [110]. In this setting the u-states are physical measures
and the union of their basins has full volume in the manifold. Mixing properties and limit
theorems for these systems have been obtained in various works, for instance [40, 9, 75].

Any ergodic u-state p is a hyperbolic measure. Ruelle’s inequality implies that it is an
equilibrium measure for the potential ¢(z) = —log|det(D fy|g«)| on the homoclinic class X
that carries p and that P(f, u,¢) = 0.

Theorem 5.6. Let f be a C'* mostly contracting diffeomorphism and p be an ergodic u-state
carried by a homoclinic class X. Then X is SPR for the potential ¢(x) = —log|det(D fy|gu)].
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In particular this allows to recover some of the aforementioned results: each physical measure
1 is exponentially mixing (if its period is p = 1), satisfies the large deviation property and the
almost sure invariance principle.

Proof. By Ruelle’s inequality, h*(f,v) < [ —¢dv for any invariant measure; the definition of
mostly contracting diffeomorphisms then implies that u-states are the measures which realize
the equality. The map v — h*(f,v) on P(f) is upper semi-continuous [110] and ¢ is continuous
(since E* is continuous), hence the set of u-states is compact. Since the upper Lyapunov
exponent along E°® is upper semi-continuous with respect to the measure (similar to Lem 3.6),
there exists y > 0 such that any ergodic u-state p satisfies \'(u) > x > —x > A1 (u), where
i = dim(E").

Let X be a homoclinic class which carries a u-state p. The arguments in the previous
paragraph imply that for any sequence of ergodic measures v,, on X satisfying P(f, v, $) — 0,
any limit measure v is a u-state. To summarize what we have obtained: suppose v, € Pers(f|x)
and v, = v on M; if P(f,Vn,®) = Prop(f|x,®) = 0 then,

e there exists i := i(p) such that \(z) > x > —x > A*(2) v-a.e.,
o lim, ;oo AT(vy,) = AT (v) as AT is the average of a continuous function since i(v,) =
i(v) = dim E".

These properties are the analogous to (EH) and (EC) in §3.2 when the entropy is replaced
by the pressure associated to ¢. Thm 3.1 then extends to that setting with exactly the same
proof and implies that X is SPR for ¢. (See Remark 3.5.) O

Part II. SPR Markov Shifts
6. PRELIMINARIES ON COUNTABLE STATE MARKOV SHIFTS

6.1. Directed Graphs. Let & denote a directed graph with finite or countable collection of
vertices ¥. Suppose a, b are vertices.

If there is an edge from a to b, then we write a — b. The out-going degree of a vertex a is
#{be€ ¥ :a — b}. The in-going degree of a vertex a is #{b € ¥ : b — a}. If every vertex has
positive out-going and in-going degree, then we say that ¢ is proper. If every vertex has finite
out-going and in-going degree, then we say that ¢ is locally finite.

A path of length n from a to bis an n+1 word (€0, &1, ..., &n1,&r) € P! such that & = a,
& =>b,and & — &1 for 0 < i <n — 1. If there is a path of length n > 0 from a to b, then we
write a = b.

@ is called connected, if for every a,b € ¥, there are positive integers m, n such that a — b
and b = a. A mazimal connected component of ¢ is a connected sub-graph of ¢, which is not
contained in a bigger connected sub-graph of ¢.

Suppose ¢ is connected. It can be shown that p(a) := ged{n : @ = a} is the same value for
all vertices a. The common value is called the period of &. If the period is 1, ¢ is said to be
aperiodic.

6.2. Markov Shifts. Let ¢ be a countable directed graph. Let
Y=%(4):={(-,2_1,20,21,--) € ¥F 1wy = x4 for all i € Z}. (6.1)
The regular part of ¥(¥) is
n# = {(x:)icz € E: (®;)i>0 and (z;);<o have constant subsequences}. (6.2)
The left shift map is the transformation
0:35(9) = X(9), o(zx):=y, where y; := x;;1.
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The resulting dynamical system is called the countable state Markov shift (CSMS) (or just
Markov shift) associated to ¢.

Let 4’ denote the maximal subgraph of ¢ all of whose vertices appear as coordinates of at
least one element of ¥(¥), then X(¥¢) = X(¥') and ¢’ is proper. It follows that when studying
CSMS, it is sufficient to consider proper graphs.

6.3. Cylinders and Topology. A non-empty set of the form
m[QOa e '7ak] = {£ € E(g) P Tipm = A4 (0 <i:< k)}

is called a cylinder. In case m = 0, we write [ag, ..., ax] := o[ao, ..., ax]. The cylinders [a] :=
{z € X(¥) : z9g = a} are called partition sets. The words (ag,...,ax) for which [ag, ..., ar] # @
are called admissible.

The cylinders form a basis for a topology on X(¥), which makes o continuous. The associated
Borel o-algebra 4 is the o-algebra generated by the cylinders.

The cylinders are clopen. Moreover,

Lemma 6.1 ([67]). Let & be a proper countable directed graph. Then 9 is locally finite if and
only if 3(¥) is locally compact, and in this case the cylinders are compact.

6.4. Metric. The topology of ¥(¥) is generated by the following metric:
d(z,y) := exp[—min{|i| : 2; # y;}] when z # y, and d(z,y) := 0 otherwise. (6.3)

Fix 8 > 0. The S-Holder norm of a complex valued function ¢ on (%) is

[¥(2)—¢(y)l
ol o= sup [y +sup { L g 2y} (6.4)

If this is finite, we say that v is S-Holder continuous.

Occasionally (see e.g. the proof of Thm B.7), we will need to modify ¢ by certain unbounded
coboundaries. This forces us to consider the following larger classes of functions: ¢ is locally
B-Hélder continuous (resp. weakly B-Hélder continuous) if there is C' > 0 such that for any z,y
with zg = yo (resp. with zo = yo and z1 = y1), B

W(z) —¥(y)| < C-d(z,y)”°.

6.5. Irreducibility and Aperiodicity. Markov shifts associated to connected graphs are
called irreducible. The period of ¥(¥) is the period of ¢. Irreducible Markov shifts with
period one are called irreducible and aperiodic.

The following well-known lemmas explain the dynamical significance of these definitions. We
omit the proofs, which are standard (see, e.g., [67, §7.2]):

Lemma 6.2. Let 4 be a proper countable directed graph. Then

(1) 0 :%(9) — X(9) is topologically transitive iff X(¥) is irreducible.
(2) o:3(9) = X(Y) is topologically mizing iff X(9) is irreducible and aperiodic.

Lemma 6.3. The non-wandering set of a countable state Markov shift £(¥4) is the finite or
countable disjoint union of the irreducible Markov shifts defined by the mazimal connected com-
ponents of 4.

Lemma 6.4 (Spectral Decomposition). Any irreducible Markov shift with period p > 1 can
be decomposed into X(¥) = +f:_01 Y, in such a way that each ¥; is closed, 0(X;) = 2it1 mod p;
and where oP : ¥; — ¥; are topologically conjugate to a topologically mizing Markov shift.



36 J. BUZZI, S. CROVISIER, O. SARIG

Proof. This is well-known, but we would like to sketch the construction, because we will use it
later. Fix a € ¥, and let S; ;== {b€ ¥ :a = b,n = imodp}, i = 0,...,p — 1. These sets are
disjoint, because p is the period of ¢4. It follows that for u,v € ¥, if u € S; and u — v, then
v € Si-i—l mod p-

Letting ¥; := [S;] = {z € ¥ : 2o € S;}, we find that ¥, are closed, ¥(¥4) = L—ﬂf;ol ¥, and
o(3;) = Lit1 mod p- In addition, o? : ©F — 3F is topologically conjugate to the left shift on
X(6), where S is the graph with set of vertices {o[ao,...,ap—1] : ap € S;} \ {@}, and edges
[a] = [b] when ap_1 — bo. This graph is connected and aperiodic, therefore o : 3; — X; is
topologically mixing. ([l

We remark that o : 3; — X; are all topologically conjugate to one another, and the conjugacies
may be taken to be suitable powers of o.

6.6. The Measure of Maximal Entropy and Positive Recurrence. Suppose ¢ is a con-
nected countable directed graph, and a is a vertex. A loop of length n at a is an admissible
word of the form (a,&1,...,&{n—1,a). If & # a for all 0 < i < n, we call this a first return loop
of length n at a.

Let Z,(a) := the number of loops of length n at vertex a; (6.5)
Z"(a) := the number of first return loops of length n at vertex a;
k(%) := limsup < log Z,(a) (this could be infinite).
n— 00

Gurevich showed that in the connected case, h(¥) is independent of a. This number is called
the Gurevich entropy of 4, and has the following properties [51],[52]:

Theorem 6.5 (Gurevich). Suppose ¢ is a connected countable directed graph with period p and
set of vertices ¥'. Then:
(1) h(9) = li_>m pin log Z,,,(a), for all a € ¥'. Moreover, if h(¥) < oo, then Z,(a), Z}(a) < 00
n oo
for all n and a.

(2) h(¥) coincides with hrop(X(9)) := sup {h(a, v): v is a shift invariant }

Borel probability measure
(8) Suppose h(¥4) < oo, then a measure of mazimal entropy exists iff

Ze‘"h(g)Zn(a) =00 and Zne_"h(g)Z;(a) < oo for somea € V. (6.8)
In this case the MME is unique, and (6.8) holds for all vertices a.

Condition (6.8) is called positive recurrence.” It is different from the strong positive recurrence
condition, which we will discuss in the next section.
We now describe the (unique) MME of an irreducible Markov shift.

Theorem 6.6. Let ¥ = X(¥) be a positive recurrent and irreducible Markov shift, with period
p, and with finite Gurevich entropy. Let A = exp(hrop(X)). Then:

(1) The MME p is ergodic, fully supported, and isomorphic to the product of a Bernoulli scheme
and a cyclic permutation of p points.

(2) There are positive vectors £ = (by)uey, T = (Tu)uey such that

LA=M, Ar = Xr , and Z lLyry = 1. (6.9)
uey

7[52] uses a different but equivalent positive recurrence condition. For the equivalence, see [53].
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(3) The MME p is the Markov measure with initial distribution p, = £yr,, and transition

probabilities pu, = x*~ (when u — v is allowed), i.e. for every cylinder of ¥,

M(m['UOa s 7vn71]) = PvoPuvovy " Pop_2vn_1— )‘_nm;l
Tag

Parry proved (2) and (3) when |¥4| < oo [82]; Gurevich proved (2) and (3) when |¥4| = o
[52]. The uniqueness, ergodicity, and full support of the MME follow. When |¥4| < oo, the
isomorphism in (1) was proved by Friedman & Ornstein [46] when p = 1, and by Adler, Shields
& Smorodinsky [3], when p > 1. The extension to infinite, positive recurrent, graphs is routine.
A detailed proof in the more general case of equilibrium measures can be found in [97, Thm
3.1, Lem 4.1].

7. STRONGLY POSITIVELY RECURRENT MARKOV SHIFTS

7.1. Strong Positive Recurrence. Let ¢ be a connected countable directed graph with set of
vertices ¥/, and assume that the entropy hrop(X) = h(¥) is finite. Recall that Z (a), respectively
Z,(a), is the number of first return loops, respectively arbitrary loops, of length n at a vertex a.

Definition 7.1. An irreducible Markov shift ¥(¥) is strongly positive recurrent (SPR), if, for
some vertex a,
limsup  log Z;:(a) < limsup  log Z, (a) (7.1)
n—oo n—oo
By Theorem 6.5, the right hand side above is h(%¥).
The nomenclature “SPR” is from [96], but equivalent conditions were considered before
under different names. Gurevich, Zargaryan, and Savchenko [54, 55, 53] called this condition
stable positive recurrence, and Vere-Jones [108] used it to characterize geometric ergodicity. The

following useful characterization of the SPR property is due to Vere Jones [108] and Gurevich
& Savchenko [53].

Lemma 7.2 (Vere Jones). Let R, denote the radius of convergence of the generating function

Fu(t):= Y _t"Z}(a). Then Fy(Ry) > 1 iff (7.1) holds.
n=1

Proof. [108],[53]. Let To(t) := 14 3, +,t"Zy(a). Every loop of length n at the vertex a is
either a first return loop, or a concatenation of a first return loop of length k and another loop
of length n — k. It follows that

Zn(a) = Z"(a) + i Zi(a)Zy—i(a), whence T,(t) — 1 =T, (t)Fy(t).
k=1

Note that T, (¢) = 1/(1 — F,(t)). The radius of convergence of T, (t) is r, := exp[— limsup,, + log Z,(a)],
and for F,(t) it is R, := exp[— limsup,, < log Z;;(a)].

If F,(R,) > 1, then there exists 0 < p, < R, such that F,(p,) = 1. For all z € C such that
|z| < pa, |Fa(z)| < 1. Thus % is an analytic extension of T, to {z € C : |z| < p,}, and
To(pa) = 00. S0 ¢ = pg. Since p, < Ry, we get (7.1).

Similarly, if F,(R,) < 1, then T, can be analytically extended to {z € C: |z| < R,}, whence
rq > Rq. So (7.1) fails. O

Vere-Jones [108] proved that either F,(R,) > 1 for all vertices a, or F,(R,) < 1 for all
vertices a. Thus, if (7.1) holds for some vertex, then it holds for all vertices.
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Example 7.3. Lemma 7.2 can be used to construct many examples and non-examples of SPR
shifts. A bouquet graph is a directed graph ¢ obtained by starting with a “base vertex” a, and
then adding, for each n, £, first-return loops of length n at the vertex a in such a way that all
these loops meet only at a. In this case F,(t) = >, {,t", and R, = 1/limsup,, . V7.

Fix M > 1, and define ¢, = [2"/n?] for n > M, and ¢, = 0 for n < M. Then R, = 3,
and if M = 1 then F,(R,) = £[2] + -+ > 1, and X(¥) is SPR. But if M is very large, then
Fo(Ro) €3 oz + 2771 <1, and £(¥) is not SPR.

As in the case of diffeomorphisms, the SPR property of Markov shifts can be expressed using
the “entropy at infinity.” Define the cylinder bornology to be

¢:={B C X(¥) : B C finite union of cylinders}. (7.2)

(If ¢ is locally finite, then € = {pre-compact sets}, see Lemma 6.1.) Next, define the entropy
at infinity of £(¥) (see §4.1 and [23, 93, 58, 59]) to be

h*>(3(9)) := he (Perg(0)) := sup {limsup hin) © fin € Perg(0), tin — oo(@)}.
n—oo

The next theorem states, among other things, the equivalence of the SPR property to the

existence of an entropy gap at infinity, h*°(c) < hrop(X):

Theorem 7.4. Let & be a connected countable directed graph, with finite Gurevich entropy,
and let a be a vertex. The following are equivalent:

(1) 3(9) is strongly positively recurrent.

(2) Fo(Rs) > 1.

(38) Entropy gap at infinity: h°(2(9)) < hrop(X(9)).

(4) The shift is partially entropy-tight w.r.t. the cylinder bornology (see §4.1).
(5) The shift is (fully) entropy-tight with respect to the cylinder bornology.
(6) There is a finite set W C V¥ s.t. ¥/ := %(4) N WZ is irreducible, and

. 1 v bn @ W
Va,b € W, hyop(S) > 1 | Elr EnD) RN :
‘ wonl) 2 timsup Llog#{ (@60 0
(7) There exists an MME i, and for any sequence (pn) of measures in Perg(0), if h(pn) —
hror(2(9)), then () converges weak-* to .

(1)<(2) is Lemma 7.2 due to Vere-Jones. (2)=-(3) is due to Buzzi [23, Prop. 6.1], see also
[59]. (3)=(2) is due to Ruette [93]. (3)<(4) is a special case of Lemma 4.5. (1)=(7) is due to
Tommi, Todd and Velozo, see [59, Def. 2.14 and Thm 8.12]. (7)=-(5)=-(4) are trivial. (2)<(6)
is due to Gurevich and Zargaryan [54], see [53, Thm 3.8]. So (1)—(7) are all equivalent.

Theorem 7.4 suggests a convenient extension of the definition of the SPR property to the
case when ¢ is not connected (see [23, Def. 1.13]):

Definition 7.5. We say that a (possibly non-irreducible) Markov shift ¥ with finite Gurevich
entropy has the SPR property if h*°(X) < hpop(X2).

Remark 7.6. The reader can check using Thm 7.4 that a Markov shift is SPR iff: (1) there is
ho < hrop(X) such that all but finitely many irreducible components 3 satisfy hrop(Z}) < ho,
and (2) the irreducible components X such that hrop(X;) = hrop(X) are all SPR in the sense
of Definition 7.1.

The equivalence of SPR to entropy tightness ((1)<(5) above, due to [59]) immediately ex-
tends to reducible shifts:



STRONG POSITIVE RECURRENCE AND EXPONENTIAL MIXING 39

Corollary 7.7 (after Tommi, Todd & Velozo). Suppose ¥ is a Markov shift with finite entropy
hrop(X). Then X is SPR iff for every § > 0, there is hs < hyop(X) and a finite union F of
cylinders such that

Vi € Porg(X), h(o,p) > hs = p(F) >1-24.
7.2. SPR and Positive Recurrence. Thm 6.5 characterizes the irreducible Markov shifts
with MME in terms of the positive recurrence condition (6.8). Let us compare this condition
to strong positive recurrence.

SPR implies Positive Recurrence: We saw in Lemma 7.2 and its proof that SPR implies that
Fo(Ry) > 1, Ty(re) = Tu(ps) = o0 and F!(r,) < co. The equality says that > e M%) 7, (a) =
00, and the inequality says that Zne*”h( )Z*(a) < oo. This is eq. (6.8), i.e., positive recur-
rence.
SPR is Strictly Stronger than Positive Recurrence: The following example is due to Ruette
[93]. Define ¢, := 2"~V™ when n > 1 is a square, and £, := 0 when n > 1 is not a square.
Take the bouquet graph with base Vertex a, and /¢, first return loops of length n at a. Then
F,(t) has radius of convergence R, = 3, and F,(R,) = 1. So the SPR property fails. On the
other hand, T, (t) :==14>°7  t"Z,(a ) = 1_Fu(t) has radius of convergence 1, T,(3) = oo, and
F!(3) = > k?27%+1 < co. This shows positive recurrence (with Gurevich entropy In 2).

A good way to understand the difference between SPR and positive recurrence is to think of
the recurrence properties of the MME pu. Let A := exp[h(¥)], and let

@a(z) := 1y (z) min{n > 1: z, = a}.

Positive Recurrence Says that B, [p,] < co. Indeed by Thm 6.6 we see that for every admissible
100p (Cl, 617 cee 7£n—1a a)7
/J/(a[aa 617 o a§n717 a]) = PaPa&; """ Pt _1a = C(C’/))‘_n

where c(a) is a positive constant which only depends on a. It follows that p[p, = n] =
c(a)A™"Z}(a), whence by positive recurrence,

E,lps = Znugﬁa—n—c()Zn)\ "Zr(a) < oo.
n=1
SPR Says that there is t > 0 such that E[e'?*] < co. Indeed, in the SPR case, ulp, = n] =
c(a)A\~"Z%(a) — 0 exponentially fast, by Thm 7.4(2).
Corollary 7.8 (Vere-Jones). Let ¥ be an SPR irreducible Markov shift with finite entropy
hrop(X) and a MME . For every a € ¥ there are 0 <0 <1, C' > 1 s.t.

,u{@éE:inf{kZl:xk:a}>n}<C’9”.

Proof. Let 7 (z) := inf{n > 1: x, = a} and 7, (z) := sup{n < 0 : z, = a} when defined,
and 7F(z) := +oo otherwise. These functions are finite a.e., because p is ergodic and fully
supported, see Thm 6.6. Note that ¢, (z) := Ljg)(z)7, (2).

As mentioned above, in the SPR case, there are constants Cy > 0 and 0 < 6 < 1 such that
wlpa =n] < Cof™. Since 7, is finite a.e.,

ulrt >l = p (it > nlnly > —o) =3 3wl = 67 =)
£=0 r=n+1
= Z Z (Hoo')pa=t+1] < Z Z Cof**" < const.f™. O
£=0 r=n+1 (=0 r=n+1

Remark 7.9. It is shown in [108] that 6 depends on a.
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7.3. Spectral Gap and Properties of SPR Markov Shifts. Since SPR Markov shifts are
positive recurrent, the Gurevich Theorem 6.5(3) implies that every irreducible SPR Markov
shift admits a unique MME. In the reducible case:

Corollary 7.10 (after Gurevich). Every SPR Markov shift admits a positive and finite number
of ergodic measures of mazimal entropy.

Proof. Each ergodic invariant measures is carried by an irreducible component. By Remark
7.6, an SPR Markov shift has a positive and finite number of transitive components with full
entropy. The result now follows from Thm 6.3. O

Obviously, the ergodic properties of one MME depend only on the irreducible component
which carries it. From this point on, suppose 3(¥) is an irreducible SPR, Markov shift with
finite Gurevich entropy and period p. Let p be its MME. In Appendix B we state and prove
the following results:

(1) Exponential Decay of Correlations for Holder continuous functions in case p = 1,
and exponential decay of correlations for the ergodic components of p with respect to
o? in case p > 1 (Thm B.12).

(2) Large Deviations Property for Birkhoff sums of Holder continuous observables
(Thm B.17).

(3) Almost Sure Invariance Principle for Birkhoff sums of Hélder continuous observ-
ables (Thm B.18).

(4) Asymptotic Variance of Birkhoff sums of Hélder continuous observables: existence,
Green-Kubo identity, linear response formula, and periodic orbit conditions for the
non-vanishing of the asymptotic variance (Thm B.14).

(5) Equilibrium Measures for Small Potentials: there exists ¢g > 0 such that for
every Holder continuous potential ¢ : 33(¥4) — R, if sup |¢| < €g, then ¢ is SPR and has
a unique equilibrium measure which satisfies properties (1)—(4) above, (see Thm B.20,
§11.16, and [35]).

The proofs of these results use the one-sided shift X (%) associated to the graph ¢ and its
transfer operator. They rely in a crucial way on the following property of SPR Markov shifts,
proved in [35], and stated precisely in Appendix B:

There is a “nice” Banach space L of one-sided functions T (4) — R, where the transfer
operator of the MME acts “with spectral gap.”

In fact some form of this property is equivalent to the SPR property [35].
The derivation of properties (1)—(5) from the spectral gap was done before in different setups
[50],[92],83],[66],[48],[35]. For our setup, see Appendix B.

7.4. Strongly Positively Recurrent Markov Shifts with a Potential. Throughout this
section, let ¥ := X(%) be an irreducible Markov shift, and let ¢ : ¥ — R be a Holder continuous
function (in particular, sup |¢| < 00).®

A shift invariant probability measure pu is called an equilibrium measure for ¢ if the pressure

of w, P(o, u,¢) := h(f,p) + [ ¢du, equals the top pressure of @,
PTOP(E7 ¢) = SUP{P(CE#’ d)) VRS P(U)}
Equilibrium measures of constant potentials are simply MME.
The theory for MME in §6.6 and §7 has been extended to equilibrium measures of Holder

continuous potentials ¢: ¥ — R in [55, 96]. Here is a summary. Suppose Prop(2, ¢) < oo (since
sup ¢ < oo, this happens iff hpop(2) < 00). Then:

8Although we will not use this in this paper, we mention that the results of this section hold under the weaker
assumption that ¢ is weakly Holder and sup ¢ < oo [95, 31, 96, 36].
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(1) If the equilibrium measure exists, then it is unique [31];

(2) Call the unique equilibrium measure 4, then (X, i) is measure theoretically isomorphic
to the product of a Bernoulli scheme and a cyclic permutation of p points, where p is
the period of ¥ [97, 36].

n—1

Given a € 7, let @q(z) = L) (z) inf{n > 1: 0" () € [a]}, ¢n := Y. ¢poo”, and
k=0
Zn(dya)i= 3 e Dl(x) and Zi(g,a)i= 3 "Dl (@),
o (z)=z o™ (z)=z
It is shown in [95] that
Prop(2, ¢) = limsup % log Z (¢, a). (7.3)

n—-+oo

Definition 7.11. [96] We say that ¢ is a strongly positive recurrent (SPR) potential on X (or
that X is SPR for ¢), if for some vertex a:
limsuplog Z; (¢, a) < limsup2 log Z, (¢, a). (7.4)
n—-+oo n—-+oo
Remark 7.12. In [96] one defines a quantity A,(¢) called the discriminant, and one defines
the SPR property for ¢ by the condition A,(¢) > 0. The “discriminant theorem” [96, Thm
2] shows that A,[¢] > 0 iff (7.4) holds. Corollary 1 in [96] says that if (7.4) holds with some
vertex a, then it holds with all vertices a.

