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QUANTITATIVE STATISTICAL PROPERTIES OF TWO-DIMENSIONAL

PARTIALLY HYPERBOLIC SYSTEMS

ROBERTO CASTORRINI AND CARLANGELO LIVERANI

Abstract. We study a class of two dimensional partially hyperbolic systems, not necessarily skew
products, in an attempt to develop a general theory. As a main result, we provide explicit conditions
for the existence of finitely many physical measures (and SRB) and prove exponential decay of
correlations for mixing measures. In addition, we obtain precise information on the regularity of such
measures (they are absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue with density in some Sobolev
space). To illustrate the scope of the theory, we show that our results apply to the case of fast-slow
partially hyperbolic systems, and for such systems we obtain more precise results on the structure of

the SRB measures.
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1. Introduction

One of the main challenges of the field of Dynamical Systems is to understand the ergodic properties
of partially hyperbolic systems. Substantial progress has been made in the study of ergodicity starting
with [33, 47, 53] until establishing very general results, e.g. [13], in the case of volume preserving
diffeomorphisms. Nevertheless, if the invariant measure is not a priori known, then establishing the
existence of SRB measures is a serious challenge in itself, see [12, 1, 50] for some important partial
results. Moreover, it is well known, at least since the work of Krylov [42], that for many applications
ergodicity does not suffice, and mixing (usually in the form of effective quantitative estimates on the
decay of correlations) is of paramount importance. Some results on correlation decay exist in the
case of mostly expanding central direction [2], and mostly contracting central direction [24, 16]. Such
results, albeit important, are often not easy to apply since it is very difficult to estimate the central
Lyapunov exponent.

For a central direction with zero Lyapunov exponents (or close to zero) there exist quantitative
results on exponential decay of correlations only for group extensions of Anosov maps and Anosov
flows [25, 17, 23, 43, 51], but none of them apply to an open class (with the notable exception of
[15, 52]; also some form of rapid mixing is known to be typical for large classes of flows [30, 45]).
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Hence, the problem of effectively studying the quantitative mixing properties of partially hyperbolic
systems is wide open.

Recently, motivated by deep physical reasons [26, 9, 44], the second author has proposed the study
of a simple class of partially hyperbolic systems with the goal of developing a theory applicable to
a large class of fast-slow systems. Some encouraging results exist [19, 20, 22]. However, the amount
of work needed to prove the above partial results has proven rather daunting, and to extend such an
approach to more realistic systems seems extremely challenging. To attain substantial progress, it
seems necessary to introduce new ideas supplementing the approaches developed so far.

In the last years, starting with [11, 32, 7], a powerful method to investigate the statistical properties
of hyperbolic systems has evolved: the functional approach. It consists in the study of the spectral
properties of the transfer operator on appropriate Banach spaces. Although the basic idea can be traced
back, at least, to Von Neumann ergodic theorem, the new ingredient consists in the understanding that
non standard functional spaces must be used, and in the insight of how to embed the key geometrical
properties of the system in the topology of the Banach space. See [5] for a recent review of this
approach, and [18] for an introduction.

This point of view has produced many important results, e.g. see [43, 40, 41, 31, 29, 27, 8] just to
cite a few. It is then natural to investigate if the functional approach can be extended to partially
hyperbolic systems. Some results that hint at this possibility already exist (e.g. [3, 28]), however, a
general approach is totally missing. Nonetheless, the idea that some quantitative form of accessibility
should play a fundamental role has slowly emerged, e.g. see [48, 46, 14].

In this paper we attempt to further the latter approach by combining ideas from [3] and [32]. We
find checkable conditions that imply the existence of finitely many physical (and SRB) measures for a
large class of two dimensional endomorphisms; in addition, such measures are exponentially mixing (see
Theorem 3.1). This implies all the standard statistical results (CLT, Large deviations, deterministic
stability, etc; see [4, 5] and references therein for details). Next, we show that the hypothesis of Theorem
3.1 are fulfilled for an open set of physically relevant systems (fast-slow systems), see Theorem 3.3.
Moreover, for such systems, we obtain some precise quantitative information on the SRB measures
(Theorem 3.4). In addition, we show how the results obtained here provide detailed information
on the structure of the peripheral eigenfunctions of the transfer operator, see Theorem 4.6, which
hopefully should allow further progress. Indeed, we believe that this approach can be further refined
and extended to produce similar results in a much more general class of systems.

It is customary to think that the constants appearing in Lasota-Yorke type inequalities are largely
irrelevant. This is certainly not the case for the fast-slow systems discussed in section 10 where the
constant in front of the weak norm is highly non-uniform. This is reflected in the possible concentration
of the invariant measures. Moreover, the possibility to consider the class of maps discussed there as a
perturbation of a limiting case depends crucially on the size of such constants. It was then essential to
try to push the estimates to their extreme in order to find out if perturbative ideas could be applied.
It turns out that our estimates are not sharp enough to do so. However, we have identified precisely
the obstructions to this approach, hence clarifying the focus of future research.

The paper is organized as follows: in the next section we describe the systems under consid-
eration: we call them SVPH, for general partially hyperbolic systems. We will also study, in more
detail, a special case: fast-slow systems. Since many results for fast-slow are obtained by refining some
estimates already established for the SVPH systems, we made an effort to separate clearly the results
for the two classes of systems. Hence, the reader that is not interested in the more technical part
of the paper can easily skip it. In section 3 we state our main results on the invariant measures of
the systems: Theorem 3.1 and 3.3, which are, respectively, direct consequences of the two technical
results Theorems 4.4 and 4.5 on the transfer operators stated in section 4. Finally, the latter section
contains two further results (Theorem 4.6 and 4.8) about the spectrum of the transfer operators for
fast-slow systems. In section 5 we introduce the necessary notation and prove several facts needed
to define the Banach spaces we are interested in. In particular, sections 5.6 and 5.8 contain most of
the hard estimates needed in the following and are rather technical, so we postponed the proofs to
Appendix C; which can be skipped in a first reading without losing the logic of the argument. In
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section 6 we prove a first Lasota-Yorke inequality. Unfortunately, the spaces considered in this section
do not embed compactly in each other, hence one cannot deduce the quasi-compactness of the operator
from such inequalities. Sections 7 and 8 are the core of the paper where some inequalities relating
the previous norms to the Sobolev norms Hs are obtained. In section 9 we harvest the work done
and prove Theorem 4.4 which implies Theorem 3.1. In section 10 we show that fast-slow systems
satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 4.4, hence our theory applies and Theorem 3.3 follows. Also, we
take advantage of the peculiarities of the fast-slow systems to prove some sharper results on the SRB
measure, and, more generally, the spectral projections (or resonances).
The paper also includes seven appendices that contain some necessary technical results which would
have disrupted the flow of the argument if included in the main text.

Notation. As we would like to apply our results to open sets of maps F , all the constants appearing
in the text are really functions of F . We will call a constant uniform if it depends continuously only
on the Cr norm of the map F , on (λ− − µ+)

−1, χ−1
c , (1 − χu)

−1, (1 − ι⋆)
−1 and C⋆ (see hypothesis

(H1) for the definition of λ−, µ+, χc, ι⋆ and C⋆).
1

In order to make the reading more fluid, we will use the notation f . g to mean that there exists
a uniform constant C♯ > 0, such that f ≤ C♯g. The values of the constants C♯ can change from one
occurrence to the next. Moreover, in the following we will use Ca,b,..., ca,b,... to designate constants that
depend also on the quantities a, b, . . . . When the quantities in the subscripts are fixed, these constants
are uniform; hence, since no confusion can arise, we will call them uniform as well.

Note that χc, χu ∈ (0, 1), which determine the size of the central and unstable cone, respectively, are
not uniquely determined by the map. Given our convention, we must keep track of how the constants
depend on χ−1

u and we cannot hide such a dependency inside a constant C♯. Indeed, in the next sections
it will be apparent that it may be convenient to choose χu as small as possible while it is convenient to
choose χc as large as possible.
Finally, to simplify notations, we use {a, b, . . . }+ and {a, b, . . .}− to designate the maximum and
minimum between the quantities a, b, . . . , respectively.

2. Partially hyperbolic systems

In this section we introduce the class of systems we are interested in, the main assumptions and
some definitions necessary to present the results. In this work T2 and T represent the quotients R2/Z2

and R/Z respectively. For a local diffeomorphism F : T2 → T2 we define the functions m∗
F ,mF :

T2 × R2 \ {0} → R+ as 2

(2.1) mF (z, v) =
‖DzFv‖

‖v‖ ; m∗
F (z, v) =

‖(DzF )
−1v‖

‖v‖ .

2.1. Strongly dominated vertical partially hyperbolic systems (SVPH).
The systems we are interested in are defined in Definition 2.4, but before that we need to introduce
some notation.
Let r ≥ 4 and F : T2 7→ T2 be a surjective Cr local diffeomorphism. We call F a partially hyperbolic
system3 if there exist a continuous splitting, not necessarily invariant, of the tangent bundle into
subspaces T T2 = Ec ⊕ Eu, σ > 1 and c > 0 such that for each n ∈ N

‖DFn|Eu‖ > cσn

‖DFn|Ec‖ < cσ−n‖DFn|Eu‖.
(2.2)

1The name is motivated by the fact that our results are thought for application to families of maps for which
(λ− − µ+)−1, χ−1

c , (1− χu)−1, (1− ι⋆)−1 and C⋆ are uniformly bounded, hence for such families our constants will be
uniform in the usual sense.

2By ‖ · ‖ we mean the Riemannian metric in T2 induced by the Euclidean norm in R2.
3In the present case the term partially expanding would be more appropriate, as there is only an expanding direction

which is dominant.
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Notice that for non-invertible maps the unstable direction is not necessarily unique, nor backward
invariant. It is then more convenient to work with cones instead than distributions. Indeed, it is
well known (see e.g [37]) that the above conditions are equivalent to the existence of smooth invariant
transversal cone fields Cu(z),Cc(z), which satisfy conditions equivalent to (2.2).

To simplify the following arguments we will restrict ourselves to maps without critical points. To
further simplify matters we restrict to orientation preserving maps (if not, one can always consider F 2)

(H0) for all p ∈ T2 we have det(DpF ) > 0.

In addition, to simplify notations, we make the assumption that the cone fields can be chosen
constant, since this hypothesis applies to all the examples we have in mind.4 Hence we require the
following hyperbolicity hypothesis:

(H1) There exist χu ∈ (0, 1), χc ∈ (0, 1] and 0 < µ− < 1 < µ+ < λ− ≤ λ+ such that, setting

Cu := {(ξ, η) ∈ TzT2 : |η| ≤ χu|ξ|}
Cc := {(ξ, η) ∈ TzT2 : |ξ| ≤ χc|η|},

(2.3)

defining (recall equations 2.1)

λ−n (z) := inf
v∈R2\Cc

mFn(z, v) λ+n (z) := sup
v∈R2\Cc

mFn(z, v),

µ−
n (z) := inf

v∈Cc\{0}
m∗
Fn(z, v) µ+

n (z) := sup
v∈Cc\{0}

m∗
Fn(z, v),

(2.4)

and letting λ−n = infz λ
−
n (z) and λ

+
n = supz λ

+
n (z) we assume the following:

There exist uniform constants C⋆ ≥ 1 and ι⋆ ∈ (0, 1) such that, for all z ∈ T2 and n ∈ N,5

DzFCu ⊂ {(ξ, η) : |η| ≤ ι⋆χu|ξ|} ⋐ Cu; (DzF )
−1Cc ⊂ {(ξ, η) : |ξ| ≤ ι⋆χc|η|},(2.5)

C−1
⋆ µn− ≤ µ−

n (z) ≤ µ+
n (z) ≤ C⋆µ

n
+ ; C−1

⋆ λn− ≤ λ−n (z) ≤ λ+n (z) ≤ C⋆λ
n
+ .(2.6)

From now on we set µ := {µ+, µ
−1
− }+ > 1. The above conditions imply, in particular, det(DF ) 6= 0.

Up to now we have just described a rather general two dimensional partially hyperbolic map. Next,
we impose a constraint on the topology of the map

(H2) Let Υ be the family of closed curve γ ∈ Cr(T,T2) such that 6

c0) γ′ 6= 0,
c1) γ has homotopy class (0, 1),
c2) γ′(t) ∈ Cc, for each t ∈ T.

We assume that for each γ ∈ Υ there exist {γi}Ni=1 ⊂ Υ such that F−1(Υ) = {γi}Ni=1.

We also need a pinching condition

(H3) Let

(2.7) ζr := 6(r + 1)! .

We assume that F satisfies

(2.8) µζr < λ−.

Remark 2.1. Notice that condition (2.8) implies in particular that µ < λ−. The presence of the
factorials in (2.7) is probably not optimal. This is a condition we did not try to optimize since it is
irrelevant for our main application in which µ is close to 1.

4One can reduce to such a case by a change of variables.
5A ⋐ B means A ⊂ int(B) ∪ {0}.
6As usual we consider equivalent two curves that differ only by a Cr non-singular reparametrization. In the following

we will mostly use curves that are parametrized by vertical length.
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We will call a partially hyperbolic system satisfying (2.8) strongly dominated.

Remark 2.2. Note that, since F is a local diffeomorphism, then it can be lifted to a diffeomorphism
F of R2 with the projection π map being mod 1, so that π(0) = 0. Then we can define G(x, θ) =
F(x, θ) − (0, θ) and write F ◦ π(x, θ) = π(G(x, θ) + (0, θ)). Thus in the following, with a slight abuse
of notation, we will often confuse the map with his covering and write

(2.9) F (x, θ) = (f(x, θ), θ + ω(x, θ)).

In addition, note that if the map satisfies condition (H2) then for each x ∈ R2 the curve γx(t) = (x, t),
t ∈ T has a preimage ν ∈ Υ homotopic to the curve γ̄p(t) = p + (0, t), p ∈ ν, F (p) = (x, 0). This
implies that F (γ̄p(t)) is a curve homotopic to γx. Thus for each (x, θ) ∈ R2 the lift has the property
F(x, θ + 1) = F(x, θ) + (0, 1), which implies that G, and hence ω, is periodic in the second variable.

In the following we will need some quantitative information on the Lipschitz constant of the graphs
describing the “unstable manifolds.” To simplify matters, we prove the needed results in Lemma F.1.
We require then that our maps satisfy the hypotheses of such a Lemma. However, be aware that such
hypotheses are not optimal and the following condition is used only in Lemma F.1. Hence, the next
assumption becomes superfluous if in a given system one can prove Lemma F.1 independently. Also
note that, in some cases, it is implied by (H3).

(H4) With the notation (2.9) we require, for each p ∈ T2,

∂xf(p) > {2(1 + ‖∂xω‖∞), |∂θf(p)|}+ .
Remark 2.3. Note that one can always have χc = 1 by a linear change of variables, yet we prefer to
keep track of χc since it may be useful in cases where assumption (H4) is not used.

Definition 2.4 (SVPH systems). We call a map F a strongly dominated vertical partially hyperbolic
system (SVPH for simplicity) if it satisfies assumptions (H0),.., (H4).

Remark 2.5. Note that if F satisfies (H0), (H1) and (H2), then so does Fn, n ∈ N. Thus it may
be convenient to consider Fn, instead of F , to check (H3) and (H4).

From now on we will write a SVPH in the form (2.9) when convenient.
Here we provide simple explicit conditions implying (H0),.., (H4). The proof is in Appendix A.

Lemma 2.6. Let λ := infT2 ∂xf,Λ := supT2 ∂xf and suppose that:

(1) ∂xf(p) > {2(1 + ‖∂xω‖∞), |∂θf(p)|}+ , ∀p ∈ T2,
(2) ‖∂xω‖∞ + ‖∂θω‖∞ < 1

2 ,

(3) ‖∂θω‖∞ < 1+‖∂xω‖∞

λ−1 ,

(4) 1 + ‖∂θf‖∞ + ‖∂θω‖∞ + ‖∂xω‖∞ < λ,

(5) ‖∂θf‖∞ < 1
2

(
−1 +

√
1 + 2λ2Λ−1

)
,

(6) χc‖∂xω‖∞ + ‖∂θω‖∞ < lnλ
4 ζr

,

with ζr as in (2.7). Then F satisfies assumptions (H0),..,(H4) with χu given by (A.4), (A.11), χc
given by (A.6), in particular χc = 1 is allowed, and

(2.10) µ := {(1− χc‖∂xω‖∞ − ‖∂θω‖∞)−1, eχc‖∂xω‖∞+‖∂θω‖∞)}+.
In the next section we introduce an interesting example of SVPH. Despite of their simple form, the

endomorphisms we are going to consider still include a large class of physically relevant systems.

2.2. Fast-slow systems.
We are specially interested in the following class of systems, introduced in [21] (and inspired by the
more physically relevant model in [26]). We will call these systems fast-slow.

Definition 2.7 (Fast-Slow systems). Let F0(x, θ) = (f(x, θ), θ) be Cr(T2,T2), for r ≥ 4, such that
inf(x,θ)∈T2 ∂xf(x, θ) ≥ λ > 2. For any ω ∈ Cr(R2,R), periodic of period one, and ε > 0, we define

(2.11) Fε(x, θ) = (f(x, θ), θ + εω(x, θ)).
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We call the maps Fε fast-slow if they satisfy assumption (5) of Lemma 2.6.

In the following we will need also the next definition.

Definition 2.8. The function ω ∈ C0(T2,R) is called x-constant with respect to F0 if there exist θ ∈ T,
Φθ ∈ C0(T,R) and a constant c ∈ R such that, for each x ∈ T,

ω(x, θ) = Φθ(f(x, θ))− Φθ(x) + c.

Note that, given a specific Fε, one can often check that ω is not x-constant by looking at the shortest
periodic orbits. Moreover, according to [20], being not x-constant is a generic condition.
Our main results on Fε hold under the assumption that ω is not x-constant.

3. Main Results

Here we detail our main results, first for general systems, then for fast-slow systems.

3.1. SVPH systems. A physical measure is an F -invariant probability measure µph such that the
set

B(µph) :=
{
p ∈ T

2 :
1

n

n−1∑

k=0

δFk(p) → µph weakly as n→ ∞
}

has positive Lebesgue measure.
To state our first result we introduce a quantity inspired by [48]. Given y ∈ T2 and a line L in R2

passing through the origin, define

(3.1) ÑF (n, y, L) :=
∑

z∈F−n(y)
DFn(z)Cu⊃L

| detDFn(z)|−1,

and we set ÑF (n) = supy∈T2 supL ÑF (n, y, L).

In addition, for each integer 1 ≤ s ≤ r − 1 we define7

α =
log(λ−µ−2)

log(λ+)

αs := 2(2 + s− α) ; βs := 2(s+ 2).

(3.2)

Theorem 3.1. Let F ∈ Cr(T2,T2) be SVPH. We assume that there exist n1 ∈ N and ν0 ∈ (0, 1) such
that, for some 1 ≤ s ≤ r − 1,

(3.3)
{
µζsλ−1

− ,

√
ÑF (⌈αn1⌉)µαsn1+βsmχu

}+

< ν0,

where mχu is defined in (5.10). Then there exist finitely many ergodic physical measures and they
are absolutely continuous with densities in the Hilbert space Hs(T2), hence they are SRB measures as
well.8 Moreover, each mixing physical measure µph enjoys exponential decay of correlations for Hölder
observables φ, ϕ, namely there exist ν > 0 such that,

|µph (φ · ϕ ◦ Fn)− µph(φ)µph(ϕ)| ≤ Cφ,ϕe
−νn.

The proof of Theorem 3.1 can be found at the end of subsection 4.1.2.

Remark 3.2. Under the assumption (H3), condition (3.3) is automatically satisfied if ÑF grows sub-
exponentially with n. According to [50], this latter fact holds generically for partially hyperbolic systems
in two dimensions (for more details see Remark 8.1). Hence, the result and all the consequences of
Theorem 3.1 hold generically. Unfortunately, this does no say much about a specific map F . However,
given a map F , (3.3) is an explicit condition about some power αn1 of F that one can try to check. If
successful, then Theorem 3.1 applies to F .

7Note that in (3.2) α ∈ (0, 1), thanks to hypothesis (2.8).
8In general non invertible systems do not have an unstable manifold, but many of them, depending on the past

history selected, so the SRB should be absolutely continuous when restricted to all such manifolds; this is the case since
the physical measures are absolutely continuous.
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3.2. Fast-Slow systems. Even though it is generic and checkable, condition (3.3) of Theorem 3.1, may
be quite laborious to check and it may entail some computer assisted strategy. It is then interesting to
consider less general examples in which such a condition can be easily verified. An important example
is given by the fast-slow systems Fε introduced in section 2.2. For fast-slow sytems condition (3.3) is
directly related to the condition of ω not being x-constant (see Definition 2.8).9

Theorem 3.3. There exists ε∗ such that, if ω is not x-constant, then for each 1 ≤ s ≤ r − 1 and ε ∈
(0, ε∗), Fε has only finitely many physical measures. The physical measures are absolutely continuous,
with densities in the Hilbert space Hs(T2), hence they are SRB measures as well. Moreover, there exist
ν > 0 such that each mixing physical measure µεph enjoys exponential decay of correlations for Hölder
observables φ, ϕ, namely,

∣∣µεph (φ · ϕ ◦ Fnε )− µεph(φ)µ
ε
ph(ϕ)

∣∣ ≤ Cφ,ϕ,εe
−νn.

The proof of Theorem 3.3 can be found at the end of subsection 4.1.2.
In this case, we can also establish some refined properties of SRB measures.

Theorem 3.4. Let hε,1 ∈ L1, ‖hε,1‖L1 = 1, be the density of a physical measure. Then, setting
γε(θ) =

∫
hε,1(y, θ)dy, we have

distW1 (hε,1 · Leb, h∗ · γε · Leb) ≤ C♯ε(ln ε
−1)2.(3.4)

where distW1 is the Wasserstein distance and Leb is the Lebesgue measure on T2, and h∗(·, θ) is the
unique invariant probability density of f(·, θ). In addition, for all β > 13

2 , there exists Cβ > 0 :

‖hε,1‖H1 ≤ Cβε
−β .

The proof of Theorem 3.4 can be found at the end of subsection 4.1.2 where, in fact, some more
precise results are stated.

4. Transfer operators

We will prove Theorems 3.1 and 3.3, 3.4 using a Transfer operator.

Definition 4.1. Given a map F : T2 → T2, we define LF : L1(T2) → L1(T2), the transfer operator
associated to F , as

LFu(z) =
∑

y∈F−1(z)

u(y)

| det(DyF )|
.(4.1)

Iterating (4.1) yields, for all n ∈ N,

LnFu(z) =
∑

y∈F−n(z)

u(y)

| det(DyFn)|
.(4.2)

By a simple change of variables it follows that ‖LFu‖L1 ≤ ‖u‖L1.

4.1. Transversality of unstable cones.
Starting from [50] and following [28],[48], [14] and [54], a link between the mixing property of a partially
hyperbolic system10 and a transversality condition of unstable cones clearly emerges. Let us recall the
following notion of transversality introduced in [48] by Tsujii.

Definition 4.2. Given n ∈ N, y ∈ T2 and z1, z2 ∈ F−n(y) , we say that z1 is transversal to z2 (at
time n) if Dz1F

nCu ∩Dz2F
nCu = {0}, and we write z1 ⋔ z2.

9This relation was already remarked in [50] and [14] in the special case of skew-products.
10Although restricted to cases in which the central direction is unidimensional.
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To make the notion of transversality more quantitative, for each y ∈ T2 and z1 ∈ F−n(y) we define

(4.3) NF (n, y, z1) :=
∑

z2 6⋔z1
z2∈F−n(y)

| detDz2F
n|−1

and set NF (n) = supy∈T2 supz1∈F−n(y) NF (n, y, z1).

Remark 4.3. Note that if all the preimages are non-transversal, then the sum in (4.3) corresponds to
the classical transfer operator applied to one, LnF 1 (see (4.2)).

In essence, LnF 1−NF (n) provides a quantitative version of the notion of accessibility in our systems.

In Lemma 7.4 we explain the relation between NF and ÑF (defined in 3.1), while in section 7.2 we

explore the properties of ÑF .

4.1.1. Partially hyperbolic systems. We are now ready to state the main technical result for SVPH.
The proof of the following Theorem is in Section 9.

Theorem 4.4. Let F ∈ Cr(T2,T2) be SVPH that satisfies (3.3). Then there exists a Banach space
Bs,∗, Cr−1(T2) ⊂ Bs,∗ ⊂ Hs(T2) such that LF (Bs,∗) ⊂ Bs,∗.11 The restriction of LF to Bs,∗ is a
bounded quasi-compact operator, with spectral radius one and essential spectral radius smaller than ν0.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Note that if LFh = h, then the measure hLeb is invariant for F . On the
other hand if µph is a physical measure, then there exists a set K ⊂ T2, Leb(K) > 0, µph(K) = 1

such that, for each x ∈ K, limn→∞
1
n

∑n−1
k=1 δFk(x) converges weakly to µph. By Lusin theorem and

the density of C∞ in C0, for each ε > 0 there exists gε ∈ C∞ such that
∫
T2 |1K − gε| ≤ ε. We can

approximate it weakly by measures gε Leb. Then, for each φ ∈ Cr,

µph(φ) =
1

Leb(K)

∫

K

lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑

k=1

1Kφ ◦ F k = lim
n→∞

1

nLeb(K)

n−1∑

k=1

∫

K

1K(x)φ ◦ F k(x)

= lim
n→∞

1

nLeb(K)

n−1∑

k=1

∫

T2

LkF gεφ+O(‖φ‖∞ε)

where the second equality follows by Lebesgue dominate convergence Theorem. Since Theorem 4.4

implies that limn→∞
1
n

∑n−1
k=1 LkF gε converges in Hs to the projector Π which projects on the finite

dimensional eigenspace associated to the eigenvalue 1, we have

µph(φ) =

∫

T2

Πgε · φ.

Thus µph is a convex combination of {hi} such that LFhi = hi. Hence, there are finitely many ergodic
physical measure and they are absolutely continuous with density in Hs. Obviously their supports are
disjoint, hence if one is mixing with density h, we have that, if P∗ is the projector on the eigenspace
associated to the eigenvalues of modulus one, then P∗(φh) = µph(φ)h for each φ ∈ Cr. Hence,

µph(φ · ϕ ◦ Fn) =
∫

T2

LnF (φh)ϕ = µph(φ)µph(ϕ) +O(e−νn)

where e−ν is larger than the modulus of the largest eigenvalue not on the unit circle. �

4.1.2. Fast-Slow systems. As already remarked, the condition that ω is not x-constant is much
easier to check than (3.3). The following theorem is proven in section 10.3.

Theorem 4.5. There exists ε∗ such that the map Fε is a SVPH (see Definition 2.4) for any ε ∈ (0, ε∗).
In addition, if ω is not x-constant, then there exists σ⋆ ∈ (0, 1) such that the transfer operator LFε is
quasi compact on the spaces Bs,∗, with spectral radius one and essential spectral radius bounded by σ⋆
for all ε ∈ (0, ε∗).

11By Hs(T2) we mean the usual Sobolev space (see Appendix E).
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Consider the operator P : L1(T2) → L1(T2) defined by

Ph(x, θ) = h∗(x, θ)

∫

T

dyh(y, θ).

The following Theorem is proved in section 10.5.

Theorem 4.6. In the hypothesis of Theorem 4.5, we have the decomposition LFε = Π + Q where
ΠQ = QΠ = 0, Π is the finite rank projector on the eigenspace associated to the eigenvalues of
modulus one, and Q has spectral radius strictly smaller than one. Moreover,

(4.4) ‖Π− PΠ‖L1→(C1)′ ≤ C♯ε[ln ε
−1]2.

Finally, for each τ > 0, let hν , ‖hν‖L1 = 1, be an eigenfunction associated to the eigenvalue ν with
|ν| ≥ e−ε

τ

. Then, setting β(θ) =
∫
hν(y, θ)dy, we have

‖hν − h∗β‖(C1)′ ≤ C♯ε
min{1,τ}(ln ε−1)2.(4.5)

Remark 4.7. The above Theorem is much stronger than the results in [50] (where only the existence of
the physical measure is discussed and the results hold only generically) or [12, 1] (where no information
on the SRB measure is provided and its existence is obtained under an additional condition on the
contraction or the expansion in the center foliation, even though for more general systems).

However, the papers [19, 20, 21, 22] show that, using the standard pair technology and investigating
limit theorems, in some special cases it is possible to obtain considerably more detailed information
on the system. Unfortunately, on the one hand the necessary arguments in [20] are rather involved
and, on the other hand, the conclusions concerning the physical measure in [19] hold only for mostly
contracting systems (contrary to the present case that holds in full generality). It is then very important
to investigate if the present strategy can provide further information.

