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HORSESHOES AND LYAPUNOV EXPONENTS FOR BANACH
COCYCLES OVER NONUNIFORMLY HYPERBOLIC SYSTEMS

RUI ZOU AND YONGLUO CAO*

ABSTRACT. Let f be a C"(r > 1) diffeomorphism of a compact Riemannian
manifold M, preserving an ergodic hyperbolic measure p with positive entropy,
and let A be a Holder continuous cocycle of injective bounded linear operators
acting on a Banach space X. We prove that there is a sequence of horseshoes
for f and dominated splittings for A on the horseshoes, such that not only the
measure theoretic entropy of f but also the Lyapunov exponents of A with
respect to p can be approximated by the topological entropy of f and the
Lyapunov exponents of A on the horseshoes, respectively.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let f be a C"(r > 1) diffeomorphism of a compact Riemannian manifold M,
preserving an ergodic hyperbolic measure p with positive entropy, and let A be a
Holder continuous cocycle of injective bounded linear operators acting on a Banach
space X. If the cocycle satisfies the so called quasi-compactness condition, then
there is a sequence of horseshoes for f and dominated splittings for A on the
horseshoes, such that not only the measure theoretic entropy of f but also the
Lyapunov exponents of A with respect to p can be approximated by the topological
entropy of f and the Lyapunov exponents of A on the horseshoes, respectively. For
an explicit statement, see section 2.

This paper is inspired by Katok [10](or Katok, Mendoza [I1, Theorem S.5.9])
and Cao, Pesin, Zhao [4]. The approximation of an ergodic hyperbolic measure by
horseshoes was first proved by Katok [10]. In [15], Mendoza showed that, for a C?
surface diffeomorphism, an ergodic hyperbolic SRB measure can be approximated
by a horseshoe with unstable dimension converging to 1. Avila, Crovisier and
Wilkinson [I] stated that the horseshoe constructed by Katok [10] also has a dom-
inated splitting( for Df) and the Lyapunov exponents of the hyperbolic measure
can be approximated by the exponents on the horseshoe.

In the C* setting, if a hyperbolic measure has positive entropy and whose support
admits a dominated splitting, Gelfert [7] asserted the approximation of ergodic
hyperbolic measures by horseshoes. Wang, Zou and Cao [20] furtherly studied
the horseshoe approximation of Lyapunov exponents, which is used to show the
arbitrarily large unstable dimension of the horseshoes.
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The case of C"(r > 1) maps was considered by Chung [5], Yang [2I] and Gelfert
[6]. Cao, Pesin and Zhao [4] constructed repellers such that both the entropy and
the Lyapunov exponents can be approximated on the repellers. They also used this
result to show the continuity of sub-additive topological pressure, and then give a
lower bound estimate of the Hausdorff dimension of a non-conformal repeller.

For infinite-dimensional dynamical systems, Lian and Young [12] generalized
Katok’s results [10] to mapping of Hilbert spaces. They also proved analogous
results for semiflows on Hilbert spaces [13]. Kalinin and Sadovskaya [§] consider
the Holder continuous cocycle A for invertible bounded linear operates on Banach
space of f as above, and prove that the upper and lower Lyapunov exponents of A
with respect to pu can be approximated in term of the norms of the return values
of A on hyperbolic periodic point of f.

The main result of this paper is stated in Section 2, together with some notations
and preliminaries. In Section 3, we provide the proof of the main result.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Cocycles and Lyapunov exponents for cocycles. Let f be a C"(r > 1)
diffeomorphism of a compact Riemannian manifold M, and L(X) be the space of
bounded linear operators on a Banach space X. Assume A : M — L(X) is a Holder
continuous map. The cocycle over f generated by A is a map A: M x N — L(X)
defined by A(z,0) = Id, and A(z,n) = A(f"'z)--- A(fz)A(x). We also denote
A(z,—n) == A(f"x)~ L A(f22)"LA(f1z)~! for n > 0. Note that A(z, —n) is
not a map in general. To be more flexible, we also denote A” := A(x,n).

We now study some properties of Lyapunov exponents. The following version
of multiplicative ergodic theorem was established by P. Thieullen [19], based on
the work of [16, I8, [T4]. In order to state the multiplicative ergodic theorem, we
introduce some definitions.

Denote by B; the unit ball of X. Then for any T' € L(X), We define the Hausdor{f
measure of noncompactness of T by

ITx := inf{e > 0 : T(B1) can be covered by finite e-balls}.
Then by the definition, we have ||T||, < ||T||, and || - || is sub-multiplicative, that

is | ToT1 ||k < | T2|ls - | T2l for any Tl,}g € L(X). Let p be an ergodic f-invariant
measure on M, then by the sub-additive ergodic theorem, the limits

1 .
X(A, p) = hmoog/logl\«‘lmlldu,

n—+

1 n
KA )= tim [ log A7)

n—+

exist. We call the cocycle A is quasi-compact with respect to p, if x(A,p) >
K(A, p).

Given two topological spaces Y, Z and a Borel measure ponY,amapg:Y — Z
is called p-continuous, if there exists a sequence of pairwise disjoint compact subsets
Y, C Y, such that p(U,>1Y,) = 1 and gly,, is continuous for every n > 1. We write

Ng:={1,2,--- ,k} for 1 <k < 400 and N4, :=N;.
For a glven f invariant set A, a splitting X = El( )& - Ei(z) ® Fi(z) on A
is called an A-invariant splzttmg, if A(z)E;(z) = E;(fx) and A( VFi(z) C Fi(fx)

forevery z € A,j=1,-
We now state a version of multiplicative ergodic theorem used in this paper.
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Theorem 2.1 ([19]). Let f be a C"(r > 1) diffeomorphism of a compact Rie-
mannian manifold M, preserving an ergodic measure p , and let A : M — L(X)
be a Hoélder continuous map such that A(x) is injective for every x € M. If A is
quasi-compact with respect to p, then there exists an f-invariant set R4 C M with
w(RA) = 1 such that for every x € RA:

(i) There exist ko < +00, numbers A(A, u) = A\ > g > -+ > k(A, p), finite
dimensional subspaces Ei(x), Ea(z), -+ and infinite dimensional closed
subspaces Fy(z), Fa(x),- -+ indezed in Ny, .

(ii) For any i € Ny,, there exists an A-invariant splitting on RA:

X=FEi(z)® - @ Ei(x) ® Fi(x).