Proposition 7.13. [94] Let X be an irreducible Markov shift with finite Gurevich entropy, and
suppose ¢ is a Holder continuous function. Then ¢ is SPR on X iff there exist Py < Prop(Z, ¢),
7> 0 and a finite union of cylinders B such that:

For every ergodic measure v on S, P(o,v,¢) > Py = v(B) > 7. (7.5)

Proof. Suppose ¢ is SPR on X. By [96] and the assumptions that hrop(X) < 0o and ¢ is Holder
continuous, ¢ has an equilibrium measure pg. By [94, Thm 7.1] and the discussion in §9 there,
there is a constant C' so that for every partition set [a], for every shift-invariant measure v,
vla] — pelal] < C\/Prop(3, ¢) — Plo,v, §).

In particular, for every a such that p4[a] > 0 and for every Py sufficiently close to Prop(X, ¢),
if P(0,v,¢) > Py, then v[a] > p4[a]. One easily deduces (7.5).

The other direction requires the following observation: By Thm 6.5(1) and the assumption
that hpop(X) < oo, we have that Z,(b) < oo for every vertex b and every m. This is the
“F-property” of [58].

Suppose (7.5) holds, and assume by way of contradiction that ¢ is not SPR. By the F-
property and Lemma 8.1 in [94], there exists a sequence of ergodic shift-invariant probability
measures v, such that P(o, vy, ) = Prop(Z, ¢), but v,[a] — 0 for all vertices a. Clearly, this
contradicts (7.5). So ¢ must be SPR. O

We can now extend Def 7.11 to reducible Markov shifts:

Definition 7.14. We say that a Markov shift ¥ with finite Gurevich entropy is SPR for a
Holder continuous ¢, if there exist a finite union of cylinders B and numbers Py < Prop(2, @),
T>0 s.t.

For every ergodic measure v on ¥, P(o,v,¢) > Py = v(B) > T. (7.6)

Again, ¢ is SPR on X iff for some Py < Prop(X(¥), ¢), ¢ is SPR on all irreducible components
with pressure > Py, and the number of such components is finite.
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Part III. Symbolic Dynamics of SPR Diffeomorphisms
8. HYPERBOLIC, ENTROPY-FULL, AND BORNOLOGICAL CODINGS

Suppose 7' is a map on a topological space Y. A Markovian coding (or just “coding”) of T is
amap 7 : 2 — Y, where X is a countable state Markov shift, 7 is continuous, and Tooc =T o7.
We do not require injectivity or surjectivity. Codings with weak forms of these properties are
discussed below (Def 8.1 or 8.3).

Many dynamical systems have useful Markovian codings: hyperbolic toral automorphisms
[4], Anosov diffeomorphisms [100, 101], Axiom A diffeomorphisms [19], piecewise monotonic
interval maps [106, 56, 24, 23, 69], and non-uniformly hyperbolic maps [113, 98, 11, 8§].

We will only consider C'* diffeomorphisms f on closed manifolds M. Our ultimate aim is
to show that if f is SPR, then f admits “good” Markovian codings (X, 7) with SPR Markov
shifts ¥ (Thm 10.5). This section prepares the ground for this, by identifying several desirable
properties of abstract Markovian codings, which allow to relate the SPR property of f to the
SPR. property of 3.

8.1. Hyperbolic Codings. The lack of injectivity of the coding map may create many diffi-
culties, including the following crucial one: some measures on 7(3) may fail to have lifts to X,
or may have lifts with different entropy.

The “hyperbolic codings” we will now introduce will not suffer from this problem (Lemma
8.2 below). In addition, they will have the following nice feature: every point in the coded set
m(X) has well defined “stable” and “unstable” directions.

Before giving the definition, we remind the reader that ¥ is endowed with the metric (6.3),
and the regular part of a Markov shift 3 is the set

»# = {(x:)icz € E : (%1)i>0, (®i)i<o both contain constant sub-sequences}.

Definition 8.1. Let X be an invariant Borel subset. A hyperbolic coding in X is a pair (¥,7)

where ¥ is a locally compact countable state Markov shift, and w : X — M is a Héolder continuous

map satisfying:

(a) Too = fom.

(b) 7 : %% — M is finite-to-one, i.e. (m|s%)” () is finite for each x € M.°

(¢) (mep)(X) =1 for any o-invariant probability measure fi on X.

(d) For some xo > 0, for every x € X, there is a splitting TryM = E°(z) © E*(x) s.t.
limsup+ log || D f"| gs(x) || < —xo0, limsuplog||Df™"|gu(m)| < —Xo0, and such that z
n—-+oo n—-4oo

E¢(z) and z — E“(z) are Holder continuous.

Lemma 8.2 (Basic Properties of Hyperbolic Codings). Let (X, m) be a hyperbolic coding in an

f-invariant measurable set X. Then:

(1) n(X#) is Borel measurable.

(2) Every ergodic measure i on ¥ satisfies h(f, mfi) = h(o, 11).

(3) Every f-invariant ergodic measure p with u(m(X%)) = 1 admits an ergodic lift to %, i.e.,
some o-invariant ergodic measure i satisfying Tl = [t

(4) hTOP(E) < hTOP(f|X)- =R

(5) If $ : M — R is Héolder continuous, then ¢ := ¢ o7 is Holder continuous on 3.

(6) If ¥ is irreducible, then all o-invariant ergodic measures on Y project to homoclinically
related f-invariant measures on M.

Proof. Part (1) is a consequence of the following general result [65, Thm 18.10]: The image of
a Borel set by a countable-to-one Borel map is Borel measurable.

9We do not require the cardinality of these sets to be uniformly bounded.
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Part (2) is a consequence of the Abramov-Rokhlin entropy formula [2], and the fact that
by Def. 8.1(b), o : ¥# — X# is measure theoretically isomorphic to a skew-product over
f: M — M, with finite fibers.

Part (3) follows from Def. 8.1(b) as in the proof of [98, Prop. 13.2]. Briefly, i can be taken
to be a typical ergodic component of the measure

1
/2# |(7T\2#)71(93)|y€ Z 0y du(x).

(Tls%) ()

Here the finiteness-to-one of 7 : ©# — M is essential.
Part (4) follows from Part (2). Part (5) is a consequence of the Holder continuity of 7 : ¥ —
M. Part (6) is the content of Proposition 3.6 in [27]. O

8.2. Entropy-Full Codings. A hyperbolic coding need not carry the lift of every invariant
measure. “Entropy-full” codings lift all measures with large entropy:

Definition 8.3. A hyperbolic coding (X, m) in X is entropy-full if there is hg < hrop(f|x) such
that every ergodic invariant probability measure p on X with entropy bigger than hg is carried
by m(X7).

Lemma 8.4. If (X, ) is hyperbolic and entropy-full, then hrop(f|x) = hror(2).

Proof. Take p, € Perg(f|x) such that h(f, un) = hror(f|x). By entropy-fullness, for all n
sufficiently large, u,(X#) = 1, and by Lemma 8.2(3), pn = m.fi, for some fi,, € Peg(o). So
h(f, pn) < h(o, i) < hrop(2). Passing to the limit n — oo, we obtain hrop(f|x) < Arop(X).
By Lemma 8.2(4), hrop(f|x) = hror(2). O

8.3. Bornological Codings. The next property relates the Pesin bornologies of f|x to the
cylinder bornology of o : ¥ — 3. We will use it to relate the SPR property of f|x to the SPR
property of X.

Definition 8.5. A hyperbolic coding (X, 7) in X is x-bornological in X if:

(a) For some e > 0, for any (x,e)-Pesin block A, there exists a finite collection of cylinders A;
in ¥ such that i(m = (A) \ U, Ai) = 0 for every fi € P(0).

(b) For some 0 < & < X, for any cylinder A in X, there is a (X,&)-Pesin block A such that
p(r(ANX#)\ A) =0 for every x-hyperbolic u € P(f]|x).

We say that the coding is bornological, if it is x-bornological for some x > 0.

The smaller the x, the stronger the x-bornological property, since there are more Pesin blocks
and more hyperbolic measures to consider.

Proposition 8.6. If f is x-SPR on an invariant Borel set X (Def. 1.4), then every hyperbolic,
x-bornological coding (X,7) in X s.t. hyop(X) = hrop(f|x) is SPR.

Remark 8.7. This result only requires the condition in Def. 8.5(a). Also, we do not need the
full force of the SPR property for f, only the partial entropy tightness with respect to 9, . for
a single (but small enough) e.

Proof. Take € > 0 as in Def. 8.5(a). By the x-SPR property, there exist a (,e)-Pesin block A
and hg < hrop(f|x),7 > 0 such that

for every ergodic measure v on X, h(f,v) > hg = v(A) > 7. (8.1)

By Def. 8.5(a), there is a finite union of cylinders A C ¥ such that every o-invariant measure
gives zero mass to 7~ 1(A) \ A. By assumption,

hO < hTOP(f|X) = hTOP(Z)'



44 J. BUZZI, S. CROVISIER, O. SARIG

Let 7 be an ergodic measure on ¥ such that h(o,7) > hg. The projection v := U is an
f-ergodic measure on X, and by Lemma 8.2(2), h(f,v) = h(o,V) > ho. By (8.1), v(A) > 7,
whence by the choice of A, 7(A) > (7~ 1(A)) = v(A) > 7.

We started with the assumptions that U € Peg(0) and h(o,7) > hy, and ended with the
conclusion that 7(A) > 7. Thus the entropy at infinity of ¥ does not exceed hg, and we have
an entropy gap at infinity. By Def. 7.5, ¥ is SPR. U

Proposition 8.8. Given x > 0, let (X, ) be an entropy-full, x-bornological, hyperbolic coding
in X, and assume that f|x satisfies the following property:

Fho < heor(flx), (VW € Perg(flx), h(f,v) > ho = v is x-hyperbolic). (8.2)
If ¥ is SPR, then f is entropy-tight, whence SPR, on X.

Remark 8.9. (a) The proof only requires condition Def. 8.5(b).
(b) In dimension two, (8.2) holds whenever x < hyop(f|x), by Ruelle’s inequality.
(c) If f]x is xo0-SPR for some yg > 0, then (8.2) holds with any number x € (0, xo)-

Proof. Def. 8.5(b) provides constants ¥ > £ > 0 such that for any finite union of cylinders
A C X there is a (X,&)-Pesin block A such that p(m(A N Y#)\ A) = 0 for all y-hyperbolic
invariant measures p for f|x.

Fix xo > 0 slightly smaller than y. We will show that for every § > 0, there exist hs <
hror(f|x) and a (xo,&)-Pesin block As such that

Vi € Perg (flx) (h(f, 1) > hs = p(As) > 1-0). (8.3)

Eq (8.3) says that f is entropy-tight, whence SPR, on X, see Def. 4.14 and Prop. 4.15.

Choice of hs and As. By Lemma 8.4, hyop(X) = hropr(f|x). Choose hy < hrop(X) as in Def. 8.3
and Eq (8.2). Fix d > 0. Let ¢y := xo+max(log || D f||sup,10g || D f ! ||sup), and choose 0 < 79 < 1
so close to one, that

4max (2,1) (1 —7) <é. (8.4)

By assumption, ¥ is SPR. For Markov shifts, the SPR property is equivalent to entropy
tightness (Cor 7.7). Therefore there exist hy < hs < hrop(X) and a finite union of cylinders As
such that

Vil € Pugl0) (A(f,7) > hs = fi(As) > 1 — o).
Choice of As. By the choice of x and &, there is a (¥, £)-Pesin block As such that
w(m(As N E#)\ As) = 0 for all x-hyperbolic u € P(f|x). (8.5)
Since xo < X, there exists an ng such that As C P,,, the Pliss set as in eq. (2.6):

T.M = E%(z) ® E*(z) and Vj > 0,
||ijno|Es(z)|| < e~Imoxo HDf_jnO|E“(:E)|| < e~ Jmoxo

P, = {x eM:
By Prop. 2.21, there exists a (xo,€)-Pesin block As such that
Vv € Perg(f), V(M \ As) < 4max (2,1) v(M \ Py,).
Proof of (8.3). Suppose p € Pere(f|x) and h(f, ) > hs. By the choice of As,
(M \ As) < 4max (L,1) u(M \ Py,) < 4max (<, 1) (M \ As).
Since hs > hg and hg satisfies Eq (8.2), p is x-hyperbolic. By (8.5),
p(M\ As) < 4max (2,1) u(M \ w(A5 N 7).
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Since hs > hg and hg satisfies Def. 8.3, u(7(X#)) = 1. By Lemma 8.2(3), there is a measure
f € Perg(o) such that g = w0 and h(o, &) = h(f, ). By the Poincaré recurrence theorem,
A(X#) = 1. By the identity y = fion !,

p(M\ As) < 4max (2,1) A2\ (As N »#)) = 4max (2,1) (= )\ As).
By the choice of As, [i(X\ As) < 70; by the choice of 79, u(M \ As) < 0, completing the proof
of (8.3). So f|x is entropy-tight. By Prop. 4.15, f|x is SPR. O

9. CONSTRUCTION OF HYPERBOLIC CODINGS

The papers [98, 11] show that every C1* diffeomorphism with at least one hyperbolic invariant
measure has a hyperbolic Markovian coding (¥, 7), and that for surface diffeomorphisms, (2, 7)
is entropy-full. The paper [27] shows that if we restrict to Borel homoclinic classes, then 3 can
be chosen to be irreducible.

In this paper, we will prove that if f is SPR, then ¥ is SPR, (and in the two-dimensional case
and some other cases, vice-verse).

The proof relies on the particular features of the constructions in [98, 11, 27]. For the
convenience of the reader, we survey these constructions in this section. We try to keep as close
as possible to the notational scheme of [11]. We let d := dim M and assume that d > 2. We fix
B > 0 and assume that f € C'+5. Finally, we assume that f admits some hyperbolic invariant
measure, and fix a Borel homoclinic class X and a number xy > 0 so small that X carries a
x-hyperbolic invariant measure (i.e. a measure such that all Lyapunov exponents are outside

[—x, x] a.e.).
We fix some x € (0, x), and another parameter &, arbitrarily small, such that

0<e<min(),x —X) <X <X (9.1)

We will need to assume that € is “small enough” so that the constructions in [98, 11, 27] apply.
How small depends only on f, M, 3, x, X, see [98, §1.6]. The particular condition will not be
important to us.

9.1. Pesin Charts. Pesin introduced an atlas of charts for the “hyperbolic part” of M, which
bring f to the form of a hyperbolic linear map plus a small perturbation. We review a variant
of his construction, from [11].

9.1.1. The Oseledets-Pesin Reduction Cy(x)~!. [11, Def. 2.10] introduces a specific Borel set
NUH;‘Z C M, which only depends on f, M and Y. Among its many properties, it also satisfies
the following;:

o NUH;"z has full measure for every yx-hyperbolic ergodic invariant measure.

o Every point in NUH;% C M is Lyapunov regular (i.e., satisfies the conclusion of the Oseledets
Theorem for the derivative cocycle).

o Every point in NUH; C M has some positive Lyapunov exponents, some negative Lyapunov
exponents, and no Lyapunov exponents in [—Y, X].

(NUHZ has some other properties, which are needed in [11], but which will not be used explicitly
below, and therefore we omit them.)

Lemma 9.1. There are a constant k = (X, f) and a collection of linear operators Cx(x) :
R? — T, M (x € NUHY) with the following properties:

(1) [Cx (@) < 1.
(2) © — Cx(z) is a measurable map.
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(8) Cx(zx) brings the derivative cocycle into a hyperbolic block-diagonal form: There are square
matrices Dq(x), Dy (x) of dimensions dim E*(z), dim E*(x) s.t

e sz = (0 0., 92)

and for all unit vectors £° € E*(x), " € E%(x),
K< IDs(2)€7 < e7%, ¥ < | Du()8"]| < k. (9-3)
Cy(z)~! : T,M — R? is called the Oseledets-Pesin Reduction (at x).

Sketch of the Proof. There are many constructions [84, 64, 10], the following is from [11, §2.1.2].
Suppose x € NUHE, and let (-,-), denote the Riemannian metric on T, M. Let m; : T, M —
El(z) (t = s,u) denote the projections associated with the splitting T, M = E*® E*, and define

(€ m)y o= (mo&mam)l o + (mué, mun), ,, Where

o0

(€ y =2 (DFIE, DEMy)e®™X, for & n € E*(x),
m=0

(€ =2 (DfS™E D™ )e?™X, for &,n € B(x).
m=0

Let Cx(z) : R? — T, M be a linear map so that Cy(z)[R*® x {0}] = E*(z), Cx(x)[{0} x
R“®)] = E¥(z), and which carries the Euclidean metric to (-,-)’.. Then

(f,n)lz = <C>—<(:C)_1§,C>Z(x)_1n>R2 for all £,n € T, M.

There are many choices for Cy(x) (differing by orthogonal self-maps of E%(x) and E*(x)). We
fix one choice, which depends measurably on x. Standard calculations show that C, (z) satisfies
the conclusion of the lemma, see [11, §2.1.2]. O

9.1.2. The Norm of Cx(z)~*. We collect several inequalities which relate the largeness of
|Cx(x)7!]| to the weakness of the hyperbolicity bounds at z.

Let || - || denote the Riemannian norm on T, M and define, for x € NUHE,
Se(x) = max 2 DfmeE|2,., e2mX = ||Cy(x) ! g 9.4
@)= e 23 DA @t = 1) Nl (0

Url@) = psx, Z IDfe 3 @y €*™X = 1Cx (@) " |l (95)

a(z) == L(E"(x), £%(x)), always taken to be inside (-7, 7).
ox(z) := max{S(z), Ug(x),1/]sina(x)[}.

Note that oy (z) is large when the hyperbolicity bounds at z are weak.

Lemma 9.2. If x belongs to NUHf then

ox(@) < [|Cx(@) Ml < V2 ox(2)”. (9.6)
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Proof. Decompose a non-zero v € T, M into v = £ + 1, with £ € E*(x),n € E"(x).
I1Cx (@)~ ollga _ [1Cx (@) "€lI2e +ICx (@) Mnll5e _ Sx(@)?lI€]* + Ux(2)?|Inll?

o] B 1€+l - 1€ + nll?
f 2+ 2
< max{S (), Uw)?}i” ]
€N+ 1Im? | + 2[1&]l]I]] cos £(€,m)
= S
= e @/ € + 2
_ max(Sg (@)%, U (2)?) _ max{Sy (@)%, Uy(e)?) _ 2max(Sy ()%, Uy (@)*)
- 1—cos4L(&,n) - 1 — cos a(x) - sin® a(x) ’
since sin® a < 2(1 — cos(a)) on [—7/2,7/2].
Since |ab| < max(al, |b])?, we obtain
|Cx (@) vll3 > e LY
B <2 (max{SX(x) ,Ug(x)”, o) }> .

Taking square root, we obtain the right half of (9.6).
Next, ||[Cy(x)7 | > max{Sx(x),Ux(z)}. To see that ||Cx(z)~!| > 1/|sina(x)|, pick unit
vectors & € E*(x),n € E*(x) such that £(¢,n) = a(x), and take v := & — 1.

ICx (@) ollga _ [IC% (@) "€llga + ICx (=)~ IR0
[o]2 1€ = nll?

> ﬁ, (take m =0 in (9.4) and (9.5))

2 1
= 3 9cosa = sntg Sinee sin®a > (1 - cos(a)) on [~m/2,7/2]. O

In §10, we will need the following bound for ||Cg(x)™!|| on (x,e)-Pesin blocks:

Lemma 9.3. There exist A(f,X),B(f,x,&) € (0,1), such that the following holds, for every
e € (0,¢] and K > 1. Suppose x € NUHF satisfies the Pesin bounds (1.4) with the numbers

X, & K. Then K > B||Cy(x)714.
Proof. Fix unit vectors n € E*(z) and £ € E*(x) such that £(£,7) = a(x). Then
In— & =2|sing| = OZI(I;‘;;) < V2|sina| (recall that |a| < g).

By (1.4), [|Df¢ll < Kem™X|[¢]| and [[n]| = [|Df ;i Dl < Kes™e™X||D fi'|| for m > 0.
So ||Dfry| > K~ temXx=9)||n||, whence

g > IDLZn = DR | KMt - e

n—qgiz 2 :
1D fi Lip(f)™
Let m := [log(4K)/x]. By (9.1), K2e ™*9) < K2e72™X < 1 whence Ke™™X < 1K ~1emh—2)
and therefore

K—1lem(x—e)
ln—&ll > W
We saw above that |sina| > (1/v/2)||n — £||. By the choice of m and (9.7),
| sin a| > const K~ 18 LP()/X,
where the constant only depends on Lip(f) and x. Hence, for some ¢y, co which only depend
on y and Lip(f), K > 1 (m)c2



48 J. BUZZI, S. CROVISIER, O. SARIG

Next, choose some arbitrary unit vector £ € E*(z). By (2.7) and (9.1),
||Df-m€||262m)z < K2e—2mx62m>2 < K2e—2m(x—>2) < K2€—2m§
T = > < .

Summing over m, we deduce that

1/2
- . K2 _ K2 ermax(f)
sre (15 mem) s AV ey KA
m=0 1- 6728 €

%, and obtain K > ¢1Sg(x) > ¢1Sx(x)®. Similarly,
K > ciUg(2)?. So K > c10¢(z)°. The lemma follows from (9.6). O

‘We now decrease ¢; so that ¢; < 7

9.1.3. Pesin Charts and the Parameter Qz(x). Recall that d = dim M. In the previous section
we constructed linear changes of coordinates Cy(x) which transform Df, : To M — Ty M
into a linear hyperbolic map on R?, see (9.2). We will now construct non-linear changes of
coordinates ¥, which transform f on a neighborhood of = into a non-linear perturbation of a
linear hyperbolic map on R¢.

Let exp, : T,M — M denote the exponential map defined by the Riemannian structure.
The Pesin chart of size p and center x is the map

TP [—p,p|* — M, WUE(v) := exp, [Cx(2)v].

We have [|Cg(z)|| < 1. So if p is smaller than the injectivity radius of M, then ¥, is a

diffeomorphism onto its image, and ¥, defines a system of coordinates on a neighborhood of

x. Pesin showed that if p is small enough, then “f in coordinates” \I/;(lw) o foW, is close to a

uniformly hyperbolic linear map R? — R4, see [84],[10]. How small should p be depends on .

We will work with an explicit (but non-canonical) threshold Qz(x), which we proceed to define.
Let I .= {e_%gé : £ € N}. For any number 0 < @ < 1, we set

Qs =max{0 <7< Q:7=¢ 3 (N} e L.

Recall that 8 > 0 is the Holder exponent of Df. Given x in NUH;, let

=90/ "
Qo) = | G a1 (9.

€

The following can be shown as in [10, Thm 5.3.1], [11, Thm 2.13]:

Lemma 9.4. Suppose € = &(f, M, 3,x,X) is small enough. For any point x € NUH’;< and for

all 0 < p < Qs(z):

(1) U, : [—p,p]? = M is a diffeomorphism onto its image.

(2) fz:= \I/J?(lz) o f oW, is well-defined and injective on [—p,p]?.

(3) f.(0) =0, the derivative matriz of f, at zero (Df;)o equals the block matriz on the right-
hand side of (9.2), and || fz — (wa)0||cl+§ <& on [-p,p]*.

(4) The symmetric statements hold for fy1 =W 1o f~loWy,.

In particular, “f in coordinates,” f,, is uniformly close in C 143 to the hyperbolic linear map
(Dfz)o. By (9.3), (Dfx)o is hyperbolic uniformly in x.

Henceforth we will only consider Pesin charts U2 such that 0 < p < Qz(z).
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9.1.4. Overlap Conditions. 1f W, and W, satisfy the conclusion of Lemma 9.4, then so do all
sufficiently small perturbations of ¥, and Wy (,), albeit on a smaller neighborhood of 0, and in
a slightly weaker topology.

This statement can be made quantitative, and uniform. Building on [98], [11] specifies what
it means for ¥, to &-overlap ¥;, and then shows that if Vi £-overlaps \I/fc(w), then \Il;1 ofoW,
is “uniformly close” to the uniformly hyperbolic linear map (Df.)o on [—p,p]?, in the c1+5
topology. We omit the precise statements, which can be found in [11, Def. 2.18, Prop. 2.21].

We denote the &-overlap condition by W2 ~ wi.

9.2. Chains and Shadowing. The construction of hyperbolic codings uses the shadowing
theory for general non-uniformly hyperbolic maps in [98]. In this theory, pseudo-orbits are
replaced by objects called “&-chains,” and defined below.