First of all we have an explicit bound on the regularity of the eigenfunctions. The reader can find
the proof of the following theorem at the end of section 10.4.

Theorem 4.8. If ω is not x−constant, then there exists c⋆ > 0 such that, for each ε > 0 small enough,
and r ∈ (0, 1), if ν ∈ σB1,∗(LFε) ∩ {z ∈ C : 1 − rc⋆[ln ε

−1]−1 ≤ |z|}, and u is an eigenvector of LFε

with eigenvalue ν, and ‖u‖B0 = 1,12 then for all β > 13
2 ,

‖u‖H1 ≤ Cβε
−(1−r)−1β .

Remark 4.9. It is not clear how sharp the above Theorem is. Certainly some form of blow-up is
inevitable. For example: let fθ(·) = f(x, θ) and call h∗(·, θ) the unique invariant probability density
of fθ. Let ω̄(θ) =

∫
T
ω(x, θ)h∗(x, θ)dx. If ω̄ has non degenerate zeroes {θi}Ni=1 such that ω̄′(θi) < 0,

then [22] (see also the discussion below) implies that there must exist an eigenfunction u essentially

concentrated in the
√
ε neighborhood of each θi. This implies that ‖u‖H1 ≥ C♯ε

− 1
4 . However, there is

a large gap between such a lower bound and the upper bound provided by Theorem 4.8. In particular,
much more information on the spectrum could be obtained if one could establish an upper bound of the
type ε−β with β < 1. We regard this as an open problem.

Finally, in the setting of Remark 4.9, let P̂ : L1 → (C0)′ be the finite rank operator defined by: for
all ϕ ∈ C0

∫

T2

ϕ(x, θ)[P̂ h](dx, dθ) =
∑

j

∫

T

dxϕ(x, θj)h∗(x, θj)

∫

T×Uj

dy dsh(y, s),

where Uj is the basin of attraction of the stable equilibrium point θj of the averaged dynamics

˙̄θ = ω̄(θ̄)

θ̄(0, θ) = θ.
(4.6)

12See Section 6 for the definition of the space B0.
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Then, an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.5 and [22, Proposition 4] is that the eigenfunctions h
for the eigenvalue 1 satisfy, for γ ∈ (0, 14 ),

(4.7) ‖h− P̂ h‖L1→(C1)′ ≤
(
C♯ε

1/2−2γ + C♯ε ln ε
−1
)
.

Remark 4.10. Note that the results of [22] are conditional to the existence of the physical measure
which has been previously proven only generically or in special cases, see Remark 4.7. On the contrary
here the existence of the physical measures is ensured by Theorems 4.5, 4.6, regardless of the value of
the central Lyapunov exponent.

Proof of Theorems 3.3 and 3.4. The proof follows from Theorems 4.5 by the same exact argu-
ments used in the proof of Theorem 3.1. Theorem 3.4 follows trivially from Theorem 4.8. �

5. Preliminary estimates

In this section we provide several basic definitions and we prove many estimates that will be exten-
sively used in the following. To deal with the fast-slow systems Fε, and in particular to prove Theorem
4.8, we will need to know explicitly how the constants appearing in this section will behave depending
on ε. This makes the computations much longer and tedious than in the general case, where it is not
essential to explicitly bound so many constants. For this reason, we will keep the sharper estimates
needed for Fε as much as possible separated from general ones for the SVPH. The reader can thus skip
them if not interested in the results, proven in section 10, about Fε.

For convenience, and for possible future use, we will consider the fast-slow case as a special case of
a larger class of systems, the “SVPH ♯ systems ”.

5.1. SVPH ♯ systems.
The definition of SVPH ♯ systems is a bit technical and is motivated by the need to prove Lemma 5.14.
In particular, it depends on uniform constants c̄♭, c

−
2 introduced in Proposition 5.8 and equation (5.12)

respectively, and the constants n̄, C♭ introduced in Lemma 5.10.

Definition 5.1 (SVPH ♯ systems). A map F is called SVPH ♯ if it is a SVPH and it satisfies the
following additional conditions: there exist n̂ ∈ N uniform with n̂ > n̄ such that, given Bn̂ := Bn̂,c̄♭,c−2 ,C♭

defined in (5.35) of Lemma 5.14, we have13

B
1
n̂

n̂ µ
30λ−1

− ≤ 1

2
(5.1)

n̂ < c−2 lnχ−1
u .(5.2)

We will see in section 10.1 that, for ε small enough, fast-slow systems are SVPH ♯.

5.2. Cr-norm.
Since we will need to work with high order derivatives, it is convenient to choose a norm ‖ · ‖Cr

equivalent to the standard one, which ensures our spaces to be Banach Algebras. We thus define the
weighted norm in Cr(T2,M(m,n)), where M(m,n) are the m× n matrices,14

‖ϕ‖C0 = sup
x∈T2

sup
i∈{1,..,n}

m∑

j=i

|ϕi,j(x)|

‖ϕ‖Cρ+1 = 2ρ+1‖ϕ‖C0 + sup
i

‖∂xiϕ‖Cρ .

(5.3)

13Remark that condition (5.1) can be satisfied thanks to hypothesis (H3).
14According with the previous notations we set x1 = x and x2 = θ.
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where, for a multi-index α = (α1, ..., αk) with αk ∈ {1, 2}, and we will use the notation |α| = k and
∂α = ∂xα1

· · ·∂xαk
.15 The above definition implies

(5.4) ‖ϕ‖Cρ ≤
ρ∑

k=0

2ρ−k sup
|α|=k

‖∂αϕ‖C0 .

We will often need to compute the Cρ norm of ϕ along a curve ν ∈ Cr(T,T2). In this case we use the
notation ‖ϕ‖Cρ

ν
:= ‖ϕ ◦ ν‖Cρ .

The following Lemma is proven in Appendix B. Note that the estimates in the Lemma are not sharp,
however they try to optimize the balance between simplicity and usefulness.16

Lemma 5.2. For every ρ, n,m, s ∈ N0, ψ ∈ Cρ(T2,M(n,m)) and ϕ ∈ Cρ(T2,M(m, s)) we have

‖ϕψ‖Cρ ≤ ‖ϕ‖Cρ‖ψ‖Cρ .

Also, there exists C⋆j > 0, j ∈ N, such that, if ϕ ∈ Cρ(T2,M(n,m)) and ψ ∈ Cρ(T2,T2),

(5.5) ‖ϕ ◦ ψ‖Cρ ≤ C⋆ρ

ρ∑

s=0

‖ϕ‖Cs

∑

k∈Kρ,s

ρ∏

l=1

‖Dψ‖klCl−1

where Kρ,s = {k ∈ N
ρ
0 :

∑ρ
l=1 kl = s,

∑ρ
l=1 lkl ≤ ρ}.

Using the above Lemma it follows that there exists a constant Λ > 1 such that

(5.6) ‖DFn‖Cr + ‖(DFn)−1‖Cr ≤ Λn, ∀n ∈ N.

5.3. Admissible curves.
In this section we introduce the notion of admissible curve in order to define important auxiliary

spaces and norms in the next section. We start by fixing some notations and defining exactly what we
mean by inverse branch.

Lemma 5.3. Let γ be a differentiable closed curve in the homotopy class (0, 1) such that γ′(t) 6∈ Cu

for each t ∈ T and F−1γ =
⋃d
k=1 νk, where the νk are disjoint closed curves in the homotopy class

(0, 1). Then, there exist open sets Ωγ ,Ωνk , with Ω̄γ = T2, and diffeomorphisms (the inverse branches)
hνk : Ωγ → Ωνk satisfying,

• F ◦ hνk = Id|Ωγ ,

• If νk, νj ∈ F−1γ, k 6= j, then Ωνk ∩ Ωνj = ∅,
• ⋃νk∈F−1γ Ωνk = T2.

Remark 5.4. If γ ∈ Υ, then the hypotheses of the Lemma are satisfied thanks to hypothesis (H2).

Proof of Lemma 5.3. The circle q = {(a, 0)}a∈T intersects each νk in only one point pk = νk ∩ q.
Indeed, by the backward invariance of the complement of Cu, νk is locally monotone so it can meet
twice q only if it wraps around the torus more than once, which cannot happen since νk belongs to
the homotopy class (0, 1). We can then label the νk so that the map k → pk is orientation preserving (
mod d ), let us call it positively oriented.17 Also, calling γ̃ the curve obtained by translating γ by 1

2 in

the horizontal direction, we consider A := F−1(γ̃) ∩ q. Since F is a local diffeomorphism, if p̃ ∈ A, in
a neighborhood of p̃ the set F−1(γ̃) consists of a curve with derivative outside Cu, hence transversal
to q. Accordingly A is a finite collection of points. Suppose that p̃k ∈ A is between pk and pk+1, then
T2 \νk is a cylinder and νk+1 separates the cylinder in two disjoint regions (by Jordan curve theorem),
thus p̃k belongs to a cylinder defined by the curves νk, νk+1. We can then follow the curve in F−1γ̃
starting from p̃k, such a curve cannot exit the cylinder (since γ and γ̃ are disjoint). If it intersects
again q at a point p′ then the image, under F , of the segment of q between p̃k and p′ is an unstable

15Notice that this is at odd with the usual multi-index definition in PDE, however we prefer it for homogeneity with
the case, treated later, of non-commutative vector fields.

16See [6, 36] for precise, but much more cumbersome, formulae.
17This definition is ambiguous if d = 2, but in such a case the ambiguity is irrelevant.
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curve that starts and ends at γ̃, hence it must cross γ, contrary to the hypothesis. It follows that

p′ = p̃k, that is F−1γ̃ =
⋃d
k=1 ν̃k, where the ν̃k are disjoint closed curves, of homotopy type (0, 1),

and p̃k = ν̃k ∩ q. As before, we can label the curves so that the p̃k are positively oriented and so are
p̃k−1, pk, p̃k, where the indexes are mod d. Next, for i ∈ {1, · · · , d} and q ∈ νi, we define the horizontal
segment {ξq(t)}t∈(−δ−(q),δ+(q)) where ξq(t) = q + e1t, ξq(δ+(q)) ∈ ν̃i and ξq(−δ−(q)) ∈ ν̃i−1. We then

define the regions

(5.7) Ωνi =
⋃

q∈νi
ξq.

Clearly, Ωνi ∩Ωνj = ∅ if i 6= j, and
⋃
iΩνi = T2. Note that F : Ωνi ∪ ν̃i−1 → T2 is a bijection, although

the inverse is not continuous. However, if we restrict the map to the set Ωνi then it is a diffeomorphism
between Ωνi and Ωγ = T2 \ {γ̃}. Thus it is well defined the diffeomorphism hνi : Ωγ → Ωνi such that
F ◦ hνi = Id|Ωγ . �

From now on we call hν the inverse branch of F associated to ν and simply h when the curve ν is
clear from the context. We denote by H the set of inverse branches of F . Likewise, for each n ∈ N

we denote with Hn the set of inverse branches of Fn. As usual, we wish to identify the elements of
Hn as compositions of elements of H. Unfortunately, Lemma 5.3 tells us that each h ∈ H is defined
on a domain obtained by removing a curve in Υ from T2. Therefore the composition of two inverse
branches in H may not be well defined. We can however consider the following sets: denoting as Dh

and Rh the domain and the range of h respectively. For a curve γ ∈ Υ and n ∈ N we define18

Hγ,n := {h ∈ Hn : Dh = T
2 \ {γ̃}},

Hn∗,γ :=
{
hn = (h∗1, · · · , h∗n) ∈ Hn : Dh∗

j
⊂ Rh∗

j−1
, j ∈ {2, .., n},Dh∗

1
= T

2 \ {γ̃}
}
.

(5.8)

In Hn∗,γ there exists the obvious equivalence relation hn ∼ h′n if h∗n ◦ · · · ◦ h∗1 = h
′∗
n ◦ · · · ◦ h

′∗
1 and

the quotient of Hn∗,γ is naturally isomorphic to Hγ,n. In the following we will use the two notations
interchangeably. Finally, we define

H∞
γ =

{
h = (h∗1, · · · ) ∈ HN : Dh∗

j+1
⊂ Rh∗

j
, j ∈ N ;Dh∗

1
= T

2 \ {γ̃}
}
.

For h ∈ H∞
γ , the symbol hn will denote the restriction of h to Hn∗,γ and we will say that h ∼ h′ iff their

restrictions are equivalent for each n ∈ N.19

In the following we will often suppress the subscripts γ, ν if it does not create confusion.

5.3.1. Some further notation. For technical reasons it is convenient to work with cones which are
slightly smaller than Cu and Cc. Take ǫ ∈ (0, 1 − ι⋆) small and,20 setting ǫ∗ = 1 − ǫ, let us consider
the cone

(5.9) Cǫ,u = {(x, y) ∈ R
2 : |y| ≤ χuǫ

∗|x|},
which is strictly contained in Cu. In the same way it is defined Cǫ,c. For each p ∈ T2 let Hnp := {h ∈
Hn : p ∈ Dh}. By the expansion of the unstable cone under backward dynamics and the backward
invariance of the central cone we can define mχu(p, h) : T

2 × H∞
p → N and mχu ∈ N as

mχu(p, h) = min{n ∈ N : Dphn(R
2 \Cǫ,u) ⊂ Cǫ,c}

mχu(p) = inf
h∈H∞

mχu(p, h) ; mχu = inf
p∈T2

mχu(p)

m+
χu

(p) = sup
h∈H∞

mχu(p, h) ; m+
χu

= sup
p∈T2

m+
χu

(p).

(5.10)

18Here we are using the notation Hn = H× · · · × H
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n-times

and γ̃ = γ + (1/2, 0).

19As it is messy to define infinite compositions, we define the equivalence relation indirectly.
20During the following sections ǫ will have to satisfy different conditions. However, it is important to note that, once

the conditions are satisfied, the value of ǫ is fixed and it can be considered a uniform constant. Thus for the time being
we will keep track of ǫ, but we will stop when there is no danger of confusion.
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Note that, by (2.5), Cǫ,c ⊃ DphCc, for each h ∈ H1
p.

By a direct computation (see Sub-Lemma C.1 for the details) equation (5.10) implies

λ−mχu (p,h)(p)
−1µmχu < ǫ∗χcχu, ∀p ∈ T

2, h ∈ H∞,(5.11)

c−2 logχ−1
u ≤ mχu ≤ m+

χu
< c+2 (logχ

−1
u + 1),(5.12)

for some uniform constants c−2 , c
+
2 > 0. Next, consider a vector v = (1, u0) ∈ Cu, so that |u0| ∈

[−χu, χu]. By forward invariance of the unstable cone, there exist continuous functions Υn,Ξn :
N× T2 × [−χu, χu] → R such that

DpF
nv = Υn(p, u0)(1,Ξn(p, u0)),

where ‖Ξn‖∞ ≤ χu. We are interested in the evolution of the slope field Ξn. For this purpose it is
convenient to introduce the dynamics Φ(p, u0) = (F (p),Ξ(p, u0)), for p ∈ T2, u0 ∈ [−χu, χu] and where
we use the notation Ξ = Ξ1. The map Φ describes how the slopes of the cones change while iterating
F . Note that

(5.13) Φn(p, u0) = (Fn(p),Ξn(p, u0)) .

Finally, for n ∈ N and h ∈ H∞, let us define the function

(5.14) uh,n(p, u0) = π2 ◦ Φn(hn(p), u0) : T2 × [−χu, χu] → [−χu, χu],
where π2 is the projection on the second coordinate. By Lemma F.1, applied with u = u′ = u0 and
ε0 = 1, we see that uh,n(p, u0) is Lipschitz and the Lipschitz constant can be computed using (F.2).

5.3.2. Admissible central and unstable curves. In the following πk : T2 → T will denote the
projection on the kth component, for k = 1, 2. Also, for ϕ ∈ Cr(T,C) we use the notation (ϕ)(j)(t) =
dj

dtjϕ(t) and ϕ
′ in the case j = 1.

Definition 5.5. Let c be a positive constant, then Γj(c) is the set of the Cr closed curves γ : T → T2

which are parametrized by vertical length, i.e. γ(t) = (γ1(t), t), satisfy conditions c0), c1) and c2) of
assumption (H2), and:

c3) for every 2 ≤ ℓ ≤ j: ‖γ(ℓ)(t)‖ ≤ c(ℓ−1)!.

Given  > 0 and j ≤ r we will call γ ∈ Γj() a (j, )-admissible central curve (or simply admissible
curve if the context is clear). We will choose  in Corollary 5.11.
Similarly, a curve η ∈ Cr(I,T2) of length δ defined on a compact interval I = [0, δ] of T is called an
admissible unstable curve if η′(t) ∈ Cu, it is parametrized by horizontal length and its j-derivative is
bounded by c(j−1)!.

The basic objects used in the paper are integrals along admissible (or pre-admissible) curves. To
estimate precisely such objects are necessary the technical estimates developed in the next subsections.

5.4. Estimates for derivatives: SVPH case.
We start with the following simple, but very helpful, proposition.

Proposition 5.6. There exists a uniform constant C∗ ≥ 1 such that, for every z ∈ T2, any n ∈ N,
any vectors vu ∈ Cu and vc ∈ Cc such that (a, b) := DzF

nvc 6∈ Cu, we have :

C−1
∗

‖DzF
nvu‖

‖vu‖
|b|
‖vc‖ ≤ | detDzF

n| ≤ C∗
‖DzF

n
z v

u‖
‖vu‖

|b|
‖vc‖ .

Proof. Recall that for a matrix D ∈ GL(2,R) and vectors v1, v2 ∈ R2 linearly independent21

(5.15) | detD| = |Dv1 ∧Dv2|
|v1 ∧ v2|

=
‖Dv1‖
‖v1‖

‖Dv2‖
‖v2‖

sin(∡(Dv1, Dv2))

sin(∡(v1, v2))
.

21By ∡(v, w) we mean the absolute value of the angle between v and w, hence it has value in [0, π].
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Let θ = ∡(DFnvu, DFnvc), θ1 = ∡(DFnvu, e1), θ2 = ∡(DFnvc, e1) and θu = arctanχu. Since
DzF

nvu ∈ DFCu we have |θ1| ≤ c θu, for some fixed c ∈ (0, 1). On the other hand, by hypothesis,
|θ2| ≥ θu. Thus

|θ|
|θ2|

≤ |θ2|+ |θ1|
|θ2|

≤ 1 + c

|θ|
|θ2|

≥ |θ2| − |θ1|
|θ2|

≥ 1− c.

The Lemma follows since ‖DFnvc‖ sin θ2 = b. �

Next, we introduce the following quantities for each n ∈ N, p ∈ T2 and some constants C♯ > 0:

Cµ,n := C♯
1− µ−n

µ− 1
≤ C♯min{n, (µ− 1)−1}; Cµ,0 = 0.(5.16)

Remark 5.7. Note that we can always estimate Cµ,n by (µ−1)−1, which is independent on n, and we
will do so if we need estimates uniform in n. Nevertheless, it can be useful to keep track of constants
which deteriorate when µ approaches one (as for Cµ,n), in view of the fast-slow case.

Next, we provide sharp estimates of various quantities relevant in the next sections.

Proposition 5.8. There exist c̄♭ ≥ 1 such that, for any n ∈ N and p ∈ T2, we have:

λ+n (p) ≤ c̄♭λ
−
n (p)

‖(DFn)−1‖C0(T2) ≤ C♯µ
n.

(5.17)

Proof. Let vc ∈ TFn(p)T
2 with vc ∈ Cc unitary, and wu ∈ Cu. Define

w̃u =
DpF

nwu
‖DpFnwu‖

∈ Cu.

For each v ∈ TFn(p)T
2 we can write v = αvc + βw̃u, then

‖(DFnpF
n)−1v‖ ≤ |α|‖(DFnpF

n)−1vc‖+ |β|‖(DFnpF
n)−1w̃u‖

By (2.4) and (2.6) we have the following

(1) ‖(DFnpF
n)−1w̃u‖ ≤ C⋆λ

−n
− ,

(2) ‖(DFnpF
n)−1vc‖ ≤ C⋆µ

n.

Hence,

‖(DFnpF
n)−1v‖ ≤ C⋆µ

n|α|+ C⋆λ
−n
− |β|,

A direct computation shows

{|α|, |β|}+ ≤ 1 + |〈vc, w̃u〉|
1 − 〈vc, w̃u〉2

‖v‖ ≤ 1 + cosϑ

1− (cosϑ)2
‖v‖

where

cosϑ := cos

[
inf

v∈Cu,w∈Cc

{|∡(v, w)|}
]
≤ 1 + χu√

2(1 + χ2
u)

< 1.

From the above the second statement of (5.17) follows. The strategy for proving the first of (5.17) is

similar. We take w1, w2 6∈ Cc unitary and vc = (0, 1) ∈ Cc, and we set ṽc =
(DFnpF

n)−1vc

‖(DFnpFn)−1vc‖ ∈ Cc.

Notice that ‖DpF
nṽc‖ ≤ Cµn. Let w2 = αw1 + βṽc. By (2.5) it follows that there exists a minimal

angle between w1 6∈ Cc and ṽ
c ∈ (DF )−1Cc, thus |α|+ |β| ≤ C for some constant C♯ > 0. Hence,

‖DpF
nw1 −DpF

nw2‖ ≤ |1− α|‖DpF
nw1‖+ C♯µ

n ≤ (1 + C♯)‖DpF
nw1‖+ C♯µ

n.

Since ‖DpF
nw1‖ ≥ Cλ−n (p), it follows that∣∣∣∣1−

‖DpF
nw2‖

‖DpFnw1‖

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣
DpF

nw1

‖DpFnw1‖
− DpF

nw2

‖DpFnw1‖

∣∣∣∣ ≤ (1 + C♯) + C♯
µn

λ−n (p)
.
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Equation (5.17) follows by the arbitrariness of w1, w2 and since µ < λ−.
�

5.5. Sharp estimates for derivatives: SVPH ♯ case. In this section we provide sharper estimates
of the first derivatives. To do so, it is convenient to introduce the following quantities for each n ∈
N,m ≤ n, p ∈ T2 and some constants C♯ > 0:

ς̄n,m(p) := {Cµ,n−m, λ+m(Fn−m(p))}+(5.18)

ςn,m(p) := {1, Cµ,m(λ−n−m(p))−1 + CF ς̄n,m(p)}+; ςn,n := ςn,(5.19)

CF := χu + ‖ω‖Cr ,(5.20)

and we will use the notation ς̄n,m := ‖ς̄n,m‖∞ and ςn,m = ‖ςn,m‖∞.
We have the following improvement of Proposition 5.8.

Proposition 5.9. For each  > 0, m ≤ n and ν ∈ Γ2() such that DFn−mν′ ∈ Cc,
22

‖DFn‖C0
ν
≤ C♯λ

+
n

‖DFn‖C1
ν
≤ C♯λ

+
n ς̄n,mµ

n−m

‖DFn‖C2
ν
≤ C♯(λ

+
n ς̄n,mµ

n−m)2 + C♯λ
+
n ς̄n,mµ

n−m


‖ d
dt
(Dν(t)F

n)−1‖ ≤ C♯µ
2n−mςn,m ◦ ν(t)

‖ d
2

dt2
(Dν(t)F

n)−1‖ ≤ µnCµ,n(1 + CFλ
+
n ) ◦ ν(t)

{
µ2nCµ,nλ

+
m ◦ ν(t) + 

}
.

(5.21)

Proof. By (2.4), we have

(5.22) ‖DxF
k‖ ≤ C♯λ

+
k (x).

Moreover, for each n, k ∈ N, we have

d

dt
Dν(t)F

n =

2∑

s=1

n−1∑

k=0

DFk+1(ν(t))F
n−k−1∂xs(DFk(ν(t))F )Dν(t)F

k(Dν(t)F
kν′)s

d

dt
(Dν(t)F

n)−1 =

2∑

s=1

n−1∑

k=0

(Dν(t)F
k)−1

[
∂xs(DF )

−1(DF (·)F
n−k−1)−1

]
◦ F k(ν(t))

· (Dν(t)F
kν′)s.

(5.23)

The above, also differentiating once more, implies that, for k ≤ n,

‖ d
dt
(Dν(t)F

k)‖ ≤
k−1∑

j=0

λ+k−j−1λ
+
k µ

{j,n−m}−

λ+{j−n+m,0}+

≤ C♯λ
+
k µ

n−m{Cµ,n−m, λ+m}+ = C♯λ
+
k ς̄n,mµ

n−m,

‖ d
2

dt2
(Dν(t)F

n)‖ = ‖
∑

ℓ,s

(∂xℓ
∂xsDxF

n)ν′ℓν
′
s +

∑

s

∂xsDxF
nν′′s ‖

≤ C♯(λ
+
nµ

n−mς̄n,m)2 + C♯λ
+
n ς̄n,mµ

n−m
.

(5.24)

To estimate the second of (5.23), note that there exist ξ, ξ̃ ∈ Cr−1(T2,R2), ‖ξ‖Cr−1 ≤ C♯, such that,
for all w ∈ R2, and 0 < |α| ≤ r − 1,

∥∥∂α(DF )−1w − e1〈∂αξ, w〉
∥∥ ≤ C♯‖w‖‖ω‖C|α|+1

∥∥∥∂α(DF )w − e1〈∂αξ̃, w〉
∥∥∥ ≤ C♯‖w‖‖ω‖C|α|+1.

(5.25)

22Recall Section 5.2 for the definition of ‖ · ‖Cr
ν
and (5.19) for the notations used.
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Thus, setting ηk(p) = DpF
ke1‖DpF

ke1‖−1, we have ‖ηk − e1‖ ≤ C♯χu and, for all w ∈ R2,
∥∥(DxF

k)−1∂xi(DpF )
−1w

∥∥ ≤
∥∥(DxF

k)−1ηk(x)〈∂xiξ, w〉
∥∥

+
∥∥(DxF

k)−1
[
∂xi(DpF )

−1w − ηk(x)〈∂xiξ, w〉
]∥∥

≤ C♯
‖w‖
λ−k (x)

+ C♯µ
k‖w‖(χu + ‖ω‖C2),

(5.26)

where F k(x) = p. Hence, recalling (5.20) and using the above and (5.17), we have, for all k ≤ n

‖ d
dt
((DνF

k)−1)‖ ≤ C♯

{k,n−m}−−1∑

j=0

µk−1{(λ−j ◦ ν)−1 + CFµ
j}

+ C♯

k−1∑

j=n−m
µk−j−1{(λ−j ◦ ν)−1 + CFµ

j}µn−mλ+m−n+j ◦ Fn−m ◦ ν

≤ C♯µ
k+n−m [1 + Cµ,m(λ−n−m ◦ ν)−1 + CF {Cµ,n−m, λ+k−n+m ◦ Fn−m ◦ ν}+

]
.

(5.27)

Therefore we have

(5.28) ‖ d
dt
((Dν(t)F

n)−1)‖ ≤ C♯µ
2n−mςn,m ◦ ν(t),

which yields the statement for the first derivative. Next, differentiating once more the second of (5.23),

d2

dt2
(DνF

n)−1 =

2∑

s=1

n−1∑

k=0

[
d

dt
(Dν(t)F

k)−1

] [
∂xs(DF )

−1(DF (·)F
n−k−1)−1

]
◦ F k(ν)

· (Dν(t)F
kν′)s +

2∑

s,ℓ=1

n−1∑

k=0

(DνF
k)−1

{
∂xℓ

[
∂xs(DF )

−1(DF (·)F
n−k−1)−1

]}
◦ F k(ν)

· (DνF
kν′)ℓ(DνF

kν′)s +
2∑

s=1

n−1∑

k=0

(DνF
k)−1

[
∂xs(DF )

−1(DF (·)F
n−k−1)−1

]
◦ F k(ν)

·
{[

d

dt
DνF

k

]
ν′ +DνF

kν′′
}
.

We estimate the three sums above separately. By (5.26) and (5.28), the first one is bounded by

C♯

n−m−1∑

k=0

µk+2n−m−1ςn,m ◦ ν + C♯

n−1∑

k=n−m
µn+k−mµkςn,m ◦ νµn−k−1µn−mλ+m−n+k ◦ Fn−mν

≤ C♯µ
3n−2m(ςn,mς̄n,m) ◦ ν.