(ili) For any i € Ng,, Erjrtl Llog MA@l — ), vy € E;(x)\ {0};

fll

lim L log [[A?| g ) || = Ait1, where Agot1 := K(A, p) if ko < +o0.
n—-+oo
(iv) For any i € Ng,, E;(x), F;(z) are Borel measurable p-continuous and
the morms of the projection operators mwy(x), 7% (x) associated with X =

(Er(z) @ - ® Ei(x)) & Fi(z) are tempered, that is,

The numbers A\; > Az > --- indexed in Ny, are called the Lyapunov exponents

of A with respect to u, and the decomposition X = Fy(x) @ --- @ E;(z) & F;(x) is
called the Oseledets decomposition. Denote d; := dim(E}).

2.2. Main result. Recall that an ergodic f-invariant measure is called a hyperbolic
measure if it has no zero Lyapunov exponents for D f. We now state the main result
of this paper.

Theorem 2.2. Let f be a C"(r > 1) diffeomorphism of a compact Riemannian
manifold M, preserving an ergodic hyperbolic measure p with h,(f) > 0. Assume
A: M — L(X) be a Hélder continuous map such that A(x) is injective for every
x € M and the generated cocycle A is quasi-compact with respect to p. Then for
any i € Ny, there exists €; > 0, such that for any 0 < € < ¢;, there exists a
hyperbolic horseshoe A satisfying the following properties:

(1) |htop(f|/\) - hu(f)| <e&.

(ii) A is e-close to supp(u) in the Hausdorff distance.
(iii) For any f-invariant probability measure v supported in A, D(u,v) < €.
(iv) There exist m € N and a continuous A-invariant splitting of X on A

X =Ei(2) @ © Ei(z) © Fi(),
with dim(E;(x)) = d;,V1 < j <14, such that for any x € A, we have

O ]| < AT @) < XM ull, Vu € By(),1 < j <1,

AT ()| < e F ™ o], Yo € Fi().
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2.3. Lyapunov norm for cocycles. Fix any i € Nj,, ¢ > 0 and 2 € RA. We

define the Lyapunov norm for A ||« ||z = || - |las, on X as follows:
For any u = ui+-- -4 uj+1 € X, whereu; € Ej(x), Vj =1,--- ,4, and u;41 € Fi(z),
we define
i+1
(2.2) [ullz = Z llujlle,
j=1
where
“+o0
luglle = > I AR(uy)|| - eI =1,
and
“+o0
(2.3) [uisalle =Y AR (uiga)| - e Qrertem,
n=0

Then the following lemma holds.
Lemma 2.3. Let f,u and A be as in Theorem [ZZ2 Then for any i € Ny, ¢ > 0,

the Lyapunov norm ||« ||z = || - ||z.i,e satisfies the following properties.

(i) For any x € R, we have

(24) M lujlle <A@l e < e Nluglle, Vuy € By(2), j=1,--+ i,
(2.5) [A@) U1l fz < X0 F uiialla,  Vuisr € Fi(x).

(ii) There exists an f-invariant subset of R with u-full measure (we may also
denote it by R*), and a measurable function K(x) = K. ;(z) defined on R* such
that for any x € R*, u € X, we have

(2.6) Jull < fJulle < K()ful,
(2.7) K(z)e™® < K(fz) < K(z)e®.
Proof. (i) We will prove the inequality
[A(@)ujllpe < 7% ujlles Vuy € Bj(z), j=1, 4,

the others can be proved analogously. By the definition, we have

—+oo

1A@usll e = Y AR (Ag ()] - e Aol
+oo
— Z ||A:H(Uj)|| ce~ Nt —elnt1] | A +e(|nt1]—|n))

< Myl
(ii) For any uw = uy + - - - + u;4+1 € X, by the definition,
ull < fuall + - + lJuiall < ualle + -+ uialle = llulle-
This estimates the lower bound. To estimate the upper bound, we define

[ Az ()|

e>‘jn+%5|"‘ . |

M;(x) :zsup{ : ujeEj(x),nEZ}, Vi=1,---,1,

[
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([ A% (wita) |
‘ = DU i(x),n=>0,.
MH_l(x) Sup { e()\i+1+%8)n . ||Uz+1|| uits € B (x) n=0
Then
1 “+o0 L +oo .
lulle <> > My(a)e 2™ lugl| + Y Miga(z)e 2" - Juip|
j=1n=—o0 n=0
(2.8) i ) . 1-
< (X M(@) - Irb(@) = w7 @)l + M (@) - @] - )
j=1
=: M(z) - |Jul,
where ¢co = Y7 e3¢l and 7Y (z) = 0.

Claim. M (z) is tempered on an f-invariant subset of R with u-full measure, that
18

1
lim —logM(f"z) =0, for p-a.e. z € R

n—+oco n

Proof. Since |7 (z)||,||7% ()| are tempered by @I, it’s enough to prove M;(x)
is tempered for any 1 < j < i+ 1. Since

M; 1 ()
~ 1A, (Ae (i) | . 1A (i)
wnFiae) X DEE T A (up) | Xt 3O g |

<max{er - Miq1(fx), 1},

A .
where ¢; = max %, we obtain
zeX etit1T 32

+ + 1 +
log M; — log M; <1 ,——— 1 <1 1},
(log Miyi(x) —log Myt (fx)) " <log™ max{c Mi+1(fx)} og" max{cy, 1}
then we conclude M;;1(z) is tempered on a subset of full measure by [I4, Lemma
II1.8]. The result for 1 < j <7 is obtained similarly. O
Let
K(x):= Z M(frx)e~s"l Vo e RA,
neZ
then by [2, Lemma 3.5.7], K (z) satisfies (Z8]) and (Z7). This completes the proof.

O

Fix any 7 € N,. Then by Lusin’s theorem, for any ¢ > 0, there exists a compact
subset Rf C R4 such that u(R#') > 1—6 and K(z) is continuous on R#'. Denote

(2.9) I =15 =sup{K(z):zcRi}.

Since the Oseledets decomposition is p-continuous, we may assume the Oseledets
decomposition is continuous on R

Let X be the collection of norms on X which are equivalent to || - ||, then X is a
metric space with respect to the metric

Blpw)= sup PPy e R
weX\{0} [ ]|
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We claim that the function  ~ ||-||,; is continuous on Rg'. Indeed, for any = € R¥',
u=ui+- -+ us1 € X, where u; € E;(x), Vj =1,--- i, and w41 € Fi(z), we
define
ik k
lllee =D D0 IARCu)l - e84 Y7 AR (g )| - e~ Qovrtem,

j=1ln=—k n=0

then by (2.8)),
_lgn
el = llelliel < D ez M) - Jlul

In|>k
2¢~ 3k
< 2 K@)l
20 - e 3k
< 2l
that is,
~ 20 - e~ 3k
Dl - lles I - S
(H ”w ” ”k,w) = (65 — 1)
which implies || - |x.z — | - |l uniformly for z € R as k — +oc. Since z + || - ||
is continuous, we have x + || - ||, is continuous on R¢'. This proves the claim.