9.2.1. Double Charts. A double chart is a pair (U2, WE") of two concentric Pesin charts where
r € NUH} and p*, p* belong to (0,Qz(z)] N Iz. We will denote double charts by the formal
symbol WP"P",

9.2.2. Chains. We denote p A p’ := min(p, p’). Given double charts ¥2"?" and \I'guvqs, we write
gptpt \Ilgu’qs, if the following conditions hold:

o ¢* = min{e‘p*, Q:(y)} and p* = min{e¢®, Qs(x)}, see (9.8),

o W A WY and WY A WY see §9.1.4,

o dim E*(z) = dim E*(y) and dim E*(z) = dim E*(y).
The following consequence will be useful to us later [98, Lem 4.4]:

u A S _ _
1 /\ 1 ¢ [e7c,e%]. (9.9)
P A p*

U .8 u 8
whoP - it =

Definition 9.5. An &-chain is a sequence of double charts ¥ = (\sz’pi‘)nez such that \Ilii’pi‘ —
\Ilzﬂll’p”“ for all n.

We use &-chains as substitutes to pseudo-orbits.

9.2.3. The Shadowing Theorem. We say that an &-chain (\I/f;ll ’pf)iez shadows the orbit of z € M,
if for all i € Z, f(z) € Wy, ([—mi,m)?), where n; := p¥ A p;.

Lemma 9.6. Suppose € = &(f, 5, M, x,X) is small enough. Then every &-chain shadows the
orbit of a unique point z := sh(¥), and sb : {€-chains} — M satisfies:
(i) Equivariance: shoo = fosh (o denotes the left shift).
(ii) Hélder Continuity: There are 6 € (0,1) and C > 0 such that if ¥, ¥’ are two £-chains
with ¥,, = U for all In| < m, then d(sh(¥),sh(T')) < CO™.
(i1i) There exists an invariant measurable subset NUHZ%é C NUHE,
X-hyperbolic invariant measure, such that every x € NUH? is shadowed by some &-chain.
(iv) Hyperbolicity: Suppose ¥ is an &-chain, and z = sh(¥). Then we can decompose T, M =
E*(¥) ® E“(¥) s.t. for every non zero v® € E5(¥), v* € E*(¥),

limsup 1 log | D f7 v*|| < —2x and limsup L log || Df7".v"|| < —3¥.
n—=+oo n—+oo

with full measure for every

(v) The functions ¥ — E*(¥), E“(¥) in (iv) are Holder continuous with respect to the metric
(6.3) on the space of sequences, and the Grassmannian metric.

Proof. The lemma follows from Thm 3.13 and its proof in [11], together with [11, Prop. 2.30,
Prop. 3.5, Prop. 3.12, and Prop. 4.4(2)]. (The 2D case is in [98].) O
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Remark 9.7. By Lemma 2.1, if z belongs to a Pesin block with parameters Y, &, the decom-
position in (iv) only depends on z and not on the sequence ¥ that shadows z, and it coincides
with the splitting of Definition 1.2.

9.2.4. Discretization. The set of &-chains equals the set of paths on a directed graph, whose
vertices are double charts, and whose edges are defined in §9.2.2. This graph is uncountable.

To obtain a countable graph, we replace the uncountable set of all double charts by a count-
able subset ¥, with the following properties:

(a) Sufficiency: For the measurable set NUH?;é in Lemma 9.6(iii) (which has full measure for
every x-hyperbolic ergodic measure), we have the following:
Every z € NUH? is shadowed by some &-chain ¥ = (\Ilf;z’p ;)nez such that
(i) Wg%’pf‘ € ¥ for all n;
(ii) (W5, 50 and (¥52P"), <o both contain constant subsequences;
(ili) Vn € Z, Qe(f™(2))/Qe(xn) € [e%/3,e/3].
(b) Discreteness: For every t > 0 there are only finitely many W2"P° € # such that p“Ap® > t.

The construction of ¥ uses a coarse-graining procedure, which is described in [11, §2.2.3, §2.3.1,
Thm 3.13] and [98, §3.3, Prop. 4.5, Theorem 4.16].

Let 2 denote the graph whose set of vertices is ¥/, and whose edges are defined in §9.2.2.
This is a countable graph, and ¥(.#) equals the set of &-chains in #Z.

The sufficiency of ¥ implies that sh(X#(#)) has full measure for all x-hyperbolic invariant
measures. The discreteness of ¥ and (9.9) imply that 4# is locally finite.

9.2.5. The Shadowing Inverse Problem. Many different &-chains can shadow the same orbit, but
all the chains in % () which project to a given point z share some common features:

Lemma 9.8. If (\I/ffz’pf‘)nez, (\I/gi’qf”)nez € ¥ () shadow the same point, then for alln € 7Z,

. 3= 3=
(i) p2/as, p5/q; € [e™VE,e Ve, )
(ii) There are linear maps =,, : Ty, M — T, M with ||Z,|, ||, || < € such that

Gyl
”CX(yn)ilEnEH

(iii) |10g[Q=(wn)/Qe(yn)]| < 29=.

For the proof of parts (i) and (ii), see [11, Prop. 4.8 and Lemma 4.12]. Part (iii) follows from
(i) and (9.8). (For the simpler 2D case, see [98, Part 2].)

[e=*VE, e2VE]  for all non-zero £ € Ty, M.

9.3. Hyperbolic Codings of Diffeomorphisms. sh : () — M is Holder continuous,
and it satisfies properties (a) and (d) in Def. 8.1. But it is not a hyperbolic coding, because
sh : X#(4) — M is not necessarily finite-to-one. To get a finite-to-one coding, we project the
natural Markov partition of ¥# (J#) to M, and refine it to a Markov partition for f. Specifically,
let

Z={ZWw):ve ¥} , Z():={sh(¥): ¥ e 2 (¥) , ¥y =v}. (9.10)

Since ¥ is sufficient, 2 covers NUH?7 a set of full measure for all ergodic x-hyperbolic invariant
measures. The elements of 2 may overlap, but by Lemma 9.8, the overlaps have the following
local finiteness property [11, §5.1.1]:

Lemma 9.9. {Z' € & : Z' N Z # @} is finite for every Z € .

This crucial finiteness property makes it possible to refine 2 to a countable partition. More-
over, a procedure similar to the one used by Bowen in [20], generates a countable refinement
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which is a Markov partition. For details, see [98, §11.1] and [11, §6]. We denote this partition
by Z. R

Now we build a new countable locally finite graph ¢ with set of vertices Z, and edges R — S
whenever RN f~1(9) # @.

~

Lemma 9.10. There is a map 7 : X(¥) — M with the following properties:
(i) Too = fom, the map T is Holder continuous, ,u[ﬁ(E#(g?))] =1 for all x-hyperbolic ergodic
measures i, and T E#(g) — M s finite-to-one.
(ii) For every Re #,Z € &, thesets {Z' € & : Z'NR# @} and {R' € Z: R'NZ # &} are
finite. Moreover either RC Z or RNZ = &.
) %(E#(Q)) = sh(X# (). Moreover, for every R € E#(g), there exists an &-chain ¥ €
S#(A) such that T(R) = sh(¥), and R; C Z(V;) for all i.
(iv) The stable and unstable spaces of T(xz) depend Hoélder continuously on x.

The Markov partition Z is constructed in [11, §6], where one can find the proofs of (i) and (ii).
Parts (iii) and (iv) are explained in footnote 12 and Prop. 6.1 there.

Corollary 9.11. Let f be a C'*P diffeomorphism of a closed manifold M which admits a x-
hyperbolic invariant measure for some x > 0. For every x € (0,x) sufficiently small, for every
€ small enough, the following holds:

~

(1) (2(9),7) built above (with this choice of X,&) is a hyperbolic coding of f in M;
(2) If u is a x-hyperbolic f-invariant measure on M, then u(w(X#(¥))) = 1.

Proof. We have already seen that ¢ is locally finite. By Lemma 9.10(ii) and (iii), every vertex
in the graph ¢ has finite incoming and outgoing degrees. By Lemma 6.1, X(¥) is locally
compact. The remaining properties of (X(¥),7) follow from Lemmas 9.10 and 9.6(iv). O

9.4. Irreducible Hyperbolic Codings of Borel Homoclinic Classes. We now localize to
a Borel homoclinic class X, and show that f|x has a hyperbolic coding with an irreducible X
(see §6.5). The key is the following result from [27].

~

Lemma 9.12. Given x > 0, let (X(¥),7) be the coding in Lemma 9.10. If X is a Borel
homoclinic class of f, then there exists a mazimal connected component G C G such that:

(i) () is irreducible and o : 3(9) — X(¥Y) is topologically transitive;

(ii) Every x-hyperbolic ergodic measure u on X satisfies u[7(3%(4))] = 1;

(i1i) Every o-invariant measure i on X(9) satisfies () (X) = 1.

See Theorem 3.1 and Section 3.4 in [27]. (The proofs in [27] were written in the two dimensional
case, but as noted in §1.6 there, they work verbatim in higher dimension. A proof in the higher-
dimensional case, which also applies to infinite conservative invariant measures can be found in

[12].)

Corollary 9.13. Let X be a Borel homoclinic class of a C™8 diffeomorphism f with some
x-hyperbolic invariant measure, for some x > 0. For every ¥ € (0,x) small enough, for every
€ > 0 small enough, we have:

(1) 9 from §9.3 has a mazimal connected component 9 such that (X(9), 7|5 w)) is a hyperbolic
coding of f in X. In particular, X(9) is irreducible.

(2) If p is a x-hyperbolic f-invariant measure on X, then u(7(X%(9))) = 1.

(3) If (E(g\),%) is x-bornological, then (X(¥),T|s(q)) is x-bornological.

Proof. Parts (1) and (2) follow directly from Lemma 9.12 and Cor 9.11. Part (3) is proved

as follows. Suppose (E(g?),%) is x-bornological (Def. 8.5). Note that (3(¥),7|5(y)) satisfies
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Item (b) of the bornological property. To see that it also satisfies Item (a), fix € so that for every
(x, €)-Pesin block A, there is a finite family of cylinders A; in E(g) so that (71 (A)\U,; 4:) =0
for all i € IP’(Z(E!?)) Given i, let B; :== A; N 3(¥). This is either empty, or it is a cylinder in
$(9). Clearly, a(7 ' (A) \ U, Bi) = 0 for all i € P(X(¥)). O

10. EXISTENCE OF SPR CODINGS

In this section we state and prove our main results on the symbolic codings of SPR diffeo-
morphisms (Theorem 10.5): An SPR diffeomorphism can be coded by an SPR Markov shift,
and an SPR Borel homoclinic class can be coded by an irreducible Markov shift. Conversely, in
dimension two and some other cases, any diffeomorphism with a “good“ SPR coding must itself
be SPR.

The papers [98, 11, 27] provide hyperbolic codings with the required irreducibility properties.
We will show that these codings are bornological, and invoke Prop. 8.6 and Prop. 8.8. Unlike
the material in the previous section, this is new.

10.1. Proof of the Bornological Property. Suppose f is a C'*# diffeomorphism, with a
Borel homoclinic class X such that hrop(f|x) > 0. We fix parameters x > ¥ > 0 and we let
€ > 0 be some number as in (9.1), which is so small that all the results of §9 are valid. We also
need the number A(f,y) from Lemma 9.3, and the hyperbolic coding (£(%), 7) from Cor 9.11.
Fix

v:= S A(f,x) and € € (0,7). (10.1)

Definition 10.1. The optimal (x, €)-Pesin bound at x is the infimum K, (x, €;x) of the numbers
K >0 for which there are splittings Tn M = E*(f"(x)) ® E°(f"(x)) (n € Z) so that

e (g @ | [1DF T me(pn @y ) < KeXFHelnl,

By convention, if there is no such splitting, then K.(x,¢;z) := +00.

Vn € ZVk > 0 max(|| D f*

Henceforth we work with the parameters x and e fixed above, and we let K, (x) := K.(x,¢; x).
The plan is to check Def. 8.5(a) with the parameters x and e.

By Lemma 2.1, there is at most one splitting Tpn )M = E*(f™(x)) ® E*(f"(x)) as above.
It follows that if the infimum K, (z) is finite, then it is in fact a minimum. It is also clear that
the level sets {z : K.(x) < K} are all (x,¢)-Pesin blocks, and that every (,¢)-Pesin block is a
subset of a set like that. Finally, by the optimality of K, (x), this function is e-tempered:

e K. (z) < K. (f(2)) < e K.(x). (10.2)
The following bound for K, (x) uses the shadowing theory of §9.2:
Lemma 10.2. There exists ¢ :=c(f,3,x,&) € (0,1) such that for any z in NUH? and ¥ =
(\Iﬂ;?’”f)iez in X% () such that x = sh(¥), K.(z) > c- (p§ Ap§)~7.

Proof. By Lemma 9.3, K. (z) > B||Cx(z)~ 4.
Recall the definition of Qz(z) in (9.8). By §9.2.4 (a)(iii) and Lemma 9.8(iii), Qs(x) >
1, 2001/

e (6/3+ B )Qg(x()). Looking at the definition of Qz(x) again, and recalling the choice of v in

(10.1), we conclude that for some c(f, 3, x,€) € (0,1),
K@) = c- Quleo) . (10.3)

Claim. There exist i <0 < j such that p} = Qz(x;) and p; = Q=(z;).
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Proof of the Claim. Let ¥; := \Il%’pf. Since ¥ € X#(#), there exists i | —oo such that ¥;,
is constant, say equal to UZ""" (see (6.2)).

Assume by way of contradiction that p} # Qz(z;) for all ¢ < 0. Then p¥ < Qs(z;) for all
1 <0, see §9.2.2. Since ¥ is a path on J#, V¥ is an &-chain, whence

P! = min{epl' 1, Q(w;)} = €plt, for all i < 0,

see §9.2.2. But this implies that py = eé‘ik‘pi = fliklpu k—> 400, which is absurd, since
—00

Py < Qs(x0) < 1. The existence of j is proved in a similar manner.
Let k :=max{i < 0: p% = Q=(x;)}. Applying (10.3) to f¥(x), we obtain

K (M) 2 ¢ Qelar) " = ¢ (pf)

By the maximality of k£ and the definition of &-chains in §9.2.2,
Vk+1<n<0, p* =min{ep” |, Q=(z,)} = e p¥_,.
So p¥ = e *ép¥. Next, by (10.2), and since ¢ < &,
K.(x) > e MR, (M (@) > e Hoe- (pf) ™ = M De (pg) ™ > e () 7.

Similarly, one can use k := min{j > 0: p} = Qz(v;)} to show that K.(z) > c(p§)~7. Together,
this gives K, (z) > c(p§ Ap§)~7. O

~

Lemma 10.3. Let (2(¥9 ) 7) be the coding in Cor 9.11. For every t>0, the set {R€X#(4) N
(NUH?) «(T(R)) <t} is contained in a finite union of cylinders.

Proof. Let R € E#(g) ﬂﬁ_l(NUH#) x := 7(R), and suppose K,(x) < t.

By Lemma 9.10(iii), there exists an é-chain ¥ = (\1'1;; ’pl) € ©# () such that R; C Z(,)
for all 4 and x = sh(¥). By Lemma 10.2, ¢- (p§ Ap§)~ 7 < K.(z) < t. Recall the definition of
Z(¥g) from (9.10). Then

o Z(Wy) € 2, where 2 := {Z(VP" P ) c & :p“ Ap® > (t/c)fi}, and

o Ry € %y, where Zy = e {REXZ: RC Z}.

%, is finite by the discreteness property of ¥, see §9.2.4(b). %, is finite by Lemma 9.10(ii). So
{ReX#(9)N %’%NUH?) : K. (7(R)) < t} is contained in {y € #(¥) : yo € #;}, whence in
a finite union of cylinders. O

Proposition 10.4. The codings in Cor 9.11 and 9.13 are x-bornological.

Proof. First we show that (E(%A),%) is x-bornological.

Let us consider some (x, ¢)-Pesin block A. By definition, there exists ¢ > 0 such that any
x € A satisfies K.(z) < t. By Lemma 10.3 there is a finite union of cylinders A such that
S#(&) N7 (ANNUHY) C A.

Let i be some ergodic o-invariant measure on Z(g?) and set u = T.u. If u(A) = 0, then
a(@=1(A)) = 0. Otherwise, by ergodicity, all the Lyapunov exponents of u are outside (—x;, x),
whence by (9.1), outside [—¥, x]|. In this case p is x-hyperbolic, and it follows that u gives full
measure to the set NUH? from Lemma 9.6(iii). Therefore i gives full measure to 7! (NUH?) N

# (%), and as a result,
AEH A A) = A([2# () N7 (AN NUBE)] | 4) = 0,

This proves that 7i(~*(A)\ A) = 0 for all ergodic o-invariant measures on £(%). By the ergodic
decomposition, this is also the case for non-ergodic measures, and we verified the first half of
the bornological property, Def. 8.5(a).
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Next we prove the second half of the bornological property, Def. 8.5(b), with
X :=xand € := %. (10.4)
Given R € %, let Ap := {R € ©#(9) : Ry = R}. We must show that for some (¥, £)-Pesin
block A, for all y-hyperbolic invariant measures u,
ulr(Ag) \ A] = 0. (10.5)
By Lemma 9.10(ii) the set 25 := {Z(91"7) e Z: R C Z(¥1"7)} is finite. By §9.2.4(b),
the following set is finite:

Pp = {Z(VP P ) e ¥ HZ(\IIZH"]S) € Ppst.pt>e” ‘%q“ and p® > e~ ‘%qs}.

u 8

In particular there exists ¢g > 0 such that p* A p® > ¢ for all Z (TP ’p\) € Zn.
Fix some z € NUH? N7(AR), and write x = T(R) with R € Ar. By §9.2.4(a), there exists
some ¥ = (\Ilg?l';’pf)iez in X7 () satisfying
sh(¥) = z and Q=(f"(x)) > Qz(zy)e™/? for each n € Z.
By Lemma 9.10(iii), since z € NUH?, there exists ¥/ = (\Ilgzy’qf)iez in X7 () with sh(¥') =
m(R) =z and R = Ry C Z(\Ilgﬁ’qg). In particular Z(\Ilgﬁ’qg) € Zr. ¥ and ¥ both shadow z.
By Lemma 9.8(i), Z(W59"°) € 2%. Then, for all n € Z:
Q=(f"(2)) = Qe(xn)e™™/ by §9.2.4(a)(ii),
> (p® A pS)e~¥/3 by the definition of double charts,
> (pt Apg)e cI"I=E/3 by (9.9) and the definition of &-chains,
> co - eS8 gince Z(\Iﬂ;g’pg) € Zr.
By (9.8), there is a constant K = K(8,&,¢) > 0 such that [|Cy(f™(z)) " < KesInl/48 1t
now follows from (9.4) that for all n € Z and all m > 0,
1D ™ s (pr g | < 1Cx (" ()" | exp(=xm) < K exp(=Xm + Elnl)
(recall that X = x and € = £3/48). A similar estimate holds for || Df~"™|gu(¢n(z))|l-
This shows that 7T(Ag) N NUH? is contained in the (,€)-Pesin block Ag of all points which
satisfy (1.4), but with (K, Y, ) replacing (K, x, ).

Now suppose p is a x-hyperbolic invariant measure p. Such measures are x-hyperbolic, and
therefore they are carried by NUHg . Necessarily,

plF(AR) \ Ag] = u[7(Ar) "NUHZ \Ag] = pu(@) =0,

and we obtained (10.5). This completes the proof of that (X(%),7) is x-bornological.
By Part 3 of Cor 9.13, (X(9), T|5x)) is also x-bornological. O

10.2. SPR Codings for SPR Diffeomorphisms. Collecting the results of the previous sec-
tions, we obtain our main coding result:

Theorem 10.5. Let f be a C'T diffeomorphism on a closed manifold M, and X be M or a

Borel homoclinic class. For every x > 0 there is a map w: X — M s.t.:

(X¥1) The Markov Shift. ¥ is a locally compact countable state Markov shift. If X is a Borel
homoclinic class, we can choose ¥ to be irreducible.

(¥2) The Coding Map. 7 : Y% — M is Hélder continuous, too = fom, and w: X% — M is
finite-to-one. (See (6.2) for the definition of 7 .)
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(X¥'3) Projection of Measures. Fuvery ergodic o-invariant measure [i on X projects to an
ergodic f-invariant measure p := m,Ji := fonw~* such that u(X) =1 and h(f, p) = h(o, 7).
(¥4) Lifting Measures. For every ergodic x-hyperbolic f-invariant measure u on X there
exists some ergodic o-invariant measure i on 3 such that w i = .
(¥'5) Hyperbolicity. For some xo>0, at any x € ¥ there is a splitting TroyM = E*(z) ®
E*(z) such that z — E*(z) and x — E“(z) are Hélder continuous and hmiup% log | Df"|gs (@) |l <
n—-+0oo

—Xo, hmsup%logHDf*” Eu@H < —Xo-
n—-+o0o

(¥'6) Bornological Property. (X, 7) is a x-bornological hyperbolic coding in X.
(X7) SPR. If f|x is x'-SPR with X’ > x, then ¥ is SPR, (X, m) is entropy-full, and hyop(X) =
h'I‘OP(f|X)~

(¥'8) Additional Properties. (X,7) satisfies all the properties described in [27, §3], and in
particular the “locally finite Bowen property” stated there.'"

Converse Statement: Suppose (8.2) holds with x (as is always the case when dim M = 2
and x < hrop(flx)). Then the following holds: If f|x has an SPR Markov coding satisfying
(X1)-(X6), then f|x is entropy-tight, whence SPR.

Proof. Without loss of generality, X carries some hyperbolic invariant measure: If X is a Borel
homoclinic class, this is automatic; If X = M and there are no hyperbolic invariant measures,
then the theorem holds vacuously with the empty Markov shift. Next, we observe that decreasing
x makes the (direct) statement of the theorem stronger; Therefore, we may also assume without
loss of generality that x is so small that X carries a y-hyperbolic invariant measure.

The Markov coding provided by Cor 9.11 or 9.13 satisfies Properties (£1)—(X5) and Prop. 10.4
gives (X6). Since the constructions in §9 are compatible with those of [27], we also have (£8).
It remains to check (37): Suppose f|x is x’-SPR with x’ > x. By Remark 8.9, (8.2) holds
and (X4) implies that (X, 7) is entropy-full. By Lemma 8.4, hyop(X) = hrop(f|x). Next, f|x
must be x-SPR, because f|x is x’-SPR and x’ > x, see Lemma 4.9(4). By Prop. 8.6 and the
x-bornological property, ¥ is SPR. So we also have (X7).

Conversely, suppose (8.2), and that f has an SPR Markov coding in X satisfying (31)—(%6).
In particular it is hyperbolic and y-bornological. By (8.2) and (34), the coding is entropy-full.
Prop. 8.8 then implies that f|x is entropy-tight. (]

Remark 10.6. Looking at (10.4), and recalling the choices of ¥, &, we deduce the following.
For any ¥ € (0,x) and all £ > 0 small enough, there are codings (X,7) as in Thm 10.5 which
satisfy the bornological property (Def. 8.5(b)) with X, €.

We end with an extension of Item (37) to potentials of equilibrium measures. Suppose ¢
is a real-valued Holder continuous function on M (or more generally one of the quasi-Holder
functions considered in §11.1). For a Borel homoclinic class X:

e fis x-SPR for ¢ on X, if it satisfies Def. 1.12 with the parameter x;
e a hyperbolic coding (3, 7) in X is pressure-full for ¢, if there is pg < Prop(f|x, ¢) such
that for every p € Peyg(f|x), if hy(o) + [ ddu > po, then pu[r(X#)] = 1, and p has a
lift with the same entropy and pressure to X
Addendum 10.7. The coding in Thm 10.5 satisfies
(X7’) SPR for Potentials. If f|x is x'-SPR for ¢ with X' > x, then ¥ is SPR for ¢ o,
Prop (B, 0m) = Prop(flx, P), and (X, 7) is pressure-full for ¢.

The proof is identical to the proof of (X7), and we omit it.

L0We do not need these additional properties in this paper.
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Part IV. Properties of SPR Diffeomorphisms
11. CONSEQUENCES OF THE SPR PROPERTY

This section is devoted to the precise statements of the ergodic properties announced in Thms
C-G and the direct part of Thm F. The proofs will be given in the next section.

Let f be a C'* diffeomorphism of a closed smooth d-dimensional manifold M, with d > 2.
Let X be an SPR Borel homoclinic class. We will see below that f|x has a unique measure of
maximal entropy. We denote this measure by pu.

11.1. Quasi-Hé6lder functions. Given ¢ : X — C, let
Yn=tP+Pof+--+¢ofr
We are mostly interested in Holder continuous ¢ and in geometric potentials
J*(2) = —log| det(Df| ()| and J*(x) = —log| det(Df|gua))]; (11.1)

which are not always continuous (or even globally defined). The geometric potentials are needed
in §11.12 and §11.13.

To treat J*(z),JJ“(x) and Holder continuous functions on the same footing, we introduce
the class of quasi-Holder functions, which contains them both. Informally, ¢ (x) is quasi-
Hélder, if it can be recast as a Holder continuous function of (z, E¥(z), E®*(x)). For exam-
ple, J%(z) = ¥(x, E“(x), E*(x)), where U(z, Eq, E2) = —log|det(Df|g, )|, and E; C T,,M are
linear subspaces. We now make this precise.