The second one is equal to

n−1∑

k=0

(DνF
k)−1

{
∂2xℓ,xs

(DF )−1 · (DF (·)F
n−k−1)−1

}
◦ F k(ν) · (DνF

kν′)ℓ(DνF
kν′)s

+ (DνF
k)−1

{
∂xs(DF )

−1∂xℓ
(DF (·)F

n−k−1)−1
}
◦ F k(ν) · (DνF

kν′)ℓ(DνF
kν′)s,

so we can use (5.23), (5.25), (5.26) to get the bound

C♯

n−1∑

k=0

[
(λ−k ◦ ν(t))−1 + CFµ

k
]
µn−k

{
1 +

[
Cµ,n−kµ

n−k + CFλ
+
n−k ◦ ν

]}
µ2{k,n−m}−

· (λ+{0,k−n+m}+ ◦ Fn−m ◦ ν(t))2 ≤ µ5n−2mC2
µ,n(1 + CFλ

+
m)2.

For the last term we estimate as above and, recalling (5.24), we obtain the bound

µnCµ,n
{
1 + CFλ

+
n (ν(t))

}
(ς̄n,mµ

n−m + ).
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Collecting the above estimates, the last of the (5.21) readily follows. �

5.6. Iteration of curves: SVPH case.
A key point in the following arguments is to check how the central admissible curves behave under
iteration. As they are just merely technical, we postpone the proofs, except for Corollary 5.11 and
5.15 , to Appendix C to make the reading more fluent.

Lemma 5.10. Let F be SVPH. There exist uniform constants n̄ ∈ N,23 C♭ > 1 and η < 1 such that,
if  > 9

4C
3
♭ µ

3n̄, for each c⋆ > /2, γ ∈ Γℓ(c⋆), 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ r, and n ≥ n̄, setting νn ∈ F−nγ, there exist
diffeomorphisms hn,ν =: hn ∈ Cr(T) such that:
The curve ν̂n = νn ◦ hn is in Γℓ(η

nc⋆ + /2) and

(5.29) ‖hn‖Cℓ ≤





C♭µ
n if ℓ = 1

C4
♭ (c⋆CF + 1)Cµ,nµ

2n if ℓ = 2

C2ℓ!
♭

(
cℓ!⋆CF + 1

)
Caℓµ,nµ

ℓ!n if ℓ > 2,

where aℓ = (ℓ− 1)!
∑ℓ−1
k=0

1
k! , and Cµ,n as in (5.16).

Lemma 5.10 implies immediately the following key result.

Corollary 5.11. Let  = χ
−̟n̄,χu
u , for some ̟n̄,χu ≥ 1. Under the hypothesis of Lemma 5.10, for

each n such that ηn ≤ 1
2 , we have the inclusion F−nΓℓ() ⊂ Γℓ().

Proof. The statement follows by Lemma 5.10 choosing ̟n̄,χu and c⋆ such that

(5.30) c⋆ =  = χ
−̟n̄,χu
u =

9

2
C3
♭ µ

3n̄.

The result then follows since ηn ≤ 1
2 .

�

Remark 5.12. From now on we will use Γ to denote Γr() where  is defined in Corollary 5.11 and
has thus the stated invariance property. As it clear from the proof of the above Corollary, the hypothesis
of Lemma 5.10 suffice to guarantee the backward invariance of the central curves for a SVPH system

with the choice  = χ
−̟n̄,χu
u .

The above results tell us that the space of admissible central curves is stable under backward
iteration of the map. Arguing as above, but forward in time (see [50, Lemma 3.2]), it can be proven
that the space of admissible unstable curves is stable under the iteration of Fn, for n greater than n̄.
In particular, if η : I → T2 is an admissible unstable curve, and ηn is the image of η under Fn, then
there exists a diffeomorphism pn,η =: pn such that

(5.31) p′n(t) =
‖DηF

n · η′(t)‖
‖η′(t)‖ ,

and ηn ◦ pn = Fn ◦ η is an admissible unstable curve. Moreover, as F acts as an expanding map along
those curves, we have the following standard distortion estimate for each n ≥ 1 :

(5.32)
p′n(t)

p′n(s)
≤ C♯, ∀t, s ∈ I.

We will need to control the backward evolution also of curves not in the center cone. The last result
of this section is the following Lemma, which proof can be found in Appendix C, Section C.2.

23The constant n̄ is chosen in (C.10).
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Lemma 5.13. Let F be a SVPH and ∆γ ∈ L∞(T, [1,+∞]) and consider any closed curve γ ∈ Cr,
homotopic to (0, 1), such that ‖γ′(t)‖ = 1 and ‖γ(j+1)(t)‖ ≤ ∆γ(t)

j ,24 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , r} and t ∈ T.
For h ∈ H∞ let n0 ≥ 0 and m be the smallest integers such that, for all t ∈ T,

(5.33) Dγ(t)hn0γ
′(t) 6∈ Cu and Dγ(t)hmγ

′(t) ∈ Int (Cc) ,

and assume that m > {n̄, n0}+.25 Let νk = hk(γ), k ∈ N. For k ≥ n0 then there exists a reparametriza-
tion hk such that, setting ν̂k = νk ◦ hk, π2 ◦ ν̂k(t) = t.

If, for some h, we have m <∞, then:
For η < 1 given in Lemma 5.10,26 Λ as in (5.6), m = σm, where

(5.34) σ =

{
1,

⌈
ln(µ‖∆γ‖∞Λ)

ln η−1

⌉}+

,

and  as in Corollary 5.11, we have ν̂m ∈ Γj() for each j ≥ 1, and the Cj-norm of hm satisfies (5.29)
with c⋆ = χ−2

u ‖∆γ‖∞(µΛ)m.

5.7. Iteration of curves: the SVPH ♯ case. In this sub-section we provide an improvement of
Lemma 5.13, for lower derivatives, in the SVPH ♯ case. Lemma 5.14 deals with the derivatives of ν̂n,
while Lemma 5.16 bounds the derivative of the reparametrization.

Lemma 5.14. In the hypothesis of Lemma 5.13, let F be a SVPH ♯ as in Definition 5.1 where27

(5.35) Bn̂ := c̄3♭C
9
♭ (1 + χ2

c)
3
2 (1 + 6ςn̂Cµ,n̂).

Then there exist C3, C4 ≥ 1 uniform, such that for all γ ∈ Γℓ(c⋆), c⋆ > 0, and n⋆ ∈ {n̂, . . . , c−2 lnχ−1
u },

setting cn⋆ = c
1/n⋆

♭ , c♭ = c̄♭a
n⋆
n⋆
, an⋆ = ((1 + χ2

c)
1/2C3

♭ )
n−1
⋆ ,28

bn⋆ := (C4C
5
♭ ςn⋆Cµ,n∗)

1
n⋆

sn⋆ = C♭µ
4n⋆ς2n⋆

Cµ,n⋆ + C♭ςn⋆Cµ,n⋆µ
5n⋆C3 + C2

µ,n⋆
µ6n⋆C2

3

sn⋆ = sn⋆ + 6ςn⋆C
3
µ,n⋆

µ6n⋆C2
3 + b2n⋆

n⋆
Cµ,n⋆µ

6n⋆C3,

(5.36)

we have, for all n ∈ N,

‖ν̂′′n(t)‖ ≤ c♭c
n
n⋆
µ2nλ−n (γ ◦ hn(t))−1c⋆ + Cµ,n⋆µ

3n⋆C3

‖ν̂′′′n ‖ ≤ c2♭ (1 + 6ςn⋆Cµ,n⋆)c
n
n⋆
µ3n(λ−n (γ ◦ hn(t)))−1c2⋆

+ c2♭b
n⋆
n⋆
µ2n+2n⋆λ−n (γ ◦ hn(t))−1c⋆ + sn⋆ .

(5.37)

The proof of Lemma 5.14 can be found in section C.3 of Appendix C.
The above Lemma implies the following sharper version of Corollary 5.11.

Corollary 5.15. If ℓ ∈ {2, 3} then, in the hypothesis of Lemma 5.14, for all n ≥ n̂, we have
F−nΓℓ() ⊂ Γℓ() with the sharper choice

(5.38)  = 2
√
sn⋆ .

24We will apply this Lemma with ∆γ(t) given by (G.1).
25The other possibilities are already covered by Corollary 5.11.
26See (C.10) for a precise definition of η.
27Recall that condition (5.1) can be satisfied thanks to hypothesis (H3). Also note that for the present Lemma µ3

would suffice, however we will need µ30 in (8.64).
28Recall (5.19) for the definition of ςn while c̄♭ is defined in Proposition 5.9.
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Proof. We use Lemma 5.14. By (5.37) and (5.1) we have, for each n ≥ n̂,

‖ν̂′′n(t)‖ ≤ 1

2
+ Cµ,n⋆µ

3n⋆C3 ≤ 

‖ν̂′′′n ‖ ≤ 1

2


2 + c2♭b
n
n⋆
µ4n(λ−n (γ ◦ hn))−1

+ sn⋆

≤ 1

2


2 +

√
sn⋆

2
+ sn⋆ ≤ 

2,

where in the last line we used our choice of . �

To improve Lemma 5.13 and control the backward evolution of curves not in the center cone, we
introduce a further quantity. Given a smooth curve γ such that π1 ◦ γ′(t) 6= 0 for each t ∈ T, let

ϑγ(t) =

{ |π2 ◦ γ′(t)|
|π1 ◦ γ′(t)|

, χu

}+

ϑγ = inf
t
{ϑγ(t))}.

(5.39)

The last result of this section is the next Lemma, which proof is in Appendix C, section C.4.

Lemma 5.16. In the case j ∈ {1, 2} we have the following sharper version of Lemma 5.13:
If F is a SVPH ♯, for each p ∈ γ and n⋆ ∈ {n̂, · · · , c−2 logχ−1

u }, let m(p, h, n⋆) ≡ m be the minimum
integer such that

c♭c
m
n⋆
µ2mλ+m−m(ν̂m ◦ hm−m(t))−1Mm,n0(t) ≤ Cµ,n⋆µ

3n⋆C3,

c2♭ b
n⋆
n⋆
µ2m+2n⋆λ−m−m(γ ◦ hm−m(t))−1Mm,n0(t) ≤

1

2
sn⋆

c2♭ (1 + 6ςn⋆Cµ,n⋆)c
m
n⋆
µ3m(λ−m−m(γ ◦ hm−m(t)))−1Mm,n0(t) ≤

1

2
sn⋆ ,

(5.40)

where

Mm,n0(t) := C♯

[
Λ2n0µ2m∆γ ◦ hn0(t) + Cµ,mµ

3mϑ−1
ν̂n0

]{
1 + µ2mϑ−1

ν̂n0
CF

}

Mm,n0(t) := µ8mC2
µ,m(1 + CFµ

mϑ−1
ν̂n0

)2

×
[
1 + Λ2n0∆γ ◦ hn0ϑν̂n0

+ Λ3n0(∆γ ◦ hn0)
2ϑν̂n0

]
ϑ−2
ν̂n0

.

(5.41)

and an⋆ , bn⋆ , cn⋆ , sn⋆ are defined in Lemma 5.14.
Then ν̂m ∈ Γ3() and, setting h̄k−n0 = h−1

n0
◦ hk,

C♯Λ
−n0ϑν̂n0

(h̄m−n0(t))
−1µ−m+n0 ≤ |h′m(t)| ≤ C♯Λ

n0ϑν̂n0
(h̄m−n0(t))

−1µm−n0

|h′′m| ≤ C♯µ
3mϑ−1

ν̂n0
Λ3n0

{
∆γϑ

−1
ν̂n0

+Mm,n0(CFCµ,m + 1) + Cµ,m

}
.

(5.42)

5.8. Distortion: the SVPH case.
We conclude this section with some technical distortion results needed in the following.

Lemma 5.17. For all n ∈ N, ν ∈ F−n(Γ()) and x, y ∈ ν, we have

(5.43) e−µ
nCµ,n‖x−y‖ ≤ λ+n (x)

λ+n (y)
≤ eµ

nCµ,n‖x−y‖.

Proof. We prove it by induction. To start with, let x = ν(t1), y = ν(t2) such that ‖x − y‖ ≤ τn for
some τn to be chosen shortly. For n = 1 we have, for all unit vector v 6∈ Cc,

‖DxFv‖
‖DyFv‖

≤ e
ln
[

1+
‖DxFv−DyFv‖

‖DyFv‖

]

≤ e
‖DxFv−DyFv‖

‖DyFv‖ .

(5.44) ‖DxFv −DyFv‖ ≤
∫ t2

t1

‖ d
ds
Dν(s)Fv‖ds ≤ C♯|t2 − t1| ≤ C♯‖x− y‖,
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the case n = 1 follows. Assume it is true for each k < n, then, by the triangular inequality

‖DyF
nv −DxF

nv‖ ≤
n−1∑

k=0

‖DFk+1yF
n−k−1(DFkyF −DFkxF )DxF

kv‖

≤ C♯

n−1∑

k=0

λ+n−k−1(F
ky)λ+k (x)‖DFkyF −DFkxF‖ ≤ C♯

n−1∑

k=0

λ+n−k−1(F
ky)λ+k (x)µ

k‖x− y‖.

Since ν ∈ F−n(Γ(c)), ‖DFkyF −DFkxF‖ ≤ C♯µ
k‖x− y‖. Also remark that (5.17) and the induction

hypothesis imply

λ+n−k(F
ky)λ+k (x) ≤ eµ

kCµ,k‖x−y‖λ+n−k(F
ky)λ+k (y) ≤ C♯λ

−
n (y),

provided we have chosen τn small enough. Accordingly, since ‖DyF
nv‖ ≥ λ−n (y),

‖DxF
nv‖

‖DyFnv‖
≤ e

‖DxFnv−DyFnv‖

‖DyFnv‖ ≤ eC♯

∑n−1
k=0 µ

k‖x−y‖.

We can now choose v such that ‖DxF
nv‖ = λ+n (x) so

λ+n (x)

λ+n (y)
≤ ‖DxF

nv‖
‖DyFnv‖

≤ eC♯

∑n−1
k=0 µ

k‖x−y‖ ≤ eCµ,nµ
n‖x−y‖,

which proves the upper bound, for points close enough. Next, for all x, y ∈ ν we can consider close
intermediate points {xi}li=0, x0 = x, xl = y, to which the above applies, hence

λ+n (x)

λ+n (y)
≤ ‖DxF

nv‖
‖DyFnv‖

=

l−1∏

i=0

‖DxiF
nv‖

‖Dxi+1F
nv‖ ≤ eµ

nCµ,n
∑l−1

i=0 ‖xi+1−xi‖.

Taking the limit for l → ∞ we have the distance, along the curve, between x and y which is bounded
by C♯‖x− y‖. This proves the upper bound. The lower bound is proven similarly. �

Next, we prove other two distortion Lemmata, inspired by Lemma 6.2 in [32]. Even though the
basic idea of the proof is the same, the presence of the central direction creates some difficulties.

Lemma 5.18. For each c⋆ ≥ , γ ∈ Γ(c⋆), n > n̄ and 0 ≤ ρ ≤ r − 1, we have

∑

νn∈F−nγ

∥∥∥∥
h′n

detDν̂nF
n

∥∥∥∥
Cρ(T)

≤ C♯c
ρ!−1
⋆ (1 + CF c

βρ
⋆ ){ρ+1,(ρ+1)ρ/2}+

C ãρµ,nµ
b̃ρn

∑

νn∈F−nγ

∥∥∥∥
1

detDν̂nF
n

∥∥∥∥
Cρ(T)

≤ C♯c
ρ!−1
⋆ (1 + CF c

βρ
⋆ ){ρ+1,(ρ+1)ρ/2}+

C ãρµ,nµ
(b̃ρ+1)n

(5.45)

where βρ = 1 for ρ ≤ 2 and βρ = ρ! otherwise; ãρ = ρ + 1, b̃ρ = ρ! − 1, for ρ ≤ 2, and29 ãρ =

aρρ(ρ+ 1)/2 + 1, b̃ρ = ρ!ρ(ρ+ 1)/2 + 1, otherwise.

Proof. For every ν ∈ F−nγ define

Ψνn(t) =
h′n(t)

detDν̂n(t)F
n
,

and recall that in dimension one holds ‖Ψνn‖C0 ≤ ‖Ψνn‖L1 + ‖Ψ′
νn‖L1 . We then first look for a bound

of the W 1,1(T)-norm of Ψνn . Since e1 = (1, 0) ∈ Cu, Dν̂nF
nν̂′n 6∈ Cu and recalling that Fnν̂n = γ ◦hn,

we have

h′nDν̂nF
ne1 ∧ γ′ ◦ hn = Dν̂nF

ne1 ∧Dν̂nF
nν̂′n = det(Dν̂nF

n)e1 ∧ ν̂′n.
Thus we have the equation

(5.46)
|h′n(t)|

| detDν̂n(t)F
n| =

‖e1 ∧ ν̂′n(t)‖
‖Dν̂n(t)F

ne1 ∧ γ′ ◦ hn(t)‖
.

29Recall the definition of aρ in Lemma 5.10
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Since ‖γ′‖ ≥ 1 we have, recalling definition (5.39),

(5.47) ‖Dν̂nF
ne1 ∧ γ′ ◦ hn‖ ≥ C♯ϑγ ◦ hn‖Dν̂nF

ne1‖.
Therefore, since ‖ν̂′n‖2 ≤ 1 + χ2

c , we have

(5.48)
∑

νn∈F−nγ

‖Ψνn‖L1 .
∑

νn∈F−nγ

∥∥∥∥
1

ϑγ ◦ hn‖Dν̂nF
n · e1‖

∥∥∥∥
L1

.

Recall that, by Lemma 5.3, for each ν̂n we have an inverse branch hν̂n : Ωγ → Ων̂n such that Fn◦hν̂n =
IdΩγ . Note that the domain Ων̂n can be written as

⋃
t∈T

ξt,ν̂n , where ξt,ν̂n(s) = ν̂n(t) + se1 are

horizontal segments defined on an interval It of length δν̂n(t) whose images are unstable curves ξ♯t,γ
with length(ξ♯t,γ) = δ♯t,γ ≥ 1. Let pn,ξt,νn be the diffeomorphism associated to ξt,νn , see formula (5.31).
By equation (5.32) p′n,ξt,νn (s) . p′n,ξt,νn (0) = ‖Dν̂n(t)F

ne1‖. It follows

1 ≤ δ♯t,γ =

∫

It

∥∥∥∥
d

ds
Fn(ξt,ν̂n(s))

∥∥∥∥ ds ≤ C♯δν̂n(t)p
′
n,ξt,νn

(0) = C♯δν̂n(t)‖Dν̂n(t)F
ne1‖,

from which

(5.49) ‖Dν̂n(t)F
ne1‖ &

1

δν̂n(t)
.

Since by Lemma 5.3 the Ωνn are all disjoints and the νn are parametrized vertically, by (5.49) we
have30

(5.50)
∑

νn∈Fnγ

∥∥∥∥
1

‖Dν̂n(t)F
ne1‖

∥∥∥∥
L1

.
∑

ν̂n∈Fnγ

∫

T

δν̂n(t) =
∑

νn∈Fnγ

m(Ων̂n) = m(T2) = 1.

Using this in (5.48) yields

(5.51)
∑

νn∈Fnγ

‖Ψνn‖L1 ≤ C♯ϑ
−1
γ ≤ C♯,

since |π1 ◦ γ′(t)|−1 ≥ χ−1
c > 1 > χu implies ϑ−1

γ ≤ 1. To bound the L1 norm of the derivative we can
notice that:

(5.52) ‖Ψ′
νn‖L1 ≤

∥∥∥∥
Ψ′
νn

Ψνn

∥∥∥∥
C0

‖Ψνn‖L1 .

For each 0 ≤ i ≤ n, let νn−i = F iνn and hi be the diffeomorphism such that ν̂i = νi◦hi is parametrized
by vertical length. Define the diffeomorphisms h∗i by

(5.53) ν̂i = F ◦ ν̂i+1 ◦ (h∗i+1)
−1,

where ν0 = γ and h∗0 = h0 = Id. Note that hi = h∗1 ◦ · · · ◦ h∗i . We can then write

Ψνn(t) =
d
dthn(t)

detDν̂n(t)F
n
=

∏n
i=1(h

∗
i )

′ ◦ h∗i+1 ◦ · · · ◦ h∗n∏n
i=1(detDν̂iF ) ◦ h∗i+1 ◦ · · · ◦ h∗n

(t)

=

n∏

i=1

(ψi ◦ h∗i+1 ◦ · · · ◦ h∗n)(t),

where ψi(t) = (h∗i )
′(t) · (detDν̂i(t)F )

−1. Hence,

(5.54)

∣∣∣∣
Ψ′
νn

Ψνn

∣∣∣∣ ≤
n∑

i=1

∣∣∣∣
(
ψ′
i

ψi
◦ h∗i+1 ◦ · · · ◦ h∗n

)
(h∗i+1 ◦ · · · ◦ h∗n)′

∣∣∣∣ .

Differentiating twice (5.53), yields

ν̂′i ◦ h∗i+1 · (h∗i+1)
′ = Dν̂i+1F ν̂

′
i+1.

30Here m(A) is the Lebesgue measure of a set A.
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Since ν̂n ∈ Γ(c⋆), multiplying by e2 and remembering (2.9) we have

(h∗i+1)
′ = 〈e2, Dν̂i+1F ν̂

′
i+1〉 = (∂xω) ◦ ν̂i+1 · 〈e1, ν̂′i+1〉+ 1 + (∂θω) ◦ ν̂i+1

Thus ‖ψi‖C0 ≤ C♯ and, by (5.5), it follows that ‖ψi‖C1 ≤ C♯(1 + CF c⋆), while for ρ ≥ ℓ > 1,

‖ψi‖Cℓ ≤ C♯(c
(ℓ−1)!
⋆ + CF c

ℓ!
⋆ ). Thus, setting hi,n = h∗i+1 ◦ · · · ◦ h∗n, by (5.5) we have

∥∥∥∥
Ψ′
νn

Ψνn

∥∥∥∥
Cℓ−1

.

n−1∑

i=0

∥∥(logψi ◦ hi,n)′
∥∥
Cℓ−1 .

n−1∑

i=0

‖logψi ◦ hi,n‖Cℓ

.

n−1∑

i=0

‖ logψi‖Cℓ

ℓ−1∑

j=0

‖hi,n‖jCℓ

which, recalling (5.29), yields

(5.55)

∥∥∥∥
Ψ′
νn

Ψνn

∥∥∥∥
Cℓ−1

.





Cµ,n(CF c⋆ + 1) for ℓ = 1

Cµ,nc⋆(CF c⋆ + 1) for ℓ = 2

c
(ℓ−1)!
⋆ (CF c

ℓ!
⋆ + 1)ℓCℓaℓµ,nµ

nℓℓ! for 2 < ℓ ≤ ρ.

In particular, the above estimates in the case ℓ = 1 and (5.52) gives
∑

νn∈Fnγ

‖Ψ′
νn‖L1 ≤ C♯Cµ,nµ

n(CF c⋆ + 1)
∑

νn∈Fnγ

‖Ψνn‖L1 ≤ C♯Cµ,nµ
n(CF c⋆ + 1),

which gives ∑

νn∈F−nγ

‖Ψνn‖C0 . Cµ,n(1 + CF c⋆).

Then

∑

νn∈F−nγ

‖Ψνn‖C1 .
∑

νn∈F−nγ

‖Ψ′
νn‖C0 .

∑

νn∈F−nγ

∥∥∥∥
Ψ′
νn

Ψνn

∥∥∥∥
C0

‖Ψνn‖C0 . C2
µ,n(1 + CF c⋆)

2

∑

νn∈F−nγ

‖Ψνn‖C2 .
∑

νn∈F−nγ

∥∥∥∥
Ψ′
νn

Ψνn

∥∥∥∥
C1

‖Ψνn‖C1 . C3
µ,nc⋆(1 + CF c⋆)

3.

To conclude we can obtain the general case ρ ∈ {3, . . . , r − 1} by induction as follows:

∑

νn∈F−nγ

‖Ψνn‖Cρ .
∑

νn∈F−nγ

‖Ψ′
νn‖Cρ−1 .

∑

νn∈F−nγ

∥∥∥∥
Ψ′
νn

Ψνn

∥∥∥∥
Cρ−1

‖Ψνn‖Cρ−1

. c
(ρ−1)!
⋆ (CF c

ρ!
⋆ + 1)ρCρaρµ,nµ

nρρ!
∑

νn∈F−nγ

‖Ψνn‖Cρ−1

. cρ!−2
⋆ (CF c

ρ!
⋆ + 1)(ρ+1)ρ/2−3C

aρ
∑ρ

k=0 k
µ,n µnρ!

∑ρ
k=0 k

∑

νn∈F−nγ

‖Ψνn‖C2

. cρ!−1
⋆ (CF c

ρ!
⋆ + 1)(ρ+1)ρ/2C

aρ
ρ(ρ+1)

2 +1
µ,n µρ!

ρ(ρ+1)
2 +1)n.

The procedure to prove the second of (5.45) is analogous, with the difference that, by (5.46) and (C.8),
the estimate for ρ = 0 gives another C♯µ

n, while the computation for ρ ≥ 1 is exactly the same, but
using ψi = (detDν̂i(t)F )

−1 instead. �

The next result is a refinement of the previous Lemma in the more general case in which γ′ is not
contained neither in Cc nor in Cu, and it is parametrised by arc-length. Let h0 be such that ν̂0 = γ◦h0
is parametrised vertically. To state the result it is convenient to define the following quantities

ϑν̂0,m(t) = inf
|s−t|≤c♯m‖ω‖∞

ϑν̂0(s)(5.56)
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Lemma 5.19. In the same hypothesis of Lemma 5.13 with n0 = 0, we have
∑

νm∈F−mγ

∥∥∥∥
h′m

detDν̂mF
m

∥∥∥∥
Cρ(T)

≤ C♯(χ
−1
u ∆γ)

c♯ϑ−1
γ Λc♯m, ρ ≥ 2.(5.57)

Proof. We use the same notations of the proof of Lemma 5.18. Note that (5.48) holds true for each
γ′ 6∈ Cu, so we can proceed exactly as in the proof of above Lemma 5.18, but with the following
differences: ϑγ in (5.51) is not bounded by a uniform constant C♯, as γ is not an admissible central
curve. Moreover, we use the estimates in (5.55) with c⋆ = χ−2

u ‖∆γ‖∞(µΛ)m provided by Lemma 5.13,
so that the last of (5.57) follows. �

By the above we can also obtain a key estimate of the L∞ norm of Ln1.
Corollary 5.20. Let L := LF be the transfer operator defined in (4.1). Then, for each n ∈ N,

(5.58) ‖Ln1‖L∞(T2) ≤ Cµ,n(1 + CF )µ
n.

Proof. For any x ∈ T2 we want to estimate the quantity

(5.59) Ln1(x) =
∑

y∈F−nx

1

| detDyFn|
.

Recall the notation in Section 5.3 and take y ∈ γ, where γ ∈ Γ() is an admissible central curve. Then,
for every x ∈ F−n(y), there exist t ∈ T and ν ∈ F−nγ such that x = ν(hn(t)) = ν̂(t). Hence

sup
y∈γ

∑

x∈F−n(y)

∣∣∣∣
1

detDxFn

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∑

ν∈F−nγ

∥∥∥∥
h′ν,n

detDν̂Fn

∥∥∥∥
C0

‖(h′ν,n)−1‖C0 .

By equations (C.8) and (2.6) we know that ‖(h′n)−1‖C0 ≤ C♯µ
n, for every ν and n. Moreover, Lemma

5.18 gives the bound
∑

ν∈F−nγ

∥∥∥∥
h′ν

detDν̂Fn

∥∥∥∥
C0

≤ Cµ,n(1 + CF)µ
n.

�

Remark 5.21. With some extra work the estimate (5.58) can be made sharper, however the above
bound is good enough for our current purposes. We will need an improvement, provided in Lemma
10.5, in Section 10.

5.9. Distortion: the SVPH ♯ case. In the case of SVPH ♯ we need an improvement of Lemma 5.19
for the first derivatives. To state the result it is convenient to define the following quantities:

ϑν̂0,m(t) = inf
|s−t|≤c♯m‖ω‖∞

ϑν̂0(s)

Jγ,n =

∫

T

[ϑν̂0,n(s)]
−1
ds,

Iγ,m = Cµ,mµ
4m
[
1 + µm(ϑν̂0 ◦ h̄m)−1CF )

]
(ϑν̂0 ◦ h̄m)−1∆γ .