2.4. Regular neighborhoods. Let f be a C" (r > 1) diffeomorphism of a com-
pact Riemannian d-dimensional manifold M, preserving an ergodic hyperbolic mea-
sure p. Then by Oseledets multiplicative ergodic theorem [16], there exists an
f-invariant set RP7 with p-full measure, a number xy > 0 and a D f-invariant
decomposition TM = E* @ E* on RP/ such that for any z € RPf, we have

lim %log 1D f™(w)|| > x, Yu € E*(x)\ {0},

n—=+oco

. 1 n S
i~ log [ Do f" ()] < —x. Yo € B*(x) \ {0}

Denote d,, = dim(E"),ds = dim(E?®), and denote by B(0,r) the standard Eu-
clidean r-ball in R? centered at 0. We now introduce some properties of regular
neighborhoods, see [17] for the proofs.

Theorem 2.4 (Pesin). Let f be a C"(r > 1) diffeomorphism of a compact Rie-
mannian manifold M, p be an ergodic hyperbolic measure. Then for any e > 0, the
following properties hold.

(i) There exists a measurable function I’ : RPf — [1,00) and a collection of
embeddings V,, : B(0,I'(x)"Y) — M for x € RPS such that V,(0) = z,
I'(x)e=s < I'(fx) < U'(x)ef, and the preimages E’(x) = (DoW¥,) 'E’(x)
are_orthogonal in R?, where j = u, s.

(i) If fo = \I!;ml ofoW, :B(0,I'/(x)"1) — M, then there exist A, € GL(d,,R)
and A, € GL(dy,R) such that Do(f,) = diag(Ay, As) and

AT ™ = X8, A < emx e

(iii) For any a,b € B(0,I'(z)™1),
~—1

1Da(F2) = Do(FIDalFe ) = DolFe Il < V(@) — b
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(iv) There exists a constant 0 < ¢; < 1 such that
1D < e, 1D ]| < V().
So for any a,b € B(0,I'(z)™1),
c1 - d(Wy(a), U, (b)) <la—0b <U'(z)-d(V.(a), U (b)).

The set N(z) := W, (B(0,I'(z)™1)) is called a regular neighborhood of z. Let
r(x) be the radius of maximal ball contained in A (z), then Theorem 241 implies
r(:z:) > I’(x)~2. By Lusin’s theorem, for any ¢ > 0, there exists a compact subset
R c RPI with u(RYY) > 1 — 6 such that @ +— W,, I'(z) and the Oseledets
splitting T, M = E* & E? vary continuously on R(;Df . Denote

' =15 =max{l'(z) : z € RY}.

For x € RP/, using chart ¥,, we can trivialize the tangent bundle over A/ (x)
by identifying Ty ;)M = N (z) x R For any y € N(z),u € T,M, we can use the
identification to translate the vector u to a corresponding vector % € R?, that is,
= Dy(¥; )u. We then define

l[ully, = 1Dy (T2 ull.

This defines a norm on Ty(,)M. For v € T, M, Let v, € T,M be the vector
translated from v, that is, v, = Dq(V,)Dy (¥ )v, where a = ¥ (y). Then
]l = llvyll},- Thus without confusion, we may identify
(2.10) o]l = 1D (%5 Yol = o]l
By translating the splitting T, M = E"(z) & E*(z), we define a new splitting
T,M = E*(y)® E*(y), where E*(y) = Do(V,)E"(x) and a = ¥ !(y)(and similarly
for E*(y)).

Using the identification T,y M = N () xR?, without confusion, we also identify

D,f = Db(fz)g where b = \I/;;(fy)) and identify T,M = E%(y) & E*(y) with
R? = E“(x) ® E*(z). Then by Theorem 2.4]

(2.11) 1D f ()l = X Flully,  Vu € E*(2),
(2.12) D2 f ()70 < e 0lly, Vo € E*(x),
(2.13) crllull < flully, <V (@)lull, vy € N(z),u e T,M.

2.5. (p, B,7v)-rectangles. Let M, f, ube as above, let d,, = dim(E"), ds = dim(E?),
then d, + ds = d. Let I = [—1,1], we say R(z) C M is a rectangle in M if there
exists a C' embedding @, : I? — M such that ®,(I?) = R(z) and ®,(0) = 2. A
set H is called an admissible u-rectangle in R(z), if there exist 0 < A < 1, C! maps
b1, 9+ I% — 9 satisfying [¢1(u)| > |p2(w)| for u € I% and ||D¢;| < A for
i=1,2, such that H = .. (H), where

H = {(u,v) € I% x I% : v =tp1(u) + (1 — t)o(u),0 < t < 1}.
Similarly define an admissible s-rectangle in R(x).

Definition 2.5. Given f : M — M and A C M compact, we say that R(z) is a
(p, B,7)-rectangle of A for p > > 0,7 > 0, if there exists A = X(p, B,7) satisfying:

(i) z € A, B(z,p) C int R(z) and diam(R(z)) < p/3.
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(ii) If z, f™z € AN B(x,B) for some m > 0, then the connected component
C(z,R(z)N f~™R(z)) of R(z) N f~™R(x) containing z is an admissible
s-rectangle in R(z), and f™C(z, R(z) N f~™R(x)) is an admissible u-
rectangle in R(x).

(iii) diam f*C(z, R(z) N f~™R(z)) < p- e-ymin{km=k} " for 0 < k < m.

The following lemma is a simplified statement of [I1, Theorem S.4.16].

Lemma 2.6. Let f be a C"(r > 1) diffeomorphism of a compact Riemannian
manifold M, p be an ergodic hyperbolic measure. Then for any p > 0, 6 > 0,
there exists a constant 8 = B(p,d) > 0, such that for any x € R?f, there exists a
(p, B, 5 )-rectangle R(x).

3. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we will give the proof of Theorem[Z2] We begin with estimating
the growth of vectors in certain invariant cones.

3.1. Invariant cones. Let f be a C" diffeomorphism of a compact Riemannian
manifold M with » > 1, and p be an ergodic hyperbolic measure for f with h,(f) >
0. Assume A : M — L(X) be a Hélder continuous map such that A(x) is injective
for every x € M and A\(A, 1) > k(A, p). Then by the multiplicative ergodic theorem
stated in subsection 2.1, there are Lyapunov exponents A\; > Ag > --- indexed in
Ny, for some ko < +o00.