Let &(k, M) denote the k-th Grassmannian bundle of M, with its canonical Riemannian
structure (see Appendix A). Let

d—1
6= |_| &(k,M)® &(d—k, M) (disjoint union). (11.2)
k=1

If z € X, then (x; E*(x), E*(x)) € &. Indeed, on X C NUH(f) (see (2.2)), E*(x), E*(x) are
well-defined and unique by Lemma 2.1.

Definition 11.1. A &-lift of a function ¢ : X — C is a function ¥ : & — C such that for all
x € X, U(x; ES(x), B*(z)) = ¢¥(x).

Every connected component of & has a canonical metric, induced by the Riemannian struc-
ture. We extend this metric to & by declaring that the distance between points in different

connected components equals the diameter of M. Let dg(-,-) denote the restriction of this
distance function to ®.

Definition 11.2. ¢ : X — C is quasi-Holder on X (with exponent ), if ¥ admits an &-lift ¥
which is Hélder continuous with exponent 3, with respect to dg. In this case, the B-quasi-Holder
norm of Y is defined to be

E#£n d@(fﬁ’?)’g

(Actually we will only use the lift to I' := {(x; E%(x), E®(x)) : « € X} C &. One could wonder
whether requiring a lift to all of & is wasteful. It is not: Any Hoélder function on I' can be
extended to & without decreasing the Holder exponent.)

|4||'s := inf {sup|\11 —l—supw 06— Cisalift ofw}.
®

Example 11.3. If v : M — C is Holder with exponent S, then v|x is quasi-Holder with
exponent 3, and [[¢||; < [|¢[|g: use the lift W(x; By, Fa) = 9 (x1).

Example 11.4. If f € C**P with 8 > 0, then z +— J*(z) and z +— J*(z) (introduced in (11.1))
are quasi-Holder on X with exponent f.
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Lemma 11.5. Quasi-Hoélder functions on X are measurable and bounded.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, z — (x; E*(z), E*(x)) is continuous on Pesin blocks. Therefore any
quasi-Holder function ¢ : X — C is continuous on Pesin blocks. Since X is covered by countably
many Pesin blocks, ¥ is measurable on X. Next, & has finite diameter, and every Holder
continuous function on & is bounded. O

We proceed to state our results on the properties of SPR diffeomorphisms.

11.2. Existence and Structure of Measures of Maximal Entropy. The following implies
Thm C.

Theorem 11.6. Let f be a C'* diffeomorphism of a closed manifold, and let X be an SPR

Borel homoclinic class with period p. Then:

(1) There exists a measure i on X such that h(f, 1) = hrop(f]x)-

(2) This measure is unique (on X ), ergodic, hyperbolic, and its support equals X. If p = 1,
then p is Bernoulli. If p > 1, then u is isomorphic to the product of a Bernoulli scheme
with a cyclic permutation of p atoms.

(3) Suppose f is SPR, then [ has a finite positive number of ergodic measures of maximal
entropy, each carried by a distinct SPR Borel homoclinic class.

Definition 11.7. The integer p in (2) is called the period of .

Remark 11.8. Part (1) is proved in §12.2. Part (2) was obtained in [27], and (3) follows from
(2) and Prop. 1.5. By [27, Sec. 1.6], the period p of pu coincides with the period of the Borel
homoclinic class of p, defined to be the greatest common divisor of the period of all hyperbolic
periodic orbits homoclinically related to pu.

Remark 11.9. Suppose dim M =2, f € C* and hiop(f) > 0.
o If f is a topologically transitive, then there exists exactly one Borel homoclinic class X
carrying measures with positive entropy [27]. The MME of f|x is the unique MME of f.
o If f is topologically mixing, then p is Bernoulli and p =1 [27, Thm 6.12(5)].
These results use two-dimensionality and C'*°-smoothness in an essential way.

11.3. Exponential Decay of Correlations. We now study the ergodic properties of (X, f, ),
starting with the exponential mixing announced in Thm 1.1.

The expectation of an L' function ¢ will be denoted by E,(¢) := [+du. The variance of
an L? function ¢ is the number Var,(¢)) := ||t — E,(¢)||3. The covariance of two real-valued

o € L2(u) is
Covu(p,1) = E, (9 — Eu(9) (¥ — B ()] = / o — / oy / .

The correlation coefficient of non-constant real-valued ¢, € L?(u) is

pulps ) = Covule: ¥) e [-1,1].
Var, (p)Var, (¢)
We are interested in the correlation between the results of “a measurement at time n” po f*
and “a measurement at time m” i o f™, for [n —m| > 1. By the f-invariance of u, for every
©,% € L*\ {constants}, there is a ¢ > 0 such that

pulpo f" o f™) =c-Covulp, o f") = c-Covy(ih,po f*) (Vn,m € Z).
So it is sufficient to estimate Cov, (¢, o f¥) for k € N.

Let p denote the period of p. If p = 1, then p is mixing, and p, (¢, o f*) = 0. If p > 1,
then p is not mixing, and we will need to work with the ergodic components of u for the iterate

I
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Theorem 11.10. Let f be a C'* diffeomorphism of a closed manifold, let X be an SPR Borel
homoclinic class with period p, and let p be the MME of f|x. For every § > 0 there are
0< 0 <1and C > 1 such that for all p,? which are B-quasi-Hélder on X, and for every
ergodic component ' of (X, u, f7),

/w-(woj’”p)du’—/wdu’/dfdu’

If (X, f, p) is mizing, then the theorem holds with p =1 and p' = p.

Remark 11.11. By Example 11.3, if ¢, ¢ are -Hélder continuous on M, then [ - [|’; can be
replaced by the usual S-Hélder norm || - ||.

< Clolslelso™  (Yn = 0). (11.3)

Remark 11.12. Suppose dim M =2, f € C*, hyop(f) > 0, and f is topologically mixing. By
Remark 11.9, f has a unique MME p, the Borel homoclinic class of p is SPR, and the period
equals one. So (11.3) holds with g/ = g and p = 1.

Thm 1.1 follows from Thm 11.10, and the previous remarks.

For the proof of Thm 11.10, see §12.4. The theorem is known for Anosov diffeomorphisms,
Axiom A attractors, and “Smale systems,” see Bowen [20] and Ruelle [92]. In the general non-
uniformly hyperbolic setting, it is the first result of its type for measures of maximal entropy.

11.4. Asymptotic Variance. Suppose 9 is a real-valued function in L?(u). Recall that 1, =
W+pof+---+1o frL The asymptotic variance of 1 is

2 . lim L1
oy = nh_>n;o ~Var,,(1n) (11.4)

(whenever the limit exists). The following theorem studies this limit. We have defined in §1.6
the top pressure Prop(f|x,%) of f on X with respect to 1.

Theorem 11.13. Let f be a C*t diffeomorphism of a closed manifold, let X be an SPR Borel
homoclinic class, let p be the measure of mazimal entropy of f|x, and suppose ¢ : X — R is
B-quasi-Holder. Then the limit (11.4) exists, and:

(1) Green-Kubo Formula: Let p be the period of p, then

1 S n
O'i} = » Var, (¢p) + 2 Z Cov,,(¢p, 1y o fP)
n=1
(2) Linear Response Formula: ai = %Lg:oPTOP(f‘Xatw)'
(3) Asymptotic Laplace Transform: Suppose [du =0, then
Eu(ezdin/\/ﬁ) T} eégi’zz (Vz S (C)

(4) Upper Bound: For some Mg > 0 which depends on B, f but not on 1,
oy < Mg|l|- (11.5)

(5) Conditions for Zero Asymptotic Variance: The following are equivalent:
(a) cri) =0.
(b) v — [Ydp=u—wo f p-a.e. for some Borel function u: M — R.
(¢) For all hyperbolic periodic points x, if x is homoclinically related to p, then ,(z) =
n [ Ydu, where n is the period of x.
(d) [Ydv = [du for all f-invariant measures v on X.

Thm 11.13 is proved in §12.5. The special cases when f is Anosov, axiom A, or a Smale system
(see Example 1.6) are due to Bowen [20], Ruelle [92], Livsic [71], and Guivarc’h & Hardy [50].
The equivalence of (b) and (c) in (4) is close to results of Katok & Mendoza [64] and Pollicott
[85].
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11.5. The Central Limit Theorem and Convergence of Moments. The following result
is an immediate consequence of Theorem 11.13(3):

Corollary 11.14. Let f be a C'T diffeomorphism of a closed manifold, let X be an SPR Borel
homoclinic class, and let u be the MME of f|x. Suppose 1 : X — R is quasi-Hélder, and
Jwdp=0. Then:

(1) Central Limit Theorem (CLT). For every a < b,

lim “{ o) € (a b)} = \/Wfbeit 2odtif oy #0,
n—-+oo Vn ’ L(a,p)(0) if oy =0 and ab # 0.

2) Convergence of Moments. For every k € N, n=*/?R,,(y*) ——— myok, where my, is
H\¥'n + P
n—-+0o0o

the k-th moment of the standard Gaussian distribution.

Proof. The proof of (1) follows the classical approach: Theorem 11.13 gives the limit E,, (e*¥/v7) —

2747 for every z € iR, and the CLT follows from Lévy’s continuity theorem.
The CLT says that ¢, //n converges in distributions to oy N where N is a standard Gauss-
ian random variable. To see that E,((¢,/vn)*) — IE(JfZNk), it is sufficient to check that
= (¢n//n)* is uniformly integrable, i.e. that for every ¢ > 0 there exists K so that
(|X |]1HX |>K]) <e for all n.

This is indeed the case: |(2k 1| < e +e ~, therefore for every K > 1,

2k
]E;L(‘Xn|]1[\xn|>[(]) S E“(Xz) (2 ) <E#[€¢"/\/E]+E“[6w”/\/ﬁ]),

This is O(1/K?), because E, [e*¥n/V"] — 2%, by Thm 11.13(3). O

In the special case of Anosov diffeomorphisms and Smale systems (see Example 1.6), Cor 11.14
is due to Bowen [20], Ruelle [92], and Guivarc’h & Hardy [50].

11.6. Large Deviations. Given a bounded measurable function ¢ : X — R, let
Ay(t) :=limsup Llog E, [e""], I,(s) :=sup{st — Ay(t)}.
n—4o00 teR

Ay is called the asymptotic log-moment generating function, and I, is called the rate function,
see [37].

Theorem 11.15. Let f be a C't diffeomorphism of a closed manifold, let X be an SPR Borel
homoclinic class, and let j be the MME of f|x. For every 8 > 0 there is ¢ > 0 with the following
property. Suppose ¢ : X — R is B-quasi-Hélder with norm |4 = 1, [ dp =0, and O’i £ 0.
Then:
(1) For every closed set F C R, limsup + log u{z : 14, () € F} < — i%f Iy.

n—oo

n
(2) For every open set G C R, liminf L logpu{xz : L, (z) € G} > — inf Iy.
n—00 Gﬂ(—co’fj},caﬁ})
(3) nlLII;O%logu{z s Y (x) > nat = —Iy(a) forall0 < a < cafz.

(4) Iy(a) = %(1 +0(1)) asa — 0F.

The proof, and additional information on Ay(t) and I,(s), are in §12.6. The special case of
Anosov or Axiom A diffeomorphisms (see Example 1.6) is due to Kifer [66].

Remark 11.16. Had the infimum in (2) been over G and not just G N (— cow, caw) then (1)

and (2) would have constituted the “large deviations principle,” see [37]. In §12.6 we will see
that inf I = inf I, whenever G intersects [—coy,, coy).

GN(—co} coy)



60 J. BUZZI, S. CROVISIER, O. SARIG

11.7. Approximation by Brownian Motion. The main result of this section is an almost
sure invariance principle (ASIP) in the spirit of Strassen [104].

We need some classical definitions from Probability Theory [14]. A probability space (2, &, 1)
is called standard if € is a complete separable metric space, p is a Borel probability measure,
and .# is the Borel o-algebra (which can always be completed with respect to p, though it is
not always convenient for us to do so). A (real-valued) stochastic process is a measurable pa-
rameterized family of real-valued functions (X;);er on the same standard probability space. In
this paper, T'= N, [0, Tp] or [0, 00) with the usual Borel structure, and “measurability” means
that (¢,w) — X;(w) is Borel measurable.

Two real-valued stochastic processes (Xt(l))teT, i € {1,2}, on (possibly different) probability
spaces (§;,m;) are said to be equal in distribution, if for every k > 1, every t1 < -+ <t in T,
and every finite family of Borel sets E1,..., Ey C R,

mi{w € Q; : Xt(;)(w) € E; V1< j <k} areequal for ¢ € {1,2}.

In this case, the same events happen almost surely for (Xt(l))teT and for (Xt(2))t€T.

Suppose T' = [0, Tp] or [0, 00) and (2, Z,m) is a standard probability space. A parameterized
family of functions B; : Q@ — R (t € T') is called a standard Brownian motion on (2, %, m), if
(1) (t,w) — Bi(w) is measurable;

(2) By =0, and B; — B has Gaussian distribution with mean zero and variance |t — s], i.e.
m{w : By(w) — By(w) < 7} = (27|t — s|) 712 [T e=o /2lt=sl g

(3) Foreach 0 <ty <--- <tpy1, By,,, — By, are independent random variables, i.e., m([);{w :
By, (w) — By, (w) € E;}) =[], m{w : By, (w) — By, (w) € E;} for every Borel sets E; C R.

Definition 11.17 (ASIP). We say that a stochastic process (Sn)n>1 satisfies the almost sure
invariance principle (ASIP) with parameter o > 0 and rate o(nY) for 0 < v < %, if there exist
two stochastic processes (Sp)n>1 and (Bi)i>o defined on a common standard probability space

such that

(1) the stochastic processes (Sy)n>1 and (Sp)n>1 are equal in distribution;

(2) (Et)tzo is a standard Brownian motion;
(3) |Sn — 0Bp| = 0(nY) a.e. asn — co.

Remark 11.18. The value of o is uniquely defined. The ASIP implies that S, //n converges
to a normal distribution, and o is the standard deviation of the limit.

Theorem 11.19. Let f be a C't diffeomorphism of a closed manifold, let X be an SPR Borel
homoclinic class, and let p be the MME of f|x. Suppose ¢ : X — R is quasi-Holder with
[bdu =0. Then Sp(z) = (z) +(f(x)) + - + ("~ (x)) satisfies the ASIP with o = 0.

The proof is in §12.7. The Anosov case is due to Denker & Philipp [38].

Remark 11.20. Lemma 12.7 below implies the following strengthening of the ASIP, which
we call the “dynamical ASIP”: There is a Borel probability measure v on X X [0,1] which
projects to p by (z,t) — x such that S,, B; are defined on (X x [0,1],v) and S, (z,§) =
U(z) + - +(f*"(z)). Hence

U(@) +P(f (@) + -+ (" (@) = 0Bu(2,) + 0(n?), as n — o0, v-a.e, (11.6)
Remark 11.21. It is likely that Thm 11.19 can be improved. Firstly, the error bound o(n%“)
is probably not optimal [68]. Secondly, the factor [0,1] in the previous remark is an artifact of

Lemma 12.7, and it would be nice to get rid of it. But is not clear that these improvements
would lead to new applications.



STRONG POSITIVE RECURRENCE AND EXPONENTIAL MIXING 61

11.8. Functional Central Limit Theorem. The ASIP discusses the a.s. behavior of the
graph of n — v, (z) for fired x. The functional CLT describes the behavior of the ensemble of
graphs of n +— 9, (), with = ranging over (X, p).

We first recall some basic definitions from probability theory [14]. Suppose (0, Fn, tin)
(n > 0) are probability spaces, and let (Y, d) be a complete separable metric space, equipped
with its Borel o-algebra Z(Y). Let Z, : 2, — Y be measurable functions. We say that Z,
converges in distributions to Zy, and write

dist
Zn ? ZOv

n— oo

it [g(Zn)dun — [ 9(Zo)dpo for every bounded continuous function g : ¥ — R.

Measurable functions Z : 2 — Y are called Y -valued random variables (on €2). We will be
interested in the case Y = C([0,1]) := {w : [0,1] = R : w is continuous}, equipped with the
metric d(wq,ws) := max |w; — ws| and the Borel o-algebra.

Example 11.22 (Brownian Motion). Wiener constructed a measure py on the space
C([0,1]), called Wiener’s measure, so that the one-parameter family of measurable functions
B;: C([0,1]) — R (¢t € [0,1]) defined by Bi(w) := w(t) is a standard Brownian motion on
(C([0,1]), uw ). Tt is useful to introduce

B:C(0,1]) = C([0,1]) , B(w) := w.
This C([0, 1])-valued random variable models a random Brownian path during [0,1].

Example 11.23 (Renormalized Linear Interpolations). Let X be a Borel homoclinic class
of a diffeomorphism f. Assume f|x is SPR and let p be its MME. For every € X and n > 1,
we define 1, (x) € C([0,1]) to be the piecewise linear function on [0, 1], which is affine on the
intervals [E=1 £] (1 < k < n), and with the following values at the endpoints:

¥, (2)(0) := 0 and En(;p)(%) _ 1/’5/(;)

We see it as a C([0, 1])-valued random variable on the probability space (X, u).

Corollary 11.24 (Functional CLT). In the setting of Thm 11.19,
dist

,, ——— oy B.
d)n n—-+oo CTw

This is a direct consequence of the ASIP, see [14] or Thm C.1.

11.9. Law of the Iterated Logarithm (LIL). The LIL gives the optimal almost sure bounds
for the growth of 1, (x), as n — oco.

Corollary 11.25. In the setting of Thm 11.19, if oy, # 0, for p-a.e. x and every 0 < c <1 we
have the law of the iterated logarithm:

limsup ——=———— =1, liminf ¥n(2)

n—oo Oyy/2nloglogn n—oo gy+/2nloglogn -

We also have as well as Strassen’s identity:

lim sup %# {1 <n<N:Y,(x) > ca¢\/2nloglogn} =1— 4D, (11.8)

N—o00

~1. (11.7)

This is a consequence of the ASIP, see [14] or Thm C.3.

Strassen noticed an amusing consequence of (11.8): The upper density of n such that ¥, (x) >
%aw v2nloglogn is a.s. bigger than 0.99999, but smaller than 1.
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11.10. Arcsine Law.

Corollary 11.26. Let d,(z) := 14#{1 < k < n : ¢x(z) > 0}. Under the assumptions of

Thm 11.19, if o # 0, then for every s € [0, 1],
lim p{z € X : d,(2) < s} = 2 arcsin(y/s). (11.9)
n—oo

This is a consequence of the ASIP, see [14] or Thm C.4.
To understand the arcsine law, consider the density of the arcsme distribution, % Is ( arcsin /s) =
~1[s(1 — s)]71/2. This function has a global minimum at s = % and increases to infinity as
S ¢ 0 or s 1 co. Hence, (11.9) says that the most likely scenario is that most of ¥ (x) have the
same sign, and the least likely scenario is that roughly half are positive and roughly half are
negative.

11.11. Law of Records.

Corollary 11.27. Under assumptions of Thm 11.19, if oy # 0, for every s > 0,

a o—12/20%
1 {ac € X: f 121;?§nwk(x } — /5 / vdt. (11.10)

This is a consequence of the Functional CLT, see [14] or Thm C.6.

11.12. Sharp Expansion Bounds. The ASIP has dynamical consequences. Recall the defi-
nition of A" (u) from §3.1.

Corollary 11.28. Let X, f,u be as in §11.1. If X contains two hyperbolic periodic orbits with
different sums of positive Lyapunov exponents (counted with multiplicity), then there is ¢ > 0
such that for p-a.e. x € X the following properties hold.

(1) Law of Iterated Logarithm: For all ¢ > 1, for all n large enough,
enAJr(#)—ccn/Qn loglogn < |det(Df;L|Eu(z))| < 6”A+(”)+CUW.

(2) These Bounds are Sharp: For all0 < c¢ < 1,
limsup L #{1 <n < N : |det(Df2 | pu(y)| > et WHeovnloglogny
N—o00
= limsup £ #{1 <1 < N : | det(D 7| gu(a))| < e (W—cov2nloglogny
N—00
=1— 4D,
(3) Arcsine Law: Let dy(z) = +#{1 < n < N : |det(Df? o) > erAT D) then

2
lim pu{x:dy(z) < s} = = arcsin(y/s) for all s€ [0,1].
N—o00 ™
(4) Large Deviations: Ase — 0,

Tim Loy {@: |det(Df"|puge)| = @ I — — 25 (14 0(1)),

: 1 . n
nhﬂn;(} ﬁlogu{x :|det(Df

n + —&
pege) S AT = (11 0(1)).
Proof. By the chain rule, |det(Df}| gu(z))| = exp (¢n () + nAT (1)), where
P(x) = log | det(D frl pu(x))| — AT (1)
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This function is quasi-Holder on X, by Example 11.4, and [ ¢du = 0 because by the Oseledets
theorem and the ergodicity of u,

/10g | det(Dfo|puo))ldp = lim 1 log|(det Dfy'|pua))| = AT ().

By Thm 11.13(5) and the assumptions on X, ¢ := gy # 0. The corollary now follows from
Cor 11.25 and 11.26, and Thm 11.15. O

Remark 11.29. Similar results for D f
Remark 11.30. Note that in dimension two, |det(D f"|gu ()| = (| Df"|gu@)ll-

gs follow by applying the theorem to f~!.

11.13. Effective Intrinsic Ergodicity. The following statements imply Thm D. Since f|x
has a unique MME p, every measure with entropy hrop(f|x) equals p. By the following result,
measures with entropy close to hrop(f|x) are close to pu:

Theorem 11.31. Let f be a C't diffeomorphism of a closed manifold, let X be an SPR Borel
homoclinic class, and let p be the MME of f|x. For every § > 0 there is a number C > 0
as follows. For every (-quasi-Holder observable v on X and every non-necessarily ergodic
f-invariant probability measure v on X,

\ [vin— [ var] < ol AT = AE0)

In the special case of Anosov diffeomorphisms (see Example 1.6), Thm 11.31 is due to Kadyrov
[60]. The next theorem is more precise, when h(f,v) — h(f, p):

Theorem 11.32. Under the assumptions of Thm 11.31, for every 8 > 0, for every e > 0 small
enough and for every B-quasi-Holder function v: X — R with asymptotic variance ai (w.r.t.
w), there is 6 > 0 as follows. For every non-necessarily ergodic f-invariant measure v on X

such that h(f,v) > h(f,n) — 0,

Jro o

Remark 11.33. The proof shows that the factor 2ai is optimal and that there are &,
0 which depend only on X and S (but not on %), so that the theorem holds with
C'min(e, 2) (min(L, o /[ — p(9)[};))" for all € > 0.

Theorems 11.31 and 11.32 follow from known properties of SPR Markov shifts [94], see §12.8.
They have several interesting consequences.

< e\/202 (h(f.1) = h(f.v)).

C >
6 =

Corollary 11.34. Under the assumptions of Thm 11.31, if v, are f-invariant measures on X
and h(f,vn) — h(f,un), then v, — u weak-+ on M.

The proof is immediate, but the result is not trivial, because X may be non-closed, and the
entropy map need not be upper semi-continuous (so it is not a simple consequence of Newhouse
existence theorem for C°° maps).

Next we compare the Lyapunov exponents of v, and u. Recall that A*T(v) and A~ (v) are
the integrals over all ergodic components of v of the sum of positive (resp. negative) Lyapunov
exponents with multiplicity (see §3.1).

Corollary 11.35. Let X, f, u be as in §11.1. Then there exists C > 0 so that for any f-invariant
probability measure v on X

|Ai(ﬁ') _Ai(V)‘ < C\/ h(fvﬂ') - h(f?y)

In particular, if v, € P(f|x) and h(f,vn) — h(f, 1), then A*(v,) — AT (p).
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Proof. Apply Thm 11.31 to the geometric potentials J*, J* in Example 11.4. O

Remark 11.36. In dimension two, the above gives a rate of convergence of the Lyapunov
exponents of measures v, such that h(f,v,,) = h(f, 1), to the Lyapunov exponents of p.

Corollary 11.37. Let f be a SPR C'T diffeomorphism of a closed manifold and let v, €
Perg (M) be @ weak-+ convergent sequence of measures with some limit m. If h(f,vn) — hiop(f),
then m is a hyperbolic ergodic MME and A*(v,) — AT (m).

Proof. By Prop 1.5, for some hg < hiop(f) there exists only finitely many Borel homoclinic
classes with entropy larger than hg; moreover they are all SPR and their union carries all the
measures v, for n sufficiently large. One can thus find a Borel homoclinic class X which supports
all the measures from a subsequence of (1,). In particular hyop(X) = hiop(f). Since X is SPR,
it supports a hyperbolic ergodic MME v. So h(f,vy,) — hror(f|x) = R(f,v) and Cor 11.34 says
that p = v. O

In fact the assumption h(f,v,) — h(f, ) for non-atomic invariant measures v, on X implies
a stronger form of convergence, related to optimal transport: We can deform v, into u using
a mass preserving map 7' which “does not alter z, E*(z) or E*(z) too much, on average”. To
make this precise, let d(-,-) denote the Riemannian distance function on M, and let d denote
the Riemannian distance function on the disconnected union of the Grassmannian bundles of
M, i cp<dim as ©(k, M) (Appendix A), with the convention that the distance between points
in different connected components is diam(M).