(5.60)

Lemma 5.22. In the same hypothesis of Lemma 5.16 with n0 = 0, we have
∑

νm∈F−mγ

∥∥∥∥
h′m

detDν̂mF
m

∥∥∥∥
C0(T)

≤ C♯Iγ,mJγ,m

∑

νm∈F−mγ

∥∥∥∥
h′m

detDν̂mF
m

∥∥∥∥
C1(T)

≤ C♯(Iγ,m)2Jγ,m

∑

νm∈F−mγ

∥∥∥∥
h′m

detDν̂mF
m

∥∥∥∥
C2(T)

≤ C4
µ,mµ

5m(1 + CFµ
mϑ−1

ν̂0
)O⋆mI

3
γ,mJγ,m

(5.61)

where O⋆m =Mm,0(1 + CFMm,0)
3.31

31Where Mm,n is defined in (5.41).
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Proof. We use the same notations of the proof of Lemma 5.18. To clarify the argument we use the more
precise notation hν̂n rather than hn, since the dependence on the branch is relevant in the following.

Thus, setting, for each n ≤ m, Ψνn(t) =
h′
νn

(t)

detDν̂n(t)Fn and recalling (5.49), we can write

∑

νn∈F−nγ

‖Ψν̂n‖L1 ≤ C♯
∑

νn∈F−nγ

∫

T

δν̂n(s)

ϑγ ◦ hν̂n(s)
ds.

Setting Fn(ν̂n(t)) = ν̂0 ◦ h̄ν̂n(t) we have hν̂n(t) = h0 ◦ h̄ν̂n(t) and ν̂0 = γ ◦ h0, π2(ν̂′0) = 1. Then, since
|π2(Fn(x, θ)) − θ| ≤ n‖ω‖∞ it follows that,

|h̄ν̂m(t)− t| = |π2(Fm(ν̂m(t))) − t))| ≤ m‖ω‖∞.
Accordingly,

ϑγ ◦ hν̂n(s) = ϑν̂0 ◦ h̄ν̂n(s) ≥ inf
|s−τ |≤c♯n‖ω‖∞

ϑν̂0(τ) = ϑν̂0,n(s).

Thus

∑

ν̂n∈F−nγ

‖Ψν̂n‖L1 ≤ C♯

∫

T

∑
ν̂n∈F−nγ δν̂n(s)

ϑν̂0,n(s)
ds ≤ C♯

∫

T

[ϑν̂0,n(s)]
−1
ds.(5.62)

Next, let m⋆(t) be the smallest integer k for which ν̂′k ∈ Cc. Note that, setting m1 = m −m⋆ and

Ψ̃ν̂m(t) =
h̄′
ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

detDν̂m(t)F
m1

, where h̄ν̂n,ν̂m is such that Fn−mν̂m = ν̂n ◦ h̄ν̂n,ν̂m ,

∑

ν̂m∈F−mγ

Ψν̂m(t) =
∑

Fm⋆ ν̂m⋆∈γ

∑

Fm1 ν̂m∈ν̂m⋆

h′ν̂m⋆
◦ h̄ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

· h̄′ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

detDν̂mF
m1 · detDν̂m⋆◦h̄ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

Fm⋆

=
∑

ν̂m⋆∈F−m⋆γ

Ψν̂m⋆
◦ h̄ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

∑

ν̂m∈F−m1 ν̂m⋆

Ψ̃ν̂m .

(5.63)

Since ν̂′m⋆
∈ Cc, we apply Lemma 5.18, with c⋆ = ‖ν̂′′m⋆

‖ and remember (C.45), we write

∑

ν̂m∈F−m1 ν̂m⋆

∥∥∥Ψ̃ν̂m
∥∥∥
C0

≤ Cµ,m(1 + CFMm⋆,0)

∑

ν̂m∈F−m1 ν̂m⋆

∥∥∥Ψ̃ν̂m
∥∥∥
C1

≤ C2
µ,m(1 + CFMm⋆,0)

2

∑

ν̂m∈F−m1 ν̂m⋆

∥∥∥Ψ̃ν̂m
∥∥∥
C2

≤ C3
µ,mµ

mMm⋆,0(1 + CFMm⋆,0)
3.

(5.64)

Next, using (5.46),32

Ψ′
ν̂m⋆

Ψν̂m⋆

=
e1 ∧ ν̂′′m⋆

e1 ∧ ν̂′m⋆

− ∂t
(
Dν̂m⋆

Fm⋆e1
)
∧ γ′ ◦ hm⋆ +Dν̂m⋆

Fm⋆e1 ∧ γ′′ ◦ hm⋆ · h′m⋆

Dν̂m⋆
Fm⋆e1 ∧ γ′ ◦ hm⋆

=−
([
(Dν̂m⋆

Fm⋆)−1∂t
(
Dν̂m⋆

Fm⋆
)]
e1
)
∧ ν̂′m⋆

− e1 ∧ (Dν̂m⋆
Fm⋆)−1γ′′ ◦ hm⋆ · (h′m⋆

)2,

(5.65)

where we used that e1 ∧ ν̂′′m⋆
= 0, since the vectors are parallel, and e1 ∧ ν̂′m⋆

= 1. Letting η, ‖η‖ = 1

such that (DFm⋆)−1η ∧ e1 = 0 we can write e1 = aη + be2, with |b| ≤ χu. Hence, using (5.23), (5.25),

32Remark that two forms are isomorphic to functions, and since here they are never zero we can disregard the norm.
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(C.1), (5.42) and Sublemma C.1 we have

‖
[
(Dν̂m⋆

Fm⋆)−1∂t
(
Dν̂m⋆

Fm⋆
)]
e1‖ ≤

≤
m⋆−1∑

k=0

‖(Dν̂m⋆
F k+1)−1

[
∂xiDFk(ν̂m⋆ )

F
]
Dν̂m⋆

F ke1‖ · ‖Dν̂m⋆
F kν̂′m⋆

‖

≤
m⋆−1∑

k=0

C♯(1 + µkCFλ
+
k )‖(DFkν̂m⋆

Fm⋆−k)−1Dν̂m⋆
Fm⋆ ν̂′m⋆

‖

≤ Cµ,m⋆µ
m⋆(1 + λ+m⋆

(ν̂m⋆)CF )|h′m⋆
|

≤ Cµ,m⋆µ
2m⋆(1 + µm⋆(ϑν̂0 ◦ h̄m⋆)

−1CF )(ϑν̂0 ◦ h̄m⋆)
−1.

(5.66)

On the other hand, writing, as before, γ′′ = η+αe2 with ‖η‖ ≤ ‖γ′′‖, |α| ≤ CF ‖γ′′‖ and DFm⋆e1∧η =
0, yields

|e1 ∧ (Dν̂m⋆
Fm⋆)−1γ′′| = |〈e2, (Dν̂m⋆

Fm⋆)−1γ′′〉| ≤ C♯µ
m⋆(1 + µm⋆CFϑν̂0)ϑν̂0∆γ .

Thus, recalling (5.29),

(5.67)

∣∣∣∣∣
Ψ′
ν̂m⋆

Ψν̂m⋆

◦ h̄ν̂m,ν̂m⋆
· h̄′ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C♯Iγ,m⋆ .

By (5.63), (5.67) and (5.62) it follow, for all n ∈ {m⋆, . . . ,m},
∑

ν̂n∈F−nγ

‖Ψν̂n‖C0 ≤
∑

ν̂n∈F−nγ

(
1 +

∥∥∥∥
Ψ′
ν̂n

Ψν̂n

∥∥∥∥
C0

)
‖Ψν̂n‖L1

≤ C♯Iγ,n
∑

ν̂n∈F−nγ

‖Ψν̂n‖L1 ≤ C♯Iγ,n

∫

T

[ϑν̂0,n(s)]
−1
ds.

(5.68)

which proves the first of (5.57). Next,

‖Ψ′
ν̂m‖C0 ≤

∥∥∥∥
Ψ′
ν̂m

Ψν̂m

∥∥∥∥
C0

‖Ψν̂m‖C0 .

leads immediately to the second of (5.61).
To conclude the lemma we must compute Ψ′′

ν̂m⋆
, which can be obtained by (5.65):

Ψ′′
ν̂m⋆

Ψν̂m⋆

=

[
Ψ′
ν̂m⋆

Ψν̂m⋆

]′
+

[
Ψ′
ν̂m⋆

Ψν̂m⋆

]2

= −
{
∂t
[
(Dν̂m⋆

Fm⋆)−1∂t
(
Dν̂m⋆

Fm⋆
)]
e1
}
∧ ν̂′m⋆

−
{[
(Dν̂m⋆

Fm⋆)−1∂t
(
Dν̂m⋆

Fm⋆
)]
e1
}
∧ ν̂′′m⋆

− e1 ∧
[
∂t(Dν̂m⋆

Fm⋆)−1
]
γ′′ ◦ hm⋆ · (h′m⋆

)2 − e1 ∧ (Dν̂m⋆
Fm⋆)−1γ′′′ ◦ hm⋆ · (h′m⋆

)3

− 2e1 ∧ (Dν̂m⋆
Fm⋆)−1γ′′ ◦ hm⋆ · h′m⋆

h′′m⋆
+

[
Ψ′
ν̂m⋆

Ψν̂m⋆

]2
.

(5.69)

We estimate the lines of (5.69) one at a time. For the first line, by (5.23) we can write

(Dν̂m⋆
Fm⋆)−1∂t(Dν̂m⋆

Fm⋆) =

2∑

s=1

m⋆−1∑

k=0

(Dν̂m⋆
F k+1)−1∂xs(DFk(ν̂m⋆ (t))

F )Dν̂m⋆ (t)
F k(Dν̂m⋆ (t)

F kν̂′m⋆
)s.

We can thus use the fourth of (5.21), with n = m = m⋆ and  = Mm⋆,0, and argue as in (5.66) to
bound the first line of (5.69) by

C♯(1 + µm⋆CFϑ
−1
ν̂0

)
[
(λ+m⋆

◦ ν̂m⋆)
2 + (λ+m⋆

◦ ν̂m⋆)
2 + λ+m⋆

◦ ν̂m⋆Mm⋆,0

]

≤ C♯(1 + µm⋆CFϑ
−1
ν̂0

)2µ4m⋆ϑ−2
ν̂0

(1 + ∆γϑν̂0).
(5.70)
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To estimate the second line we use the second line of (5.23), arguing as above, and (5.42)

Cµ,m⋆µ
4m⋆(1 + µm⋆CFϑ

−1
ν̂0

)2∆γϑ
−1
ν̂0

+ µ4m⋆(1 + µm⋆CFϑ
−1
ν̂0

)∆2
γϑ

−2
ν̂0
.(5.71)

Finally, again by (5.42) and recalling (5.67), the last line is estimated by

(5.72) µ4m⋆(1 + µm⋆CFϑ
−1
ν̂0

)Mm⋆,0ϑ
−2
ν̂0

+ C♯I
2
γ,m⋆

µ−2m⋆

Thus

(5.73)

∣∣∣∣∣
Ψ′′
ν̂m⋆

Ψν̂m⋆

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ µ7m⋆C2
µ,m⋆

(1 + µm⋆CFϑ
−1
ν̂0

)2(1 + ∆2
γ + µm⋆ϑ−1

ν̂0
)ϑ−2
ν̂0
.

To conclude note that∣∣∣∣
(Ψνm⋆

◦ h̄ν̂m,ν̂m⋆
)′′

Ψνm⋆
◦ h̄ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
Ψ′′
νm ◦ h̄ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

Ψνm ◦ h̄ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

(
h̄′ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

)2
+

Ψ′
νm ◦ h̄ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

Ψνm ◦ h̄ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

h̄′′ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣
Ψ′′
νm

Ψνm

∣∣∣∣µ
2m + Cµ,m

∣∣∣∣
Ψ′
νm

Ψνm

∣∣∣∣ (1 + CFMm⋆,0)µ
2m

≤ C3
µ,m⋆

µ10m⋆(1 + CFµ
m⋆ϑ−1

ν̂0
)3∆2

γϑ
−2
ν̂0

≤ Cµ,m⋆µ
2m⋆(1 + CFµ

m⋆ϑ−1
ν̂0

)I2γ,m,

(5.74)

where, in the last lines we have used (5.29), with c⋆ = Mm⋆,0, and (5.73), (5.67). We finally have, by
(5.64), (5.74), and (5.68),

∑

νm∈Fmγ

‖Ψνm‖C2 ≤
∑

ν̂m⋆∈F−m⋆γ

∥∥Ψν̂m⋆
◦ h̄ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

∥∥
C2

∑

ν̂m∈F−m1 ν̂m⋆

∥∥∥Ψ̃ν̂m
∥∥∥
C2

≤
∑

ν̂m⋆∈F−m⋆γ

{
Iγ,m⋆ +

∥∥∥∥
[Ψν̂m⋆

◦ h̄ν̂m,ν̂m⋆
]′′

Ψν̂m⋆
◦ h̄ν̂m,ν̂m⋆

∥∥∥∥
C0

}
‖Ψν̂m⋆

◦ h̄ν̂m,ν̂m⋆
‖C0

× C3
µ,mµ

mMm⋆,0(1 + CFMm⋆,0)
3

≤ C4
µ,mµ

5m(1 + CFµ
m⋆ϑ−1

ν̂0
)Mm⋆,0(1 + CFMm⋆,0)

3
I
3
γ,mJγ,m.

The Lemma follows since m ≤ m⋆. �

6. A first Lasota-Yorke inequality

We define a class of geometric norms inspired by [32] and [3]. Given u ∈ Cr(T2,R) and an integer
ρ < r, we denote by Bρ the completion of Cr(T2,R) with respect to the norm:

(6.1) ‖u‖ρ := max
|α|≤ρ

sup
γ∈Γ()

sup
φ∈C|α|(T)
‖φ‖

C|α|=1

∫

T

φ(t)(∂αu)(γ(t))dt.

This defines a decreasing sequence of Banach spaces continuously embedded in L1, namely

(6.2) ‖u‖L1 ≤ C‖u‖ρ1 ≤ C‖u‖ρ2 , for every 0 ≤ ρ1 ≤ ρ2 ≤ r − 1.

To see this we observe that, since σx(t) = (x, t) ∈ Γ,

‖u‖L1 = sup
‖φ‖C0(T2)≤1

∫

T

dx

∫

T

dyφ(x, y)u(x, y) ≤
∫

T

dx sup
‖φ‖C0(T2)≤1

∫

T

dyφ(x, y)u(x, y)

≤
∫

T

dx sup
‖φ‖C0(T)≤1

∫

T

dt φ(t)u(σx(t)) ≤
∫

T

dx‖u‖0 = ‖u‖0.

The above proves the first inequality of (6.2), the others being trivial.
Next, we prove a Lasota-Yorke type inequality between the spaces Bρ and Bρ−1.
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Theorem 6.1. Let F ∈ Cr(T2,T2) be a SVPH. Let L := LF be the transfer operator defined in (4.1),
and n̄ be the integer given in Lemma 5.10. For each ρ ∈ [1, r − 1] and n > n̄, there exists Cn,ρ such
that

‖Lnu‖0 ≤ (1 + CF )Cµ,nµ
n‖u‖0(6.3)

‖Lnu‖ρ ≤ ρ,F
C
āρ
µ,nµb̄ρn

λρn−
‖u‖ρ + Cn,ρ‖u‖ρ−1(6.4)

where āρ = 1 + 2aρρ
2 + ρ, b̄ρ = (ρ! + 1)(ρ2 + 2) and ρ,F := 

ρ!(2ρ+1)(1 + CF
ρ!)c̄ρ where c̄ρ =

1 + {ρ+ 1, ρ(ρ+ 1)/2}+.

We postpone the proof of Theorem 6.1 to section 6.3. First we need to develop several results on the
commutators between differential operators and transfer operators.

6.1. Differential Operators.
For s, ρ ∈ N we denote by Ps,ρ a differential operator of order at most ρ defined as a finite linear

combination of compositions of at most ρ vector fields, and we write

(6.5) Ps,ρu =

s∑

j=0

∑

α∈A⊂Nj

vj,α1 · · · vj,αju,

where A is a finite set and for every i ≤ j, vj,αi are vector fields in Cρ+j−s, with the convention that
vj,α1 · · · vj,αju = u if j = 0. We denote by Ψs,ρ the set of differential operators Ps,ρ. For a function

u ∈ Cr(T2,R) and a smooth vector field v, we denote ∂vu(x) = 〈∇xu, v(x)〉.
We start by studying the structure of the commutator between L and the differential operators.

Next, we will estimate the coefficients of the commutator.

Proposition 6.2. Given smooth vector fields v1, · · · , vs ∈ Cρ, we have

∂vs · · ·∂v1Ln = Ln∂Fn∗vs · · ·∂Fn∗v1 + LnPs−1,ρ,

where F ∗v(x) := (DxF )
−1v(F (x)) is the pullback of v by the map F and Ps−1,ρ ∈ Ψs−1,ρ whose

coefficients may depend on n.

Proof. Let us start with s = 1. Let v1 ∈ Cρ(T2,T2) and define

Jn(p) = (detDpF
n)−1; φn(p) = log | detDpF

n|.(6.6)

For each h ∈ Hn we have

〈∇ [Jn ◦ h · u ◦ h] , v1〉 = 〈Jn ◦ h(Dh)∗∇u ◦ h, v1〉 − 〈(Dh)∗∇(detDFn) ◦ hJ2
n ◦ hu ◦ h, v1〉

= Jn ◦ h〈(Dh)∗∇u ◦ h, v1〉 − Jn ◦ h〈(Dh)∗∇φn ◦ hu ◦ h, v1〉.

Then, since DFn ◦ hDh = IdRh
, for each h ∈ Hn and x ∈ Dh

33

(6.7) 〈∇ [Jn ◦ h · u ◦ h] (x), v1(x)〉 = Jn ◦ h(x) [∂Fn∗v1u− ∂Fn∗v1φnu] ◦ h(x).
Observing that

(6.8) Lnu =
∑

h∈Hn

u ◦ hJn ◦ h1Rh
◦ h,

it follows

〈∇xLnu, v1(x)〉 = Ln
(
∂Fn∗v1u

)
(x) − Ln(∂Fn∗v1φn · u)(x),(6.9)

33Recall that Dh,Rh indicate respectively the domain and the range of h.
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which prove the result since the multiplication operator P0,ρ := −∂Fn∗v1φn ∈ Ψ0,ρ. Next, we argue by
induction on s:

∂vs+1 · · · ∂v1Lnu = ∂vs+1

[
Ln∂Fn∗vs · · · ∂Fn∗v1u+ LnPs−1,ρu

]

= Ln∂Fn∗vs+1
· · ·∂Fn∗v1u+ Ln(∂Fn∗vs+1

φn · ∂Fn∗vs · · · ∂Fn∗v1u)

+ Ln∂Fn∗vs+1
Ps−1,ρu+ Ln(∂Fn∗vs+1

φn · Ps−1,ρu),

(6.10)

which yields the Lemma with

Ps,ρ =∂Fn∗vs+1
Ps−1,ρ + ∂Fn∗vs+1

φn ·
[
∂Fn∗vs · · ·∂Fn∗v1 + Ps−1,ρ

]

+ ∂Fn∗vs+1
Ps−1,ρ.

(6.11)

�

In the case vj ∈ {e1, e2} for each j, we have the following Corollary as an immediate iterative applica-
tion of formulae (6.7) and (6.9).

Corollary 6.3. For each t ≥ 1, n ∈ N α = (α1, .., αt) ∈ {1, 2}t and h ∈ Hn,

∂α[Jn ◦ h · u ◦ h] = Jn ◦ h · [Pαn,tu] ◦ h,(6.12)

in particular

(6.13) ∂αLnu = LnPαn,tu,
the operators Pαn,t being defined by the following relations, for each u ∈ Ct,

(6.14)





Pαn,0u = u,

Pαn,1u = Aα1
n u−Aα1

n φn · u,
Pαn,tu = Aαn,1u−∑t

k=1 A
α
n,k+1((A

αk
n φn) · Pαn,k−1u) for t ≥ 2,

where Aαi
n = ∂Fn∗eαi

, Aαn,k := Aαt
n · · ·Aαk

n , Aαn,t+1 = Id and φn is defined in (6.6).

Proposition 6.4. For each n ∈ N let Pαn,t ∈ Ψt,t given by (6.14). For any 0 ≤ t < r, ψ ∈ Cr(T2,C)

with suppψ ⊂ U = Ů ⊂ T2, ν ∈ Γ() such that DFn−mν′ ∈ Cc, ϕ ∈ Ct(T,C) with ‖ϕ‖Ct ≤ 1,
multi-index α, |α| = t and u ∈ Cr(T2) we have

(6.15)

∫

T

ϕ(τ)Pαn,t(ψu)(ν(τ))dτ ≤ C̃(t, n,m)‖ψ‖Ct(U)‖u‖t,

where C̃(t, n,m) ≤ C♯Λ
c♯tn.

Proof. For simplicity we set ∂k = ∂xk
for k ∈ {1, 2}. First of all notice that, if we set dk,i =

〈(DFn)−1ek, ei〉, then Aαj
n =

∑2
i=1 dαj ,i∂xi . Furthermore, by formula (5.6), ‖dj,i‖Ct ≤ ‖(DFn)−1‖Ct ≤

Λn, for each 1 ≤ t ≤ r. We are going to prove (6.15) by induction on t. For t = 0 it is obvious, and for
t = 1 it follows from ‖(DFn)−1‖ ≤ C♯µ

n. Let us assume it for any k ≤ t − 1. By (6.14) the integral
in (6.15) splits into34

∫
ϕ(τ)Pαn,t(ψu)(ν(τ))dτ

=

∫
ϕ [Aαt

n · · ·Aα1
n (ψu)] ◦ ν −

∫
ϕ

t∑

k=1

[
Aαn,k+1((A

αk
n φn) · Pαn,k−1(ψu))

]
◦ ν.

(6.16)

The first integral is equal to
∑

i1,··· ,it
il∈{1,2}

∑

J,J0,J1,..,Jt

∫
ϕ ·
(∏

j∈J
∂ju
)( ∏

j∈J0

∂jψ
)( ∏

j∈J1

∂jdα1,i1

)
· · ·
( ∏

j∈Jt

∂jdαt,it

)
,

(6.17)

34Unless differently specified, in the following all the integrals are on T.
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where the second sum is made over all the partitions J, J0, J1, .., Jt of {1, .., t} such that Jj ⊂ {j +
1, .., t}, j ≥ 1.35 Note that

∥∥∥(
∏t
k=1 Πj∈Jk

∂j)dαk,ik

∥∥∥
C♯J
ν

≤ Λn{♯J+
∑t

k=1 ♯Jk} and ‖Πj∈J0∂jψ‖C♯J
ν

.

‖ψ‖C♯J+♯J0 ≤ ‖ψ‖Ct . Consequently, from (6.17) and the definition (6.1), we have

(6.18)

∣∣∣∣
∫
ϕ(τ)Aαn,1(ψu)(ν(τ))dτ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C♯Λ
c♯tn‖ψ‖Ct‖u‖t.

To bound the second integral in (6.16) we first note that

Aαk
n φn(x) =

n−1∑

j=0

〈(DxF
j)∗∇φ1 ◦ F j(x), (DxF

n)−1eαk
〉

=

n−1∑

j=0

〈∇φ1, (DFn−j)−1eαk
〉 ◦ F j(x),

(6.19)

thus (5.5) implies

(6.20) ‖Aαk
n φn‖Cl ≤ C♯

n−1∑

j=0

‖(DFn−j)−1‖ClΛnl ≤ C♯

n−1∑

j=0

Λc♯(n−j+l) ≤ C♯Λ
c♯n.

We can then use (6.18) to estimate

∣∣∣∣
∫
ϕAαn,k+1((A

αk
n φn) · Pαn,k−1(ψu))

∣∣∣∣ ≤C♯Λc♯n‖Aαk
n φn‖Ct−k−1

ν
‖Pαn,k−1(ψu))‖t−k−1

≤ C♯Λ
c♯n‖Pαn,k−1(ψu))‖t−k−1.

(6.21)

To bound the last term we take φ ∈ Ct−k−1, ‖φ‖Ct−k−1 = 1, γ ∈ Γ, and we consider

∫
φ∂t−k−1[Pαn,k−1(ψu)] ◦ γ.

We can then split the integral as in (6.16), although this time α = (α1, · · · , αk−1). For the first term
we take t− k − 1 derivatives in (6.17) and, arguing as we did to prove (6.18), we have

∣∣∣∣
∫
φ(τ)∂t−k−1Aαn,1(ψu)(γ(τ))dτ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C♯Λ
c♯tn‖ψ‖Ct‖u‖t.

The second term is estimated in the same way, using the inductive assumption. The statement of the
Proposition then follows using this in (6.21). �

6.2. Differential operators: the SVPH ♯ case. When treating SVPH ♯ systems we will need an
improved estimate of the constant C̃(t, n,m) appearing in Proposition 6.4 for low derivatives.

Proposition 6.5. If F is SVPH ♯, then the constants C̃(t, n,m) of Proposition 6.4 satisfy

(6.22) C̃(t, n,m) ≤





1 t = 0

C♯µ
n t = 1

C3
µ,nµ

4n sup
ζ∈supp(ϕ)∩ν(T)

(1 + CFλ
+
n (ζ)){λ+m ◦ Fn−m(ζ) + } t = 2.

35We use the conventions
∏

j∈∅ ∂jA = A and ♯B denote the cardinality of the set B.
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Proof. We use the same notation of Proposition 6.4 and of its proof, where the cases t = 0 and t = 1
have already been handled. The special case t = 2 corresponds to α = (α1, α2),

36

Pαn,2(ψu) = Aαn,1(ψu)−Aα2
n (φn)A

α1
n (ψu)−Aαn,1(φn)ψu −Aα1

n φnA
α2
n (ψu)

−Aα1
n φnA

α2
n φn · ψu

=
{
Aαn,1ψ −Aα2

n φnA
α1
n ψ − (Aα1

n φnA
α2
n φn +Aαn,1φn)ψ

}
u

− {Aα2
n ψ + ψAα2

n φn}Aα1
n u− {Aα1

n ψ + ψAα1
n φn}Aα2

n u+ ψAαn,1u

=: Φ1 +Φ2 +Φ3 + Φ4.

We then want to integrate the above terms along the curve ν against a test function ϕ ∈ C2. Recalling
that the coefficients of the differential operators A

αj
n have Cr norm bounded by ‖(DFn)−1‖Cr , we thus

have
∫
ϕΦ1 ◦ ν ≤ C♯max

i,j
{‖Aαn,1ψ‖C0

ν
, ‖ψAαn,1φn‖C0

ν
,

(1 + ‖Aαi
n φn‖C0

ν
)2‖ψ‖C0, ‖Aαi

n φnA
αj
n ψ‖C0

ν
}‖u‖0.

The bounds for Φ2 and Φ3 are similar:
∣∣∣∣
∫
ϕΦ2 ◦ ν

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
∫
ϕΦ3 ◦ ν

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C♯‖(DFn)−1‖C1
ν
max
i

{‖Aαi
n ψ‖C1

ν
, ‖Aαi

n φn‖C1
ν
‖ψ‖C1}‖u‖1.

Next, for any two vector v, w ∈ R2, i, j ∈ {1, 2} and x = (x1, x2) ∈ T2,37

∂F∗v(∂F∗wu) = ∂F∗v(〈∇u, (DF )−1w〉) = 〈∇(〈∇u, (DF )−1w〉), (DF )−1v〉
=
∑

j,k

∂2xjxk
u ·
[
(DF )−1v

]
k
[(DF )−1w]j +

∑

j,k

∂xk
u ∂xj [(DF )

−1w]k · [(DF )−1v]j .

Thus, ∫
ϕΦ4 ◦ ν ≤ C♯{µ2n‖ψ‖C2, µn‖(DFn)−1‖C2

ν
‖ψ‖C1 , ‖(DFn)−1‖2C1

ν
‖ψ‖C1}+‖u‖2.

It follows by the property of the Cr norm and (6.2), that
∫
ϕPα2,n(ψu) ◦ ν ≤ C♯{1, ‖Aαn,1φn‖C0

ν
, max
i∈{1,2}

‖Aαi
n φn‖2C0

ν
,

max
i∈{1,2}

‖(DFn)−1‖C1
ν
‖Aαi

n φn‖C1
ν
, µn‖(DFn)−1‖C2

ν
, ‖(DFn)−1‖2C1

ν
}+‖ψ‖C2

ν
‖u‖2.

We have thus proved that

C̃(2, n) = C♯
{
1, ‖Aαn,1φn‖C0

ν
, max
i∈{1,2}

‖Aαi
n φn‖2C0

ν
, max
i∈{1,2}

‖(DFn)−1‖C1
ν
‖Aαi

n φn‖C1
ν
,

µn‖(DFn)−1‖C2
ν
, ‖(DFn)−1‖2C1

ν

}+
.