Fix any i € N, and let ¢; := min{xa, X, X(g;l), %, e %} For any
0<e<e,re€RA et | |z =]"|ziec be the Lyapunov norm on X defined in
(Z2). For any 1 < j < i, we have the Oseledets decomposition X = H;(z) & Fj;(x),
where H;(z) = Ei(z) @ --- & Ej(z). For any u € X, let v = ug + up, where
ug € Hj(x), up € Fj(z), we consider two cones:

Uj(x,0) := {u € X : [lup|ls < Ollumll:},

Vi(w,0) :={u e X : luplle <Ollupll}.
For any § > 0, a sequence (z,,)nez is called a p-pseudo-orbit of f™ in Ry for some
m €N, if z,, f™(z,,) € R and d(f™xy, 2n11) < p for any n € Z. Let | =I5 be as
in (2.9). We have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Forany0 < e < g;, 6 > 0, there exist pyg > 0, 0y > 0 such that for any
. . . m A . 2logl
0<p<po, 1 <j<i, any p-pseudo-orbit (p)nez Xof.f in Ry with m > ==,
and for any y € M with d(f*z,, fF(f*my)) < p-e-z0idbm=k} " —0 ... m, we
can find n =n(e,0,m) € (0,1) such that
(1) Affﬂ;m+kij (fk'rnv 90) - Uj(kanJrla 7790)7 and

XTI | < || ATy, ()| < €N ]| Vu € Uy (¥, 00).-
(11) A;ﬂJrkyV](kana 90) C ‘/j(kan—la 7790)7 and
Aoy (0] < €N HIM ol Vo € AT Vi (0, B).

Proof. (i) For simplicity of notations, we prove A}Uj(zo,00) C Uj(w1,n6p) and
N1 | < [JAT (w)[| < e O™ [ull, Vu € Uj(z0,00),1 < j < i

For any fixed 0 < € < g;, § > 0, denote gy := e*+17*1(ef — 1) < ef — 1, and
no := max{er+1 At 1 < j <41, We have the following claim.



HORSESHOES AND LYAPUNOV EXPONENTS FOR BANACH COCYCLES 9

Claim. There exist po > 0, such that for any 6y < 6 < 770_190_1, 1 <5 <4, and for
any xg, fMxg € Rg“, y € M with d(f*zo, fFy) < p-e”zmin{km—k} for =0 ... m
and 0 < p < po, we have

(3.1) A(fF U (fFao,0) C U;(f* g, mob), VO<k<m-—1

Proof of the Claim. For any 0 <k <m —1, u=ug +ur € U;(f*x0,0), by 24)
and (Z3)), we have

(3-2) IAC  zo)ur || pre1zg > €875 [lun]] pry,

(3.3) A Ezo)up proiay < € FE lup| prg,.

Let w = (A(f*y) — A(f*z0))u = wy + wr, where wy € H;(f*lxg), wr €
Fj(f** 1), then

(3.4) A(ffy)u = w+ A(fFzo)u.

By @8), @1) and @.9),

lwr |l sy < lwll prssg, < KF20)|ACF ) — A 20)|] - [|ull
< leamin{k+1,m—k—1} _Copae—gamin{k,m—k}”u”

(3.5) NP
< colespele 3 mntm K o

< (14 O)colef p™|lum || pry,

since € — $a < 0. Similarly,
(3.6) e Loty < (1 + B)cole” sl pre.
Let

A(f*y)u = (A(f*y)uw) e + (A y)u)r,
where (A(fFy)u)g € H;(f* o), (A(fFy)u)r € F;(f*+120). Then by @B.2), (3.4)
and (3.5), for any 6y < 6 <y '6;",

NAG 9wl iz > 1Azl ey — ol perie,

(3.7) > N sl iy — (1 -+ B)cole” s sl g

> N7 ug | pra,
if p is small enough. Similarly, by 3], () and B0,

1A )W) Pl prviay < IAf 20 upl pres, + lwpl pe i,
A up| gy + (1 + O)cole p* lul| pray

96>\j+1+28||uH||fk

N

(3.8)

IN A

o

if p is small enough. Thus
IA(F*y)u) pll prray < moOII(AF*Y)w) ml prsrag, Y00 <0 <n5 05",
that is, A(f*y)U;(fFx0,0) C U;(f* 2o, n06). O
The Claim implies
AT U;(20,0) C U (f™ o, m08), Y00 <60 <ng 'y, 1<j<i.
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Since, by subsection 2.3, the Lyapunov norm and the Oseledets decomposition are
uniformly continuous on the compact set Uy, f*R3' , there exists 79 < n < 1 such
that

(3.9) Ui (f™x0,m00) C Uj(m1,m0), Vd(f™xo,21) < p, 6o <60 <1565,
if p is small enough. Hence for any 1 < j <4, we have
(3.10) ATU; (20,0) C Uj(ar,m0), Yoo < 0 <y 65"
Moreover, for any 0 < k <m — 1, u € U;(f*o, 0p), it follows from (B.7) that
LA )l pessag = NAGD0all s i,
> &% g
> (14 60) e 7% |l gra,
> N7 .
Therefore, for any 1 < j <4, u € U;(xo,00), by B.1) and [26), we conclude

m 1 m 1 i — m i — m
1A (@) = AT @)l g > 772 ulgy > 73 ).

Similar to (B7), we can also get
IA ) w) | g1y < VA 0 s || prera + 1w |l g1y < €M s gy
Thus we obtain by using (B.8]) that
LA y)ull prrrzy < NASF Y)W Ell 10 + 1(AGFY) ) R[] pr10,
< eA1+2a||uH||fkm0 +906>\j+1+25||uH||fkm0
< M| gy -
Hence, for any u € U;(zo,6p), by BI) and (2.6]), we conclude
||A;’l(u)” < ||A;”(u)||fmmo < e(>\1+3€)m||u||10 < le()\1+38)m||u|| < e(>\1+48)m||u||'

This proves the conclusion (i).

(ii) For simplicity, we only prove A" Vj(z1,00) C Vj(zo,nbo) and
[ Ay (v)|| < eQarrtaam ||| Vo € AL Vy(21,00),1 < j <.