Corollary 11.38. For any X, f,iu as in §11, there exists C > 0 as follows: For every non-
atomic invariant probability measure v on X, there exists a Borel one-to-one map T : M — M
so that Tyv = i, and

/M c(x, Tx)dv < C\/h(f,pu) — h(f,v), (11.11)

where c(z,y) = d(z,y) + d(B*(z), E*(y)) + d(E*(x), E*(y)).

The corollary follows from Thm 11.31, and standard techniques in the theory of optimal trans-
port, see §12.9.

11.14. Exponential Tails in Pesin Theory. The study of L.-S. Young towers [112] leads
naturally to the question of the rate of decay of the tail of the first entrance time to a Pesin
set. S. Luzzatto suggested that it would also be interesting to estimate the measure of the
complement of Pesin sets “with large constants” (private communication). The next result
(containing Cor 1.11 and part of Thm F), proved in §12.10, is in this direction.

Theorem 11.39. Suppose X, f, u are as in §11.1. Then for every x > 0 small enough and for
all 0 < € < x, the following holds.

(1) First Entrance Times to Pesin blocks: There exist a (x,€)-Pesin block P and 0 < 6 < 1
so that Tp(z) := inf{n > 1: f™(x) € P} satisfies

p{r € X :mp(x) > n} = 0(0") as n — oo.

(2) Optimal Pesin Bounds: Let K. (z) denote the optimal (x, e)-Pesin bound (see Def. 10.1).
Then there exists 0 < 6 < 1 such that

p{x € X :log Ki(z) > n} =0(0"), as n — oo.
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11.15. Equilibrium States (Thm G Items (1) and (2)). So far we have discussed measures
of maximal entropy, but many of our results extend without much difficulty to equilibrium
measures of SPR quasi-Hoélder potentials.

Specifically, the proofs of Thms 11.6, 11.10, 11.13, 11.15, 11.19 and Cor 11.14, given in §12
below are based (a) on the coding of SPR Borel homoclinic classes by SPR Markov shifts stated
in §10.2 and (b) on results for SPR irreducible Markov shifts in Appendix B. In the case of a
Borel homoclinic class X which is SPR for a quasi-Holder potential ¢p: X — R, there also exists
a coding which is SPR for the (H6lder continuous) lifted potential ¢ o 7 (see Addendum 10.7).
We have taken care to prove the results in Appendix B for general Holder continuous potential.
This allows a straightforward extension of the proofs in §12 and §10.2 from the case of the zero
potential to the case of quasi-Holder SPR. potentials.

This gives the existence, uniqueness, and structure of equilibrium states for the potential ¢
on X, the exponential decay of correlations (when the period is p = 1) and the large deviation
property, the almost sure invariance principle, the properties of the asymptotic variance, i.e.
Ttems (1) and (2) of Thm G.

11.16. No Phase Transitions In High Temperature (Thm G Item (3)). The thermody-

namical formalism is based on analogies between certain dynamical notions and corresponding

notions in equilibrium statistical physics:

e The average of a potential [ ¢ du corresponds to —%U where U is the “specific energy” of
a macroscopic state p at some “temperature” T'.

e The pressure h(f,p) + [ ¢du = —%F, where F' is the “specific free energy.”

In equilibrium statistical physics, the first derivatives of the free energy are thermodynamic
quantities and its second derivatives are linear response functions. In Ruelle’s theory, a “first-
order phase transition” is a situation when some directional derivative %‘tzoptop((b + ty)
does not exist, and a “high-order phase transition” when some higher directional derivative
k
%h:QPtOp(QS + t1) does not exist.
The following theorem (which corresponds to the third item of Thm G), when applied to
o = fCOT”StU with T sufficiently large, says that for quasi-Holder energy functions U, “there
are no phase transitions at sufficiently high temperatures”.

Theorem 11.40. Given a C't diffeomorphism f of a closed manifold which is SPR on a
Borel homoclinic class X for some quasi-Holder potential ¢p: X — R, there exists g > 0 as
follows. If ¢ : X — R is quasi-Hélder with sup |¢| < eq, then f is SPR on X for ¢ + 1, and
t — Prop(p + 1)) is real-analytic on (—1,1).

Proof. Code X by an irreducible SPR, shift, and apply Thm B.20. O

12. PROOFS OF THE CONSEQUENCES

12.1. Standing Assumptions I. Throughout this section, f is a C'* diffeomorphism of a
closed manifold M and X is an SPR Borel homoclinic class with period p. Without loss of
generality we may assume that the entropy hrop(f|x) is positive since otherwise all our results
hold trivially, or vacuously.

For all 0 < x < ¥/, every ergodic measure which charges some (x’,¢)-Pesin block must be
x-hyperbolic. Let us denote:

Perg (X, flx) = {v € Perg(f|x) : v is x-hyperbolic}.
By the SPR property, there exist x, x > 0 such that

h(fvy) >hTOP(f| )*FL
ve ]P’erg(f|XX) } = v € Porg (X f1x)- (12.1)



66 J. BUZZI, S. CROVISIER, O. SARIG

We can take x, x arbitrarily small, because decreasing x, k weakens (12.1). In particular we
may choose x so small that Thm 10.5 yields an irreducible SPR coding 7 : ¥ — M satisfying
Properties (X1)—-(26), (8.2) for f|x and hrop(Z) = hror(f]x)-

Let us consider the spectral decomposition of ¥ (as in Lemma 6.4):

In particular, o7 : ¥’ — ¥’ is naturally conjugated to an aperiodic irreducible Markov shift.
The period ¢ of ¥ may a priori be distinct from the period p of X.

Lemma 12.1. For any 8 > 0, there are numbers C = C(X, 7, 3) and B = B\( v B) such that
for every - quasi-Holder 1 : X — R, there exists a ﬁ Hélder continuous function ’(/J =R
which satisfies ) = o on “1(X), and ||1/)||ﬁ < Clylls.

Proof. Since v is p-quasi-Holder, there exists a S-Holder continuous ¥ : & — R such that
W5 < ZHz/JH’ﬁ, and ¢ = U o on X, where o(z) = (z, E%(x); z, E*(2)).

Let ) = Worom, then ) = Yomon 1(X). By Properties (¥2) and (25) (in §10. 2),
107 is y-Holder continuous for some 7; so 1 is 3-Hélder continuous with 3 := 73, and H’(/JHﬁ
12[lsllz o w5 < Clllls, with C = 2[vo 7|5 0

12.2. Existence of the Measure of Maximal Entropy (Thms C and 11.6). Since ¥ is
SPR and irreducible, ¥ is positively recurrent and has a unique MME (Thm 6.5). Call this
measure [, and let u := m,.u. By (£3) in §10.2, p is carried by X, and h(f,u) = h(o, 1) =
hrop(E) = hyop(f|x). So pis a MME of f|x. This proves the first part of Thm 11.6. The other
parts of the theorem now follow from known results, see Remark 11.8. O

12.3. Standing Assumptions II. In addition to Assumptions I, we let u be the MME of f|x,
and i denote the MME of 3. Recall that p is the period of X (and therefore of p), and that ¢
is the period of 3.

Lemma 12.2. u=jon ! and plq.

Proof. Suppose p is an MME of f|x. By the affinity of the entropy function, a.e. ergodic
component of g has entropy hrop(f|x) = hror(X) = h. By (12.1), such measures are x-
hyperbolic. By (X4), they lift to ergodic measures with entropy h on ¥. But on 3, there is
just one such measure: i (Thm 6.6). Consequently, a.e. ergodic component of p equals 7.[,
whence p = mji.

By Thm 11.6(2), there is a measurable function g : X — C such that go f = ¢*™/Pg and
lg(z)] =1 for all . Let G := gom; then G is defined fi-a.e., see (£3). Using the commutation
relation 7 oo = f o7, we obtain G o g9 = e2™4/PG [i-a.e.

However, by Thm 6.6(1) (with ¢ replacing what is denoted there p), each of the ergodic
components of (X,0%, 1) is Bernoulli, whence mixing. So G is a.e. constant, and ¢/p is an
integer. O

12.4. Exponential Decay of Correlations (Thms 1.1 and 11.10). First, we prove Thm 11.10;
Then, Thm 1.1 will follow from Remark 11.12.

By Thm 11.6(2), if the period p of p is 1, then p is mixing. Otherwise, (X, p, f?) has p
ergodic components p, := pu' o f~% (0 < i < p — 1), each Bernoulli with respect to f?. We will
show that for every § there are constants C' > 0,0 < 6 < 1 such that for all S-quasi-Holder
1,0 : X — Rand for all n > 0,

Covyuy (0,1 0 f7) < Cllwllsllell 07" (12.2)
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It is sufficient to do this for i =0, i.e. for p, = u'.

Lemma 12.3. ' = m,[i;, where [i; is an ergodic component of {i for the map 9.

g—
Proof. The spectral decomposition ¥ = Hj?;é o’ (') induces the decomposition i = % Zﬁ’ o
=0

o9, where [’ is the renormalization of the restriction of fi to X'.
Clearly, i’ is the unique MME of o%|s, and since 04|/ is conjugate to an aperiodic irreducible
Markov shift, 77’ is 0%-Bernoulli, see Thm 6.6(1). By Lemma 12.2,

=

N (@Wor of i =fion! = ZIZuOf’ (12.3)

J

2

I
o

We claim that (12.3) gives two ergodic decompositions for u with respect to fP4. (If ¢ > p, then
some summands on the left appear with multiplicity.) Indeed:

o Since 1’ is o%-Bernoulli, fi’ is oP%-ergodic and invariant. Therefore i’ o 7! o f~7 are
fPl-ergodic and invariant.

o Since y’ is fP-Bernoulli, y/ is fP4-ergodic and invariant. Therefore p’ o f~% are fP4-ergodic
and invariant.

By the uniqueness of the ergodic decomposition, since p’ appears on the right side of (12.3),
it must also appear on its left side. Choose 0 < j < ¢ — 1 such that

pW=portof=poo7on ! =pfon " where i} := ' o0

Since i1’ is 09-Bernoulli, /] is o-Bernoulli, whence o-ergodic. By construction, i = é >ico o

o~ *. Necessarily, ,E; is one of the o?-ergodic components of fi. O

Proof of Theorem 11.10. Let C' and ﬁ be the constants from Lemma 12.1. Then for every (-
quasi- Holder functions ¢ and v on X, there are two 5 Hoélder continuous functions 1/1, p:X—R
such that ¢ = pom, @ = pom on 7 1(X), and |35 < Cllelly , ¥z < Cll¥llj. Since

ﬂAo Tl =p zind p is carrieAd by X, {p\ =1 omand @ = por ji-a.e. Note that for each n > 0,
[¥ oo™z < B7"[¥lz < CB7"|[¥ll5-

In Appendix B, we state and prove the following result (Thm B.12): Every o?-ergodic com-
ponent of an MME on an SPR irreducible Markov shift with period q, has exponential decay of
correlations for E—H{)’lder continuous observables.

Applying this to ﬁ;, gives C; > 0, 0 < 6; < 1 which depend only on ¥, 7, 3, s.t.

|Cova (3, (10 0™) 0 0%)| < Cy1BlI5llw 0 0" (1505 < C;C2B | olll|w 505, Ve > 0.
For every n, we write pn = ¢¢,, + r,,, where £,, := [%J , 0<r, <g—1. Then
|Cov,u (¢, 9 0 f7)| = |Covg (B, 0 0™ 0 0%n)| < OB ol |0 505

Thus, [Cov,, (¢, 0 f)] < C'llgl5lell,6" where €7 i= maxi<;,{C;C2B70;}, and 6 =

maxlgqu{eéj/q}. We obtained (12.2), in case 4 = 0. The case i # 0 follows by symmetry, and
we proved Thm 11.10. O
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12.5. Asymptotic Variance (Thm 11.13). The theorem holds for SPR Markov shifts, see
§B.5. We will use symbolic dynamics to deduce it for diffeomorphisms.

By Lemmas 12.1, 12.2, there are ¥, Ji such that (a) & is the MME of ¥; (b) u :Aw*ﬂ;
() 1# =¢omonr '(X); (d) [Wllz < CllYlls. Since p(X) =1, (b) and (c) imply ¥, =
Zk 0 w ook = 1, o7 [i-a.e., for all n. Thus by (b), Var,(v,) = Varﬁ(izn). By Thm B.13,
nll_}I{.lo LVar, (¢,) exists, and

Ji = 012; = nhHm Varu(wn) (12.4)
E, [e*V»/V7] = E5(e*¥/V7) — 3907 (2 €C) if /¢du =0. (12.5)

(The variance o7, = Uf; does depend on i, even if omitted from the notation).

Next, by (d), oy = 05 < MEHLZH/? < CMj|¥|5, with Mz as in (B.4). This proves the
existence of the limit (11.4), and Parts (3) and (4) of Thm 11.13.

Part (1), the Green-Kubo identity, follows from the exponential decay of correlations of f?
with respect to the ergodic components of (X, fP, i), exactly as in the proof of Theorem B.13.!!
By (12.4) and Thm B.13, O’,i, = O’?Z = j?}tzoPTop(E,tq/;). Part (2) follows from:

Claim 12.4. Recall k from (12.1). There is (k) > 0 s.t. Prop(f|x,t%) = Prop(Z, tz/)) for all
It < i<

Proof. By the affinity of the entropy function, the supremum defining Pyop (X, tzZ) and Prop(f|xt)

can be replaced by a supremum over ergodic measures.

(>) By (23) in §10.2, every U € Peg(0) projects to an ergodic measure v on X, with same
entropy.  So h(0, ) + t [dv = h(f,v) +t [dv < Prop(flx,t) and Prop(3, 1)) <
Prop(f|x,ty) for all .

(<) Recall x, % > 0 from (12.1), and choose £, > 0 so small that 2e +0 < k. Fix [t| < £/]|9¥]]co-
If v € Pero(f, X) and h(f,v) + tfd)du > Prop(flx,t) — 0, then h(f,v) > hrop(f|x) — k-
By (12.1), v € Perg (X, f|x), and by (£4), v has an ergodic lift to ¥, with same entropy. So
h(f,v) +t [dy < Prop(S, 1) and Prop(f]x, 1) < Prop(E, t) for all || < &/][4)] e

S0 Pror(flx,t1) = Prop(S, 1) for all t € (—&/||t]loos &/ 11%]l 00 )- 0

It remains to prove Part (5) of the theorem. It is sufficient to consider the case [¢du =0,
and show that the following conditions are equivalent:

) o

(1
(2) ¢ —u—uofuae for some Borel function v : M — R p-a.e.

(3) It 7 (x) = , then 1, (x) = 0.

(4) If v is an invariant measure on X, then [ ¢dv = 0.

(3) = (2): By the SPR property, p is a hyperbolic measure. If (3) holds, then (2) must
follow, by the Katok-Mendoza generalization of the Livsic Theorem to non-uniformly hyperbolic
diffeomorphisms [64, Thm S.4.7]. (The Katok-Mendoza Theorem assumes that the weights of
all periodic orbits is zero, but a close look at the proof shows that only hyperbolic periodic
orbits homoclinic to p are needed.)

(2) = (1): Suppose ¢ = u—wuo f p-a.e. It is easy to see that |u—wuo f™|/y/n — 0 in probability,
therefore B, (e’*¥»/V") — 1 for all ¢ real. By (12.5), oy = 0.

HNote that we cannot deduce the Green-Kubo formula for oy, directly from the Green-Kubo formula for 75

because of the possible difference between the period of p and the period of X.
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(1) = (4): Every x-hyperbolic v € Pe(f|x) lifts to an ergodic measure ¥ on X. By (1) and
(12.4), o5 = 0, and by the characterization of zero variance for SPR Markov shifts (Thm B.13),

J Vdp = i ¥dfi = 0. Tt follows that J wdv = 0 for all x-hyperbolic ergodic invariant measures
on X. Since x can be chosen arbitrarily small, this is the case for all v € Pe,(f|x) (all such
measures are hyperbolic). By the ergodic decomposition, [1dy =0 for all v € P(f|x).

(4) = (3) is obvious. Thm 11.13 is now proved. O

12.6. Large Deviations (Thm 11.15). Choose Mg as in (11.5) and C, ¥, B, fi as in Lemmas
12.1-12.2. By (12.5), E,[e'¥"] = Ezle™¥"] for all n and t € R. Hence

Ay(t) = ligl_}solip% log E;(e™¥n) =: As(t) , Iy(s) = sgp{st = As()} = I5(s).

Similarly, for every Borel set E C R, p{z € X : Lo, (2) € E} = (on ) {z € X : Ly, (2) €

E}y=p{zex: 11/Jn( ) € E}. Thm 11.15 now follows from the large deviations theorem for
SPR Markov shifts (Thm B.17), and (12.4). O

This argument can be refined to obtain some more information. Item (3) below justifies
Remark 11.16.

Lemma 12.5. Under the setting of Thm 11.15, for any 8 > 0 there are €,¢ > 0 such that for
any B-quasi-Holder function ¥ with [[¢|5 = 1, fi[}d,u =0 and O'i #£0:
1) (a) Ay is finite, convex, non-negative on R. On , Ay is C°° and strictly convex.
(1) (a) Ay : , 9 Y y
b) I is convex and non-negative on R. On (—co? ,ca Ly, is finite, C°, strictly convex,
P 1 COy)s Ly
and satisfies 20w2 <I;< 2072
(2) Ay(0)=0, A,(0)=0, A”( )—O'w  1y(0) =0, I,,(0)=0, I{Z(O)sz.
(3) If G is open and G N [—coy, coy] # @, then inf I, = iréflw.

Gﬂ(fcoﬁ) ,cafb)

(4) (a) Ay(t) = sup {h(f,v) +tv(¥) : v € P(flx)} — hooe(flx) for all [t| <e.
(b) Ly(s) = hror(flx) —sup {h(f,v) : v € Perg(flx), v(¥) = s}, for|s| < cai.

(c) The suprema are attained by unique measures; these measures are ergodic.

Remark 12.6. We do not know if the supremum in (4b) also holds over non-necessarily ergodic
measures. However the proof shows that it holds over all invariant measures which admit lifts
to 2.

Proof. Choose constants £1,¢; > 0 as in Lemma B.15, applied to for Z,B and ¢ = 0. By
Lemma 12.1, [[¢[|3 < C|¢[y = C. Items (1)-(2) follow immediately when ||1/)H’E =1, and using

Remark B.16, when ||¢||’E # 1, and ¢ < £1/C and ¢ < ¢;/C3. This implies that I, is strictly
increasing on (0, +00), strictly decreasing on (—oo,0), hence Item (3).
Proof of (4a). By Lemma B.15(3a), for [t| < &1/ $ll5, Az(t) = Prop(3,t) — h(o, ). By
Claim 12.4, there is e2(r) > 0 such that for [t| < e2/|v]|5, Pror(2, 1) = Proe(f|x,t¢). So for
all [t] < min(e1, e2) /(1] 5,
Ay (t) = Ag(t) = Prop(3, #0) = h(o, i) = Proe(fx, 1) — h(f, ).
Hence (4a) holds for € < min(ey,e2)/C. O
Proof of (4b). We will construct cs = c2(X, 8) such that for all [s| < ca0y,
LHS :=sup{h(f,v) : v € Pere(f|x), [dv = s}
=sup{h(o,7V) : U € Perg(o ,fz/)dl/ = s} =: RHS.
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Once this is done, (4b) follows from Lemma B.15(3b) and the identity I, = I;.

The inequality (>) holds for all s, because by (£3), if U € P.4(0) and f&dﬁ = s, then
v:="vonr !is carried by X, is ergodic, [1dv = s and h(f,v) = h(o,D).

The inequality (<) is more subtle. Let h := hyop(f|x) = hrop(2). Lemma B.15 and Taylor’s
approximation give ¢3(X, w, 8) such that for every |s| < csafb/H{b\Hi,

RHS=h—I-(t)>h—1s* max I2>h-—s*/o2.

v 27 Jsl<cat /1913 ¥ v
We recall oy, < Mg|[1h[|5. Thus, there is ¢4 (2, m, ) such that RHS> h —« for all [s| < 0403}. By
(>), LHS > h—k for all such s. Therefore the LHS is determined by v € Pee(f|x) with entropy
bigger than h — k. By (12.1), such v belong to Perg (X, f|x), and by (X4), they have ergodic lifts
to X, with the same entropy. Hence LHS < sup{h(c,7) : U € Pery(0) s.t. [dv = s} = RHS,
proving (). O
Proof of (4¢). The proofs of Items (4a) and (4b) show that the measures on X which solve
the variational problems in these two items lift to measures on 3 which solve the variational

problems there. Conversely, solutions on ¥ project to solutions on X. Now Item (4c) follows
from Lemma B.15(3). O

12.7. The Almost Sure Invariance Principle (Thm 11.19).

Proof of Theorem 11.19. Choose i and 15 as in §12.5, then the stochastic processes (¢,)n>1 on
(M, B(M), 1) and (¢n)n>1 on (X, %4(X), i) are equal in distribution.

By the ASIP for SPR Markov shifts (Thm B.18), there are a probability space (Q,.%,v)
and measurable functions Sn,Bt Q1 — R such that (Et)tzo is a standard Brownian mo-

tion, (Sp)n>1 is equal in distributions to ({ﬁ\n)nZh and for all v > 1, 1S (w) — U@En(wﬂ =
o(n?) a.e. in Q, as n — co.

By (12.4), oy = o5 Since (:S’vn)nzl = ('(Zn)nZI in distribution, (gn)nzl = (Yn)n>1 in
distribution. This shows that the ASIP is satisfied.

The “dynamical ASIP” from Remark 11.20 follows from the following lemma:

Lemma 12.7. Let S,, : X — R be Borel functions on a standard probability space (X, B, ).
Suppose (gn)nZI and (Et)tzo are two stochastic processes on some other standard probability
space (2, F,m), which satisfy parts (1)—(8) in Def 11.17 with constants o and . Then there
exist a Borel probability measure v on X x [0,1] which projects to u, and a standard Brownian
motion (By)i>o0 on (X x [0,1],v) s.t.

|Sn(2) — 0Br(x,8)] = o(nY) v-a.e. in X x [0,1].

Proof. If t > 0, the law of By : © — R has no atoms. Therefore (2, #,m) has no atoms. By
Kuratowski’s isomorphism theorem, there is a Borel probability measure m’ on [0, 1], with a
measure-theoretic isomorphism 6 : ([0,1], Z,m') — (Q, %, m).

Let Y := RN and define S : X — Y by S(x) := (S1(x),S2(z), ). Let = denote the
measurable partition of X into the sets {z € X : S(z) = y}, y € Y. By Rokhlin’s theorem,
there is a family of measures p,, each carried by the Z-atom {z € X : S(z) = y}, such that

u=/uydu0§‘1-
| Hy

Next, let T : Q — Y be the function T'(w) = (51 (w), Sa(w), -+ ). Since (Sp)n>1 is equal to
(S’n)n>1 in distribution, oS~ = moT ™" =m/of~ 0T~ . Therefore y = f[o 1] proceyydm’ ().



STRONG POSITIVE RECURRENCE AND EXPONENTIAL MIXING 71

Thus, the following measure on X x [0, 1] projects to p:
4 1=/ Hao(e)) X de dm’(€).
[0,1]

Define S, By : X x[0,1] = R by S, (2,&) := Sy (z) , By(z,€) := By(6(€)). For v-almost every
(x,€), x is in the E-atom which carries pp(ge)). Therefore, v-almost surely, S(z) = T(6()).