To conclude we need a bound of the above quantity. It is enough to find estimates for ‖(Aαn,1φn)‖C0
ν

and ‖Aα1
n φn‖C1

ν
· ‖(DFn)−1‖C1

ν
, the other quantities being already estimated in Proposition 5.9. First,

we can use formulae (6.19) and (5.21),

(6.23) |∂Fn∗eℓφn(x)| ≤ C♯

n−1∑

j=0

µn−j ≤ Cµ,nµ
n.

36We use the following notation: Φ1 equals the third line from the bottom, the other Φi are, ordered, the terms in
the second line from the bottom.

37Here we denote
[
(DF )−1w

]

k
:= 〈(DF )−1w, ek〉.
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In particular ‖Aα1
n φn‖C0

ν
≤ Cµ,nµ

n. Next, we take another derivative of (6.19) in the direction of Fn
∗

eq
and, setting gℓ,n,j(x) = 〈∇φ1, (DFn−j)−1eℓ〉(x), we have

∂Fn∗eq (∂Fn∗eℓφn(x)) =

n−1∑

j=0

〈∇(gℓ,n,j ◦ F j(x)), (DxF
n)−1eq〉

=

n−1∑

j=0

〈(DxF
j)∗∇gℓ,n,j ◦ F j(x), (DxF

n)−1eq〉

=

n−1∑

j=0

〈∇gℓ,n,j ◦ F j(x), (DxF
n−j)−1eq〉.

(6.24)

By a direct computation we see that, recalling (5.23) and (5.25),

‖∇gℓ,n,j‖ ≤ C♯max
i

{‖∂xi(DF
n−j)−1‖} ≤ Cµ,n−j(1 + CFµ

n−jλ+n−j)µ
n−j .

We use this in (6.24) obtaining

‖Aαn,1φn‖C0
ν
≤ sup

q,ℓ
‖∂Fn∗eq (∂Fn∗eℓφn)‖C0

ν
≤ C2

µ,n(1 + CFµ
nλ+n )µ

2n.

Finally, we use (6.19) to compute

∣∣∣∣
d

dt
(Aα1

n φn ◦ ν)
∣∣∣∣ ≤

n−1∑

j=0

|〈D(∇φ1) ◦ F j(DνF
j)ν′, (DFn−j)−1 ◦ F j ◦ νeα1〉|

+ |〈∇φ1 ◦ (F jν), [(DFn−j)−1 ◦ (F jν)]′eα1〉|
≤ Cµ,nλ

+
m ◦ (Fn−mν)µn + Cµ,nµ

n(1 + CFλ
+
m ◦ (Fn−mν))

≤ Cµ,nλ
+
m ◦ (Fn−mν)µn,

where we have used (5.21) and that, recalling (5.19), ςn,m ≤ Cµ,n(1 + CFλ
+
m). We thus obtain

‖Aα1
n φn‖C1

ν
· ‖(DFn)−1‖C1

ν
≤ Cµ,nµ

3n sup
ζ∈supp(ϕ)∩ν(T)

[(1 + CFλ
+
m)λ+m] ◦ Fn−m(ζ).

The proposition follows collecting all the above estimates and recalling again (5.21) for the estimate
of ‖(DFn)−1‖C1

ν
, ‖(DFn)−1‖C2

ν
and noticing that ςn,m ≤ Cµ,n(1 + CFλ

+
m). �

6.3. Conclusion of the first Lasota-Yorke inequality.
This section is devoted first to the proof of Theorem 6.1 and then is concluded by a useful Corollary.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Given Lemma 5.18, the proof of Theorem 6.1 is almost exactly the same as
in [32], hence we provide the full proof for ρ = 0, 1 and give a sketched proof for the case 1 < ρ ≤ r−1.
Let us prove (6.3) first, since it is an immediate consequence of Lemma 5.18 and Definition 6.1 in the
case ρ = 0. Indeed, by changing the variables and recalling the notation of Section 5.3 and Lemma
5.18, we have,

∫

T

φ(t)Lnu(γ(t))dt =
∑

ν∈F−nγ

∫

T

| detDν(t)F
n|−1 · (u ◦ ν)(t) · φ(t)dt

=
∑

ν∈F−nγ

∫

T

| detDν̂F
n|−1 · (u ◦ ν̂)(t) · (φ ◦ hn)(t)h′n(t)dt

≤
∑

ν∈F−nγ

∥∥∥h′n |detDν̂F
n|−1

∥∥∥
C0

‖u‖0 ≤ (1 + CF )Cµ,n‖φ‖C0(T)‖u‖0.
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Let us now proceed with the case ρ = 1, from which we deduce the general case by similar computations.
We must bound the quantity, for all ‖φ‖C1 ≤ 1,

∫

T

φ(t)(∂vLnu)(γ(t))dt =
∫

T

φ(t)〈∇(Lnu)(γ(t)), v〉dt,

where now φ ∈ C1(T) with norm one and v is a unitary Cr vector field. From Proposition 6.2 the above
quantity is equal to

(6.25)
∑

ν∈F−nγ

∫

T

1

| detDνFn|
φ · ∂Fn∗vu(ν) +

∫

T

Ln(Qn,0u)φ,

where Qn,0 is an operator of multiplication by a C1 function.
By Proposition 6.4 applied with ψ = 1, plus the result for ρ = 0, the last term is then bounded by
Cn‖u‖1.

In order to bound the first term of (6.25) we need an analogous of Lemma 6.5 in [32]. The idea is to
decompose the vector field v into a vector tangent to the central curve γ and a vector field approximately
in the unstable direction so that the first one can be integrated by parts, while for the other we can
exploit the expansion. The proof of the following Lemma follows that of the aforementioned paper,
since the key point is the splitting of the tangent space in two directions, one of which is expanding.
Once more, however, the presence of the central direction creates difficulties. We give the proof adapted
to our case in Appendix D.

Lemma 6.6. Let n̄ be the integer provided by Lemma 5.10. For every n > n̄, γ ∈ Γρ(), ρ ≤ r,
ν ∈ F−nγ, and any vector field v ∈ Cρ, with ‖v‖Cρ ≤ 1, defined in some neighborhood M(γ) of γ, there
exist a neighborhood M ′(γ) of γ and a decomposition

(6.26) v = v̂c + v̂u,

where v̂c and v̂u are Cρ(M ′(γ)) vector fields such that, setting Fn(N(ν)) =M ′(γ),38

• v̂c(γ(t)) = g(t)γ′(t), where g ∈ Cr and ‖g‖Cρ ≤ C♯
ρ!C

aρ
µ,nµρ!n,

• ‖(Fn)∗v̂u‖Cρ(N(ν)) ≤ λ−n− 

ρ!ρC
ρaρ
µ,nµρρ!n,

• ‖(Fn)∗v̂c‖Cρ(N(ν)) ≤ 

ρ!ρC
2ρaρ+1
µ,n µ[(ρ+1)(ρ!+1)+ρ!]n,

• ‖v̂u‖Cρ(M ′(γ)) + ‖v̂c‖Cρ(M ′(γ)) ≤ Cn.

By the above decomposition, the addends in the first term in (6.25) become
∫

1

| detDνFn|
φ · ∂Fn∗ v̂cu(ν) +

∫
1

| detDνFn|
φ · ∂Fn∗ v̂uu(ν).(6.27)

Since γ(t) = Fnν(t) we have g(t)Dν(t)F
n · ν′(t) = v̂c(Fnν(t)), hence:

g(t)ν′(t) = (Dν(t)F
n)−1 · v̂c(Fnν(t)) = Fn

∗

v̂c(ν(t)),

hence |g′| ≤ ‖Fn∗

v̂c‖C1 . Accordingly,
∫

φ(t)

| detDν(t)Fn|
∂Fn∗ v̂cu(ν(t))dt =

∫
g(t)φ(t)

| detDν(t)Fn|
d

dt
(u(ν(t)))dt

=

∫
g(t)φ(t)

| detDν̂◦h−1
n (t)F

n|

[
d

dt
(u ◦ ν̂)

]
◦ h−1

n (t)
[
h−1
n (t)

]′
dt

=

∫
[gφ] ◦ hn(t)
| detDν̂(t)Fn|

(u ◦ ν̂)′(t)dt = −
∫

d

dt

(
[gφ] ◦ hn(t)
| detDν̂(t)Fn|

)
u(ν̂(t))dt

≤
∥∥∥∥
[gφ] ◦ hn
detDν̂Fn

∥∥∥∥
C1

‖u‖0.

38The constants aρ are defined in Lemma 5.10.
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Summing over ν ∈ F−nγ and using Lemma 5.18 we obtain

(6.28)
∑

ν∈F−nγ

∫
φ(t)∂Fn∗ v̂cu(ν(t))dt . C5

µ,nµ
7n(1 + CF)

2‖u‖0.

The second term of (6.27) is
∫

φ

| detDνFn|
∂Fn∗ v̂uu(ν) =

∫
φ

| detDνFn|
〈∇u, Fn∗

v̂u〉 ◦ ν

≤ C♯

∥∥∥∥
φ ◦ hnh′n
detDν̂Fn

∥∥∥∥
C1

‖Fn∗

v̂u ◦ ν̂‖C1‖u‖1

≤ C♯‖hn‖C1

∥∥∥∥
h′n

detDν̂Fn

∥∥∥∥
C1

λ−n− Cµ,nµ
n‖u‖1,

(6.29)

where we made the usual change of variables t = hn(s) and used Lemma 6.6. Finally, using (6.28) and
(6.29) in (6.27), and recalling (5.29), we have by Lemma 5.18, with ρ = 1,

‖Lnu‖1 ≤ λ−n− C3
µ,nµ

2n(1 + CF)‖u‖1 + Cn‖u‖0.(6.30)

For the general case 1 ≤ ρ ≤ r− 1 one has to control the term
∫
T
φ(t)∂vs · · · ∂v1Lnu(ν(t))dt, for vector

fields vj ∈ Cρ, j = 1, ..., s and s ≤ ρ. Using again Propositions 6.2 and 6.4, the latter is bounded by

(6.31)
∑

ν∈F−nγ

∫
1

| detDνFn|
φ · ∂Fn∗vs···Fn∗v1u(ν) + Cn,ρ‖u‖ρ−1.

Now the strategy is exactly the same as before. We use Lemma 6.6 to decompose each vj = v̂uj + v̂cj .
We take σ ∈ {u, c}s, k = # {i|σi = c} and let π be a permutation of {1, . . . , s} such that π{1, . . . , k} =
{i|σi = c}. Using integration by parts, we can write the integral in (6.31) as

∫
φ

detDνFn
∂Fn∗vs . . . ∂Fn∗v1u(ν) =

∑

σ∈{u,c}s

∫
φ

detDνFn

(
1∏

s=1

∂Fn∗ v̂
σi
i

)
u(ν)

=
∑

σ∈{u,c}s

∫
φ

detDνF s

k∏

i=s

∂Fn∗ v̂c
π(i)

1∏

i=k+1

∂Fn∗ v̂u
π(i)

u(ν) + Cn,ρ‖u‖ρ−1

=
∑

σ∈{u,c}s

(−1)k
∫ s∏

i=k+1

∂Fn∗ v̂u
π(i)

u(ν)
1∏

i=k

∂Fn∗ v̂c
π(i)

(
φ

detDν(t)Fn

)
+ Cn,ρ‖u‖ρ−1.

By Lemma 6.6, ‖Fn∗

v̂cπ(i)‖Cρ(ν) ≤ 

ρ!ρC
2ρaρ+1
µ,n µ(ρ+1)(ρ!+1)+ρ! while

‖
s∏

i=k+1

Fn
∗

v̂uπ(i)‖Cρ(ν) ≤ 

ρ!ρCλ
−(s−k)n
− (Cρaρµ,nµ

ρρ!n)s−k.

It follows by Lemma 5.18, equation (5.29) and the fact that ‖φ‖Cr ≤ 1, that39

∑

ν∈F−nγ

∫
φ

detDFn
∂Fn∗v1 . . . ∂Fn∗vρu ◦ ν

≤ 

2ρ!ρλ−ρn− Cρ
2aρ
µ,n µρ

2ρ!n‖hn‖Cρ

∑

ν∈F−nγ

∥∥∥∥
h′n

detDν̂Fn

∥∥∥∥
Cρ

‖u‖ρ + Cn,ρ‖u‖ρ−1

≤ 

ρ!(2ρ+1)(1 + CF
ρ!)c̄ρλ−ρn− C2ρ2aρ+ãρ

µ,n µ[(ρ!+1)(ρ2+1)+b̃ρ]n‖u‖ρ + Cn,ρ‖u‖ρ−1,

hence, recalling the definitions of ã, b̃ in Lemma (5.18), we have (6.4) with āρ = 1 + 2aρρ
2 + ρ,

b̄ρ = (ρ! + 1)(ρ2 + 2) and c̄ρ = 1 + {ρ+ 1, ρ(ρ+ 1)/2}+ �

39Notice that the coefficient in front of the strong norm is obtained in the case s = ρ and k = 0, while all the other
terms are bounded again by Cn,ρ‖u‖ρ−1.
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The last result of this section is the following Corollary of Theorem 6.1.

Corollary 6.7. Let us assume that, for every integer 0 ≤ ρ ≤ r − 1,40

(6.32) λ−1
− µ6(ρ+1)! < 1.

Let δ∗ ∈ (λ−1
− µ6(ρ+1)!, 1). Then, for each n ∈ N,

(6.33) ‖Lnu‖ρ ≤ C♯δ
n
∗ ‖u‖ρ + Cµ,nµ

n‖u‖0.

Proof. The strategy is to take the integer n̄ large enough such that the coefficient of the strong norm
in (6.4) is smaller than 1, and then to iterate the estimates. First, recalling (5.30), we can estimate41

ρ,F ≤ C♯µ
3
2 ρ![ρ

2+5ρ+6]n̄. Hence, a direct computation yields

ρ,Fµ
b̄ρn̄ ≤ C♯µ

[6(ρ+1)!ρ+13]n̄.

Hence, by (6.32), we can choose δ ∈ (λ−1
− µ6(ρ+1)!, 1). Accordingly, since Cµ,n grows only linearly in n,

we can choose n̄ ∈ N large enough such that ρ,FC
āρ
µ,n̄µ

b̄ρn̄λ−ρn̄− < δρn̄ for every ρ ∈ [1, r − 1].
Let us proceed by induction on ρ. For ρ = 0 the statement is implied by (6.3). Let us assume it true
for each integer smaller then or equal to ρ− 1. By Theorem 6.1 and (6.32), we have

(6.34) ‖Ln̄u‖ρ ≤ C♯δ
ρn̄‖u‖ρ + Cn̄‖u‖ρ−1.

For every m ∈ N we write m = n̄q + r, 0 ≤ r < n̄, and iterate (6.34) to have

‖Lmu‖ρ = ‖Ln̄(Lm−n̄u)‖ρ ≤ C♯δ
ρn̄‖Lm−n̄u‖ρ + Cn̄‖Lm−n̄u‖ρ−1 ≤ · · ·

· · · ≤ C♯δ
qρn̄‖Lru‖ρ + C♯

q−1∑

k=0

δkρn̄‖Lm−(k+1)n̄u‖ρ−1 ≤ C♯δ
ρm‖u‖ρ + Cµ,mµ

m‖u‖ρ−1,

where we used ‖Lm−(k+1)n̄u‖ρ−1 ≤ Cµ,mµ
m−(k+1)‖u‖ρ−1 by the inductive assumption. We iterate the

last inequality ρ times and obtain

‖Lρmu‖ρ ≤ Cρ−1
µ,m (µρ−1δρ)m‖u‖ρ + Cρµ,mµ

ρm‖u‖0
≤ Cρµ,m(µρδρ)m‖u‖ρ + Cρµ,mµ

ρm‖u‖0.

We then consider the above inequality for m such that ρm = n̄, so that Cρµ,m(µρδρ)m < δ̃n̄, for some

δ̃ ∈ (δ, 1). Hence,

(6.35) ‖Ln̄u‖ρ ≤ δ̃n̄‖u‖ρ + Cµ,n̄µ
n̄‖u‖0.

Finally, we iterate once again (6.35) and we obtain the result for some δ∗ ∈ (δ̃, 1). �

Remark 6.8. Although Corollary 6.7 provides a Lasota-Yorke inequality, a fundamental ingredient is
missing: the embedding of Bρ in B0 is not compact.

7. A second Lasota-Yorke inequality: preliminaries

The main result of the following two sections is the second step towards the proof of Theorem
4.4, namely a Lasota-Yorke type inequality between the Hilbert space Hs and Bρ.42 We will see in
Corollary 9.2 that this solves the compactness problem mentioned in Remark 6.8. First we state some
results on the Hs-norm of the transfer operator.

40Note that the following is implied by (H3).
41As previously mentioned, all the estimates for the exponent of µ are far from being optimal.
42See Appendix E for definitions and the needed properties of Hs(T2).
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7.1. Hs-norm of L.

Lemma 7.1. Let F ∈ Cr(T2,T2) satisfying (H1). For each n ∈ N and 1 ≤ s ≤ r, there exist
As, Q(n, s) > 0 such that, for every u ∈ Hs(T2,R),

‖Lnu‖L2 ≤ ‖Ln1‖
1
2∞‖u‖L2(7.1)

‖Lnu‖2Hs ≤ Asµ
2sn‖Ln1‖∞‖u‖2Hs +Q(n, s)‖u‖2Hs−1,(7.2)

where

(7.3) Q(n, 1) ≤ C3
µ,nµ

3n(1 + CF ).

Proof. First of all notice that

‖Lnu‖2L2 ≤ ‖u‖L2

(∫
(Lnu ◦ Fn)2

) 1
2

≤ ‖u‖L2

(∫
(Lnu)2Ln1

) 1
2

≤ ‖u‖L2‖Ln1‖
1
2∞‖Lnu‖L2 ,

(7.4)

hence (7.1). Next, by (6.13) and (6.14) we have, for each vi ∈ {e1, e2},
‖∂vs · · ·∂v1Lnu‖2L2 ≤ ‖Ln(∂Fn∗vs · · · ∂Fn∗v1)u‖2L2

+
s∑

k=1

‖Ln(Aαn,k((Aαk
n φn) · Pαk−1u))‖2L2 .

(7.5)

Let us analyze the first term above when s = 2. Notice that

∂Fn∗v2(∂Fn∗v1u) = 〈∇
(
〈∇u, (DFn)−1v1〉

)
, (DFn)−1v2〉

= 〈(DFn)−1v1D
2u, (DFn)−1v2〉+ 〈D((DFn)−1v1)∇u, (DFn)−1v2〉.

where D2f indicates the Hessian of a function f and D(V ) is the Jacobian of the vector field V . The
term with higher derivatives of u has coefficients bounded by ‖(DFn)−1‖2, while the other term is a
differential operator of order one applied to u. In the general case we have some P s−1,ρ such that

|Ln(∂Fn∗vs · · ·∂Fn∗v1)u| ≤ ‖(DFn)−1‖s sup
w1,··· ,ws∈{e1,e2}

Ln(|∂ws · · ·∂w1u|)

+ |LnP s−1,ρu|.
(7.6)

Hence, by (7.1), (E.5) and (5.17), there exists a constant C1(n, s) such that

(7.7) ‖Ln(∂Fn∗vs · · · ∂Fn∗v1)u‖2L2 ≤ C♯‖Ln1‖∞µ2sn‖u‖2Hs + C1(n, s)‖u‖2Hs−1.

Similarly there exists C2(s, n) such that

(7.8)
t∑

k=1

‖Ln(Aαn,k((Aαk
n φn) · Pαn,k−1u))‖2L2 ≤ C2(n, s)‖u‖2Hs−1.

By (7.5), (7.7) and (7.8) we obtain

‖Ln(∂Fn∗v1 · · · ∂Fn∗vs)u‖2L2 ≤ C♯‖Ln1‖∞µ2sn‖u‖2Hs +Q(n, s)‖u‖2Hs−1.

It remains to prove that in the case s = 1 we have an explicit bound on Q(n, 1). Recall that by (6.9)
and (7.1) we have, for any v ∈ {e1, e2},

‖〈∇Lnu, v〉‖L2 ≤ ‖Ln〈∇u, (DFn)−1
v〉‖L2 + ‖Ln(〈∇φn, (DFn)−1v〉u)‖L2 ,

≤ ‖Ln1‖
1
2∞
(
‖〈∇u, (DFn)−1 v〉‖L2 + ‖〈∇φn, (DFn)−1v〉u‖L2

)
.

(7.9)

A bound for the first term is straightforward, since by (5.17)

(7.10) ‖〈∇u, (DFn)−1 v〉)‖L2 ≤ C♯µ
n‖∇u‖L2.
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For the second term we use formula (6.19) and we have

‖〈∇φn, (DFn)−1v〉u‖L2 ≤
n−1∑

j=0

‖〈∇φ1 ◦ F j(x), (DF jxF
n−j)−1v〉‖∞‖u‖L2

≤ C♯

n−1∑

j=0

µn−j‖u‖L2 ≤ Cµ,nµ
n‖u‖L2,

(7.11)

By (7.9), (7.10), (7.11) and (5.58) we obtain (7.3). �

7.2. Transversality.

In this Section we investigate the quantities NF , ÑF defined in section 4.1. Recall that

NF (n) = sup
y∈T2

sup
z1∈F−n(y)

NF (n, y, z1)

ÑF (n) = sup
y∈T2

sup
L

ÑF (n, y, L).
(7.12)

Both NF and ÑF depend on the map F , however in the following we will often drop the F dependence

to ease notation. An important advantage of Ñ over N is the following

Proposition 7.2. Ñ (n) is sub-multiplicative, i.e Ñ (n+m) ≤ Ñ (n)Ñ (m), for every n,m ∈ N.

Proof. For any y ∈ T2, and line L we have

Ñ (y, L, n+m) =
∑

z∈F−n−m(y)

DFn+m(z)Cu⊃L

| detDFn+m(z)|−1

=
∑

ẑ∈F−n(y)
DFn(ẑ)Cu⊃L

∑

z∈F−m(ẑ)

DFm(z)Cu⊃(DFn(ẑ))−1L

1

| detDFm(z) detDFn(ẑ)|

≤
∑

ẑ∈F−n(y)
DFn(ẑ)Cu⊃L

1

| detDFn(ẑ)| supz̃
sup
L′

∑

z∈F−m(z̃)
DFm(z)Cu⊃L′

1

| detDFm(z)| .

Taking the sup over y ∈ T2 and L we get the claim. �

Remark 7.3. The above Proposition, in spite of its simplicity, turns out to be pivotal. The sub-

multiplicativity of the sequence Ñ (n) implies the existence of limn→∞ Ñ (n)
1
n . Also, an estimate of

Ñ (n0) for some n0 ∈ N yields an estimate for all n ∈ N.

The result below, inspired by [14], provides the relation between N and Ñ .

Lemma 7.4. Let α = log(λ−µ
−2)

log(λ+) ∈ (0, 1) and m0 = m0(n) = ⌈αn⌉ we have, for all n ∈ N

N (n)
1
n ≤ ‖Ln−m01‖

1
n∞
(
Ñ (m0)

1
m0

)α
.

Proof. Given y ∈ T2, we consider z1, z2 ∈ F−n(y) such that Dz1F
nCu ∩Dz2F

nCu 6= {0} and the line
L := L(z1) := Dz1F

n (R× {0}).
Let v± = (1,±χu) ∈ Cu and θn := max± ∡ (Dz1F

ne1, Dz1F
nv±). Notice that, for n = 0, | cos θ0|−1 =

| cos(arctan(χu))|−1 =
√
1 + χ2

u =: a0 ≤ 2. In fact, by the invariance of the unstable cone | cos θn|−1 ≤
a0, for all n ∈ N. On the other hand, by formula (5.15), Proposition 5.6 and condition (2.6) we have

| tan θn| ≤ a0| sin θn| = a0| sin∡(e1, v±)|
| detDz1F

n|‖v±‖
‖Dz1F

ne1‖‖Dz1F
nv±‖

≤ | sin(arctanχu)|a0C∗C
2
⋆µ

n
+λ

−n
−

= a0C∗C
2
⋆χuµ

n
+λ

−n
− ,

(7.13)
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where we have used that sin(arctanx) = x(
√
1 + x2)−1.

Next, note that in the projective space RP2 the cones Dz1F
nCu and Dz2F

nCu are canonically
identified with two intervals I1 = [a1, b1] and I2 = [a2, b2], respectively. While the line is a point that
we also denote by L. From the assumption on the cones, and (7.13), we have that the projective
distance between L and each one of the extremal points of I2 is bounded by

(7.14) min{dist(L, a2), dist(L, b2)} ≤ a0C∗C
2
⋆χuλ

−n
− µn+.

Let us now take m < n to be chosen later and, for z̃ = Fn−m(z2), consider the cone Dz̃F
mCu

corresponding to the interval I3 in the projective space. By the forward invariance of the unstable
cone it is clear that Dz̃F

mCu ⊃ Dz2F
nCu, meaning that I3 ⊃ I2. We are going to prove that L ∈ I3.

Let wn,m := Dz2F
n−mv±. Arguing as before, but remembering also condition (2.5), we have

| sin∡ (Dz̃F
mwn,m, Dz̃F

mv±) | = | sin∡(wn,m, v±)|
| detDz̃F

m|‖v±‖‖wn,m‖
‖Dz̃Fmwn,m‖‖Dz̃Fmv±‖

≥ C−1
∗ C−2

⋆ | sin(arctan(ι⋆χu))|λ−m+ µn−

= C−1
∗ C−2

⋆

ι⋆χu√
1 + (ι⋆χu)2

λ−m+ µn−.

(7.15)

It follows that, setting Bι⋆ := a0C
2
∗C

4
⋆ ι

−1
⋆ ≥ 1, if λ−m+ µn− ≥ Bι⋆λ

−n
− µn+, then L ∈ I3. By a direct

computation, and recalling that µ := {µ+, µ
−1
− }+, we see that the choice m = ⌈αn − βι⋆⌉, with

α := log(λ−µ
−2)

log(λ+) > 0 and βι⋆ :=
logBι⋆

log λ+
≥ 0 yields the wanted inequality. Also, note that α < 1 since

λ− < λ+µ
2 .

The above computation shows that, given z1 ∈ F−n(y), for every z2 ∈ F−n(y) which is non-transversal
to z1, the line L is contained in the cone Dz̃F

mCu, for z̃ = Fn−m(z2). In particular, for every y ∈ T2,
one has

sup
z1∈F−n(y)

∑

z2∈F−n(y)
z2 6⋔z1

| detDz2F
n|−1 ≤ sup

z1∈F−n(y)

∑

z2∈F−n(y)
DFn−m(z2)F

m
Cu⊃Dz1F

n(R×{0})

| detDz2F
n|−1

≤ sup
L⊂RP2

∑

z̃∈F−m(y)
Dz̃F

m
Cu⊃L

| detDz̃F
m|−1

∑

z2∈F−n+m(z̃)

| detDz2F
n−m|−1

≤ Ln−m1(y) sup
L⊂RP2

∑

z∈F−m(y)
DzF

m
Cu⊃L

| detDzF
m|−1,

where we have used (4.2). The above inequality implies

N (n) ≤ ‖Ln−m1‖∞Ñ (m) ≤ ‖L⌈n(1−α)⌉1‖∞Ñ (⌈αn⌉). �

8. A second Lasota-Yorke inequality: Results

To state the main result we need a few definitions. From Appendix E we recall that, for positive
integers N ∈ N and s ≥ 1, and for u ∈ Cr(T2),

(8.1) ‖LNu‖2Hs =
∑

ξ∈Z2

|〈ξ〉sFLNu(ξ)|2,

where 〈ξ〉 =
√
1 + ‖ξ‖2. Since we will work in Fourier space, it is convenient to introduce the notion

of the dual of a cone in R2 by:

(8.2) C⊥ = {v ∈ R
2 : ∃u ∈ C : 〈v, u〉 = 0},

and if ξ ∈ Z2\{0} we define ξ⊥ := (ξ⊥1 , ξ
⊥
2 ) = (−ξ2, ξ1)‖ξ‖−1. In addition, we define ρ(ξ⊥) = |ξ⊥2 |/|ξ⊥1 |,

for ξ⊥1 6= 0, ρ(±e2) = ∞, and

(8.3) ϑ(ξ⊥) := {ρ(ξ⊥), χu}+.
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Let us also define the sequence

(8.4) Ln := ‖Ln1‖∞.
Finally, to state the main result one last key assumption is needed. Let us define

n0(F ) := min{n ∈ N : ∀p ∈ T
2 ∃ z1, z2 ∈ F−np : z1 ⋔ z2}.(8.5)

We will always assume that the map F satisfies

(8.6) n0(F ) <∞.