Similar to the proof of (8I0), one has

A%;kUj(kaove) C Uj(z1,m0), V0o <0 <ny'0;',0 <k <m—1.
Let U (x,0) := {u € X : |lup|ls < 0llug|-}. Then

o > n—1
U; (x,0) = U Uj(z, Tﬁ)
n=1

Therefore, for any 0 < k <m — 1,
n—1

Ty Ui (f*ao,

which implies

-1
0105t € U;(a, ”Tegl), Y > 1,

ATEUS (frwo,n 05 ) C US (21, 657).
Since A(x) is injective for any x € M, we have

U7 (FFao,n™1057) € (AFH) 7107 (01,657
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Thus
AL (XA\US (21,651)) € X\ US(fFo,n 05,
that is,
A}TJ’“V}(M,HO) C V}(kao,nHO),VO <k<m-1.
In particular,
Afm i(21,60) C Vj(x0,n60).
Now, for any w € A7 Vj(x1,600) C V;(fFz0,m00) C Vi(f¥ao,60), Let w =
wyg + wg, where wy € Hj(fkfto),wp S Fj(kao). Then
1A Ezo)wr || preszg < M lwnll ey, [AF 20 wE | prrip, < T Jwpl| o,
It follows that
1A 2o )wl| prrizy < NA(fFz0)wr || prvizg + |ACF 20 wE | prt 1,
< g [wp | pra + N wp |,
< e>\j+1+2€”w||f"mo
Similar to ([BX), we can obtain [|A(f*y)w — A(fFzo)w| pr+1z, < colefp®||wl| o, -
Therefore, for any w € A;,T;rkvj(:zrl, 6p), where 0 < k < m — 1, one has A(f¥y)w €
ALV (21, 66) and

A ) wllprsray < A )w = Ao 0l prrigy + IA( 20 )w] o,
< cole p™||wllprgy + €N ]| g

S e)\j+1+36||w|| frkxos

if p is small enough. It implies that for any v € A" Vj(z1,00),
AT (@) < A7 ()| g < ePRot1F3™ ]| < ePrtrFaIm ).
This completes the proof. ([

We now consider the cones for diffeomorphisms. For any z € RP/, by subsection
2.4, we consider the trivialization Ty ()M = N (z) x R%. For any y € N(z), we have
the splitting T, M = E*(y)® E*(y) which is translated from T, M = E"(z)® E*(z).
For any u € T, M, let u = uy, + us, where u,, € E*(y),us € E*(y). We consider the
cones

U(y,0) :={u € TyM : |lus]ly < Olluully},
V(y,0) := {u € T,M : [uully < Ol|us|,}-

Now for any p-pseudo-orbit (2, )nez of f™ in R?f and for any y € M with
d(fFan, fE(f7my)) < p- e zmintbm—k} ' — 0 ... m, we consider the splitting
TinmyM = E*(f""y)®E*(f™™y) translated from T, M = E“(z,,)®E*(z,). Then
we have the following Lemma, which comes from Katok [10]. We also give a proof
here for the completeness.

Lemma 3.2. For any 0 < e < e, 6 > 0, let 0 = e — 1, then there exist p1 > 0,
0 < 77 < 1, such that for any 0 < p < p1, any p- pseudo orbit (zp)nez of f™
n ’R[; with m > w, and for any y € M with d(f*z,, fE(f"™y)) < p-

e~z min{km=k} '} — (... m, we have

(Dgomy MU "™y, 0) C U(FHI™y,0/0),



12 RUI ZOU AND YONGLUO CAO*
(D prmy f~™V(f"™y,0) C V(FP=D™y 0/0),
or any n € Z. Moreover, for any u € y,0),v € y,0), we have
f 7. M f U(frmy, 0 V(f"™y,0), we h
D gy ™ ()| = €XT4™ [u|, D promyy f ()] = €= XAy

Proof. We will only prove that D, f™U(y,0) C U(f™y,n'0), and || D, f™(u)|| >
ex=4e)m ||y || for u € U(y, #). the other conclusions can be proved analogously.
Fix any 0 < € < &, § > 0, let 77/ = e~2XT¥¢, Then we have the following claim.

Claim. There exists 0 < p1 < U2, such that for any 0 < p < p1, for any
zo, [Mxp € R?f, y € M with d(f*zo, ffy) < p-e-zmindbm=k} for = 0,... m,
we have

IN

Dy fU(f*y,0) cU(fF 1y, 50), YO<k<m-—2.

Proof of the Claim. For any 0 < k<m—1,0<p<l'"2< I'(x9)~2, by Theorem
24
d(fkaO,fky) <p- 67% min{k,m—k} < l/(x0)72 . ef2smin{k,mfk}
<U(fF20)™ < r(fFao).
Thus f*y € N(f*xzo). Now for any u = u, + us € U(f*y,0), by subsection 2.4,

considering the identification of Dk, f = Do(fsry,) and T,M = E*(y) ® E*(y)

with RY = E(f*z0) & E*(f*z), @II) and @I give
(3.11)
1D prgg f () i1y = € Muall gy 1D prag f () prrrgy < € sl g, -

Let w = (Dyryf — Dyiyyf)(u) = wy + w,, where w, € E*(f*y) and w, €
E*(fF*1y). Since E*(f**'xq) and E*(f**+1x¢) are orthogonal, we have [wull s, <
[wll’sx+1,- Then by Theorem 2.4]
[wull sy < wllpesr, SV @)Dy f = Dprag £l - [l

< l/esmin{kJrl,nfkfl} . Cd(fkfbo, fky)rfl . ”u”/f’fy

< (1 + e)l/escprfl . 6(57§(r71))min{k,n7k}||uu||}ky

/ r—1 /
< (L4 O e e uulluy,

(3.12)

since € < % and u € U(f*y,0). Similarly,
(3.13) lalljessy, < (14O er fualf,.
Let
Dy f(u) = (Dyy @), + (Dyuy F(w), € B*(FH1y) @ B(f+1y)
Then by 2.10), (B.1I) and B.12)

1Dy F @) M1y > (Do F@)) iy — Il
(3.14) > X fuy [y, — (14 O ep™ lua

e T

y’
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if p is taken small enough. Similarly, by BI1) and BI3),

” (kayf(u))s||/fk+ly < || (kaacof(u))snllf"*lmo + ||ws||./fk+1y
< €_X+8||’U,S||/f’€mo +(1+ G)Clleapr_1||uu||;"“y’

<0 e uy |,

if p is small enough. Thus || (kayf(u))sﬂlfkﬂy <7 (kayf(u))u||/fk+1y7 that is,
Dy fU(f*y,0) C U(f*"'y,77'0). This proves the claim. O

The claim gives

Dy f""1U(y,0) CU(f™ 'y, 7'6).
Notice that f™y € N(f™xg). Let Tpm,M = E“(fmy) @ Es(fmy) be trans-
lated from Tpmy, M = E*(f™x0) ® E°(f"x0), |ulfm, = ||Dfmy(\11},11w0)u||, and

U(f™y,0) = {u € TpmyM - H@Hymy < Ol|uyl/fm,}. Then the claim above also
gives D pm1, fU(f™ 1y,0) C U(f™y,7'6). Thus we have

Dy f"U(y,0) C U(f™y, 7).