Equivalently, (Sp(2))ns1 = (Sn(6(€)))ns1. So N
((Sn(@)n>1, (Be(@,€))iz0) = ((gn(a(g)))nZh (Et(ﬂ(f)))tzo) v-almost surely
= ((gn (W))n>1, (B (w))i>0) in distributions (because m’ o 0~" = m).

o (Bi(x,€))i>0 is a standard Brownian motion on (X x [0,1],v), and v{(z,&) : |Sn(z) —

By(x,6)| = o(n")} = m{w : |Sp(w) — 0 Bu(w)| = o(n?)} = 1. U

We finish the proof of Thm 11.19 by showing ¢ = . Using (11.6), the bounded convergence
theorem, and the characteristic function of normal laws, we get

3 . . 70,2
lim [ e¥n/VPdy = lim [ 7B /Vrdy = /eWBldV =e 2.
n—oo n— o0

By Thm 11.13(3) it is also equal to exp( 7;’“’ ), hence o = gy O

12.8. Effective Intrinsic Ergodicity (Thms D, 11.31, 11.32). Suppose that X, f, u are
as in §11.1 and (X, 7) as in our standing assumptions, and choose k and x as in (12.1). Fix
1 X — R quasi-Holder of exponent ﬁ Choose B = E(E 7, B), C1(X, 7, ) as in Lemma 12.1
and C*, K > 0 as in Thm B.19. Let w be a Holder continuous function such that w Yomon
™ 1(X)7 and [|9]5 < Cu |l

Proof of Theorem 11.31. Suppose v is an ergodic f-invariant measure carried by X. If h,(f) >
hu(f) — K, then v is x-hyperbolic by (12.1), and by (¥4) in §10.2, v has an ergodic lift ¥ to 3
with the same entropy. By Thm B.19(c),

(@) = v()| = [A) = D) < CLE | $l[5/h(f, 1) = h(f,v).
If hy(f) < hu(f) — K, then we have the trivial bound:

n(@) —v(¥)| < 2s1)1(p W] < 209l < 267291/ R(f, 1) = B(f,v).
Taking C := max{C, K, 2k~ /?}, we see that for all v € Pere(f|x),
() = v()| < ClelsVh(fy 1) = h(f,v). (12.6)

For non-ergodic measures v on X, we use the ergodic decomposition v = [ ved¢:

(@) —v(¥)] < / |1() = ve(¥)]dE < Clliﬁll’@/lh(ﬂ p) = h(f,ve)|/2dé

< clully ([ s = i Vs)ldé)m = cully ([ s -, uade)m

= Ol /A(F 1) — B(Fo0), becanse hy(f) = / o (F)de. 0

Proof of Theorem 11.32 and Remark 11.33. If oy, = 0, then p(y) = v(¢) for all f-invariant
measures v on X (Thm 11.13), and the claim is trivial. Thus, without loss of generality, assume

p() =0, [Pl = 1.
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Fix € > 0 small and §y := 0#5202) with C#* = C# (%, m, B) := C*/4 (the number given by
Thm B.19) so that §y < C*(5)%0%. Recall that o5 = oy (see (12.4)), ||zm|§ < Cil[¥|l5, and
oy < Mallells (see (11.5)).

Suppose v is an ergodic probability measure on X such that h(f,v) > h(f,u) — dp. Since
do < K, v lifts to a shift invariant measure 7 with the same entropy.

Then h(v,0) > h(fi,0) — dp. Since §p < 0*5202 and 0 < ¢ < €* with €* small enough,
Thm B.19(a) gives

() = v(@)| = [A(9) = 7(¥)| < es/Wzag(h(a, i) = h(o,7))
= ¢/2\ 202 (h(f,1) = h(f, ).

The optimality of the constant 20w can be proved by using the measures v, := U, o™ ",
where 7,, are given by Thm B.19(b).

We now consider the non-ergodic case. The idea is to collect the ergodic components with
small entropies and with large entropies to separate measures vg, vy and treat them separately.

To see this, we fix small number 0 < § < dy (specified below) and suppose h(f, n) —h(f,v) <
d. Decompose v = ary + (1 — a)vy, where almost every ergodic component of vy (resp. v1)
has entropy less than or equal to (resp. greater than) h(f,u) — do (here 0 < a < 1 and by
convention vy = v; = v if & = 0 or 1). We note that h(f,v) = ah(f,v0) + (1 — @)h(f,v1) <
a(h(f, 1) — do) + (1 — a)(f, ), hence

h(f,/j‘)_h(fay) d
e

©)°

Let 1 = [ Vf d€ be the ergodic decomposition of v;. By construction, h(f, u) — h(f, Vf) < dp
for a.e. £. By the first part of the proof and the concavity of v/%,

() = ()| < [ 1n(w) = i@l de < \J2e5a3 [ \h(sm) — hih, o) e
\/Qeaaw/ (f, 1) — h(f,v)de = \/2eaaw (f, 1) —h(f,11))

< 2503 (h(f.0) = h(f,v)) s B(f.0n) = h(f ).
Next, the trivial bound |u(v) — vo(¥)| < 2sup |¢| leads us to
) = v(@)] < (1= a)lu() = ()] + alu() = v ()|
< (1—a)\/2¢°02 (h(f. 1) = h(f,v)) + a - 25up 4]

< eE/Vzai(h(ﬁ )= (7)) + 2 ML )

2
< /2 202 (h(f.10) — (1. >>< /fwa h<f,u>h<f,u>>, sinee |45 = 1

<21+ 6/2)\/20i(h(f, 1) = h(f,)) < €\ 203 (0 f,0) = B(S,0)
provided 6 < £ O‘w 5= é(C#)Qsﬁo}f = ﬁ(()’*)gsﬁo}f. O

12.9. Oseledets Decompositions in High Entropy (Cor 11.38). Let & be the bundle
(11.2), with its distance function dg (-, ). For every = € X, let {(x) := (z; E¥(z), E*(z)) € &.
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Given a non-atomic invariant measure v on X, we will construct a Borel one-to-one map T :
M — M so that T,v = pu, and

/ de (£(x), £(T2))du () < const -/R(F, 1) — A(F.7). (12.7)

We assume h(f,v) < h(f, 1) since otherwise v = p and we can take T' = Id.

Lift p,v to g = &p and v = £v. By the Kantorovich—-Rubinstein theorem, and the
observation that any 1-Lipschitz map ¥ : & — C induces a 1-quasi-Holder map ¢: X — C
defined by (x) = U(z; E*(z), B*(z)) s.t. |||} <1+ diam(®),

. _m is a probability measure on & x & s.t.
inf {/d"f (Emdm: A % 8) = B(A), m( x A) = fi(A) for all A

:sup{‘/\lldﬁ—/\lldﬁ
< sup{‘ [ [ wars ol < 1+ dian(e) |
< (1+ diam(8))C /AT, 1) — (),

with C as in Theorem 11.31. So there is a coupling m of v and g with “cost”

/d@(ﬁ,n)dm < 2(1 + diam(®8))C/ h(f, 1) — h(f,v).

: ¥ : 6 — Ris bounded, Lipschitz, Lip(¥) < 1}

~ ~—1
Then [86, Thm BJ, gives a Borel map Tp: & - & st. p=voT; and

/6 des (€, T€)dD < 3(1 + diam(®))C/A(F. v) — h(F. ).

One can replace ﬁ by a one-to-one map T which is arbitrarily close to it, as follows. First,
we build two finite measurable partitions {4;}, {B;} of & such that A;, B; have small diameters
(in particular the variations of dg on each A; x B; are small). Observe that for each j,

Z;(Ai NTy ' By) = U(Ty ' B;) = i(By).

Now build a measurable partition {B;;} of B; so that fi(B;;) = v(A; N fngj), and a measure
theoretic Borel isomorphism (A; N Ty 'B;,7) — (Byj,fi). These maps glue to a Borel measure
theoretic isomorphism T': (&,v) — (&, 1). Clearly,

|de (£, T€) — de (€, To€)| < diam(B;) for all £ € A;NT, *B;.

Integrating and summing over 7, j, we find that | [, de (€, Tf)dﬁ—qu de (€, To€)dD| < sup;[diam(B;)],
which can be made arbitrarily small.
Since 11 and v are carried by the graph {(z, E*(z);z, E*(x)) : * € X}, the map

T(x) := first coordinate of T'(z; E*(z), E*(x))

is one-to-one, Borel, u = v o T~1 and (12.7) holds with const := 3(1 + diam(®))C.
Since ¢(z,y) := d(x,y) + d(E*(x), E*(y)) + d(E*(x), E*(y)) is bounded by a constant times
de (£(2),£&(y)) on X, Cor 11.38 follows. O
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12.10. Exponential Tails in Pesin Theory (Thm 11.39, Cor 1.11). By Remark 10.6, for
any X small and all £ small enough, we can choose the coding (X,7) in Thm 10.5 so that it
satisfies the bornological property (Def. 8.5(b)) with ¥, &.

Fix some vertex a of the graph which defines the Markov shift 3. By the bornological
property, there is a (%, €)-Pesin block A such that

ADn({x € X% : 2y = a}) mod v, for all v € Peg(x, flx).

By (12.1), the MME p is in Perg (X, f|x). Hence the hitting time functions

Ta(z) :=inf{n > 1: f*(z) € A} (a function on X)

To(x) :=inf{n > 1: 2, = a} (a function on X)
satisfy the inequality 74 o 7 < 74 ji-a.e. in X. Consequently,

wulta > n] = flra om > n| < [, > nl.

The last expression is O(6™) as n — oo for some 0 < 6 < 1, because X is SPR, see Thm 7.8. We
found a (X, €)-Pesin block A whose hitting time has an exponential tail. This is also the case
for all sets A’ D A. Therefore, for all x’ < x and ¢’ > £, there are (x,e)-Pesin blocks A’ such
that u[rar > n] = O(6™).

Since € is arbitrarily small (with X fixed), this argument shows that for every x sufficiently
small and for every 0 < £ < x, there exists a (x,e)-Pesin block such that u[ra > n] = O(6™).
We have proved the first part of Thm 11.39.

Next we consider the tail of the (X, £)-optimal Pesin bound K, (z) (Def. 10.1). K, is bounded
on (X, €)-Pesin blocks, and in particular, on A.

Let C :=sup, K.. By (10.2), [K. > Ce"] C [rp > n]. Since p[rpa > n] = O(0"), ullog K, >
n] = O(y"), with ~ := /%

Note that K, < K, for all (x,e)-optimal Pesin bounds K/ such that £ < & < x < .

Therefore uflog K, > n] = O(y™) for such x,e. Since & can be chosen arbitrarily small (with ¥
fixed), this is the case for all x sufficiently small and 0 < & < x. O

13. ALTERNATIVE CHARACTERIZATIONS OF THE SPR PROPERTY

Some of the consequences of the SPR, property we discussed in §11 are actually equivalent to
the SPR property. In particular we prove here Thm F.

Let f be a C'* diffeomorphism of a closed manifold M, d = dim(M) and X be a Borel ho-
moclinic class with hrop(f|x) > 0. Recall the definition of S-quasi-Holder continuous functions
and their norm || - [|’; in §11.1. Consider the following properties:

(I) SPR (Def. 1.4). There is x > 0 s.t. for all € > 0 there are a (x,¢)-Pesin block A,
ho < hoor(flx), and 7 > 0 s.t.: Vv € Pere(f|x), h(f,v) > ho = v(A) > T,

(II) MME with Exponential Tails. There are p € Pere(f|x) and x,0 > 0 s.t.:
(i) The measure p is an MME for f|x.
(ii) For every 0 < € < x, there are a (x,c)-Pesin block A and 0 < § < 1 s.t. pra >
n] = O(0™) as n — oo, where 75 (z) :=inf{n > 0: f™(x) € A}.
(ili) Every v € Peyg(f|x) with h(f,v) > hrop(f|x) — 0 is x-hyperbolic.
(IITI) SPR Hyperbolic Coding. There is an irreducible SPR entropy-full hyperbolic coding
(3, 7) with properties (X£1)-(X3) of Thm 10.5.

(IV) Quantitative Robustness of the MME. f|x has a unique MME p, and, for any
B € (0,1), there exists Cg such that: for every f-invariant measure v on X and every
(B-quasi-Holder continuous function ¢ : X — R

| [ dp — [ dv] < Cpllllsy/hror (fIx) — R(f, V).
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(V) Qualitative Robustness of the MME. f|x has a unique MME p, and for all v,, €
Perg(flx), if A(f,vn) = hror(f|x), then v, = pon M, and A*(v,,) — AT (p).

(VI) Entropy Hyperbolicity and Entropy Continuity (§3.2). There is x > 0 s.t. for
all v, € Pero(flx), if A(f,vn) = hror(flx) and v, — v on M, then: (EH) 3 < d s.t.
N(z) > x > —x > ANF(2) v-ae. & (EC) At (v,) — AT (v).

(VII) Entropy Tightness (Def. 4.14). There are 0 < ¢ < x s.t. for all 7 € (0, 1), there are a
(x,€)-Pesin block A and h; < hrop(f|x) satisfying: for all v € P (f|x), R(f,v) > b =
v(A) > 7.

Theorem 13.1. Let f be a C't diffeomorphism of a closed manifold and X a Borel homoclinic
class with hyop(f|x) > 0. Then properties (1)~(VII) are all equivalent.

Proof. (I)=>(I): Thm 11.6 gives (i), Thm 11.39 gives (ii), and (iii) holds, since any ergodic
measure which charges a (i, €)-Pesin block is x-hyperbolic once x11 < X1.

(II)=(III): Choose xi1, 01 and p as in (II) and let h := hyop(f|x). The constructions of §9
and §10 and in particular Thm 10.5 give, for every sufficiently small x € (0, x11), a Markovian
coding (X, 7) with (X1)—(X8); it is irreducible by (X1). By (II)(iii) and Cor 9.13, we find that
(3, ) is entropy-full and by (X5) it is hyperbolic. It remains to show that 3 is SPR.

By Lemma 8.4, h = hyop(f|x) = hror(X). By Entropy-fullness and Lemma 8.2, u = m,
where [ is an ergodic o-invariant measure on ¥, with the same entropy as p. Since h(o, i
h(f, 1) = hror(flx) = hror(X), I is the MME of X.

By (36), (X, ) is x-bornological. Therefore, there is some € € (0, x) so that the pre-image of
any (x, €)-Pesin by 7 can be covered by a union of finitely many cylinders of 3, and a set of zero
p-measure. By (IT), there is a (x11, €)-Pesin block A and 0 < 6 < 1 such that u[ra > n] = O(6™)
asn — 00. Since x < xi1, A is a (x, €)-Pesin block, and there is a finite collection W* of symbols

w such that
fi <7T_1(A)\ U [w]> =0. (13.1)
weW=*

Let ¢ denote the countable directed graph such that ¥ = 3(¥¢). By a theorem of Gurevich
[51], there is a finite collection W D W* of vertices of ¢ such that the restriction of ¢4 to W is
a connected graph % with hg := heop(E(%)) > h — | Ind).

The measure fi is the MME of X, and is therefore given by Thm 6.6. So there are constants
¢ab > 0 so that for any non-empty cylinder [a, &5, ..., &, 0],

ﬁ([a7€17 . 7€n7 b]) = Cabe_nh-
Let ¢ := min{cyp : a,b € W}, then for every n > 0,

#{(aagla"'agnab): 517.01-7.19)?”{/;]/[/ 7[a7§17"'>§n7b}7é®}

_ - To, T ew
c 1enhu{xez#: 0y Tnt1 }

Il =)

IN

T1yee oy Ty W
ctemn {g eX? ixq,...,xn & W*} (since W* C W)
“lemhi{z € 7 fi(n(z) €A (j=1,...,n)}, by (13.1)
cremulry o f > n—1] = O(e™) = O(emho=r)),
where k := hg — (h —|In6|) > 0. By Thm 7.4(6), ¥ is SPR.

(IIT)=(IV): By Lemma 8.4 hyop(f|x) = hror(X). The existence and uniqueness of the MME
of f|x is proved exactly as in §12.2. The other assertions of (IV) are trivial for measures

IN A
o

IN
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with entropy bounded away from hrop(f|x); therefore for proving them is sufficient to consider
measures with entropy close to hrop(f]x)-

By entropy-fullness, these measures are carried by (3#), and can therefore be lifted without
changing the entropy to ¥. Now (IV) follows from the SPR property of ¥, as in the proof of
Thm 11.31 at §12.8.

(IV)=(V): Applying (IV) to the geometric potentials J* in Example 11.4, we get AT (v,,) —
AT (u). Since any continuous test function on M can be approximated in the supremum norm by
a Holder continuous function on M, and every Holder continuous function on M is quasi-Hélder,
(IV) also implies v, — p on M.

(V)=(VI): By (V), f|x has a unique MME p. This measure is hyperbolic, because X is a Borel
homoclinic class. It is also ergodic (otherwise it would not be unique). Suppose v, € Perg (f|x),
h(f,vn) = hror(flx), and v, = v on M. By (V), v = u, and (EC) follows. Since u is ergodic
and hyperbolic, (EH) follows.

(VI)=(VII): This is the content of Thm 3.1 together with Remark 3.14.
(VII)=(I): This the content of Prop. 4.15. O

Part V. Appendices
APPENDIX A. THE GRASSMANNIAN BUNDLE

A.1. The Grassmannian Bundle. Suppose V is an inner product space of dimension n, and
k < n. The space of all k-dimensional linear subspaces of V' can be naturally identified with the
homogeneous space O(n)/O(k) x O(n — k). The smooth Riemannian manifold thus obtained is
called the k-th Grassmannian of V, and is denoted by G(k, V).

The k-th Grassmannian bundle of a closed smooth Riemannian manifold M is the smooth and
compact bundle &(k, M) with base space M, and fibres G(k, T, M) (x € M). Given z € M and
E € G(k, T, M), there is a natural identification T(, gy &(k, M) = T, M & Tg G(k, T, M). The
Riemannian metric on &(k, M) is defined by declaring the two spaces on the right orthogonal,
and endowing them with the inner products they inherit from the Riemannian structure on M
and G(k, T, M).

A.2. Lifts of Measures to the Grassmannian Bundle (Proof of Prop. 3.8). Suppose
v € Peyg(f) has unstable dimension 1 < i < d. Recall that its unstable lift o+ to &(i, M) is
the unique lift carried by {(z, E}) : € M}. Necessarily, v*(p) = [log|det(Df|g+)|dv. The
invariance of v and the chain rule give 7" () = (1/n) [log|det(Df"|g+)|dv. Taking the limit,
Oseledets theorem gives

() = A0,

Next we show that any ergodic lift 7 # v of v to &(i, M) satisfies U(p) < AT(v). For
v-a.e. (x,F) € &(i,M), let a3 > --- > «, be the Lyapunov exponents of Df in F. (Since
v is ergodic, v-a.e. (z,F) has the same exponents.) Using ergodicity and 7 # oF, we have
F # Ef for v-a.e. (z,F). Therefore there exists a unit vector u € F'\ E;* such that the limit
of Llog || Df~".ull is negative. This implies

ar <0< N (v).

Let F=F!' > F2> ... D F" # {0} be the flag associated to a; > -+ > a,.. Pick inductively
a basis b, of F", b,._; a collection of vectors such that b, Ub,_; is a basis of F"~!, etc, so that
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byU---Ub, = {vl, ... vi} is a basis of F. Let V,* denote the volume of the parallelepiped with
sides Df™v}, ..., Df"vi. Then

i tog et (D) =l low V= 3 o
<AV FNW) F AT ) Far S AT(Y) = [N(V) — ol

Integrating, we obtain by the bounded convergence theorem and the invariance of v that (y) =

/log |det(Df|r)|dv < AT(v) — N(v) — o] < AT (). O

APPENDIX B. SPECTRAL GAP FOR SPR MARKOV SHIFTS AND CONSEQUENCES

The spectral gap of SPR Markov shifts manifests itself in the action of the “transfer operator”
on a space of regular “one-sided functions”, therefore we begin with a discussion of these objects.

B.1. One-Sided Shifts, One-Sided Functions and One-Sided Measures. Let ¢ be a
countable directed graph with set of vertices ¥. Let

vt =27(9) = {(zo,21,---) € YO gy 2y forall i € Z}.
We endow X7 (¥) with the metric
d(z,y) := exp[—min{i > 0: 2; # y;}] (or 0if z = y), (B.1)

and the action of the left shift map o : T (4) — £1(¥), o(x) :=y, where y; := x;41. This

map is continuous, but not invertible. The resulting topological dynamical system is called

the one-sided Markov shift associated to 4. We keep the name Markov shift for the invertible
system (X,0) = (X(¥),0), introduced in §6 (using sometimes the phrase two-sided Markov
shifts for emphasis).

All the results for (two-sided) Markov shifts stated in §6 and §7 extend to one-sided shifts,
with two exceptions:

(1) Lemma 6.1. Call a directed graph forward locally finite if every vertex has a finite out-
going degree. The correct one-sided version of this lemma is as follows: Let ¢4 be a proper
countable directed graph. YT(9) is locally compact iff G is forward locally finite. In this
case the cylinders are compact. The proof is simple, and we omit it.

(2) Thm 6.6(1). In the case of X7 (%), the MME is isomorphic to the product of a system with
Bernoulli natural extension, and a cyclic permutation of p points.
There is an obvious semi-conjugacy ¥ : (X,0) — (X, ), given by
ﬂ[(vn)nGZ] = (vn)nZO = y+-

The one-sided projection of a o-invariant probability measure p on X, is the o-invariant

measure on Y1 defined by
pti=pov L.

Conversely, any o-invariant measure pu+ on X7 lifts to a unique o-invariant measure g on 2
such that g o9~ = u*. The lift is determined by the following condition:

f(mlvos -y vn-1]) = ut ([vo, - - ., vn—1]) for all cylinders and all m € Z.

The lift and the projection have the same entropy, and p is ergodic (resp. strongly mixing) iff
uT is ergodic (resp. strongly mixing).

Every function ¢ : ¥+ — R lifts to a function T o9 : ¥ — R. Functions on ¥ of this form
are called one-sided functions. A function on 3 is generally not one-sided, however we have the
following important result:
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Theorem B.1 (Sinai Lemma). Let ¥ be a (two-sided) Markov shift. For any 3 > 0, there is
Cp > 0 s.t. every f-Hélder continuous v : ¥ — R can be written as p = 1 + h — h o o where
@, h are B/2-Hélder continuous, v is one-sided, and [|1]|g/2 < Cpl|||s.

The proof for subshifts of finite type in [20, Lemma 1.6] extends verbatim to the countable state
case. Note that since diam(X) < oo, ¢, and h are bounded.

Proposition B.2. Let ¥ be a (two-sided) irreducible Markov shift with finite Gurevich entropy,
let u be an equilibrium measure of a B-Hélder potential ¢, and let AG° be the o-algebra generated
by non-negative coordinates.

There is Cy > 0 such that for every B-Hélder continuous function ¢ : ¥ — R, there exists a
B/2-Hélder continuous function ™ : ¥ — R which satisfies || ||3/2 < Cyl|Y|lg and E,(¢|AF) =
YT ol pu-ae.

The proof requires some tools and is postponed to the end of § B.2.

B.2. Transfer Operators. Suppose T : @ — Q is a (possibly non-invertible) measurable
map which preserves a probability measure m. Fix ¢ € L'(m). T maps the signed measure
dm, := ¢ dm to the measure T\ (m,,) :=my, o T1. Since my, o T~ < m, we can write
__dmy o0 T-1

T, (edm) = L(p) dm, where L(y) := 7
m

The operator L : L'(m) — L'(m) defined this way is called the transfer operator of m. The
following is well-known, and straightforward.

Lemma B.3. L: L'(m) — L'(m) is a bounded linear operator, and:

(1) L(1) = 1;

(2) Vi € LY(m), [ L(sp)dm = [ pdm;

(3) Vi € L'(m) and x € L=, L((xoT) - ¢) = x - L(¥).

In particular [ x - (LY)dm = [ L((xoT)-¢)dm = [(xoT)-1ypdm. Moreover, the last property
characterizes the transfer operator.

Suppose X7 is a one-sided Markov shift ¥T, and ¢: X7 — R is a function. Ruelle’s operator
is the formal sum (which may or may not converge)

(L)) = Y e*Wy(y).

o(y)=z
We recall the local Holder continuity introduced in §6.4. We have the following.

Proposition B.4. Let ¥ be an irreducible one-sided Markov shift with finite Gurevich entropy,
and p an equilibrium measure for a B-Hélder continuous function ¢: Xt — R. Then there is a
locally B-Holder continuous function u such that:

(1) The function ¢ := ¢ +u—uoo — P(o,u, ) satisfies 3, _, W =1,

(2) L, defines an operator L'(u) — L'(u) which coincides with the transfer operator of .
(3) L, preserves the space of L functions having continuous representatives v, and satis-

fies sup [Lyp| < sup [¢)].

Proof. Let us consider the operator Ly. In [31], it is shown that the existence of an equilibrium
measure for ¢ entails the positive recurrence of ¢, and implies the existence of A > 0, a positive
continuous function h, and a (possible infinite) Borel measure v which is finite and positive on
cylinders, such that Ls(h) = Ah, (Lg)«v = Av, and [ hdv = 1. The equilibrium measure 4 is
then given by hdv and P(o, i, ¢) = log(\).
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Now let g := )\E:Oho" Then 37, 1=, 9(y) = A'h~'Lyg(h) = 1. Setting u = logh and ¢ =
log(g), the operator L= L, satisfies: L) = A"th™ 1L¢(h1/1) hence L*p L.(hv) = hv =
It follows that [ x - L(y)dp = fL xoo-)du = [(xoo)- pdu. Thus L is the transfer operator
of pu. The local Hélder regularity of u follows from the regularity properties of log h stated in
[95, Lemma 6].