For simplicity, in the following we will just use the notation n0 instead of n0(F ).

Remark 8.1. In [50] it is proven that assumption (8.6) is generic. More precisely, the author proves
that for surface partially hyperbolic systems F , NF (n) is generically strictly smaller than 1, for n large.

The goal of this Section is to prove the following Theorem.

Theorem 8.2. (SVPH) Let F be a SVPH. Let mχu and n0 be the integers given in (5.10) and (8.5)
respectively. There exist uniform constants C1, c♯ > 0, Λ > 2 and σ > 1 such that, for each q0 ≥ n0

and any 1 ≤ s < r, if M ≥ σmχu and N =M + q0,

(8.7) ‖LNu‖Hs ≤ C1

(√
[LMN (q0)]

1
N µ2s

)N
‖u‖Hs +Ωχu(M, s)‖u‖s+2.

where Ωχu(M, s) ≤ Cǫ,q0µ
c♯MQ(M, s)C

c♯
µ,MΛc♯Md

−4sLM and Q(M, s) is given in Lemma 7.1.

In the case of SVPH ♯ we have a sharper control on the constants as specified by the next theorem.

Theorem 8.3. (SVPH♯) If the map F is a SVPH ♯ (see Definition 5.1) and satisfies

χ−1
u ‖ω‖Cr ≤ C5,(8.8)

for a uniform constant C5 > 0, then there exist β3 ∈ R+, depending only on C5, such that

(8.9) Ωχu(M, 1) ≤ Cǫ,q0C
β3

µ,Mµ
β3M (lnχ−1

u )β3χ
−13
2 −c♯ lnµ−1

u L
1
2

M .

We will prove Theorem 8.2 in Section 8.5 and Theorem 8.3 in Section 8.7, after several preliminary
steps in which first we show how to localise the relevant objects and then we show how to estimate
some of the Fourier coefficients using the ‖ · ‖s norms, for s large enough.

8.1. Partitions of unity.
We will use notations and definitions introduced in Section 5.3.1. First of all we want to decompose
the transfer operator using suitable partitions of unity. For each point z ∈ T2, and q0 ≥ n0, let us set
δq0(z) := µ−

q0(z)λ
+
q0(z)

−1,43 and define,44

(8.10) Uz,q0 = {y ∈ T
2 : ‖y − z‖ < min{1/2,dǫδq0(z)}},

where45

(8.11) d = d(χu) = C−1

µ,b lnχ−1
u
µ−b lnχ−1

u L⋆(χu, q0)
−1C0χu,

for some uniform constants b, C0 to be chosen later.46

By Besicovitch covering theorem there exists a finite subset A and points {zα}α∈A such that T2 ⊂⋃
α Uα where Uα = 5Uzα,q0 , and such that the number of intersections is bounded by some fixed constant

43The functions µ−n and λ+n are defined in (2.4).
44The constant ǫ is the one introduced just before equation (5.9).
45L⋆ is the Lipschitz constant given in (G.2) with v = χu.
46The choice of is b, made in Proposition 8.6 and depends on the parameter t specifying the Sobolev space we are

interested in. The choice of C0 is made in Lemma 8.10.
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C♯. We then define a family of smooth function {ψα}α supported on Uα such that
∑

α ψα = 1.
Note that we can choose the ψα such that

(8.12) ‖ψα‖Ct ≤ C♯d
−tǫ−tµq0tλq0t+ .

Next, we construct a refinement of the above partition using the inverse branches introduced in Section
5.3. For each α ∈ A we pick a curve γα ∈ Υ, γ′α = e2, such that Uα∩γα = {∅} and let γ̃α = γ+(1/2, 0).
Recalling, from equation (5.8), that Hγα,1 = {h ∈ H : Dh = T2 \{γ̃α}}, for each h ∈ Hγα,1∪Hγ̃α,1 either
h(T2) ∩ γα = ∅ or h(T2) ∩ γ̃α = ∅. Note that the cardinality of Hα,0 := Hγα,1 and Hγ̃α,1 is exactly d.
We can then consider the set Hnα = {(h1, · · · , hn) ∈ Hn : hj ∈ Hγj−1,α, j ∈ {1, · · · , n}} where γ0 = γ̃α
and, for j > 0, γj = γα if hj(T

2)∩ γ̃α = ∅ and γj = γ̃α if hj−1(T
2)∩ γ̃α 6= ∅. Note that Hnα has exactly

one element for each equivalence class of Hn∗,γα , defined in equation (5.8), hence it is isomorphic to
Hγα,n and has exactly dn elements. To simplify notation, given α ∈ A and q0 ∈ N, in the following we
will denote Hq0 := H

q0∗,γα which is then a set with cardinality dq0 .
Next, let α, α′ ∈ A and define

(8.13) ψαα′,h(z) = ψα ◦ F q0(z)1h,α(z)ψα′(z), ∀h ∈ Hq0 , z ∈ T
2,

where 1h,α := 1Uα,h
. Note that (8.13) defines a Cr partition of unity, supported on {Uα,α′,h}h∈Hq0 ,

with Uαα′,h := h(Uα) ∩ Uα′ , and intersection multiplicity bounded by C♯.
In order to keep the notation simple, we use the index ᾱ = αα′ to indicate quantities which depend

both on α and α′ and we write
∑

ᾱ for
∑
α∈A

∑
α′∈A.

The following result is similar to [3, Lemma 9], but the proof is adapted to our case.47

Lemma 8.4. For each u ∈ Cr(T2)

‖u‖2Hs ≤ C♯
∑

α∈A
‖uψα‖2Hs(8.14)

∑

ᾱ

∑

h∈Hq0

‖uψᾱ,h‖2Hs ≤ C♯‖u‖2Hs + Cψ(s)‖u‖2L1,(8.15)

where Cψ(s) = Cǫ,q0d
−4s.

Proof. For the first inequality note that

‖u‖2Hs =
∥∥ ∑

α∈A
uψα

∥∥2
Hs =

∑

(α,α′)∈A×A
〈ψαu, ψα′u〉s.

By the definition of the 〈·, ·〉s the above sum is zero if the supports of ψα and ψα′ do not intersect. For
the other terms, denoting with A∗ the set of elements in A×A for which the above supports intersect,
we have:

∑

A∗

〈ψαu, ψα′u〉s ≤
∑

A∗

‖ψαu‖2Hs + ‖ψα′u‖2Hs

2
≤ C♯

∑

α∈A
‖ψαu‖2Hs .

We now prove (8.15). By formula (E.4) we have, recalling (8.12),
∑

ᾱ,h

‖uψᾱ,h‖2Hs =
∑

ᾱ,h

∑

|β|≤s
Cβ〈∂β(uψᾱ,h), ∂β(uψᾱ,h)〉L2

≤ C♯
∑

ᾱ,h

∑

|β|≤s
〈(∂βu)ψᾱ,h, (∂βu)ψᾱ,h〉L2 + 〈(∂β−1u)∂ψᾱ,h, (∂

βu)ψᾱ,h〉L2

+ Cǫ,q0d
−2s‖u‖2Hs−1

47Similar inequalities hold more generally for some anisotropic norms, as used originally in [7] and go under the name
of fragmentation-reconstitution inequalities in [5].
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where we have usded the fact that
∑

ᾱ,h |∂αψᾱ,h||∂γu| ≤ C♯ supᾱ,h ‖ψᾱ,h‖C|α| |∂γu| due to the uniform

finite intersection multiplicity of the partition of unity. Hence, since ψ2
ᾱ,h ≤ ψᾱ,h,

∑

ᾱ,h

‖uψᾱ,h‖2Hs ≤ C♯‖u‖2Hs + Cǫ,q0d
−1‖u‖Hs‖u‖Hs−1 + Cǫ,q0d

−2s‖u‖2Hs−1

≤ C♯‖u‖2Hs + Cǫ,q0d
−2s‖u‖2Hs−1 ≤ C♯‖u‖2Hs + Cǫ,q0d

−4s‖u‖2L1,

where in the last line we used Lemma E.1. �

Remark 8.5. For future purposes we note that, under condition (8.8), recalling equation (G.2), we
have

L⋆(χu, q0) = C♯Cq0Cµ,lnχ−1
u
χ
1−c♯ lnµ
u ,

which implies that, by (8.11), Cψ(1) ≤ ǫ−2Cq0Cµ,c♯ lnχ−1
u
χ
c♯ lnµ
u .

8.2. Fourier basic estimate: case SVPH.
The next Proposition is the main ingredient for the proof of Theorem 8.2.

Proposition 8.6. Let n0 ∈ N, ξ ∈ Z2, q0 ≥ n0, α, α
′ ∈ A, and h ∈ Hq0 be such that Dphn0ξ

⊥ /∈ Cu,
for each p ∈ supp ψᾱ,h, then, for each t ≥ 2, there exists Mξ ≡Mξ,t, such that

(8.16) 〈ξ〉t|FLq0 (ψᾱ,hLMξu)(ξ)| ≤ K1(t,Mξ)‖u‖t,

where K1(t,Mξ) ≤ Cq0C
2
µ,Mξ

µc♯Mξχ
−c♯
u Λc♯Mξ . Moreover, there exists σ > 1 such that, with mχu as in

(5.10),

(8.17) mχu := σmχu ≥ sup
{ξ:ξ⊥ /∈Cu}

Mξ.

Proof. Let ξ = (ξ1, ξ2), chose j ∈ {1, 2} such that ‖ξ‖ ≤ 2|ξj |, and Mξ > 0 to be chosen later.
Since ξjFu = −iF∂xju, and ‖Fu‖∞ . ‖u‖L1, using (6.1) we have, for each t ≥ 1 and setting

u
Mξ

ᾱ,h = ψᾱ,hLMξu,

〈ξ〉t|FLq0(ψᾱ,hLMξu)(ξ)| . ‖Lq0(uMξ

ᾱ,h)‖L1 + |ξj |t|FLq0(uMξ

ᾱ,h)|
. ‖u‖0 + |F∂txj

Lq0(uMξ

ᾱ,h)|.
(8.18)

Letting Jk(p) = (detDpF
k)−1 and recalling (8.13), we have

[
F∂txj

Lq0(uMξ

ᾱ,h)
]
(ξ) =

∫

T2

dz e−2πi〈z,ξ〉∂tzj
{[
Jq0ψᾱ,hLMξu

]
◦ h
}
(z)

=
∑

|η1|+|η2|=t
Cη1,η2

∫

Uα∩F q0 (Uα′)

dz e−2πi〈z,ξ〉∂η1 [ψαψα′ ◦ h] (z) · ∂η2
{[
Jq0LMξu

]
◦ h
}
(z).

(8.19)

To simplify notation let ψ̄ᾱ,h := ψαψα′ ◦ h. Using the change of variables γℓ(τ) = zα+ ℓξ+ τξ⊥, where
ℓ, τ ∈ Iq0 = [−dǫδq0(zα),dǫδq0(zα)],48 we have

(8.20)
∣∣∣F∂txj

Lq0 (uMξ

ᾱ,h)
∣∣∣ ≤ C♯ sup

|η1|+|η2|=t

∫

Iq0

dℓ

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Iq0

dτ
{
∂η1 ψ̄ᾱ,h · ∂η2

[
Jq0LMξu

]
◦ h
}
(γℓ(τ))

∣∣∣∣∣ .

For each h̃ ∈ H∞ let h̄ = h̃ ◦ h, provided it is well-defined. Let m := m(p, h) be the smallest integer
such that, for each h̄ and p ∈ supp ψᾱ,h, Dph̄mξ

⊥ ∈ Cǫ,c. Note that, by hypothesis and recalling

(5.11), m− n0 ≤ c+2 (lnχ
−1
u + 1).

48By definition, the curves γℓ cover Uzα,q0 , given in (8.10), which contain the support of ψᾱ.
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For z ∈ γℓ let mℓ(z, h̃ ◦ h) := σm(z, h), with σ as in (5.34), and set mℓ(h̃) = supz∈γℓ mℓ(z, h̃ ◦ h).49 We
then define

(8.21) Mξ ≡Mξ,t = sup
ℓ

sup
h̃∈H∞

mℓ(h̃).

Observe that, the assumption Dph̄n0ξ
⊥ /∈ Cu and condition (2.5) imply (8.17) for t ≥ 2.

In the following we estimate the inner integrals of (8.20) for each fixed ℓ, since this does not create
confusion we thus drop the ℓ subscript in mℓ to ease notation.

Define Ĥ∗
α = {hm(h̄)}h̄∈H∞ , Ĥα = {ĥ : ĥ ◦ h ∈ Ĥ∗

α}, vᾱ,ĥ = LMξ−m(ĥ)+q0u and write

(8.22) HMξ =
⋃

ĥ∈Ĥα

{
h′ ◦ ĥ : h′ ∈ HMξ−m(ĥ)+q0

}
.

This allows to define the decomposition

LMξu =
∑

ĥ∈Ĥα

Jm(ĥ)−q0 ◦ ĥ ·
[
LMξ−m(ĥ)+q0u

]
◦ ĥ =

∑

ĥ∈Ĥα

Jm(ĥ)−q0 ◦ ĥ · vᾱ,ĥ ◦ ĥ.

Thus, recalling (6.12),
∣∣∣F∂txj

Lq0 (uMξ

ᾱ,h)
∣∣∣

≤ C♯ sup
|η1|+|η2|=t

∑

ĥ∈Ĥα

∫

Iq0

dℓ

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Iq0

dτ
{
∂η1 ψ̄ᾱ,h · Jm(ĥ) ◦ ĥ ◦ h

[
P η2
m(ĥ),|η2|

vᾱ,ĥ

]
◦ ĥ ◦ h

}
(γℓ(τ))

∣∣∣∣∣ .

Next, we apply Lemma G.1 to γℓ with δ = dǫδq0(zα), note that the hypotheses of the Lemma are
satisfied thanks to the assumptions on ξ. We thus obtain closed curves γ̃ℓ with j + 1 derivative
bounded by Cq0,j∆

j
γ̃ . It follows

∣∣∣F∂txj
Lq0(uMξ

ᾱ,h)
∣∣∣

≤ C♯ sup
|η1|+|η2|=t

∑

ĥ∈Ĥα

∫

Iq0

dℓ

∣∣∣∣
∫

T

dτ
{
∂η1ψ̄ᾱ,h · Jm(ĥ) ◦ ĥ ◦ h

[
P η2
m(ĥ),|η2|

vᾱ,ĥ

]
◦ ĥ ◦ h

}
(γ̃ℓ(τ))

∣∣∣∣ .

Next, we apply, for each inverse branch ĥ ◦ h, Lemma 5.13 to the curves γ̃ℓ and obtain admissible
central curves ν̂ℓ = νℓ ◦ hℓ,m.50 Thus, we can rewrite the inner integrals in the right hand side of the
above equation as follows

∫

T

dτ
{
∂η1 ψ̄ᾱ,h · Jm(ĥ) ◦ ĥ ◦ h

[
P η2
m(ĥ),|η2|

vᾱ,ĥ

]
◦ ĥ ◦ h

}
(γ̃ℓ(τ))

=

∫

T

dτΨν̂ℓ(τ)
{
(∂η1ψ̄ᾱ,h) ◦ Fm(ĥ) ·

[
P η2
m(ĥ),|η2|

vᾱ,ĥ

]}
(ν̂ℓ(τ)),

where Ψν̂ℓ(τ) = h′ℓ,m[detDν̂ℓ(τ)F
m(ĥ)]−1. By Proposition 6.4 applied with n = m(ĥ), ϕ = Ψν̂ℓ(∂

η1ψ̄ᾱ,h)◦
Fm(ĥ) ◦ ν̂ℓ‖Ψν̂ℓ(∂η1ψ̄ᾱ,h) ◦ Fm(ĥ)‖−1

C|η2|

ν̂ℓ

, ψ = 1, u = vᾱ,ĥ and U = T2, the above integral is bounded by

(8.23) C̃(t,m(ĥ),m)‖Ψν̂ℓ(∂η1 ψ̄ᾱ,h) ◦ Fm(ĥ)‖C|η2|

ν̂ℓ

‖vᾱ,ĥ‖|η2|,

49Notice that m depends on ξ through γℓ. Also, it would be more precise to call it mℓ(h̃◦h), but we keep the notation
as simple as possible.

50Notice that νℓ = ĥ ◦ h ◦ γℓ depends on ĥ, but we drop this dependence for simplicity.
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where C̃(t,m(ĥ),m) ≤ C♯Λ
c♯Mξ .

Accordingly, ∣∣∣F∂txj
Lq0(uMξ

ᾱ,h)
∣∣∣ ≤C♯Λc♯Mξ sup

|η1|+|η2|=t

∑

ĥ∈Ĥα

‖Ψν̂ℓ · (∂η1ψ̄ᾱ,h) ◦ Fm(ĥ)‖C|η2|

ν̂ℓ

‖vᾱ,ĥ‖t|Iq0 |,(8.24)

where |Iq0 | ≤ 2dǫδq0(zα) ≤ 2dǫλ−q0− µq0 . Let us estimate the terms in the above sum, setting tem-

porarily m = m(ĥ). By Corollary 6.7

‖vᾱ,ĥ‖t = ‖LMξ−m(h)+q0u‖t ≤ Cµ,Mξ
µMξCq0‖u‖t,(8.25)

and, by Lemma 5.19, for each α ∈ A
(8.26)

∑

ĥ∈Ĥα

‖Ψν̂(ĥ)‖Ct ≤
∑

ĥ∈H
Mξ

‖Ψν̂ℓ(ĥ)‖Ct ≤ Au(t,m,m),

where,

(8.27) Au(t,Mξ,m) := C♯(χ
−1
u ∆γ̃)

c♯ϑ−1
γ̃ Λc♯Mξ , t ≥ 2.

Lemma G.1 implies

∆γ̃ ≤ Cq0,ǫϑ(ξ
⊥)−1µ5mCµ,m(‖ω‖C2 + ϑ(ξ⊥)){1, µ5mCµ,m(‖ω‖C2 + ϑ(ξ⊥)}+µm,

ϑγ̃ ≥ ϑγ = {ρ(ξ⊥), χu}+ =: ϑ(ξ⊥).
(8.28)

With the choice b = 1, then by equations (8.13) and (8.12), we have the bound ‖(∂η1ψ̄ᾱ,h)◦Fm(ĥ)‖C|η2|

ν̂ℓ

≤
Cǫ,q0Λ

c♯tMξµc♯Mξχ
−c♯t
u , by (8.25), (8.26), (8.27), (8.28) and (8.24) we conclude. �

8.3. Decomposition of Fourier space.
Let Zu = {ξ : ξ⊥ ∈ Cu} and Zc

u = Z2 \ Zu. Recalling that ρ(ξ⊥) = |ξ⊥2 ||ξ⊥1 |−1, ρ(e2) = ∞,

Zu = {ξ : ρ(ξ⊥) ≤ χu} ; Zc
u = {ξ : ρ(ξ⊥) > χu}.

Next, take N = q0 +M , for some M ∈ N to be chosen shortly. For simplicity, it is convenient to
introduce the following notation for A ⊂ Z2, h, h′ ∈ Hq0 :

(8.29) Sᾱq0,M (A, h, h′) =
∑

ξ∈Z2

1A(ξ)〈ξ〉2s[FLq0 (uMᾱ,h)](ξ)[FLq0 (uMᾱ,h′)](ξ),

where uMᾱ,h = ψᾱ,hLMu. Then, using equation (8.14) we have

‖LNu‖2Hs ≤ C♯
∑

ᾱ

‖ψαLq0(ψα′LMu)‖2Hs ≤ C♯
∑

ᾱ

∥∥ ∑

h∈Hq0

Lq0 (uMᾱ,h)
∥∥2
Hs

= C♯
∑

ᾱ

∑

(h,h′)∈Hq0×Hq0

〈Lq0 (uMᾱ,h),Lq0(uMᾱ,h′)〉s

= C♯
∑

ᾱ

∑

(h,h′)∈Hq0×Hq0

∑

ξ∈Z2

〈ξ〉2s[FLq0(uMᾱ,h)](ξ)[FLq0 (uMᾱ,h′)](ξ)

= C♯
∑

ᾱ

∑

(h,h′)∈Hq0×Hq0

Sᾱq0,M (Zu, h, h′) + C♯
∑

ᾱ

∑

(h,h′)∈Hq0×Hq0

Sᾱq0,M (Zc
u, h, h

′).

(8.30)

We start with the second term in the above equation, next we will treat the term with ξ ∈ Zu.
Lemma 8.7 (Bound on Zc

u). Recall by (8.17) that mχu := supξ∈Zc
u
Mξ.

51 For each M ≥ mχu ,
1 ≤ s ≤ r − 1, h ∈ Hq0 and N = q0 +M,

(8.31)
∑

ξ∈Z2

|〈ξ〉s1Zc
u
(ξ)[FLq0 (uMᾱ,h)](ξ)|2 . Θs‖u‖2s+2,

where Θs = Cq0C
6
µ,Mµ

c♯MΛc♯M .

51Recall that this is finite by Proposition 8.6.
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Proof. Remark that ΛM ≥ µ−Mχ−1
u . Since ξ⊥ /∈ Cu we can apply Proposition 8.6 with n0 = 0. For

each M ≥Mξ, by (8.16), we have
∑

ξ∈Z2

|〈ξ〉s1Zc
u
FLq0(uMᾱ,h′)|2 =

∑

ξ∈Z2

〈ξ〉−4|〈ξ〉s+2
1Zc

u
FLq0(ψᾱ,h′LMξ (LM−Mξu))|2

. Cq0C
4
µ,Mµ

c♯MΛc♯M‖LM−Mξu‖2s+2.

(8.32)

The statement (8.31) for s > 1 follows since, by Corollary 6.7,

(8.33) ‖LM−Mξu‖2t ≤ C2
µ,Mµ

2M‖u‖2t , ∀t ≥ 1.

�

8.4. The case ξ⊥ ∈ Cu (ξ ∈ Zu).
In this case we cannot apply Proposition 8.6 directly as we did in the previous section. The reason
is that ξ⊥ could belong to the unstable direction, so its preimage never enters the central cone. Here
transversality plays a major role.

Lemma 8.8 (Bound on Zu). If there exists q0 ∈ N such that for each ξ ∈ Z the hypothesis of
Proposition 8.6 are satisfied, then there exist Cq0 such that, for each M ≥ mχu and each δ ∈ (0, 1),

∑

(h,h′)∈Hq0×Hq0

∑

ξ∈Z2

1Zu(ξ)〈ξ〉2s[FLq0 (uMᾱ,h)](ξ)[FLq0 (uMᾱ,h′)](ξ)

≤
(
N (q0)µ

2sq0 + δ
) ∑

h∈Hq0

‖uMᾱ,h‖2Hs + Cq0,sδ
−1

∑

h∈Hq0

‖uMᾱ,h‖2Hs−1

+ Cq0Q(M, s)
√
Θs‖u‖s+2‖u‖Hs ,

where Q(M, s) is given in (7.2) and Θs in Lemma 8.7.

The rest of this Section is devoted to the proof of the above Lemma. We argue in three Steps.

8.4.1. Step I (Local transversality). First we need a definition of transversality uniform on the
elements of the partition of unity (8.13):

Definition 8.9. Given n ∈ N and h, h′ ∈ Hn we say that h ⋔nα h′ (h is transversal to h′ on α at time
n) if for every z ∈ h(Uα) and w ∈ h′(Uα) such that Fn(z) = Fn(w) ∈ Uα :

(8.34) DzF
nCǫ,u ∩DwF

nCǫ,u = {0}.
Next, we relate the (pointwise) Definition 4.2 to the (local) Definition 8.9.

Lemma 8.10. The constant C0 in (8.11) can be chosen such that: for all α ∈ A, p ∈ Uα ⊂ T2 and
h, h′ ∈ Hq0 if z1 = h(p) and z2 = h′(p), then z1 ⋔ z2 implies h ⋔q0α h′.

Proof. Let p ∈ Uα ⊂ T2 and h, h′ ∈ Hq0 , if z1 = h(p) and z2 = h′(p), recall that z1 ⋔ z2 means

(8.35) Dz1F
q0Cu ∩Dz2F

q0Cu = {0}.
As Cu,ǫ ⋐ Cu, clearly Dz1F

q0Cu,ǫ ⋐ Dz1F
q0Cu. So the above implies also

Dz1F
q0Cu,ǫ ∩Dz2F

q0Cu,ǫ = {0}.
Let p̃ ∈ Uα, p̃ 6= p, and define z̃1 = h(p̃) and z̃1 = h′(p̃). We claim that, for each v ∈ Cu,ǫ,
the difference between Dz1F

q0v and Dz̃1F
q0v is smaller than the difference between Dz1F

q0Cu and
Dz1F

q0Cu,ǫ, provided we choose Uα small enough. This suffices to conclude the argument.
We compute a lower bound for the opening of the connected components of Dz1F

q0Cu\Dz1F
q0Cu,ǫ.

By Proposition 5.6, and by formula (5.15), we deduce that, for each unitary vectors v ∈ Cu,ǫ and
w 6∈ Cu ∪Cc,

∡(Dz1F
q0v,Dz1F

q0w) =
| detDz1F

q0 |∡(v, w)
‖Dz1F

q0v‖‖Dz1F
q0w‖ ≥ C∗χuǫ

µ−
q0(z)λ

+
q0(z)

= C∗χuǫδq0(z1).
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On the other hand let us recall that uh,q0(p) defined in (5.14) gives the slope of the boundary of the
cone Dhα(p)F

q0Cu, and it is a Lipschitz function of p. In particular, Lemma G.1 provides an estimate
for the Lipschitz constant L⋆(q0) given in (G.2). Then, by the definition of Uz,q0 in (8.10) and (8.11),
we have the claim, since

‖Dz1F
q0v −Dz̃1F

q0v‖ ≤ L⋆(q0)‖z1 − z̃1‖ ≤ L⋆(q0)L⋆(χu, q0)
−1C0χuǫδq0(z1)

≤ C♯C0χuǫδq0(z1).

Clearly the same is true replacing z1, z̃1, h with z2, z̃2, h
′, and the result follows. �

It is thus natural to work with the local transversality. Using Definition 8.9, and recalling notation
(8.29), we introduce the following decomposition into transversal and non transversal terms, which we
will estimate separately,

∑

(h,h′)∈Hq0×Hq0

Sᾱq0,M (Zu, h, h′)

=
∑

h⋔
q0
α h′

Sᾱq0,M (Zu, h, h′) +
∑

h6⋔q0
α h′

Sᾱq0,M (Zu, h, h′).
(8.36)

Step II (Estimate of transversal terms). In this step we will prove that

(8.37)
∑

h⋔
q0
α h′

Sᾱq0,M (Zu, h, h′) ≤ Cq0Q(M, s)
√
Θs‖u‖s+2‖u‖Hs ,

where Θs is given in Lemma 8.7.
If h ⋔q0α h′, then for any ξ ∈ Z2 \ {0}, either ξ⊥ 6∈ Dh(p)F

q0Cǫ,u or ξ⊥ 6∈ Dh′(p)F
q0Cǫ,u, for all

p ∈ supp(ψᾱ,h). We can then decompose Zu = Z(h) ∪ Z(h′), where
Z(h) = {ξ ∈ Zu : ξ⊥ 6∈ Dh(p)F

q0Cǫ,u ∀p ∈ suppψᾱ,h},(8.38)

and we write, recalling (8.29),

Sᾱq0,M (Zu, h, h′) = Sᾱq0,M (Zu ∩ Z(h), h, h′) + Sᾱq0,M (Zu ∩ Z(h′), h, h′).(8.39)

It is enough to estimate the first addend, the second being analogous. By the Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality we have

|Sᾱq0,M (Zu ∩ Z(h), h, h′)| ≤


∑

ξ∈Z2

|〈ξ〉s1Zu∩Z(h)FLq0 (uMᾱ,h)|2



1
2

‖Lq0(uMᾱ,h′)‖Hs .(8.40)

Moreover, by (7.2), ‖Lq0(uMᾱ,h′)‖Hs ≤ C♯Q(M, s)‖u‖Hs. We can bound the sum inside the square root
following exactly the same argument of the proof of Lemma 8.7, since the key condition ξ ∈ Zc

u is now
replaced by ξ ∈ Z(h), with the difference that this time ϑ(ξ⊥) = χu, since ξ ∈ Zu. We thus have

|Sᾱq0,M (Zu ∩ Z(h), h, h′)| . Q(M, s)
√
Θs‖u‖s+2‖u‖Hs .