By the definition of R[;Df, x +— U, and the Oseledets splitting TM = E" & E° are

uniformly continuous on the compact set Rf'f . Hence there exists 7' <7’ < 1, such
that

U(f™y.70) CU(f"y.n0), Vd(f™wo,21) < p,
if p is small enough. Therefore,
Dy f™U(y,0) CU(f™y,n'0).
To show || Dy f™(w)|m, = e(X’4E)m||u||; for u € U(y, 0), taking any v € U(f*y,0),
0 <k <m—2,it follows from [B.I4]) that
1Dy f@) i1y 2 (D graf (©)) Mprsry = € [0ullpn,
> (1+60)" e vl|u,
= eX735||v||.’ ey

For v € U(f™ 'y, 0), the same reason gives || D ym—1, f(v)[fm, > €X735||’U||/m,1y.
Hence for any u € Uy, 0),

1Dy f™ (@) frny > X7 Ju],.

Thus by (2I3) and m > @, we conclude

m a —3e)m —4e)m
IDf ()] 2 = X7 lu]| 2 X4 ).

U(fmao)
This completes the proof of Lemma O

3.2. Construction of hyperbolic horseshoes. The aim of this subsection is to
construct a hyperbolic horseshoe A satisfying the properties listed in Theorem

We begin with producing a separated set with sufficiently large cardinality. For
n > 1, denote by d,(z,y) = maxo<r<n_1d(f*z, f¥y) the dynamical distance on
M, and denote by By (z,p) = {y € M : dn(z,y) < p} the d,-balls of radius p. Let
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N,(n,p, 5) be the minimal numbers of d,,-balls of radius p whose union has measure
at least 0. Then by [10, Theorem 1.1], for any § > 0,

hu(f) = lim hmlnf—logN (n, p,d).

p—0n—+ocon

Given any 0 <6 < 1/2, let A5 = R?f NR: N supp(p). Then pu(As) > 1— 25 > 0.
Take 6 = %M(A(;), then for any given ¢ € N, 0 < € < ¢, there exist 0 < py <
€/2,N > 1, such that for any 0 < p < pa,n > N, one has

(3.15) N, (n, p,d) > elhu(H=em,

Fix a dense subset {¢;}32, of the unit sphere of C'(M), then it induces a metric
on the set of f-invariant measures M s(M):

d d
D(p1, p2) Z ALz ,u f% V|7 Vi, p2 € My(M).

Take .J large enough such that 57 < g, and take p < min{po, p1, p2/2} small enough
(where pg, p1 are given by IBII and - respectively), such that
(3.16) lpj(@) =) <e/4, Vd(z,y)<p, j=1,--,J

Since As C R(;Df, by Lemma [2.6] there exists 0 < 8 < %p and finite (p, 3, %)-
rectangles R(q1),- -+, R(q:), such that Ui_, B(q;, 8) D As. We consider a partition
P={P,--,P} of As, where

Py = B(q1,8) N As, and P, = B(qx, 8) N As \ (USZ{ P;),v2 <k <t.
Let
A5n

)

= {;v € As : there exists k € [n, (1 + &)n] such that f*(z) € P(z) and
1 m—1 c .
= > witsma) = [ widu| < 3 vmzn1 <<},
m 4
p=0
Claim. lim p(Asn,) = u(As).
n—oo
Proof of the Claim. Let
A, ={x € As : there exists k € [n, (1 + £)n] such that f*(z) € P(z)},
and A, ; = {z € P; : there exists k € [n, (1 + ¢)n] such that f*(x) € P;}. Then
A, = U‘;:lAn,j. Considering P;, we may assume p(Py) > 0. For any 7 > 0, let

1m
AT = c P T< = ) < (P VYm >
n,1 x € P :u(Py _mz::o u(Py) +7,Ym>n

Then Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem gives 1(Un>147, 1) = pu(P1). Since A7, C A, C

, we have

lim (A5, 1) = p(Pr).

n—roo
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Take 7 < 55 pu(P1), then for any x € A7, |, by the definition of A7 ,,

n,1s
card{k € [n,n +ne] : fF(x) € P1} > (u(Py) — 7)(n +ne) — (u(Py) +7)n
=n(u(Py)e — 27 — 7€)
> 1,
if n is taken large enough. Thus z € A, 1, that is A} ; C Ap1. Therefore,
nh_)rrgo w(An 1) = u(Pr). Reproduce the proof above for every P;, then we conclude
(3.17) lim u(Ay) = p(As).

n—roo

Let
1S €
Bn:{xeAg:‘Ekz_ogpj(ka)—/gojdu’SZ,VmZn,lgng}.

Then by Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem, pu(U,>1By) = u(As). Since By C By C -+,
one has
lim_ p(Ba) = p(As).

n—oo

Together with (317),
lim p(Asn) = hm w(An, N By) = u(As).

n—00

This proves the Claim. O

Choose n > max{%, logl,*%, N, Llogt} large enough such that p(Asn,) >

$1(As) = 6, and ne + 1 < €. Denote by E an (n,2p)-separated set of As,, of
maximum cardinality. Then Uze g By (z,2p) D Asn. By BI3),

card(E) > N, (n,2p, 1(As.n)) > Nou(n,2p,8) > elhulH=en,
For k € [n,n(l +¢)],let Fy = {z € E: f¥(z) € P(x)}. And take m € [n,n(1 +¢)]
satisfying card(F,,) = max{card(Fy) : n < k <n(l+¢)}. Then

card(E) > — L e(hu(D=n > o(hu(f)=20m.
ne + 1 “ne+1 -

Choose P € P satistying card(F,, N P) = max{card(F,, N Pg) : 1 <k < ¢}. Then

card(Fy,) >

1 1 .
card(F,, N P) > gcard(Fm) > ge(hu(f)725)n-
By getting rid of some points in F,, N P, we may assume
(3.18) Len9)=29m < card(F,, 0 P) < Lethunezom,
¢ - =t

By the definition of the partition P , there exists ¢ € {¢1, - ,q:}, such that
P C B(q,8) N As. Thus for any « € F,, N P, since z, f™(x) € B(g, ) N As, by
Deﬁm‘moml’.’ﬁl7 the connected component C(z, R(q) N f~™R(q )) of R( YNF~™R(q)
containing x is an admissible s-rectangle in R(q), and f™C(z, R(q) N f~™R(q)) is
an admissible u-rectangle in R(q).