Since Zo(y)zgg(g) = 1 and logg is locally Holder continuous, L, preserves the class of

bounded continuous functions, and sup [Ly1| < sup |¢)]. O

Remark B.5. In the special case when p is an MME and £, py, pyy are as in Thm 6.6, g = e¥
is given by g(y) := pyc’;& = e_hm’(z)f 10y, and u(y) = logly,.

Proof of Pmposztzon B.2. By Thm B.1, u is an equilibrium measure of a one-sided 5/2 Holder
potential (;S Let g = e¥ where ¢ is the function in Prop B.4. Define g(*) := Hn 0 goo’. An
inductive argument which starts with Prop B.4(1) shows

> =1 (B.2)
o (y)=z
Given zT € ¥ and a cylinder _,[a_,...,a_1,To] in the two sided shift 3, let
lu“§+ (—n[a—’ru ct ,Cl_l,x(]]) = g(n)(a’—’rﬂ ct Cl_l, anmlv . )

By (B.2), pg+ can be extended to a probability measure pz+ on {y :y; = z; (i > 0)}.
Given a S-Holder continuous 9 : ¥ — R, define ™ on X7 by

= /wd,uy.

Claim 1. " o9 is measurable with respect to the o-algebra A5°.

Proof. If ¢ = 14, then (¢* o ¥)(x) = py+[a] is continuous and one-sided, whence AZ°-
measurable. If ¢ is Holder continuous, use a standard approximation argument.

Claim 2. (¢t 09)(z) = E,(¢|AF)(z) for p-a.e. z.

Proof. We need to show [ x-¢Toddu = [ x-1dp for all Ag°—measurable y € L™, or equivalently,
t =[5t pg+dp™. For any cylinder C = _y[a_p,...,a_1,bo,...,bn],

/ uy(C)du*(z*):/g(”)(aw, cay,zt)dpt (zh)
s+ 1

= /E+ Iy (z") 9" () (yH)dpt (z*) = /11@ (L)

o™ (yt)=zt N

where L is the transfer operator of u™, see Prop B.4. Thus by Lemma B.3,
| e (it @) = [ 100 gdu” = it (28) = ulolaH) = u(C)
(the last equality uses the shift-invariance of p). Thus pu(C) = [ pg+(C)dp for all cylinders C,

whence for all Borel sets.

Claim 3. ¢ 09 is 3/2-Hélder continuous and || |5/2 < Cyl|¢)]|3, where Cy depends only on
@.

Proof. Clearly, ||t ||oc < |¥]lso < [|¢]|3. To estimate the 3/2-Holder constant, we fix 2,y € X
such that x; = y; for [i] <n.
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If n < 2, then [y (z) — ¥ (y)| < 2/[Y]oce” - e P72 We thus assume n > 2. Let © :
SUpPp fiz+ — SUPP y+ be the map O(z) = (...,2—2,2-1,%0,Y1,Y2,.-.). Then Pyt © O~ fig+
and

) dpig+ T 9(Z ke 21, T0s e Ty T - - )
J(2) o H o fg+-a.e.
k=0

B d/’[’g+o z*kw"7Z71,m05-~-axn7yn+1a"')

Since n > 2, we can use the regularity properties of log g in Prop B.4 to see that |J(z) — 1| <
Ce=Pn/2 where C' depends only on log g, whence only on ¢. (The exponent is /2 and not g,
because g = e¥ where ¢ is only 3/2-Hélder.) Since djg+ = Jdpu,+ 0 ©, we have

= ‘/¢Jduy+ 09—/wdug+

< [1wn 007 —vidnys < [(jwo0™ vl o0 + 1ol 17007 =11 )duys
< Rl - [ oo + [l - Ce™/2 < [l e /2(2C + 1),

because ©~1 preserves the k-coordinates with & < n, and |J| < C + 1.
Thus [|¢F]|5/2 < Cy||9]|5 for some Cy, which only depends on ¢. O

@) = 0 = | [ v~ [y

B.3. SPR and the Spectral Gap. We say that a one-sided shift ¥* is SPR for ¢7: ¥ = R
iff the associated two-sided shift ¥ is SPR for the potential ¢ := ¢ o) (see Def 7.1).

Remark B.6. Given some Holder continuous ¢ on ¥, Sinai’s lemma (Thm B.1) constructs a
function ¢ : X — R such that ¢+ o is cohomologous to ¢. Hence if ¥ is SPR for ¢, then T
is SPR for ¢*. Their pressures are equal. Moreover if u is the equilibrium measure on ¥, then
the equilibrium measure on X7 is u™ 1= J,p.

Theorem B.7 (Cyr-Sarig [35]). Let ©T be an irreducible one-sided Markov shift with finite

Gurevich entropy and period 1, let v be the equilibrium measure of an SPR Hoélder continuous

potential ¢, and let v be the function given by Prop B.4. For any B > 0 there exists a complex

Banach space (L, - ||z) of continuous functions 1 : 3+ — C s.t.:

(a) For any v € L and z € X7, the sum (Ly1p)(z) = Do (y)=z e“"@w(g) converges.

(b) L,(L) C L and Ly, : L — L is bounded. -

(¢) Spectral gap: L, = P + N, where P and N are bounded linear operators on L, PN =
NP =0, P2 =P, rank(P) =1 and N has spectral radius p(N) < 1.

(d) If x is B-Hélder continuous and v € L, then x - € L and ||x - Y|z < lIxlIgll¢lc-

(e) L contains the B-Holder continuous functions 1 : X7 — R.

(f) L C L*(pn), Ly, coincides with the transfer operator of u on L, and the operator P is given

bwa:/¢du-1.
(9) be L=yl el and||[fl], <|flle

(h) Convergence in L implies uniform convergence on cylinders.

Remark B.8. Thm B.7 as well as all other results in this section hold in the more general
setup of weakly Holder continuous SPR potentials ¢ on irreducible Markov shifts, possibly with
infinite Gurevich entropy (and with or without period one depending on the context), provided
we add the assumption that sup ¢ < co and ¢ has finite pressure. When ¢ is Holder continuous,
it is bounded, and the finite pressure condition is equivalent to the condition that ¥ has finite
Gurevich entropy.

Proof. We will apply the theory of SPR potentials in [96] and [35]. This theory applies to every
SPR potential which is bounded from above, has finite Gurevich pressure, and is weakly Holder
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continuous in the sense of §6.4. The potential ¢ := logg := ¢ + logh —logh o o — P(c, i1, ¢)
from Prop B.4 belongs to this class because log h is locally Holder continuous, see [95, Lemma
6] and its proof, and because condition (7.4) is invariant under the addition of coboundaries
and constants.

Consequently, Theorem 2.1 in [35] applies to ¢. Note that the pressure Prop(XT, ) vanishes.
We obtain a Banach space (L, ]| - ||z) satisfying (a), (b), (¢), (g), (h), and the following weak
version of (e):

(¢’) L contains all the indicators of cylinder sets.

Property (d) is not mentioned explicitly in Theorem 2.1, but is noted on page 650 in [35],
and is a direct consequence of the definition of || - || on page 643.

The derivation of (e) is more complicated. By (e’), £ contains some (non-trivial) bounded
continuous functions, e.g. ¢ = 1. As 1 is bounded it belongs to L'(u) and by Prop B.4,
Ly(y) = L"(¢) for all n > 0. By (c), L = P+ N" — P in norm. By (h), Lgy — P
pointwise, Prop B.4(3) implies that [|[L3%[lec < [|¥]l, and by the dominated convergence
theorem, Ly — Py in L'(u). The measure u is mixing, by Theorem 6.6 (the period p equals
one, by assumption). Hence for any x € L>(p) one gets [(xoT™)-dp — [ xdp [ dp. By Item
(3) in Lemma B.3 we also have [(xoT™)-¢du= [ x-(L")du= [ x - (Li)du — [ x - Pydp.
It follows that Py = [4du p-a.e., whence by continuity, everywhere. Since P(L) C L, the
constant functions are in £. We now invoke (d), and obtain (e).

It remains to check (f). Let ¢ € £. By (g), one can assume ¢ > 0. Since rank(P) = 1 and
P is positive, the previous argument shows Pty = ¢ -1 for some ¢ > 0 and Ly — ¢ pointwise.
Since L, is positive, Ly > 0. By Fatou’s lemma,

c:/Pwd,u:/lingwduSlim/ngd,u:/wd,u.

To prove the converse inequality, note that the bounded continuous functions ¥ A M (M > 1)
belong to £ by (g). Therefore P() AM) = [ A Mdp < [dp < Py, and using monotone
convergence, one gets (f):

c:/Pwduz-/P(LZJ/\M)du:/w/\Md,uM—>/1/}d,u.
—00
By Prop B.4, we get L, = L on £ C L'(u). O

Remark B.9. (c) implies that the spectrum of L, consists of a simple eigenvalue 1, with
eigenprojection P, and a compact subset of the open unit disk (indeed of {z : |z] < p(N)},
where p(N) is the spectral radius). This is the “spectral gap.”

From now on we use the notation L for both the transfer operator and the Ruelle operator
L, and we let P be the operator Py = [ ¢dpu - 1.

Corollary B.10. Under the assumptions of Thm B.7, there aree > 0 and pg € (0,1) as follows.

For every B-Holder continuous function v on X with ||¢]|g < 1 and every |z| < € there exist

A, € C and bounded linear operators P,, N, on L s.t.:

(1) L, = \.P. + N., where L,x = L(e*¥x) for any x € L.

(2) P2 =P, rank(P,) =1, P,N, = N,P, =0, and p(N.) < po.

(8) =1, Ph=P, Ny = N.

(4) X, is holomorphic on {z: |z| < &}.

(5) P., N, are holomorphic on {z : |z| < e}, i.e. they can be expanded to a power series in z
which converges in the operator norm on this disk.

Proof. By the theory of analytic perturbations of linear operators on Banach spaces [61, Thm-
IV.3.16], there are epere > 0, po € (0,1) such that for every bounded linear operator 7' on L
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satisfying ||T'— L|| < epert, there exist A(T') € C and bounded linear operators P(T'), N(T') such
that T = N(T)P(T) + N(T), and:

o P(T)? = P(T), rank(P(T)) = 1, P(T)N(T) = N(T)P(T) = 0, p(N(T)) < po;

e \(0)=1, P(0) =P, N(0) = N;

o if z — T, is analytic, A(T%), P(T%), N(T%) are analytic on {z : || T, — L|| < €pert}-

In order to apply this to T}, := L, we fix € := min{1, eper+ /(|| L||€) } and show that | L. —L|| <
Epert for |z| < e and any choice of a Hélder continuous ¢ with |[¢|g < 1: By Property (d) in
Theorem B.7, the linear operator My : x + 1 - x is bounded on £ and satisfies || My < [|9¥|lg <
1. We have L., = 320° (2L LM}, therefore [|L. — L|| < L] 3200, Z-. So if |2] < e, then

n=0 n! n=1 n!

L2 — LIl < éepert- O
B.4. Exponential Decay of Correlations. Recall the Holder norm (6.4).

Theorem B.11. Let pu be the equilibrium measure for a Hélder continuous potential ¢ on a
one-sided or two-sided irreducible Markov shift with period 1 and finite Gurevich entropy. For
any B > 0, there are constants C >0 and 0 < 0 < 1 s.t. for all B-Hdélder continuous p, ¥,

[ o+ wooau~ [ wau [ va] < Clutslichson, for aitn > 1.

In the one-sided case, the argument below allows to take 1 € L>(u), and to replace ||¢||g
on the right hand side by ||¢|| -

Proof. The special case when ¢ and v are indicators of partition sets follows from Vere-Jones’s
work [108]. Here we explain how to do the general Holder case.

The One-Sided Case: This follows from [35, Thm 1.1b] up to a routine modifications. We give
a direct proof for the convenience of the reader.

Suppose 1 € L>®(u) and ¢ S-Holder continuous on L1, and let £ be the space given in
Theorem B.7. Let § := ¢ — [ pdu, ¢ := ¢ — [1pdu. Note that 3 is a S-Holder continuous
function, therefore @ € L.

Recall that L = P + N where Py = ([4du) -1, PN = NP =0, and N has spectral radius
strictly smaller than one. Then

/w(lﬂoon)du—/wdu/wdu‘ = ‘/w- (woa")du‘ = ‘/L"(w)wdu‘

- — — PAL 2Dl _ 20PN g 70
< Bl [ IL"Fdu = 7] < 7l

e Ml =2l

By Thm B.7(c), (d) and (g), [|IL"%[|, < [|L"P|, = (P + N)"Bllc = PP + N"P|c =
IN"2lle < BIIN"I < [1Lllcl[@lsll N < 2[L]cllellslN"]]-

This tends to zero exponentially fast, because p(N) < 1. Fix C' > 0 and 0 < 6 < 1 such that
[IN"|| < C'6™, and let C := 4C'||P||. Then

o+ wooryau— [ o [van] < Cllulliolso”. (©:3)

The Two-Sided Case: By Sinai’s lemma (Thm B.1) one can replace the potential by a one-sided
potential, without changing the equilibrium measure . Then pt := o ¥~ ! is an equilibrium
measure on X by Remark B.6. Let 1, © be two S-Holder continuous functions on .

CrAM: For every n, there is a 3-Hélder continuous function 1™ : ¥ — R such that ||| o =
[¥lloos I = ¥ oo < [[W0llge™t"/2I, and ) 0 a1"/2) is one-sided.

Proof. Take ¢(™ (z) := sup{(y) : y; = a; for all i > —[n/2]}. O
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Let © := ¢ — [@dpu, ¢ := 1 — [1du. Recall that A denote the o-algebra generated by the
non-negative coordinates and let " be as in Prop. B.2. Let also EI : T — R be the unique
function such that E(n) ocgln/2l = E: o). Then:

— 5 5™ o —(n)
[Covy(p, o a™)| = |Covu(B,9 0 0™)| < |Covu(@, 0 0 0™)| + [Pl — %
Since E(n) oo™ is one-sided,

|Covu<so,w<")oa">=]/¢-<w("oa du‘ \/ @A) - @™ 0 o) du

= [Covu(@+ 0 0.0 0 0™)| = [Cov,s (97, B 0 0™ 1n/2)))
< CllwllooIIWHﬁ@”/Q, by (B.3).

oo

Putting together these inequalities and recalling the choice of E(n), we obtain:

(Cova( 0 ™)1 < Ol 1507 + [BclFl /21
< 20|19 l¢ll 5072 + 4€P || ol 5110l ge P2, because || - [loo < || - ||g-

So [Cov,, (¢, 0 a™)| < (2C + 4eP) ||| 5]l gp™, With p := min{#'/2,e=F/3}. O

Next, suppose X is irreducible but with period p > 1. By Thm 6.6, (3,4, i, 0) is measure
theoretically isomorphic to the product of a Bernoulli scheme and a cyclic permutation of p
elements. So p is o-ergodic, but not o? ergodic, and its oP-ergodic decomposition takes the
form p = % Zfz_ol 1 oo’ where y is oP-mixing. The analogous statements hold for 7.

Theorem B.12. Let u be the equilibrium measure of an SPR Hoélder continuous potential on a
one-sided or two-sided irreducible Markov shift with finite Gurevich entropy and period p. For
every 8 > 0 there are C >0, 0 < 0 <1 s.t. for all f-Hélder continuous v, 1,

’/w-(woonp)du’—/wdu’/wdﬂ’

The proof follows directly from the spectral decomposition (Lemma 6.4).

< Cllgllsllellgb™, for alln > 1.

B.5. Asymptotic Variance. The results in this section were proved [35] in the irreducible
aperiodic case (building on earlier work for subshifts of finite type in [83] and [50]). Here we
explain how to treat the irreducible periodic case.

Theorem B.13. Let p be the equilibrium measure of a Hélder continuous SPR potential ¢ on
a one-sided or two-sided trreducible Markov shift with finite Gurevich entropy and period p. Let
1 be a B-Holder continuous function. Then the following statements hold.

et Y, = ool , then the imit o2 1m ar ) erists an
1) Let 1 gl hen the 7= lim IVar, (¢ d

O’i = Var# T/Jp +QZCOV# 1/)pa¢p00 )

n=1

(Green-Kubo Identity).

(2) Linear Response Identity:

2—d2 Prop(Z t
0= s tO(Top( O +t))) .

(3) Asymptotic Laplace Transform: If [ ¢dpu =0, then for every z € C,

lim E,(e Zw“/f) = 2907,

n—0o0
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(4) Upper bound: For some constant Mg which only depends on ¢, B and X,
oy < Mgll¢lls. (B.4)

Proof. Tt is sufficient to consider the case when [ ¥du = 0.

Part (1). Let p be the period of ¥, and ¥ = [#}_ _0 o*(¥') be the spectral decomposition from
Lemma 6.4. There is a natural 1dent1ﬁcat10n of (¥, 0P) with an irreducible aperiodic Markov
shift, and if ¢ is Hélder continuous with respect to the natural metric of E then 1, is Holder

continuous with respect to the natural metric on ¥’'. Note that u = % ZZ oM oo —% where
is the measure p/(E) := p(ENY)/u(¥’), and u is the equilibrium measure of (¥ ,ap) for the
potential ¢, =:= Z;Z;Ol ¢oal. Also,

/ Ypdi 007 =0 (i=0,...,p—1).
E/

. —q -1 i
To see this, let u := pi' 0 0~", and note that 3>~ [ oo/du” = [du = 0.
The covariance is bilinear, and p’ o 07 = u/. Therefore,

n—1
Var,: (¥np) = Covy Z Y, 00 Z Ypodl?f | = Z Cov, (¥ 0 0™ 4y, 0 07P)
4,j=0
= nVar, (¢p) + 2 Z Covy (Yp,p oo (G=9DP) (by shift invariance)
0<i<j<n—1
n—1
= nVar, (¢¥p) + Z(n — k)Cov,y (Wp, ¥p 0 otP).
k=1

The series Y Cov,y (1p, 1, © 0¥P) converges absolutely, by the exponential mixing of (¥, o)
with respect to p/. Thus by the dominated convergence theorem,

1 oo
ﬁVaer (np) — Var,: (vp) + Z Cov s (P, 0 TFP). (B.5)
k=1

Similarly Var# roo—i (Ynp) — Var,o5—i (Vp) ZCOVH rog—i (U, P 0 0FP). Summing over
k=1
i, dividing by p?, and recalling that E,(¢)) = E,/o5-i () = 0, gives

1
lim —Var,(¢y,) =

n—00 NP

Var#(v,/)p +2 Z Cov, (¥p, ¥p 0 a’P)

k=0

Next, for each fixed 0 <r <p—1,

Varu(wnp+r) = Var, (wnp) + QCOVHWJM ¢np) + Var,, (7/17")
= Var, (np) + O(Vn) + O(1),
because by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the boundedness of ¥,

Covyu(¥r, Pnp)| < \/Val“u(%)Varu(%p) < 2r[¢]lo0 v/ O(1)O(np) = O(Vn)

So lim
n—o00 NP +r

Var, (Ynp+r) =

Var#(d)p +ZZCOV/L Yy, 1y 0 0IP)| for each r. Part (1)

k=0
follows.
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Part (2). We first consider the one-sided aperiodic case and assume |[¢]|g = 1 without loss of
generality. Let

Pt = ¢+t
By the variational principle for Gurevich pressure [95],
~p is a shift invariant |
Sup { / ey : probability measure } = Proe(2; 60).

Let A, P., N, and € be as in Cor B.10. By [35, p. 665] and references therein, for all ¢ real and
lt] < e
Prop (3, ¢¢) = log A(¥) setting A(t) := As.
In particular, t — Prop(X, ¢) is real-analytic on a neighborhood of zero.
The first two derivatives of log A(z) at z = 0 can be found exactly as in the case of subshifts

of finite type discussed in [50], [83]. The calculation is reproduced in the countable state case
in [35, p. 662-664],'? and leads to

0= [vant =0 ¥ |

Since L is the transfer operator of u, this equals the right-hand-side of the Green-Kubo identity
(because p = 1). So \"(0) = o7,

Since A(0) = 1 and X' (0) = 0, jﬁ |t ,(10g V)"(0) = N'(0) = o7, and Part (2) follows in the
one-sided topologically mixing case.

The one- 31ded irreducible periodic case readily follows, because of the following simple fact.
Let Y= Uz o 0 'Y be the spectral decomposition, then Prop(X, ¢y) = %PTOP(E’, ¢p + t1p). So
4 |t 0Prop (X, ¢¢) = li_>m LVar,, (Ynp) = O'i by (2) in the aperiodic case, and by (B.5). This

proves (2) in the one—sided case.

VP20 LA(y)
k=1

To analyze the two-sided case, we use Sinai’s Lemma to write ¢ = 5 + u — u o o where 5 is
one-sided and w is Holder continuous. In particular u is bounded and continuous, and therefore
J(u—wuoo)dv =0 for all shift invariant v. We introduce (b* the unique Hélder continuous
function on $T such that ¢ = ¢T o 9. We write similarly ¢ = ¢ + v —vo o and ¢ = ¢+ o ¥.
Also z/}t ¢> + t1/1 So:

Prop(E, ¢¢) = PTOP@»%) and |t OPTOP(E ¢r) = |t OPTOP(E wt )= 1%*'

dt2 dt2
To see that afz . = 03, we note that G& L= afz and that 01; = 07,. The first identity is clear,
and the second can be checked using the identity

Yn =tn+v—vo0",

the uniform boundedness of u, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the bound |[¢b, [|2 ~ UJ\F =
O(y/n). Part (2) is now proved.

Part (3). We first consider the one-sided aperiodic case.

B, (c¥n/V) = / Vi = / eIV 1o " dpy = / L™ (e V) dp.

12But A; there is what we call A(it) here.
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Let A(2),P,,N,,L, be as in Cor B.10. An inductive argument using Lemma B.3(3) gives

n(e2Pn /1Y) — 1
L"(e )—Lz/ﬁl. So,

Eu(ezw"/\/ﬁ) = /LZ/\/EI dy = POLZ/\/EL because Py = Pp = (/Sﬂd,u> -1

- (A(\ZF)Pz/\/ﬁ + Nz/ﬁ> L= MZ) PPyl + NI 1.

We first consider A(

ﬁ)"POPZ/\/ﬁl. Recall that A\(0) = 1, X'(0) = [¢du = 0, and X\"(0) = o7,
2.2 n 2,2
Therefore, for every z, M(Z=)" = (1 + 2+ O(é;)) — €279%  Next, PP, m —

P2 = Py in norm because w + P, is analytic on a complex neighborhood of zero. Thus
152,2
2

)\(\ZF)”POPZ/\/ﬁl tends to ez

n

We then consider PoN7, -1. Recall that Ny has spectral radius less than 1, therefore |NE|| <

x < 1 for some k < 1 and k € N. Since w +— N,, is analytic, || NE|| < & for all |w]| sufficiently

n

small, whence \|P0Nz/ﬁ1|| tends to zero.

In summary, )\(ﬁ)”POPZ/\/ﬁl + BNZ) gl — e2%°%% in norm as (constant) functions in L.
This proves Part (3) in the one-sided aperiodic case.

The two-sided aperiodic case follows again from Sinai’s Lemma. As before we write ¢ = J +
v—voo. We have already seen that 012; = ai, so by the first part of the proof, ]Eu(ez'f’"/‘/ﬁ) —

n—roo
1

e2902" Tt remains to see (using the uniform boundedness of v and the first part of the proof) that
E, (e*¥n/VP) — K, (e*¥n/V7)| < E, (eRe()¥n/ Vi) || ez(u—uoc™)/vi _ 1”00 — 0. This gives Part
(3) in the aperiodic case; the general irreducible case follows from the spectral decomposition.

Part (4). (B.4) follows from the Green-Kubo identity and Theorem B.12. O

Theorem B.14. Let u be the equilibrium measure of an SPR Hélder continuous potential ¢ on
a one-sided or two-sided irreducible SPR Markov shift with finite Gurevich entropy, and let
be a Holder continuous function. The following are equivalent.

(a) ai =0.

(b) ¥ — [dp=u—wuoo for some continuous (but possibly unbounded) real-valued function u.
(c) If o"(z) = z, then Yy(z) = n [dp.

(d) If v is shift invariant, then [dv = [ dp.

Proof. First we prove the theorem in the one-sided aperiodic case, and then we extend the proof
to the general irreducible one-sided or two-sided case.
(a)=(b) follows from the Green-Kubo identity in its equivalent form

(o)
0% = / (W2 20 LFo)du
k=1
as in [47]. The proof is reproduced in a context close to ours in [35, p. 664].

(b)=-(d): Suppose v is shift invariant. If v € L'(v) then (d) is obvious. If not, then
liminf, o0 [24p, — [ ¥dp| = liminf, o Wﬂ:lil = 0 v-a.e., by Poincaré’s Recurrence Theorem.
Since lim %1% exists v-a.e., it must be the case that lim %’L/Jn = [+dp v—a.e. By the bounded
convergence theorem, [¢dv = [ dpu.