Summing over h ⋔q0α h′, we conclude the proof of (8.37).

Step III (Estimate of non-transversal terms). We now want to estimate the h 6⋔q0α h′ terms in
(8.36). Our aim is to prove that

∑

h6⋔q0
α h′

∣∣〈Lq0 (uMᾱ,h),Lq0(uMᾱ,h′)〉s
∣∣ .N (q0)µ

2sq0
∑

h∈Hq0

‖uMᾱ,h‖2Hs

+ Cq0
∑

h∈Hq0

‖uMᾱ,h‖2Hs−1 .
(8.41)

Keeping the same notation used previously, we write
∑

h6⋔q0
α h′

〈Lq0 (uMᾱ,h),Lq0(uMᾱ,h′)〉s =
∑

h∈Hq0

∑

h′:h′ 6⋔q0
α h

〈Lq0(uMᾱ,h),Lq0(uMᾱ,h′)〉s.(8.42)
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By equation (E.4), there are Cγ,β such that

(8.43) 〈Lq0uMᾱ,h,Lq0(uMᾱ,h′)〉s =
∑

γ+β≤s
Cγ,β〈∂γx1

∂βx2
Lq0(uMᾱ,h), ∂γx1

∂βx2
Lq0(uMᾱ,h′)〉L2 .

We then use equation (7.6) and we have, for every γ, β such that γ + β ≤ s

|∂γx1
∂βx2

(Lq0uMᾱ,h)| ≤ ‖(DF q0)−1‖s∞Lq0(|∂γx1
∂βx2

uMᾱ,h|) + Lq0(P q0s−1u
M
ᾱ,h)

where P q0s−1 is a differential operator of order s − 1. By (5.17) ‖(DF q0)−1‖s∞ ≤ Cµsq0 . Clearly the
same inequality holds for h′ and we use this in (8.43) to obtain

∑

γ+β≤s
Cγ,β

∣∣〈∂γx1
∂βx2

Lq0(uMᾱ,h), ∂γx1
∂βx2

Lq0(uMᾱ,h′)〉L2

∣∣

. µ2sq0
∑

γ+β=s

Cγ,β〈Lq0 (|∂γx1
∂βx2

uMᾱ,h|),Lq0 (|∂γx1
∂βx2

uMᾱ,h′ |)〉L2

+ Cq0
∑

γ+β=s

‖Lq0(|∂γx1
∂βx2

uMᾱ,h|)‖L2‖uMᾱ,h′‖Hs−1

+ Cq0
∑

γ+β=s

‖Lq0(|∂γx1
∂βx2

uMᾱ,h′ |)‖L2‖uMᾱ,h‖Hs−1 + Cq0‖uMᾱ,h‖Hs−1‖uMᾱ,h′‖Hs−1.

It follows that, for each δ > 0,

∑

γ+β≤s
Cγ,β

∣∣〈∂γx1
∂βx2

(Lq0 (uMᾱ,h), ∂γx1
∂βx2

Lq0(uMᾱ,h′)〉L2

∣∣

. µ2sq0
∑

γ+β=s

Cγ,β〈Lq0 (|∂γx1
∂βx2

uMᾱ,h|),Lq0 (|∂γx1
∂βx2

uMᾱ,h′ |)〉L2

+ δ
[
‖uMᾱ,h‖2Hs + ‖uMᾱ,h′‖2Hs

]
+ Cq0,sδ

−1
[
‖uMᾱ,h‖2Hs−1 + ‖uMᾱ,h′‖2Hs−1

]
.

(8.44)

Since uMᾱ,h and uMᾱ,h′ are supported on invertibility domains of F q0 ,

(8.45) Lq0 |(∂γx1
∂βx2

uMα,τ |) =
|∂γx1

∂βx2
uMα,τ | ◦ τ

| detDF q0 | ◦ τ , τ ∈ {h, h′}.

We define χτ := |∂γx1
∂βx2

uMα,τ | ◦ τ and gτ := | detDFN | ◦ τ and we have

〈Lq0 (|∂γx1
∂βx2

uMᾱ,h|),Lq0(|∂γx1
∂βx2

uMᾱ,h′ |)〉L2 =

∫

T2

χhχh′

√
ghgh′

√
ghgh′

≤ 1

2

∫

T2

χ2
h

gh′gh
+

1

2

∫

T2

χ2
h′

gh′gh
,

(8.46)

where we used the elementary inequality ab ≤ 1
2 (a

2 + b2) with a =
χh√
ghgh′

, b =
χh′

√
ghgh′

. In order to

obtain (8.41), we need to sum equation (8.44) over h ∈ Hq0 and h′ 6⋔q0α h. Let us begin with the first
term. Consider one of the integrals in (8.46), for example the first one. Recalling N (q0) as in Definition
4.2 and equation (7.12), Lemma 8.10 implies

∑

h

∑

h′:h′ 6⋔q0
α h

∫

T2

χ2
h

gh′gh
≤
∑

h

∫

T2

χ2
h

gh

∑

h′:h′ 6⋔N
α h

1

gh′

≤ N (q0)
∑

h

∫

T2

|∂γx1
∂βx2

uMᾱ,h|2 ◦ h
| detDFN | ◦ h

= N (q0)
∑

h

‖Lq0 |∂γx1
∂βx2

uMᾱ,h|2‖L1 = N (q0)
∑

h

‖∂γx1
∂βx2

uMᾱ,h‖2L2 .

(8.47)
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By symmetry we have

µ2sq0
∑

h6⋔q0
α h′

∑

γ+β=s

Cγ,β
∣∣〈Lq0(|∂γx1

∂βx2
uMᾱ,h|),Lq0(|∂γx1

∂βx2
uMᾱ,h′ |)〉L2

∣∣

≤ µ2sq0N (q0)
∑

h∈Hq0

∑

γ+β=s

‖∂γx1
∂βx2

uMᾱ,h‖2L2 ≤ µ2sq0N (q0)
∑

h∈Hq0

‖uMᾱ,h‖2Hs ,
(8.48)

which corresponds to the first addend of the r.h.s. of (8.41).
Summing the other terms of (8.44) over h yields (8.41) which, together with (8.37), conclude the proof
of Lemma 8.8.

8.5. Proof of Theorem 8.2.
By (8.30) and Lemmata 8.7 and 8.8, we have

‖LNu‖2Hs ≤ Cq0Θs‖u‖2s+2 + Cq0Q(M, s)
√
Θs‖u‖s+2‖u‖Hs

+ (N (q0)µ
2sq0 + δ)

∑

ᾱ

∑

h∈Hq0

‖uMᾱ,h‖2Hs + Cq0,sδ
−1
∑

ᾱ

∑

h∈Hq0

‖uMᾱ,h‖2Hs−1 .
(8.49)

Recalling that uMᾱ,h = ψᾱ,hLMu, we can use equations (8.15) and (7.2) to write,52

∑

ᾱ

∑

h∈Hq0

‖uMᾱ,h‖2Hs =
∑

ᾱ

∑

h∈Hq0

‖ψᾱ,hLMu‖2Hs ≤ C♯‖LMu‖2Hs + Cψ(s)‖LMu‖2L1

≤ Cq0As‖LM1‖∞µ2sM‖u‖2Hs +Q(M, s)‖u‖2Hs−1 + Cψ(s)‖u‖2L1

(8.50)

and ∑

ᾱ

∑

h∈Hq0

‖uMᾱ,h‖2Hs−1 ≤ C♯‖LMu‖2Hs−1 + Cψ(s− 1)‖LMu‖2L1

≤ ‖LM1‖∞Q(M, s− 1)‖u‖2Hs−1 + Cψ(s− 1)‖u‖2L1.

(8.51)

Next, choosing δ = N (q0), using Lemma E.1 with ς = N (q0)
2µ2sq0Q(M, s)−1C−1

ǫ,q0 , substituting equa-
tions (8.50) and (8.51) in (8.49), setting

(8.52) Q(M, s) = {{1,N (q0)
−3}+µ2sq0Q(M, s)2Cǫ,q0LM , Cψ(s)}+,

and recalling (8.4) for the definition of LM , we obtain

‖LNu‖2Hs ≤ C♯LMN (q0)µ
2sN‖u‖2Hs + Cq0Θs‖u‖2s+2

+ Cq0Q(M, s)
√
Θs‖u‖s+2‖u‖Hs +Q(M, s)‖u‖2L1

≤ C♯LMN (q0)µ
2sN‖u‖2Hs + Cǫ,q0

[
Q(M, s)2LMΘsN (q0)

−1 +Q(M, s)
]
‖u‖2s+2,

(8.53)

where, in the last line, we used (6.2) to estimate ‖u‖L1 ≤ C♯‖u‖s+2. Recalling (8.52), it follows

‖LNu‖Hs ≤ C♯

(√
[LMN (q0)]

1
N µ2s

)N
‖u‖Hs + Cǫ,q0

√
Q(M, s)Θs‖u‖s+2,

from which, by equations (8.31), (8.15) and Lemma 7.1, we obtain (8.7) in the case s > 1.

8.6. Fourier basic estimate: case SVPH ♯. To prove Theorem 8.3 we must improve the constant
K1(s,Mξ) in Proposition 8.6 for t = 2. This is done in the following proposition.

Proposition 8.11. Under the assumption of Proposition 8.6 if, in addition, the map F is a SVPH ♯

and satisfies condition (8.8) for a uniform constant C5 > 0, then there exist Cn0,q0,ǫ, β1, β2 > 0 such
that the conclusions of Proposition 8.6 hold with

(8.54) K1(2,Mξ) ≤ Cn0,q0,ǫ(lnχ
−1
u )β1µβ2 lnχ−1

u ϑ(ξ⊥)−7.

52We also use repeatedly ‖Lnu‖L1 ≤ ‖u‖L1 .
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Proof. We follow the proof of Proposition 8.6 word by word until the definition of mℓ which we define
here differently in the following way.
Letmℓ(z, h̃◦h, n⋆) be the smallest integer satisfying (5.40), for z ∈ γℓ, with n⋆ = {n̂,min{c−2 logχ−1

u ,m}}+,
where m was defined right after (8.20). In addition, set mℓ(h̃) = supz∈γℓ mℓ(z, h̃ ◦ h, n⋆) and define

(8.55) Mξ ≡Mξ,2 = sup
ℓ

sup
h̃∈H∞

mℓ(h̃).

We can follow the proof of Proposition 8.6 literally and we see that the main task is to estimate∑
ĥ∈Ĥα

‖Ψν̂ℓ(∂η1ψα) ◦ Fm(ĥ)‖C2
ν̂ℓ

in (8.26), and so, to have a sharper bound of Au(t,Mξ,m) for τ = 2.

To this goal, we use the improvements Proposition 6.5 and Lemma 5.22 instead of Proposition 6.4 and
Lemma 5.19 respectively to get, by (6.22), setting Iν̂ℓ = hℓm̄(Iq0 ),

(8.56) C̃(2,m,m) ≤ C3
µ,mµ

4m sup
ζ∈ν̂ℓ(Iν̂ℓ )

(1 + CFλ
+
m(ζ)){λ+m(Fm−m(ζ)) + Cq0∆γ̃},

and, accordingly, we have equation (8.26) with

(8.57) Au(τ,Mξ,m) :=





C♯Iγ̃,Mξ
Jγ̃,Mξ

τ = 0

C♯(Iγ̃,Mξ
)2Jγ̃,Mξ

τ = 1

C4
µ,Mξ

µ5Mξ (1 + CFµ
mϑ−1

ν̂0
)O⋆mI3γ̃,mJγ̃,Mξ

τ = 2

First note that, by (8.12), (8.11) and (G.2) we can choose b large enough so that b lnχ−1
u > m and

hence

(8.58) ‖ψ̄ᾱ,h‖Cs ≤ Cǫ,q0C
4s
µ,b lnχ−1

u
µ4sb lnχ−1

u .

Next, let gα = ∂η1 ψ̄ᾱ,h, and Gα(s) = gα ◦ γ̃ℓ ◦ hℓ,m(s). Then, since Fmν̂ℓ = γ̃ℓ ◦ hℓ,m, we have
gα ◦ Fm ◦ ν̂ℓ = Gα and if we choose

G′
α = 〈∇gα ◦ γ̃ℓ ◦ hℓ,m, γ̃′ℓ ◦ hℓ,mh′ℓ,m〉

G′′
α = 〈(D2gα) ◦ γ̃′ℓ ◦ hℓ,m · γ̃′ℓ ◦ hℓ,m, γ̃′ℓ ◦ hℓ,m〉(h′ℓ,m)2

+ 〈∇gα ◦ γ̃ℓ ◦ hℓ,m, γ̃′′ℓ ◦ hℓ,m(h′ℓ,m)
2 + γ̃′ℓ ◦ hℓ,mh′′ℓ,m〉.

Note that by (G.1) and the first of (8.28) we have

‖γ̃′′ℓ ‖∞ ≤ Cq0,ǫµ
11mC2

µ,m.

Moreover, (8.8) and (5.20), imply CF ≤ C♯χu. We can use this to compute, using (8.28), (5.41),53

∆γ̃ ≤ Cq0,ǫµ
11mC2

µ,m

Mm,q0 ≤ Cq0,ǫC
2
µ,mµ

15mϑ−1
γ̃

Mm,q0 ≤ Cq0,ǫC
4
µ,mµ

32mϑ−2
γ̃ .

(8.59)

Accordingly, using also (5.42)(with hm = hm,ℓ), (8.28), (8.58) and (8.8), we have

‖(∂2ψ̄ᾱ,h) ◦ Fm(ĥ)‖C0
ν̂ℓ

≤ Cǫ,q0C
8
µ,b lnχ−1

u
µ8b lnχ−1

u

‖(∂ψ̄ᾱ,h) ◦ Fm(ĥ)‖C1
ν̂ℓ

≤ Cǫ,q0C
4
µ,b lnχ−1

u
ϑ−1
γ̃ µMξ+4sb lnχ−1

u

‖ψ̄ᾱ,h ◦ Fm(ĥ)‖C2
ν̂ℓ

≤ Cǫ,q0C
8
µ,b lnχ−1

u
µ3Mξ+24b lnχ−1

u ϑ−1
γ̃

{
ϑ−1
γ̃ +Mm,n0

}

≤ Cǫ,q0C
8
µ,b lnχ−1

u
µ3Mξ+25b lnχ−1

u ϑ−1
γ̃

{
C2
µ,nµ

15m + Cµ,mµ
6mϑ−1

γ̃

}

≤ Cǫ,q0C
10
µ,b lnχ−1

u
µ3Mξ+40b lnχ−1

u ϑ−2
γ̃ .

(8.60)

53Recall that q0 ≥ n0.
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Since (Ψν̂ℓGα)
′′ = Ψ′′

ν̂ℓ
Gα + 2Ψ′

ν̂ℓ
G′
α +Ψν̂ℓG

′′
α, by equations (8.26), (8.57), (5.60) and (8.60)

∑

ĥ∈Ĥα

‖Ψν̂ℓ(∂η1ψα) ◦ Fm(ĥ)‖C2
ν̂ℓ

≤Cǫ,q0C10
µ,b lnχ−1

u
µ3Mξ+40b lnχ−1

u

{
Au(2,Mξ,m)

+Au(1,Mξ,m)ϑ−1
γ̃ +Au(0,Mξ,m)ϑ−2

γ̃

}
.

(8.61)

To conclude, we need to relate all the quantities to ϑγ̃ . First we notice that, by (8.28) and recalling
(C.43), it follows that for each ζ ∈ T.

(8.62) λ+m ◦ Fm−m ◦ ν̂ℓ(ζ) ≤ C♯ϑ
−1
γ̃ µm.

Notice that the expansion is almost constant for the points of interest. Indeed, by Lemma 5.17, for
any p, p∗ ∈ U = Uα,h ∩ Im(ν̂ℓ) and n ≤Mξ,

λ+n (p) ≤ λ+n (p∗)e
µMξCµ,Mξ

‖p−p∗‖ ≤ λ+n (p∗)e
µMξCµ,Mξ

dǫδq0 (p∗).

If we choose b so that b lnχ−1
u ≥Mξ, then (8.11) and (G.2) imply

(8.63) λ+n (p) ≤ C♯λ
+
n (p∗).

Next, recall the choice n⋆ = {n̂,min{c−2 logχ−1
u ,m}}+ in Lemma 5.14. To continue we need to

check the conditions (5.40). Recalling (8.59), the first of the (5.40) is implied by

λ−m−m(ν̂m ◦ hm−m(t)) ≥ c♭c
m
n⋆
µ2m+15m−3n⋆Cq0,ǫCµ,mϑ

−1
γ̃

The second is implied by

c2♭ b
n⋆
n⋆
µ2m+2n⋆λ−m−m(γ ◦ hm−m(t))

−1Cq0,ǫCµ,mµ
15mϑ−1

γ̃ ≤ 1

2
b2n⋆
n⋆

µ6n⋆C3

which follows by

λ−m−m(γ ◦ hm−m(t)) ≥ 2c2♭µ
2m+15m−4n⋆Cq0,ǫCµ,mϑ

−1
γ̃ .

And the third of (5.40) is implied by

c2♭c
m
n⋆
µ3m(λ−m−m(γ ◦ hm−m(t)))−1Cq0,ǫC

4
µ,mµ

32mϑ−2
γ̃ ≤ 1

2
C2
µ,n⋆

µ6n⋆C2
3

which follows by

λ−m−m(γ ◦ hm−m(t)) ≥ 2c2♭c
m
n⋆
µ3m+32m−6n⋆Cq0,ǫC

2
µ,mϑ

−2
γ̃ .

The above, due to (8.62) and recalling (5.16), are implied by

λm− ≥ C♯mc
m
n⋆
µ15mϑ−2

γ̃

λm− ≥ C♯mµ
14mϑ−2

γ̃

λm− ≥ C♯m
2cmn⋆

µ30mϑ−3
γ̃ ,

which, in turn, are satisfied if

(8.64)

(
λ−

µ30cn⋆

)m
≥ C♯m

2ϑ−3
γ̃ .

Recalling (5.1) and noting that Bn ≥ c3n, the above is implied by 2m ≥ C♯m
2ϑ−3
γ̃ which implies

m ≤ C6 lnϑ(ξ
⊥) ≤ C6 lnχ

−1
u for some constant C6, hence

(8.65) Mξ ≤ C6 lnϑ(ξ
⊥)−1.

Note that this implies supξ⊥ /∈Cu
Mξ ≤ C6 lnχ

−1
u <∞, which proves (8.17) for t = 2.

The above allows us to make the choice b = C6. In addition, since cn⋆ ≤ ec♯/ lnϑ
−1
γ̃ we have cmn⋆

≤ C♯.
Hence, we can choose m so that

λ+m ◦ ν̂ℓ(s) ≤ C2
µ,mµ

30mϑ(ξ⊥)−3.(8.66)
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By the above, (8.56), (8.62) and (8.59), we then have the estimate of the first term in the sum (8.24),

(8.67) C̃(2,m(h),m) ≤ Cq0,ǫC
7
µ,Mξ

µ45Mξϑ(ξ⊥)−3.

We now proceed with the bound of the other terms in (8.24). We want to use Lemma 5.19, hence
we need to estimate the quantities in (5.60). Our first task is to study ϑν̂0,m(s). By definition
ν̂n0(s) = (σ(s), s) for some function σ and (5.39) implies that ϑν̂0,m(s) = |σ′(s)|−1. Since, using the
notation of Lemma 5.13, Fn0 ν̂n0 = ν̂0 ◦ h̄n0 , we have

Cn0 |π2(ν̂′0 ◦ h̄n0(s))| ≥ |π2([Dν̂n0 (s)
Fn0 ]−1ν̄′0 ◦ h̄n0(s)h̄

′
n0
(s))| = |σ′(s)| ≥ Cn0 |π2(ν̄′0 ◦ h̄n0(s))|.

By the proof of Lemma G.1, see (G.5), we have that π2(γ̃
′
0) = π2(ν

′
0) is monotone, hence so is

π2(ν̂
′
0(s)) = π2(ν

′
0 ◦ h̄n0(s)). Thus, if |t| ≥ |s|, we have

(8.68) |σ′(s)| ≤ Cn0 |π2(ν̂′0 ◦ h̄n0(s))| ≤ Cn0 |π2(ν̂′0 ◦ h̄n0(t))| ≤ Cn0 |σ′(t)|.
Also the proof of Lemma G.1 implies that, for |s| ≥ 1

4 , |σ′(s)| ≤ c♯. Accordingly,

Jγ̃,Mξ
=

∫

T

[
ϑν̂n0 ,Mξ

(s)
]−1

ds ≤ C♯ +

∫ 1
4

− 1
4

sup
|s−t|≤c♯χu lnχ−1

u

|σ′(t)|dt

≤ C♯ +

∫ c♯χu lnχ−1
u

−c♯χu lnχ−1
u

ϑ(ξ⊥)−1 + Cn0

∫ −c♯χu lnχ−1
u

− 1
4

|σ′(s+ c♯χu lnχ
−1
u )|ds

+ Cn0

∫ − 1
4

c♯χu lnχ−1
u

|σ′(s− c♯χu lnχ
−1
u )|ds

≤ Cn0

[
1 + ϑ(ξ⊥)−1χu lnχ

−1
u

]
≤ Cn0 lnχ

−1
u ,

(8.69)

since,
∫
T
|σ′| =

∣∣∫
T
σ′∣∣ ≤ 1, since ν̂′n0

6∈ Cc and the curve does not wrap around the torus horizontally.

By the proof of Lemma G.1 we have that ϑν̂0(s) is monotone for |s| ≤ 1
4 .

Next, by (8.59) we have

Iγ̃,Mξ
≤ C3

µ,Mξ
µ16Mξϑ−1

γ̃

O⋆Mξ
≤ Cq0,ǫC

8
µ,Mξ

µ60Mξϑ−1
γ̃ .

Using the above estimates in (8.57) it follows

Au(0,Mξ,m) ≤ Cn0C
3
µ,Mξ

µ16Mξϑ−1
γ̃ lnχ−1

u ,

Au(1,Mξ,m) ≤ Cn0C
6
µ,Mξ

µ32Mξϑ−2
γ̃ lnχ−1

u

Au(2,Mξ,m) ≤ Cn0,q0,ǫC
21
µ,Mξ

µ114Mξϑ−4
γ̃ lnχ−1

u .

(8.70)

Substituting the above in (8.61) yields
∑

ĥ∈Ĥα

‖Ψν̂ℓ(∂η1ψα) ◦ Fm(ĥ)‖C2
ν̂ℓ

≤Cn0,q0,ǫC
10
µ,b lnχ−1

u
C21
µ,Mξ

× µ114Mξ+4b lnχ−1
u ϑ(ξ⊥)−4 lnχ−1

u .

(8.71)

By (8.24), (8.25), (8.67), (8.71), ams since |I0| ≤ Cq0,ǫC
−1

µ,b lnχ−1
u
µ−b lnχ−1

u , there exist β1, β2 > 0 such

that
∣∣∣F∂2xj

Lq0(uMξ

ᾱ,h)
∣∣∣ ≤ Cn0,q0,ǫC

9
µ,b lnχ−1

u
Cβ1

µ,Mξ
µβ2Mξ+3b lnχ−1

u ϑ(ξ⊥)−7 lnχ−1
u ‖u‖2,

which concludes the proof of (8.54), recalling equations (8.18), (8.65).
�

Thanks to the previous result, we can now conclude the proof of Theorem 8.3.
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8.7. Proof of Theorem 8.3.
Under the additional assumption of F being a SVPH ♯ and satisfying condition (8.8), we are going to
prove (8.9) following word by word the SVPH case with the following three additions:
1) By Remark 8.5 we have a sharper estimate of Cψ(1) given in Lemma 8.4:

Cψ(1) ≤ Cǫ,q0Cµ,c♯ lnχ−1
u
χ
c♯ lnµ
u .

2) Here we improve the constant Θ1 of Lemma 8.7 for s = 1. In the proof of Lemma 8.7, after (8.33),
we add the following computation for s = 1: For any R > 0 let BR = {ξ ∈ Z2 : ‖ξ‖ ≤ R} and
BcR = Z2 \BR. Then

∑

ξ∈Z2

|〈ξ〉1Zc
u
FLq0(uMᾱ,h′)|2 =

∑

ξ∈Zc
u∩BR

〈ξ〉−2|〈ξ〉2FLq0(uMᾱ,h′)|2

+
∑

ξ∈Zc
u∩Bc

R

〈ξ〉−3|〈ξ〉2FLq0(uMᾱ,h′)| |〈ξ〉3FLq0(uMᾱ,h′)|.

Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 8.6 and by (8.33) yield

(8.72)
∑

ξ∈Zc
u∩BR

|〈ξ〉FLq0 (uMᾱ,h′)|2 ≤ C2
µ,Mµ

2M‖u‖22
∑

ξ∈Zc
u∩BR

〈ξ〉−2K1(2,Mξ)
2

and
∑

ξ∈Zc
u∩Bc

R

|〈ξ〉FLq0(uMᾱ,h′)|2

≤ C2
µ,Mµ

2M‖u‖2‖u‖3
∑

ξ∈Zc
u∩Bc

R

〈ξ〉−3K1(2,Mξ)K1(3,Mξ).
(8.73)

We use the estimate of K1(2,Mξ) in (8.54) for the sum in (8.72), with ϑ(ξ⊥) = ρ(ξ⊥), since ξ ∈ Zc
u,

∑

ξ∈Zc
u∩BR

〈ξ〉−2K1(2,Mξ)
2 ≤ Cn0,q0,ǫ(lnχ

−1
u )c♯µc♯ lnχ

−1
u

∑

ξ∈Zc
u∩BR

〈ξ〉−2ρ(ξ⊥)−14

≤ Cn0,q0,ǫ(lnχ
−1
u )c♯µc♯ lnχ

−1
u χ−13

u logR,

(8.74)

since

(8.75)
∑

ξ∈Zc
u∩BR

〈ξ〉−2ρ(ξ⊥)−14 ≤
∫ R

0

∫

{tan θ>χu}

1

1 + ρ2
1

(tan θ)14
ρdρdθ . χ−13

u logR.

Similarly, for the sum in (8.73), we have
∑

ξ∈Zc
u∩Bc

R

〈ξ〉−3K1(2,Mξ)K1(3,Mξ)

≤ Cn0,q0,ǫµ
c♯ lnχ

−1
u χ

−c♯
u

∑

ξ∈Zc
u∩Bc

R

〈ξ〉−3ρ(ξ⊥)−7Λc♯Mξ

≤ Cn0,q0,ǫµ
c♯ lnχ

−1
u χ

−c♯
u R−1.

(8.76)

Choosing R = χ
−c♯
u Λc♯Mξ by (8.72) and (8.73) we have the following estimate:
∑

ξ∈Z2

|〈ξ〉1Zc
u
FLq0(uMᾱ,h′)|2 ≤ Cn0,q0,ǫC

2
µ,Mµ

2M (lnχ−1
u )c♯χ

−13−c♯ lnµ
u ‖u‖23.(8.77)

In conclusion, under the assumption that the map is a SVPH# and satisfies condition (8.8), the
constant Θ1 of Lemma 8.7 for s = 1 becomes

(8.78) Θ1 = Cn0,q0,ǫC
2
µ,Mµ

2M (lnχ−1
u )c♯χ

−13−c♯ lnµ
u .
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3) To estimate the right hand side of (8.40) in the case s = 1 we use
∑

ξ∈Zu∩Z(h)∩BR

〈ξ〉−2χ−14
u ≤ C♯χ

−13
u logR

instead of (8.75) where Z(h) is defined in (8.38).
By Lemma 7.1, Q(M, 1) ≤ C3

µ,Mµ
3M . Finally, using (8.52), (8.78), we can find β3 > 0 such that

√
Q(M, 1)Θ1 ≤ Cǫ,q0C

β3

µ,Mµ
β3M (lnχ−1

u )β3χ
−13
2 −c♯ lnµ−1

u L
1
2

M ,

which concludes the proof of Theorem 8.3.

9. The final Lasota-Yorke Inequality

We state and prove our main technical Theorem which implies the Theorems stated in section 4.
For each integer 1 ≤ s ≤ r − 1 we define the following norm

‖ · ‖s,∗ := ‖ · ‖Hs + ‖ · ‖s+2.