We claim that if 21,22 € F,,, N P with z1 # x2, then C(z1, R(q) N f~™R(g)) N
C(x2,R(q) N f~™R(q)) = @. Indeed, if there is y € C(z1,R(q) N f~™R(q)) N
C(z2,R(q) N f~™R(q)), by Definition ZF] one sees d(f*z;, ffy) < p for any 0 <
k <mand j = 1,2. Thus d,,,(z1,z2) < 2p. However, since F,, N P is an (n,2p)-
separated set, we obtain d,,(z1,z2) > d,(x1,z2) > 2p, which is a contradiction.
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Therefore, there are at least card(F,,, N P) disjoint s-rectangles in R(q), mapped by
f™ to card(Fy, N P) disjoint admissible u-rectangles in R(q).
Let

M= (U el R@n T R@))-

nez xeF,,,NP

Then f™|a- is conjugate to a full shift in card(F,,,NP)-symbols. And for any y € A*,
any n € Z, there exists z, € Fy, N P such that f™"(y) € C(zn, R(¢) N fT™R(q)).
It follows that y and (z,,)n,ez satisfy the conditions of Lemma 32l Thus by Lemma
B2 and [2, Theorem 6.1.2], A* is hyperbolic for f™. Let

A=AUFA)U---Ufm AN,

Then A is a hyperbolic horseshoe.
It remains to show the conclusions (i) — (iv) of Theorem hold for this A.
(i) Since

1 1
htop(f|A) = Ehtop(fm|A*) = E 10gCaI‘d(Fm N P),

by BIR), htop(fla) = —L logt+ L (hu(f) —2¢). Since Llogt <n <m < n(l+e),

heon(f18) = ==+ = (1) = 22) = By () = () + 3.

By ([BI8]), we also have
hiop(fla) < —% logt + %(hu(f) +2¢e) < hyu(f) +2e < hu(f) + (hu(f) + 3)e.

(ii) By the construction of A and the definition of R(q), for any y € A, there exist
r € F,,NP,0 <k <m—1such that d(y, ffz) < p < ¢/2. Since z € As C supp(u),
We conclude A is contained in an e/2-neighborhood of supp(u).

(iii) For any f-invariant measure v supported on A, we may assume v is ergodic
first. Since

J J
| [ ojdp — [ @;dv| 1 | [ pjdu — [ pjdv| | €
D(u,v) < _El 5 + 57 < El 5 + o
J= J=

it’s enough to show: | [;du— [¢;dv| < 3e, V1 <j < J Takey € A* and s € N
large enough such that

ms—1
1 & € ,
— , — dvl<Z 1<i<J
‘ms > 0i(f*y) /cdeVI_ o 1sisd
k=0
Then there exist g, x1, - ,x5—1 € F,, N P such that

d(f™Hy floy) <p, Y0<k<s—1,0<t<m-—1.

By (BI6) and the construction of As ,, we obtain | [ ¢;du— [@;dv| < 3e,1 < j <
J, which implies D(u,v) < e.
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If v is not ergodic, by the ergodic decomposition theorem, v-almost every ergodic
component is supported on A. Hence

D(p,v) = i U%‘dﬂ; [ eidv| _ i | S ([ wjdu —gjwjdum)dy(xﬂ

< [ Dl vyiv(o)
<e

3.3. Dominated splitting for cocycles. The conclusion (iv) of Theorem 2.2 is
contained in the following Proposition.

Proposition 3.3. Under the condition of Theorem [2.2, for any i € Ny, any
0 < & < g, let A be constructed as above. Then there exists a continuous A-
invariant splitting on A

X=E(y) @ 0 Ei(y) © Fi(y),
with dim(E;) = d; for 1 < j <1, such that for any y € A, one has
eI u| < AT ()| < NI fu]l, Vu € By(y),1 <5 <4,
m Air1+4e)m
IAG (0)]| < P49 o], Vo € Fy(y).

In order to prove this Proposition, we require the following definitions. Let G(X)
denote the Grassmannian of closed subspaces of X, endowed with the Hausdorff
metric dg, defined by:

dy(E, F) = max{ sup dist(u,Sr), sup dist(v,Sg)}, VE,F € G(%),
u€ESE vESF
where Sp = {v € F : |v|| = 1}, dist(u,Sp) = inf{|lu —v|| : v € Srp}. Denote
by G;(X), G/(X) the Grassmannian of j-dimensional and j-codimensional closed
subspaces, respectively. Then by [9, chapter IV, §2.1 ], (G(X),dy) is a complete
metric space, and G;(X) , G/(X) are closed in G(X). In order to compute dgy
conveniently, we introduce the gap 5, defined by

6(E, F) = max{ sup dist(u, F), sup dist(v,E)}, VE,F e G(X).
u€eS

E€ESE vESF

Note that the gap is not a metric on G(X), but
(E,F) < du(E,F) < 2(E,F).

See [9, chapter IV, §2.1 | for a proof.
We now prove Proposition 3.3

Proof. Fix any ¢ € Ni,, 0 <e <¢g; and 1 < j < 4. We first assume y € A*, then by
the definition of A*, there exist {zp, }nez C Fim, such that

d(ka’n«v fk(fnmy)) < P 67% min{k,mik}v Vn € Za k= Oa T, M.
We first prove {A}2., Hj(z—n)}n>1 is a Cauchy sequences in G(X). Denote
Hj(z—p) = }n—m(wl)ij(x—n—l)- Then

}Tﬁnnyﬁj(x_n) = Am(nJrl) Hj(,f_n_l).

ffm(n+1)y
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By Lemma B3], AT
x € M, we have

(3.19) X =Apn,. Hi(z_,) ® Fj(zo).
Now for any u € Hj(x_,),

. Amn’"" (u) m(n
dist (HJciy,Af (mfnlll)yH (X 1))

oy J(x,n) C Uj(xo,0p). Since A(x) is injective for every

A @
Amnmn (u)
i ey A @l
Jul { }
= —— " inf AT .
T A7 =

By BI9), for AT, i € X, there exists v, € H;(z_,) such that

mn (

Fmny ) — }”,"mny(vn) € Fj(fbo) C ‘/j(Io,eo).

m
Then it follows from [B20) and Lemma B.1] that

Amnmn (u)
. f m(n+1
dist <ma Af,(m(nll)ij («T—n—l)>

[[ull AT (L
AT (W] i Yl

< e()\]+1 Aj+8e)mn ||

— vn)l

— U |-
Jul| 7"

Claim. There exists c = c¢(d) > 0, such that ||ﬁ — | < e

Proof of the Claim. Using (3.19), we obtain
(3.21) X = Hj(w_n) ® A; ™" Fy(x0).
-1
Indeed, define T : X — X by T = (A;P"mn |H (@ ))~ om0 A’fnﬁnny, where 71
is the projection associated with (3.19) onto A}, Hj(z_n) parallel to Fj(zo).