(d)=(c) is trivial, and (c)=>(Db) is the Livsic Theorem for Markov shifts (the proof for subshifts
of finite type in [20] works verbatim in the countable state case).
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It remains to prove (b)=-(a). It is sufficient to do this in the special case when [du = 0.
In this case, for all t € R,

Eu(e1n/V7) = B (¢ V) = B, (e V) 1 OB (/¥ — 1)

=E, (e /Y7 4 O(E, (e Y™ —1])), because poo ™' = p
— 1, by the bounded convergence theorem.
n—oo

By Thm B.13(3), e"3%70 = 1 forallt € R. So oy = 0. This proves the theorem in the
irreducible one-sided aperiodic case.

Next we consider the irreducible one-sided periodic case, with period p > 1. It is sufficient to
consider the case [du = 0. Let ¥ = L+Jf;01 o' be the spectral decomposition. We saw in
the proof of Theorem B.13 that o’fb is up to a constant the asymptotic variance of 1,|ss with
respect to o? and the oP-ergodic components p' of p. We also saw that [1,dp’ = 0. So the
following are equivalent:

(a) Oy = 0.

(b)) ¥p =u—wuoo? on ¥, with u: X" — R continuous.

(¢) o™ (z) =z, € X' = YPp,(x) = 0.

(&) If v is a shift invariant measure on X', then [¢,dv’ = [,dy’.

We claim that (b’) is equivalent to (b). The implication (b)=(b’) is clear. To see (b’)=(b),
we extend u : ¥ — R to a function @ : ¥ — R by setting

Uy = w and Uly-ixy =uoo' +p; fori=1,...,p—1.
On o7'Y', we have ¥, = ¢, + Ypo00’ —Yo0P =u—-uoo? =u, —up,o0. So
Yp = Up — Uy 00 ON 2.

Next, ) — 1) o o =), — 1y o o for all k. Summing over k = 0,...,p — 1, we obtain py) — 1, =
(Zi;é 7/’16) - ( i;é 1/)k) o 0 whence

p—1 p—1
p¢:ap_apoa+ <Z’Ir/)k> - <Z¢k> 0.
k=0 k=0
The right-hand-side is a continuous o-coboundary, and (b) follows.

We claim that (c’) is equivalent to (¢). The implication (¢)=(c’) is clear. The implication
(c)=(c) is because if o¥(z) = = then k = np for some n, and x = ¢’ (y) for some y € ¥ and
J=0,....,p—1. So¢y(z) = wnp(ajy) = Ynp(y) = 0.

Finally, we claim that (d’) is equivalent to (d). This is because v/’ is a oP-invariant measure
on ¥ iff v := %Z?;é V' 007 is a o-invariant measure on ¥ and v/ is the measure /(E) =
v(ENY)/v(X'), and in this case, [¢,dv' = p [dv.

This completes the proof in the one-sided case. The two-sided case follows from Sinai’s
Lemma, by taking a one-sided 1+ cohomologous to 1) by a bounded continuous transfer function,
see the end of the proof of Theorem B.13. O

B.6. Large Deviations. Let X be an irreducible one-sided or a two-sided Markov shift with
finite Gurevich entropy, and let p be the equilibrium state of an SPR Holder continuous potential
¢. Let v : ¥ — R be some Holder continuous function. The log-moment generating function
and the rate function of i are given, respectively, by

Ay (t) :=limsup + 1og/ew’"du , Iy(s) := igﬂg{st —Ay(8)}. (B.6)

n—oo
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Lemma B.15. For any 8 > 0 there are €,¢ > 0, as follows. Suppose v is B-Hélder continuous,
Jwdp =0, |[¥|lg =1, and oy #0. Then:
(1) (a) Ay is finite, convex, and non-negative on R. On (—¢,€), Ay is C°, strictly convez,
and the limsup in (B.6) is a limit.
(b) I is conver and non-negative on R. On (—cai,cafb), I, is finite, C, strictly convex
and it satisfies %0’;2 < I{b’ < 2(7;2.
(2) Ay(0) =0, A, (0) =0, A(0) =03, I;(0) =0, I,(0) =0, I;(0) = 0,>.
(8) (a) If |t| <e, then Ay(t) =sup{P(o,v, ¢ +ty) : v € P(0)} —Prop(Z, ¢).
(b) If |s| < coj,, Iy(s) = Prop(3,¢) —sup {P(o,v,¢) : v € P(0), [¢dv = s} .
The suprema are attained by unique measures; these measures are ergodic.

Remark B.16. If we do not assume that [|¢||s = 1, the lemma holds with the numbers ¢, ¢
replaced by &/[¢|s and ¢/[[¥]3-

Proof. We prove the lemma in the one-sided irreducible and aperiodic case. The periodic case
and the two-sided case follow as in the previous sections from the spectral decomposition, Sinai’s
Lemma, and the uniform boundedness of .

The finiteness of Ay (t) holds because ¢ and ¢ are uniformly bounded, and ¥ has finite
Gurevich entropy. The convexity of A, follows from Holder’s inequality. Strict convexity will
be shown below.

Let A, P., N, and g1 > 0 given by Cor B.10, and recall that €; is independent of ¥. Proceed-
ing exactly as in the proof of Thm B.13(3), one shows that for every ¢ real such that || < &1,
and for every S-Holder continuous 1 such that ||¢]|g = 1,

Ay(t) = lim TlogE,(c"") =log A on (—€1,¢1).

By [35, p. 665], log A+ = Prop(X, ¢ + ttp), where ¢ is given by Lem B.4 and Piop here is
the Gurevich pressure defined by (7.3). We recall that ¢ is bounded above, weakly Holder
continuous, and non-positive (see the proof of Thm B.7). Since ¢ is cohomologous to ¢ —
Prop(2, ¢), for all |t| < e, we get (3a):

Aw(t) = IOg At = PTOP(E7 ®+ “/’) - PTOP(E7 ¢)
The function Py () := Prop(X, ¢ + t1)) is analyzed in detail in [94, §4]. Lemma 4.2 there
provides a positive constant e (independent of 1) so that pg ., (¢) is real-analytic and strictly
convex on (—eg,€2). Let € := min{e;,e3}. Then
Ay (t) = po,u(t) — Pror(X, ¢) on (—¢,¢).
All the properties of Ay (t) we want to prove now follow from [94, Thm 3.2].
Let qg,y(t) := sup{h(o,v) + [¢dv : v € P(c), [+dv = t}, with the understanding that

sup @ := —oo. The claim in [94, p. 711] says that there is a positive constant ¢, which does not

depend on 9, as follows:

(1) The supremum defining q4 (t) is attained by some unique measure for all || < cafjj, and
this measure is an equilibrium measure v; of some Holder continuous potential. In particular
v is ergodic.

(2) g4,y is minus the Legendre transform of pg . on (fcaf;,cafz)). See [94, Eq. (5.2)]. By
definition, the Legendre transform of py y is Iy—Prop(3, ¢). Thus

Id)(t) = Prop(2, ¢) — qd)ﬂ/i(t) on (7CU$7CJ'I,4ZJ)‘
(3b) follows. The remaining properties of I,,(¢) are established in [94, Lem 5.2]. O

Theorem B.17 (Large Deviations). For any 8 > 0, there is ¢ > 0 as follows. Suppose 1 is
B-Holder continuous, [¢du =0, |[¢|g =1, and oy # 0. Then:
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(1) For closed sets F' C R, 1im_>sup Llog pf{x : Lep,(z) € F} < —i%f Iy.
(2) For open sets G C R, linrr_1>i£f Llogp{z : Lop,(z) € G} > — inf Iy.

Gﬁ(fco’i,cai)

(3) nh—>H;o Llog ptpn > na] = —Iy(a) for all a € (0, cafz}).
(4) Iy(a) = %(1 +0(1)) as a — 0%

Proof. By the Gartner-Ellis Theorem (see e.g. [37, Thm 2.3.6]) and Lemma B.15(1), lim sup £ log p{¢,, /n €

— 00

F} < - i%f I, for all closed sets F' C R. In addition, for every open set G C R, lim sup % log pf{w,/n €
n—oo
G} > — C%mf}_ I, where F is the set of exposed points of Iy:
N

F={yeR:3ceRst. Ve #y, cly—z) = Iy(y) — Ly(z)}.
Since Iy is differentiable and strictly convex on (—caf/‘), caf‘p),
FD (—coﬁ,,cafp)
and Part (2) of the theorem follows as well.
To see Part (3), we take 0 < a < cafz, and apply Parts (1) and (2) with F = [a, 00),
G = (a,caq‘f}), noting that infi, o) Iy = inf(a,wi)lw = Iy(a), because I, is continuous and
monotonic increasing on (0, 00) (since it is a finite smooth convex function such that I;,(0) = 0).

Part (4) follows from smoothness of I, on a neighborhood of zero, Taylor’s expansion, and
the identities I, (0) = 0, I;(0) = 0, I/;(0) = 0. O

B.7. Almost Sure Invariance Principle (ASIP) for Markov Shifts. We refer the readers
to the beginning of §11.7, where they can find a summary of the necessary definitions from
probability theory.

Theorem B.18. Let p be the equilibrium measure of an SPR Hélder continuous potential ¢
on a one-sided or two-sided irreducible SPR Markov shift with finite Gurevich entropy, and let
Y be a Holder continuous function such that [du = 0. Then (X,B(X), u,0,v) satisfies the

ASIP with rate o(ni+e) for all € > 0.

Lemma 12.7 allows to define the approximating Brownian motion on 3 x [0,1], see Re-
mark 11.20.

Proof. We begin with the aperiodic one-sided case. Let L : L — L be the transfer operator
associated to u and L;; be defined by L;;p := L(e”w(p) as in Cor B.10.

Claim. The following conditions hold:

(1) L = P+ N where P is a projection, dimIm(P) = 1, PN = NP = 0, and the spectral radius
of N satisfies p(NV) < 1;

(2) there is C' > 0 such that ||L%|| < C for all n € N and all small (real) ¢;

(3) (i, ) :== [ pdu is a bounded linear functional on £;

(4) Nagaev’s identity: E,, (e’ SiZo tevooty — (1 Ly -+ Ly 1).

In the terminology of [48], (3) and (4) say that the characteristic function of the process (¢ o

o) >0 is coded by (L, (Lit)ier, 1, f1)-

Proof. Ttem (1) is Theorem B.7(c).

Let A\, P., N, be as in Cor B.10. Since p(Ny) < |Xo| =1, p(N,) < 1. By the spectral radius
formula, there are positive numbers k, § such that || Nf| < e™°. Since z ~— || N¥|| is continuous,
there are k,d > 0 so that ||N¥|| < e~ for all z in a neighborhood of zero. Thus

[IN7|| —— 0 uniformly in ¢ on a neighborhood of zero.
n—oo
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For all ¢ small let A(¢) := Aiz. Then
L7 — A(#)" Py|| = ||NJ}|| —— 0 uniformly in ¢ near zero. (B.7)
n— oo

In £, convergence in norm implies uniform convergence on partition sets. So (B.7) implies
that |[L%1 — A(t)" P;z1| — 0 uniformly on partition sets. It is easy to verify that ||[L1]ec <
IL"1]|oc = 1. Since Pyl ~ Pyl =1 £ 0 for all |¢| small, |A(¢)| < 1. Returning to (B.7), we see
that sup,, || L%|| < oo for all || small. This is (2).

Item (3) follows Thm B.7(f): £ C L'(u), 1 € £, and Py = [¢dp -1, so |(u,¢)| <

LI/ )l
To see Nagaev’s identity we use Lemma B.3(3) to check by induction that

n—1
Lit, - Lig,1 = L" (exp Z ity o Ue) .
£=0
Integrating with respect to u and using the identity L*p = u, we obtain that (u, Lis, | -+ Lz, 1) =
f et Z;’;Ol tmpoazdlu — E#(ei Z;’;Ol t[{’L[J[OG'e). O

The claim we just proved verifies the conditions of Gouézel’s almost sure invariance principle
[48, Thm 2.1]: The characteristic function of the L>-bounded process (1 o 0*);>¢ is coded by
(L, (Lit)ter, 1, u) where L;; has spectral gap (1) and bounded iterates (2). Therefore Gouézel’s
theorem yields a standard probability space (2, F, m) with two families (§n)n21, (Et)tzo Q=
R such that:

(1) (gn)n21 = (n)n>1 in distribution,

(2) (Bt)t>o0 is a standard Brownian motion,
(3) Ve >0, m{w € Q: |5, (w) — 0y Bn(w)| = o(nite) as n — oo} = 1.

This proves the one-sided aperiodic case. We now consider the one-sided case, with period
p>1. Let ¥ = E—Jf;ol o'(2') denote the spectral decomposition.

By the ASIP in the aperiodic case and Lemma 12.7, there is a probability measure v/ on
%' x [0, 1] which projects to p/(+) := u(- N E")/u(X), and there is a standard Brownian motion
(B})t>0 : ¥’ % [0,1] — R such that for all e >0

om0 By = o(n7¢) e,
where o’ is the asymptotic variance of ¢, with respect to o? : £’ — ¥'.

Let us define 0 = o'/,/p and v := %Zf;é V' o (07 xid)~ on ¥ x [0,1]. We also extend
(Bj)t>0 to a standard Brownian motion on X x [0,1] by setting

By(x,€) == \/pBy,(y, &) for the unique y € ¥’ such that = = o’ (y) with 0 < j < p.
Given 0 < j <p—1and (x,&) € 07(¥) x [0, 1], write z = 07 (y). Since ¢ € L,
[Ymp(x) = 0 Binp (2, €)] < [mp () — 0’ Bl (3, )| + O(1) = o(ni*%).

For a.e. path of Brownian motion, |B,y; — By| = o(n7) for all n large enough, (because
> ns1 P(1Botj — Bal > nl/5%) < 00). Tt follows that for v-a.e. (z,¢),

[Wimp5(2) = 0 Bp (2, )| < [mp(y) — 0" Bl (3, )| + O(1) + o(mi7) = o(mi+e).

So [thn(z) — 0By (,€)| = 0o(nite) v-as.
This completes the proof of the ASIP in the one-sided case. The two-sided case follows
immediately from Sinai’s Lemma (Thm B.1). O

The consequences of the ASIP stated in §11.8-11.11 are explained in Appendix C.
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B.8. Effective Intrinsic Ergodicity.

Theorem B.19 (Riihr-Sarig [94]). Let ¥ be a one-sided or two-sided irreducible SPR Markov
shift with finite Gurevich entropy, and with an MME . For any B > 0, there are e*,C*, K > 0
such that the following holds for every B-Hélder continuous function v : 3 — R:

(a) If 0 < e <e*, then for every v € P(o) s.t. h(o,v) > h(o, u) — C*e*(ay/|1¢]15)°,
() = v(9)] < /203 (h(0, 1) = (o).
(b) There exist vy, € Perg(0) such that h(o,vy,) # h(o, 1), h(o,vn) — h(o, 1), and
p() — ()] .
\/205(;1(0, 1) — h(o,v)) "7
(¢) For every v € P(0), |u(v) — v(¥)| < K|[¢||gy/h(0, n) — h(o,v).

B.9. No Phase Transitions In High Temperature.

Theorem B.20. Let X be a one-sided or two-sided irreducible Markov shift with finite Gurevich
entropy, which is SPR for a Hélder continuous potential ¢p. Then there exists g > 0 such that
for any Holder function ¢ : 3 — R with sup |¢| < 9, 3 is SPR for ¢+ and t — Prop(X, p+11))
is real-analytic on (—1,1).

Proof. Looking at (7.4), it is easy to see that the SPR property is stable under perturbation
with small supremum norm of the potential. This gives the first property. The second one
follows from [35, Thm 1.1]. O

APPENDIX C. CONSEQUENCES OF THE ALMOST SURE INVARIANCE PRINCIPLE

Donsker and Strassen realized that many well-known properties of the Brownian motion can
be generalized to other stochastic processes, using the approximation by Brownian motion given
by the ASIP, which they invented. In this appendix, we recall how to obtain Cor 11.24-11.27
this way. See [14] and references therein.

Throughout this appendix, f denotes a measurable map on a standard probability space
(X,%,p) and ¢ € L'(p) is a function such that [¢du = 0. 13 We will say that (X, f, u,1))
satisfies the ASIP with parameter o and rate o(nY), if

Su(2) = (@) = P() + 9 (f(2)) + - +(f" 7 (x))
satisfies the ASIP with the same parameter and rate (Def 11.17). Specifically, by Remark 11.20,
there is a Borel probability measure v on X x [0, 1] which projects to p, and there is a standard
Brownian motion By(z,€) on (X x [0,1],v) such that

|Sn(z) — 0Bp(x,8)] = o(n”) as n — oo, v-a.e. in X x [0,1]. (C.1)
(We do not assume that f preserves the measure pu.)

C.1. Functional Central Limit Theorem (Cor 11.24). Recall that B denotes a ran-
dom Brownian path (Example 11.22), and ¢,, denotes the normalized linear interpolation of
(0,9(x),2(x),...) (Example 11.23).

Theorem C.1. Suppose (X, u, f, 1)) satisfies the ASIP with parameter o and rate o(n”), 0 <
v < % Then 1, —+> oB in distribution.
n—-+0oo

Before giving a proof, we note the following.

1310 the case which interests us in this paper, sup [¢| < oo, and the condition fwdp = 0 follows from the
ASIP and the strong law of large numbers for Brownian motion.
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Lemma C.2. Let (B;)i>0 be a standard Brownian motion on (2, #,m). Then

1
sup sup —=|Bi(w) = Br(w)| —— 0 m-a.e.
k=0,...,n te[k,k+1] vl n—0o
Proof. Fix € > 0 small and let pj, := P(|B; — By| > eVk : for some t € [k k + 1]). Since
(B, — Bi)i>k is a Brownian motion, py = P(\Bt| > ek : for some t € [0, 1])
By the reflection principle for the Brownian motion, p; < 4]P’(Bl > 5\/%) Since Bj is
Gaussian with standard deviation one,

2/ —t2/2
< ~/2qt < /
Pk = \/27r/ V2T JevE Ef
So > pk < oo. By the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, for a.e. w, for all k large enough, sup,c(x, g11) |Be(w)—
By (w)| < evk. The lemma follows, since ¢ is arbitrary. O

O(e—s2k/2).

Proof. By construction, U, (x)(k/n) = Yp(z)/v/n. By (C.1), for v-ae. (x,€) € X x [0,1],
sup [ (2)(35) = F Bl )] = 0(1) as n — +oo.

,,,,,,

Define B (,€)(-) € C([0,1)) by Bu(z,€)(t) := J=Bin(z,€). Note that B, (z,&)() is a

standard Brownian motion for each n. By Lemma C.2

sup (¢, (2)(t) — 0By (a,€)(t)] —— 0, v-a.e.
t€[ ] n— oo
Now fix some bounded uniformly continuous function g : C([0,1]) — R. Then |g(¢,,(z)) —
g(oBp(x,€))] —— 0 v-a.e. By the bounded convergence theorem, and since v projects to p,
n—oo

Jim Eu[g(e,)] = lim B, [g(0Bn)].
B, is a standard Brownian motion on [0, 1], so E,[g(cB,)] = E[g(cB)] for all n. In summary,
E.l9(¥,)] = E.y, [g(oB)] for all bounded uniformly continuous g : C([0,1]) — R. By [14, Thm
2.1], this must also be the case for all bounded continuous functions g : C([0,1]) — R. So
,, — o B in distribution. (]

n— 00

C.2. Law of the Iterated Logarithm (Cor 11.25).

Theorem C.3. Suppose (X, u, f,1) satisfies the ASIP with o # 0 and rate o(n”), 0 < v < %
Then for any ¢ € (0,1) the following holds for Z, = 1,

Z Z,
li . fn 1, liminf ——2" = 1, C.2
liriso%p ov/2nloglogn 1nnl1£ ov/2nloglogn (C.2)
lim sup ﬁ# {1 <n<N:Z,> CU\/2n10glogn} =1 e 4D, (C.3)
N—o0

Proof. Suppose Z,, = X1+ ---+ X,,, where X; are independent random variables with centered
Gaussian distribution and standard deviation o. Then (C.2) holds a.s. by the Hartman-Wintner
theorem, and (C.3) holds a.s., by Strassen’s law of the iterated logarithm [104].
Suppose Z,, = 0B,,, where B; is a standard Brownian motion. Looking at the decomposition
w = Y.p_1(Br — Bg_1), we see that Z, is a sum of Gaussian random variables as above.
Therefore (C.2) and (C.3) hold with Z,, = ¢ B,.
If (C.2) and (C.3) hold for Z,, they also hold for Z,,+o(n?). By (C.1), ¢¥,(z) = 0B, +o(n")
a.s., where B,, is a standard Brownian motion. Hence (C.2) and (C.3) hold for p-a.e. x, with
Zn = 'l/)n (93) O
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C.3. Arcsine Law (Cor 11.26).

Theorem C.4. Suppose (X, p, f,0) satisfies the ASIP with o # 0 and rate o(n?), 0 < v < %
Let dn(z) :== 24{1 < k <n:¢p(x) > 0}, then
lim p{z € X : d,(z) < s} = 2 arcsin(v/s).
n—oo
The proof will use the following fact. Let A denote Lebesgue’s measure on [0,1], and let puy
denote Wiener’s measure (see Example 11.22).

Lemma C.5. In the notation of Example 11.22, for pw-a.e. w and for every e > 0 there is a
§ =0(w,e) > 0 such that M{0 <t <1:|Bi(w)| <d} <e.

Proof. It is well-known that for a.e. Brownian path, A({t : B¢(w) = 0}) = 0 (see [42, §7.4.1]).
Therefore, for puw-a.e. w € C([0,1]), the Lebesgue measure of {¢ : |By(w)| < 0} tends to zero, as
0 — 0. O

Proof of Thm C.4. Lévy’s Arcsine law for Brownian motion [87] says that for all s in [0, 1],
pw {w : Mt € 0,1] : By(w) > 0} < s} = 2 arcsin /s. By Lemma C.5,

lim g {w : Mt € [0,1] : By(w) > =6} < s} = 2 arcsin/s. (C.4)
§—0
Without loss of generality, c = 1. By (C.1), given any ¢ > 0, for v-a.e. (x,&), for all n large
enough and 1 < k < n, |¢x(z) — Bi(z,€)| < dnz. For such n,
do(@) =2 #{1 <k <n:p(x) >0} =1 #{1 <k <n: ﬁ?ﬂk(fﬂ) > 0}
< %#{1 <k<n: %Bk(ﬂc,ﬁ) > -4}

v
<IMo<t<n: ﬁBt(x@) > —20} +0(1) by Lemma C.2
<SMO<t<1: =B(w,§) > —25} + o(1).

Hence, liniinf,u{x €X:dy(x)<s}= lirginf v{(z,§) € X x [0,1] : dy(x) < s}

> liminf v{(2,6) : M0 <t <1: - Bu(e,€) > ~26} < s +o(1)}

= pw{w: M0 <t <1:By(w)>—-25} <s+o(l)},
because ﬁBm (z,€) is a standard Brownian motion on (X x [0, 1],v).
Invoking (C.4), and passing to the limit § — 0, we obtain
liminf p{z € X : dn(x) < s} > 2 arcsin /s.
Similarly, one shows that limsup u{z € X : d,(z) < s} < 2 arcsin /. O

n—oo

C.4. Law of Records (Cor 11.27).

Theorem C.6. Suppose (X, p, f, 1) satisfies the ASIP with o # 0 and rate o(n?), 0 <y < 3.
Then for any s > 0,

0o
L1 / 2 —t2/202
1% {ZL‘ € X: un 11’§Ilkag(nwk;<x) > 5} m g 3 /g (& dt.

Proof. We use notations B, 1),, from Examples 11.22 and 11.23. Let g : C([0,1]) — R denote
the continuous function g(w) := max{w(t) : 0 <t < 1}. Let h: R — R be a bounded uniformly
continuous function. Then ho g : C([0,1]) — R is a bounded uniformly continuous function,
and by the functional CLT,

lim E,[(h o g)(#,)] = By [(h 0 9) (0B)]
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The left hand side equals lim Eu[h(max{d”“f? : 0 < k < n})], with ¢(x) := 0. Since
n—oo
[t1(z)/+/n] — 0 and h is bounded and uniformly continuous,

lim E, [h(max{%”) 1<k< n})] = E,, [(hog)(0B).

The portmanteau theorem [14, Thm 2.1] now tells us that

p{r € X : max{ Tk 1,...,n}s}muw[tren[aaﬁ]oBt(w)s.

We now recall that by the reflection principle for Brownian motion,

— 1 )
My | max O'Bt(w) > S:| =2 % 7/ €_T2/2d7'.
s/o

t€[0,1] Vo
Changing variables t = o7, we obtain the law of records. (I
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