Then T has image HJ (z_n) and kernel A, ™" Fj(zo), which implies (3.21)).
Let 72 be the projection operator associated with ([3.21) onto A, ™" Fj(xo) par-
allel to H;(z_,) . Then
u u
[[ul [l
Since the splitting X = H;(z) & F;(x) is uniformly continuous on Rg“, there exists
¢ = ¢(6) > 0 such that for any x € R§' and any H C U;(z,600), F C Vj(z,0p) with
X =H®F, one has

— vy, = o

) S A;mnFJ(.Io)

(3.22) I @) < ¢, 7" (@)]| < c,
where 71| 7" are the projections associated with the splitting X = H;(x) & Fj(z).
Therefore,

This proves the claim. (I
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The Claim gives

: Amn;”n (u) m(n+1 .
dist <m,Af(mtl+)1)ij($_n—1) < eit1—Ajt8e)mn

Similarly, for any v € Hj(z_,—1), we have

+1
?(z(nll)y(v)

dist | ——————
+1 ’
AT, )

mn . Ait1—A;i+8s)mn
g Hi(won) | < e(Ai+1=Aj+8e)mn

Thus

8( mn Hj(fbfn),Am(nle) H (:E o 1)) Se(Aj+1_>\j+88)mn'C

f-mry Fmntl)y )

which implies {A7",..., H;(z-n)}n>1 is a Cauchy sequence in (G(X), dy). Similarly,
{Apnl Fj(zn)}n>1 is a Cauchy sequence in (G(X),dp). Let

H;(y) := nll)rgo A’;Lﬂmnij(x_n), Fi(y) == hm Ajmn (X))
Since X = A" Hj(zo) @ Fj(zy), similar to the proof of ([B.2I)), one sees X =
Hj(zo) ® Apmny Fj(25). Thus
codim(A]ZZﬁZ;Fj(xn)) D; = dim ( i ”mnij(x_n)),

where Dj = dy + --- +d;. It follows H;(y) € Gp,(X),F;(y) € G/ (X), since
Gp,(X) and GP7(X) are closed subset of G(X). Notice that H;(y) C Uj(zo,60),
and Fj(y) C Axx Vi(x1,6o) C Vi(o,6o), we conclude

X = H;(y) ® Fi(y).
And by Lemma Bl we have
NI || < AV ()| < MO ul, Vu € Hi(y),
1AL ()| < P49 o Vo € Fy(y).

In general, for any z € A, there exists 0 < k < m — 1,y € A* such that z = f*y.
similar to the proof above, we can also get

H(2) i= Hm AP oy H (),
Fj(z) = hm A;Jrzzn(jk j(kan)a
satisfying X = H;(z) ® Fj(z), H;(z) € Gp,(X), Fj(z) € GPi(X), and
(3.23) eI [uf| < AT ()| < €M ull,  Vu € Hy(2),

(3.24) IAZ ()] < Pt H4™ o] Vo € Fy(z).
Claim. The splitting X = H;(2) @ F;(z) is A-invariant on A.
Proof of the claim. Before proving the invariance of the splitting, we show that: for

any y € A*,0 <k <m —1, any H, € Gp,(X) satisfying H,  C Uj(fFo_n,00) ,
one has

H(f*y) = Hm A7% ey Ho e
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Indeed, since X = A’ﬁfmn Foy) H, 1 ® Fj(zo). Thus for any v € H; (f*z_,), similar

to the estimation above, we have

dwt(nAmn @7 g

7o (fy)
" A ”?f“ G w8, A7 o (g =)
< 6(>\7+1 —Xj+8e)mn | c,
which implies dz (A}"Pm( sy Hi(on) AT f,cy)Hmk) — 0. Hence,
(3.25) H;(f*y) = Jim AR g, YO <k <m— L.

NowforanyZkayEA, where y € A*0< k<m-—1. If 0 <k <m — 2, then
by @), A(f~™"2)H,(f*z_,) € U;(f**'a_,,0); if k = m — 1, then by B3),
A(f~™m ) H;(f™Y2_y) € Uj(x—pni1,00), thus B25) gives

H;(f2) = B AF% gy (AU 2) Hy (F-n)
Therefore, for any u € H;(z),
dist (A2, AJ oy AT 2) B (fo2 ) )
< | AG:)]| - dist (u A}”fmn<z>H»<f E)
<A@ - du oy Hi (R
z C

which implies A(z)u € H;(fz). Thus A(2)H;(z) C H;(fz). It can be proved
analogously that A( )Fj(z ) C Fj(fz). Since dim(A(z)H;(z)) = dim(H,;(fz)), we
have A(2)H, (2) = H, (£2) O

Claim. The splitting X = H;(z) @ F;(z) is continuous on A.

") =0,

Proof of the Claim. Let 72, 727 be the projection operators associated with X =
H;(z)® Fj(z). Then for any z € A,u € H;(2), let w = A;""(u) € H;(f~"™"2), by
the invariance of the splitting and (3.:22), 3.23)), (IB_._’_)ZI) we may estimate
725 A7 T (W) | = AT o 7 i ()]
< e()\]+1+48)mn||ﬂ-f—mnz(w)H
<c- e(/\j+1+4s)mn||w||
<c- e(>\j+1—>\j+88)mn“u”'
Thus
172 ()l = |77 ARz (w) |
< s (APt = AP ) ()] e AR ()]

<ec- ( (4e—X; )mnHAf n s — mn ” +e j+1—)\j+8€)mn) ”u”7

f mn 5
Which gives

755, o] < - €42 AR = A 4+ e A,
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Similarly, for v € F;(Z),
Q=4I 7l (v)|| < AL o il (v))]
= [ pin. 0 AT (0)]
< il - (AT (0) = AZ™ ()] + [|AZ" (0)])
< e (AT = ATR| 4 eGarrtamn) |y
Therefore,

1725 Ly )| € - e Amm AT — AT (O,

Now for any 7 > 0, take n large enough such that ¢ - e(Git1=2i+8)mn < 7 and
then take ¢ > 0 small enough such that for any 2z € B(z,9),

¢ el e ([l — AP AT — AT} <

Then we have |72 I o)l < 27, |2 |i,(z) < 27. Thus by [3, Remark 10],
dr (Fj(2), Fj(2)) < 4Dl |ry )|l < 8D;,

drr (Hj(2), H;(2)) < AD;||73 |m, 5]l < 8D;,
which gives the continuity of F;(z) and H,(z). O

At last, for any z € A, 1 < j < i, let E;(z) := H;(2)NFj_1(z), where Fy(z) := X.
Then dim(E;) = d;. Since

A(2)Ej(2) C A(2)H;(2) N A(2)Fj-1(2) C Hj(f2z) N Fj—1(f2) = E;(f2),

and dim (A(z)E;(z)) = d; = dim(E;(fz)), we have A(2)E;(2) = E;(fz). Therefore,
we obtain a continuous A-invariant splitting on A:

X =FEi(2)® @ Ei(2) ® Fy(2),
with dim(E;) = d;,V1 < j <. And by (3.23), (3:24), we conclude
9| < AT ()] < P ], Ve By(),1 <5 <5

IAZ ()] < Q4™ o), Vo € Fi(z).
This completes the proof. (I
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