Theorem 9.1. Let F ∈ Cr(T2,T2) be a SVPH and α = log(λ−µ
−2)

log(λ+) . Let mχu be as in (8.17), n0 as in

(8.5) and C1 > 0 provided in Theorem 8.2. We assume that there exist: constants c,K > 0, ν0 ∈ (0, 1),
integer n1 ≥ n0, and uniform constants τ0 ≥ 1, κ1 ≥ κ0 ∈ N such that, for some 1 ≤ s ≤ r − 3,54

sup
m≤n

‖Lm1‖∞ ≤ Kµcn
τ0
, ∀n < κ1n1 +mχu ,(9.1)

{
µζsλ−1

− ,

√
ÑF (⌈αn1⌉)µαsn

τ0
1 κ

τ0−1
1 +βsm

τ0
χuκ

−1
0

}+

≤ ν0 < 1,(9.2)

(C1K)
1

κ0n1+mχu ν
κ0

n1κ0+mχu

0 < 1,(9.3)

where ÑF is given in (3.1), αs = c[(1− α)τ0 + 1] + 2s, βs = 2(s+ c) and ζs given in (3.2). Moreover,
for κ ∈ (κ0, κ1), choose

(9.4) σκ ∈ ({µζsλ−1
− , (C1K)

1
κn1+mχu ν

κ
n1κ+mχu
0 }+, 1).

Then, for each n ∈ N and σ̄κ ∈ (σκ, 1) we have, Ωχu being as in Theorem 8.2,

‖Lnu‖s,∗ ≤ C♯Ωχu(κn1 +mχu , s)
{
σnκ‖u‖s,∗ + (1 − σκ)

−1Cµ,nµ
n‖u‖0

}
(9.5)

‖Lnu‖s,∗ ≤ C♯Ωχu(κn1 +mχu , s)σ
n
κ‖u‖s,∗(9.6)

+ Cσ̄κΩχu(κn1 +mχu , s)
3C3

µ,nµ
3n‖u‖L1,

In particular, Ωχu(κn1 +mχu , 1) is given by (8.9) if F is also a SVPH ♯ satisfying (8.8).

Proof. We use Theorem 8.2 with q0 = κn1 ≥ n0 and κ ∈ (κ0, κ1). First, by conditions (9.1) and (9.2)
and Lemma 7.4 , we observe that, setting N = q0 +M ,

[Lmχu
N (q0)]

1
N µ2s ≤ [Kµcm

τ0
χuN (q0)]

1
N µ2s

≤
(
Kµcm

τ0
χuLq0−⌈αq0⌉Ñ (⌈αq0⌉)

) 1
N

µ2s

≤ (K2Ñ (⌈αq0⌉)µq
τ0
0 αs+βsm

τ0
χu )

1
N .

(9.7)

Therefore, by equation (8.7),

‖LNu‖Hs ≤ C1K
(
Ñ (⌈αq0⌉)µq

τ0
0 αs+βsm

τ0
χu

) 1
2 ‖u‖Hs +Ωχu(M, s)‖u‖s+2.(9.8)

Moreover, by the sub-multiplicativity of Ñ
Ñ (⌈αq0⌉) = Ñ (⌈ακn1⌉) ≤ Ñ (⌈αn1⌉)κ.

54Recall ζs defined in (2.7), while (9.1), (9.2) and (9.3) constrain κ0, κ1 and n1.
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It follows by the definition of ν0 that

√
Ñ (⌈αq0⌉)µq

τ0
0 αs+βsm

τ0
χu ≤

√[
Ñ (⌈αn1⌉)µ

αsq
τ0
0

+βsm
τ0
χu

κ

]κ
≤ νκ0 .

Accordingly

(9.9) ‖LNu‖Hs ≤ σNκ ‖u‖Hs +Ωχu(M, s)‖u‖s+2.

On the other hand, the assumption µζsλ−1
− ≤ ν0 implies (6.32), so that we can choose δ∗ in (6.33) such

that, for all n ∈ N,

(9.10) ‖Lnu‖s+2 ≤ C♯σ
n
κ‖u‖s+2 + Cµ,nµ

n‖u‖0.
Iterating (9.9) by multiple of N and using (9.10) yields (9.5).

Next, we want to compare the norm ‖ · ‖0 with the L1-norm. Let us fix ℓ > 0. Take an admissible
central curve γ and notice that, for any φ ∈ C0(T) with ‖φ‖∞ = 1, we have

∣∣∣∣
∫

T

φ(t)(u)(γ(t) + ℓe1)dt−
∫

T

φ(t)u(γ(t))dt

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ ℓ

0

ds

∫

T

φ(t)∂zu(γ(t) + se1)dt

∣∣∣∣∣ .

Writing γ(t) = (σ(t), t) we can make the change of variables ψ(s, t) = γ(t) + se1 = (σ(t) + s, t). Since
det(Dψ) = −1 and setting Dℓ = {ψ(s, t) ; t ∈ T, s ∈ [0, ℓ]}, we have

∣∣∣∣
∫

T

φ(t)u(γ(t) + ℓe1)dt−
∫

T

φ(t)u(γ(t))dt

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
∫

Dℓ

φ(z)∂zu(x, z)dxdz

∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖φ‖L∞

√
ℓ‖u‖H1.

Hence
∣∣∣∣
∫

T

φ(t)u(γ(t) + se1)dt

∣∣∣∣ ≥
∣∣∣∣
∫

T

φ(t)u(γ(t))dt

∣∣∣∣ −
√
s‖u‖H1.

Integrating in s ∈ [0, ℓ] and taking the sup on γ and φ yields

(9.11) ‖u‖0 ≤ ℓ−1‖u‖L1 +
2ℓ

1
2

3
‖u‖H1.

Applying (9.11) to (9.5) with the choice ℓ−1 = C2
σκ
C2
µ,nσ

−2n
κ µ2n, where Cσκ = C♯(1− σκ)

−1, yields

‖Lnu‖s,∗ ≤ C♯Ωχu(κn1 +mχu , s)
{
σnκ‖u‖s,∗ + C3

σκ
C3
µ,nµ

3nσ−2n
κ ‖u‖0

}
.

Next, for each σ̄κ ∈ (σκ, 1), let nκ be the smallest integer such that

C♯Ωχu(κn1 +mχu , s)σ
nκ
κ ≤ σ̄nκ

κ .

For each n ∈ N, write n = knκ +m with m < κ, then iterating the above equation yields

‖Lnu‖s,∗ ≤ σ̄knκ
κ ‖Lmu‖s,∗ + C♯Ωχu(κn1 +mχu , s)µ

3knκC3
σκ
C3
µ,nκ

σ−2nκ
κ

k−1∑

j=0

σ̄nκ
κ ‖u‖L1

≤ C♯Ωχu(κn1 +mχu , s)σ̄
n
κ‖u‖s,∗ + C♯

Ωχu(κn1 +mχu , s)
3µ3nC3

σκ
C3
µ,n

σ̄2nκ
κ (1 − σ̄nκ

κ )
‖u‖L1

which implies (9.6). �

Corollary 9.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 9.1 there exists a Banach space Bs,∗ such that
Cr−1(T2) ⊂ Bs,∗ ⊂ Hs(T2) on which the operator LF : Bs,∗ → Bs,∗ has spectral radius one and is quasi
compact with essential spectral radius bounded by σκ.
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Proof. Let Bs,∗ be the completion of Cr−1(T2) with respect to ‖ · ‖s,∗, then Cr−1(T2) ⊂ Bs,∗ ⊂ Hs(T2).
Iterating (9.6), and since LF is a L1 contraction, implies that the spectral radius is bounded by one,
but since the adjoint of LF has eigenvalue one, so does L, hence the spectral radius is one.

To bound the essential spectral radius note that the immersion Bs,∗ →֒ Hs is continuous by definition
of the norm. Moreover the immersion Hs →֒ L1 is compact for every s by Sobolev embeddings
theorems, hence Bs,∗ →֒ L1 is compact. Thus, by (9.6) and Hennion theorem [35] follows that the
essential spectral radius is bounded by σ̄κ and hence the claim by the arbitrariness of σ̄κ. �

Proof of Theorem 4.4. According to Corollary 9.2, it is enough to check the conditions of Theorem
9.1. Since µ > 1, Corollary 5.20 implies supk≤n ‖Lk1‖∞ ≤ Kµµ

n for each n ∈ N, for some constant Kµ

depending on µ. Hence (9.1) is satisfied with c = 1 and τ0 = 1 and arbitrary κ1 ∈ N. Next, µζsλ−1
− < 1

is implied by hypothesis (H3). Therefore, condition (3.3) coincides with (9.2) with αs, βs, ζs given in
(3.2). Finally, choosing any κ0 such that

(9.12) κ0 >
ln(C1K

1
2
µ )

ln ν−1
0

,

we have also (9.3), whereby we conclude. �

10. The map Fε

Here we apply Theorem 9.1 to the maps Fε, see (2.11), and we prove Theorems 4.5, 4.6 and 4.8.

10.1. The maps Fε are SVPH ♯.
We use Lemma 2.6, applied with ω replaced by εω, to check that the maps given in (2.11) are SVPH
for ε small enough. Condition (5) is part of the assumptions on Fε and implies λ > 2‖∂θf‖∞, which
implies (4) and, since λ > 2, (1) for ε small enough. Finally, conditions (2), (3) and (6) are also
immediate for ε small. Hence, there exists ε0 > 0 such that, for all ε < ε0, Fε satisfies the hypothesis
of Lemma 2.6 and hence it is a SVPH.

In particular, we choose Cu
ε = {(ξ, η) ∈ R2 : |η| ≤ εu⋆|ξ|},55 and Cc = {(ξ, η) ∈ R2 : |ξ| ≤ η|} with

(10.1) u⋆ = 2‖∂xω‖∞ =: ε−1χu.

Let (1, εu) ∈ Cu
ε , for p = (x, θ) ∈ T2. In this case equation (A.1) yields

(10.2) DpFε(1, εu) = (∂xf + εu∂θf)(1, εΞε(p, u)),

where

(10.3) Ξε(p, u) =
∂xω + εu∂θω + u

∂xf + εu∂θf
.

We have also a more explicit formula for iteration of the map Ξε. For any k ≥ 0 and p ∈ T2, let us
denote pk = F kε (p). Then we have the recursive formula:

(10.4) Ξ(n)
ε (p, u) = Ξε(pn−1,Ξ

(n−1)(p, u)).

On the other hand, recalling (A.2):

(10.5) ∂uΞε(p, u) =
∂xf + ε(∂θω∂xf − ∂θf∂xω)

(∂xf + εu∂θf)2
.

In fact, with the above choice of u⋆ and using (10.3), for ε small enough,

DpFε(C
u
ε ) ⊂ {(η, ξ) : |ξ| ≤ 3

2
λ−1εχu|η|},

hence condition (2.5) holds with ι⋆ =
3
2λ

−1 ≤ 3
4 < 1.56

Moreover, in (A.7) it is shown that for some c̄ > 0, µ± = e±c̄ε. Finally, by (A.9), it follows that
condition (2.6) holds with C⋆ = 1, λ+ = 2 supT2 ∂xf and λ− = 2λ/3.

55Observe that in this special case χu(ε) = εu⋆, thus we have an unstable cone of size ε.
56Recall that λ = inf ∂xf > 2.
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The above discussion shows that all the quantities χc, ι⋆ and C⋆ are independent of ε, and µ+ and
(λ− − µ+)

−1, (1− χu)
−1 are bounded uniformly in ε. Therefore, the uniform constant in the sense of

the Notation at the end of Section 1 are, in fact, uniform in the usual sense, hence the name.
Finally, it is immediate to check that, possibly taking ε0 smaller, the extra conditions (5.2) and (5.1)
for the invariance of the curves are also satisfied. Indeed, choosing n̂ = c−3 log ε−1, with c−3 < c−2
(which implies (5.2)), and recalling (5.16)-(5.20), we have Cµ,n̂ . log ε−1 and σn̂ . log ε−1 + ec♯ε,
which implies (5.1) if ε is small enough. Thus, Fε is a SVPH ♯ for each ε ≤ ε0.

57

To conclude the preliminaries, it is useful to note that, if we set ψ(p) = 〈∇ω, (− ∂θf
∂xf

, 1)〉(p), for
every p ∈ T2 and n ∈ N we have

detDpF
n
ε =

n−1∏

k=0

detDFk
ε p
Fε =

n−1∏

k=0

[
∂xf(F

k
ε p)(1 + εψ(F kε p))

]
,

hence

(10.6) e−c̄εnλn ≤ detDpF
n
ε ≤ ec̄εnΛn, ∀p ∈ T

2, ∀n ∈ N.

10.2. A non-transversality argument.
Here the aim is to prove Proposition 10.2 which guarantees that, after some fix time which does not
depend on ε, for each point we have at least a couple of pre-images with transversal unstable cones,
provided ω is not x-constant. This will imply the existence of the integer n1 required by Theorem 9.1.

In the following we denote as Hε the set of the inverse branches of Fε.
58 Moreover, Hnε will be the

set of elements of the form h1 ◦ · · · ◦ hn, for hj ∈ Hε and H∞
ε := HN

ε . For h ∈ H∞
ε the symbol hn will

denote the restriction of h on Hnε .

Remark 10.1. Since F0 and Fε are homotopic coverings they are isomorphic, that is there exist
Iε : T2 → T2 such that Fε = F0 ◦ Iε. This induces an isomorphism Iε : H0 → Hε defined by
Iεh = I−1

ε ◦ h. Hence, the same is true for the sets Hnε = Hn and H∞
ε . In the following we will then

identify inverse branches of Fnε and Fn0 by these isomorphisms, and drop the script ε from the notation
when it is not necessary.

Proposition 10.2. If ω is not x-constant with respect to F0 (see Definition 2.8), then there exist
ε0 > 0 and n0 ∈ N such that, for every ε ≤ ε0, p ∈ T2 and vector v ∈ R2, there exists q ∈ F−n0

ε (p)
such that v 6∈ DqF

n0
ε Cu

ε .

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that for every ε0 > 0 and ℓ ∈ N there exist εℓ ∈ [0, ε0],
pℓ ∈ T2 and vℓ = (1, εℓuℓ) with |uℓ| ≤ u⋆ such that59

(10.7) DqF
ℓ
εℓ
Cu
εℓ

⊃ vℓ, ∀q ∈ F−ℓ
εℓ

(pℓ),

namely, all the above cones have a common direction. Since the sequence {pℓ, uℓ} ⊂ T2 × [−u⋆, u⋆], it
has an accumulation point (p∗, u∗). In analogy with (5.13), for p ∈ T2 and u ∈ [−u⋆, u⋆] we define

(10.8) Φnε (p, u) =
(
Fnε (p),Ξ

(n)
ε (p, u)

)
,

where Ξ
(n)
ε is given by formula (10.4). Condition (10.7) in terms of this dynamics says that the slope

uℓ is contained in the interval Ξ
(ℓ)
εℓ (q, [−u⋆, u⋆]) for every ℓ ∈ N and q ∈ Fεℓ(pℓ). Hence, it can be

written as:

(10.9) ∀ℓ ∈ N, ∃(pℓ, uℓ) : π2 ◦ Φℓεℓ (q, [−u⋆, u⋆]) ⊃ {uℓ}, ∀q ∈ F−ℓ
εℓ (pℓ),

57See Remark 5.12 and Definition 5.1 for details.
58Accordingly H0 is the set of inverse branches of F0.
59We use the notation with subscript ℓ for a generic object that depends on ℓ through εℓ, but we keep the notation

as simple as possible when there is no need to specify.
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where π2 : T2 × [−u⋆, u⋆] → [−u⋆, u⋆] is the projection on the second coordinate. Now, for m ∈ N,
ε ∈ [0, ε0], u0 ∈ [−u⋆, u⋆] and h ∈ H∞, let us define

(10.10) uεh,m(p) = π2 ◦ Φmε (hm(p), u0) : T
2 → [−u⋆, u⋆].

Next, we prove the following result, which will allow us to conclude the proof.

Lemma 10.3. The sequence of functions defined in (10.10) satisfies:

(i) For every ε ∈ [0, ε0] and h ∈ H∞, there exists uεh,∞(p̃) := limm→∞ uεh,m(p̃), and the limit is

uniform in p̃ ∈ T2.
(ii) For every h ∈ H∞, the sequence {uεh,∞}ε converges to uh,∞ uniformly for ε→ 0.

(iii) The functions uh,∞ are independent of h, we call them ũ. In addition, ũ satisfies

(10.11) ũ(F0(q)) = Ξ0(q, ũ(q)), ∀q ∈ T× {θ∗}.
Proof. Applying Lemma F.1 with u = u′ ≡ u0 ∈ [−u⋆, u⋆], ε0 = 1, A = 2χcu⋆ and B = 0 we have that
there exists ν ∈ (0, 1) such that, for each h ∈ H∞, q ∈ T2, ε, ε′ ∈ [0, 1), m ∈ N and n > m,60

|uεh,m(q)− uε
′

h,m(q)| ≤ C♯µ
3m|ε− ε′|

|uεh,n(q)− uεh,m(q)| ≤ C♯ν
m.

(10.12)

It follows that there exists uεh,∞(q) := limm→∞ uεh,m(q), and the limit is uniform in q. Next, for each

δ > 0, we choose ε∗ and m such that C♯µ
3mε∗ ≤ δ

4 and νm ≤ δ
4 , then, for each ε, ε

′ ≤ ε∗ and q ∈ T2

|uεh,∞(q)− uε
′

h,∞(q)| ≤ |uεh,∞(q)− uε
′

h,m(q)| + |uεh,m(q)− uε
′

h,m(q)|+ |uε′h,m(q)− uε
′

h,∞(q)|
≤ 2νm + C♯µ

3n|ε− ε′| ≤ δ.

The above proves the first two items. Let us proceed with the third one.
First we claim that, for q ∈ T2, if hq is such that q = hq(Fε(q)), then

(10.13) uεh◦hq,∞(Fε(q)) = Ξε(q, u
ε
h,∞(q)), ∀q ∈ T

2.

Indeed, since uεh,∞ belongs to the unstable cone, by (10.10), for every h ∈ H∞ and q ∈ T2,

(
Fε(q),Ξε(q, u

ε
h,∞(q))

)
= Φε(q, u

ε
h,∞(q)) =

(
Fε(q), u

ε
h◦hq,∞(Fε(q))

)
,

which implies the claim taking the projection on the second coordinate.
For every ℓ ∈ N, let us now consider εℓ, pℓ and uℓ as given in (10.9) and let ℓj so that (pℓj , uℓj) is a

convergent sequence. Equation (10.7) implies

(10.14) |uℓj − u
εℓj
h,nℓj

(pℓj )| ≤ C♯ν
nℓj .

Taking the limit for j → ∞ in the above inequality yields61

(10.15) u∗ = lim
j→∞

uℓj = lim
j→∞

u
εℓj
h,nℓj

(pℓj ) = uh,∞(p∗),

regardless of the choice of the inverse branch h ∈ H∞. Let hq be the inverse branch such that
q = hq(Fε(q)), and set qℓ = hq(pℓ) in equation (10.13) to obtain:

(10.16) uεℓh◦hq,∞(pℓ) = Ξεℓ(qℓ, u
εℓ
h,∞(qℓ)).

By item (ii) above, and by the continuity of the map Fε, we can take the limit as ℓj → ∞ in the last
equation and obtain

uh◦hq,∞(p∗) = Ξ0(q∗, uh,∞(q∗)),

where q∗ is such that F0(q∗) = p∗. By (10.15), the above equation becomes u∗ = Ξ0(q∗, uh,∞(q∗)), and,
since Ξ0(q∗, ·) is invertible, this implies that there exists u∗(q∗) independent of h ∈ H∞ such that

u∗(q∗) = ūh(q∗) = lim
j→∞

u
εℓj
h,∞(qℓj ).

60The second equation of (10.12) is a direct consequence of (F.5) which implies that Ξε(p, ·) is a contraction.
61Recall that (p∗, u∗) is an accumulation point of the sequence (pℓ, uℓ) given in (10.9)
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Hence, by induction, uh,∞(q) is independent on h for each q ∈ ⋃k∈N
F−k
0 (p∗) =: Λθ∗ , let us call it

u∗(q). Taking the limit in equation (10.13) we have, for each q ∈ Λθ∗ ,

(10.17) u∗(F0(q)) = Ξ0(q, u∗(q)).

Note that the uh,∞ are uniform limits of continuous functions and hence are continuous functions such
that uh,∞|Λθ∗

= u∗. Since Λθ∗ is dense in T× {θ∗}.62 It follows that the uh,∞ equal some continuous

function ũ defined on T× {θ∗} and independently of h. In addition, ũ satisfies (10.11).63 �

We can now conclude the proof of Proposition 10.2. By Lemma 10.3 we can find a function
ũ : T2 → R and θ∗ ∈ T1 such that (10.11) holds, namely:

(10.18) ũ(F0(q)) =
∂xω(q) + ũ(q)

∂xf(q)
, q ∈ T

1 × {θ∗}

Let us use the notation gθ(x) for a function g(x, θ) and observe that, integrating (10.18) and recalling
that ω is periodic by hypothesis, we have

∫ 1

0

ũθ∗(x)dx =

∫ 1

0

f ′
θ∗(x)ũθ∗(fθ∗(x))dx −

∫ 1

0

∂xω(x, θ∗)dx =

d−1∑

i=0

∫

Ui

f ′
θ∗(x)ũθ∗(fθ∗(x))dx

= d

∫ 1

0

ũθ∗(t)dt,

where Ui are the invertibility domains of fθ∗ , and d > 1 its topological degree. Hence
∫
T
ũθ∗(x)dx = 0.

So there is a potential given by Ψθ∗(x) =
∫ x
0
ũθ∗(z)dz. Finally, integrating equation (10.18) from 0 to

x, there exists c > 0 such that

ωθ∗(x) = Ψθ∗(fθ∗(x)) −Ψθ∗(x) + c,

which contradicts the assumption on ω whereby proving the Proposition. �

For reasons which will be clear shortly, we introduce a new quantity related to NFε and ÑFε which
can be interpreted as a kind of normalization of the latter one. The definition is inspired by [14].

Definition 10.4. For each p = (x, θ) ∈ T2, v ∈ R2, n ∈ N and ε > 0 we define

(10.19) Ñ(x, θ, v, n) :=
1

h∗(x, θ)

∑

(y,η)∈F−n
ε (x,θ)

DFn
ε (y,η)Cu

ε⊃v

h∗(y, θ)

| detDFnε (y, η)|
,

where, for every θ ∈ T, h∗(·, θ) =: h∗θ(·) is the density of the unique invariant measure of f(·, θ). As
before we will denote Ñ(n) := supp supv Ñ(p, v, n).

The motivation to introduce this quantity is twofold. One reason lies in Lemma 10.5 below in which,
using a shadowing argument similar to [20, Appendix B], we exploit the following fact: for each θ ∈ T,
setting fθ(·) = f(·, θ), we have

(10.20)
1

h∗θ(x)

∑

y∈fθ(x)

h∗θ(y)

(fnθ )
′(y)

= 1, ∀x ∈ T.

62It follows from the expansivity of f(·, θ∗) that the preimmages of any point form a dense set.
63Just approximate any point with a sequence {qj} ⊂ Λθ∗ and take the limit in (10.17).
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On the other hand it is easy to see that Ñ has the same properties of ÑFε . In particular, arguing
exactly in the same way as in Proposition 7.2 and Lemma 7.4, one can show that

Ñ(n) is submultiplicative,(10.21)

NFε(n)
1
n ≤ C♯‖Ln⌊1−α⌋Fε

1‖
1
n∞
(
Ñ(⌊αn⌋) 1

⌊αn⌋

)α
, for some α ∈ (0, 1)(10.22)

Ñ(n) ≤ sup
(x,θ)∈T2

1

h∗(x, θ)
(LnFε

h∗)(x, θ).(10.23)

This implies that we can check condition (9.2) of Theorem (9.1) with Ñ replaced by Ñ.
To ease notation in the following we set LFε =: Lε.

Lemma 10.5. There are constants C, c∗ > 0 such that, for each n < Cε−
1
2 ,

(10.24) sup
(x,θ)∈T2

1

h∗(x, θ)
(Lnε h∗)(x, θ) ≤ ec∗n

2ε.

Proof. Let Fnε (q) = (x, θ) and define qk = (xk, θk) = F kε (q), for every 0 ≤ k ≤ n. Then,

(10.25) |θ − θk| ≤
n−1∑

j=k

ε‖ω‖∞ ≤ C♯(n− k)ε.

Let us set fθ(y) = f(y, θ). Since fθ is homotopic to fθk , for each k, there is a correspondence between
inverse branches, hence there exists x∗ such that |fnθ (x∗) − xn| = 0. Moreover, let ξk = fkθ (x∗) − xk.
Since f is expanding, by the mean value theorem and (10.25), there is (x̄, θ̄) such that

|ξk+1| = |〈∇f(x̄, θ̄), (ξk, θk − θ)〉| ≥ λ|ξk| − C♯nε.

Since ξn = 0, we find by induction |ξk| ≤
∑n−1
j=k λ

−j+kC♯εn ≤ C♯εn. Moreover, since h∗ is differen-

tiable64 we also have

|h∗(xk, θk)− h∗θ(f
k
θ (x∗))| ≤ C♯εn.

Next, since | detDqFε − ∂xf(q)| ≤ C♯ε,

(fnθ )
′(x∗)

detDFnε (x0, θ0)
=

n−1∏

k=0

f ′
θ(f

k
θ (x∗))

detDFε(xk, θk)
≤
n−1∏

k=0

f ′
θ(f

k
θ (x∗))

detDFε(fkθ (x∗), θ)
[1 + C♯nε] ≤ ec♯n

2ε.

It follows that,

1

h∗(x, θ)

∑

(y,ϑ)∈F−n
ε (x,θ)

(
h∗(y, ϑ)

| detDFnε (y, ϑ)|

)
≤ ec♯n

2ε

h∗θ(x)

∑

x∗∈f−n
θ (x)

h∗θ(x∗)

(fnθ )
′(x∗)

= ec♯n
2ε,

where we have used (10.20). �

10.3. Proof of Theorem 4.5.
By section 10.1 Fε is SVPH ♯ for ε ≤ ε0. We check the other hypotheses of Theorem 9.1 for Fε, under
the assumption that ω is not x-constant. In this case the existence of n0 independent of ε is guaranteed
by Proposition 10.2. Notice that χu = u⋆ε, i.e the unstable cone Cu

ε is of order ε while the center
cone Cc is of order one. Hence, by (5.11), there exists c0 > 0 such that mχu ≤⌊c0 log ε−1⌋. 65 Provided
n1κ1 = c1 log ε

−1, for some c1 > 0 and, by Lemma 10.5, we have

sup
m≤n

‖Lmε 1‖∞ ≤ | suph∗|
| inf h∗|

sup
m≤n

∥∥∥∥
1

h∗
Lmε h∗

∥∥∥∥
∞

≤ | suph∗|
| inf h∗|

ec∗εn
2

, ∀n ≤ {c0 + c1} log ε−1,

64See [19] for the details.
65For simplicity in the following we drop the ⌊·⌋ notation.
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hence condition (9.1) with K = | suph∗|
| inf h∗| , τ0 = 2 and c = c∗ε. Next, we prove that there exists a uniform

constant ν0 such that

(10.26)
{
ec̄εζsλ−

1
2 , Ñ(⌈αn1⌉)ec♯ε[n

2
1κ1+m

2
χu

]
}+

≤ ν0 < 1,

i.e condition (9.1) with ÑF replaced by Ñ which, as we already observed, is an alternative condition
under which Theorem 9.1 holds for Fε. Let ε1 ∈ (0, ε0), ε0 given in Proposition 10.2, be such that, for
each 1 ≤ s ≤ r − 1

(10.27) µζsλ−1 = ec̄εζsλ−1 < 1, ∀ε ∈ (0, ε1).

Accordingly, for every p = (x, θ) ∈ T2 and v ∈ R2, there exists q∗ ∈ F−n0(p), n0 provided by
Proposition 10.2, such that

1

h∗(x, θ)

∑

(y,θ)∈F−n0
ε (p)

DFn0
ε (y,η)Cu

ε⊃v

h∗(y, θ)

| detDqF
n0
ε | ≤

1

h∗(x, θ)
(Ln0

ε h∗)(x, θ) −
k

| detDq∗F
n0
ε | ,

where k = inf h∗

suph∗
. By Lemma 10.5 and equation (10.6), the last expression is bounded by ec∗n

2
0ε− k

Λn0ec̄ε .

Choosing ε2 < min
(
ε1,

1
cn2

0
log(1 + k

Λn0ec̄ε

)
, we have that Ñ(n0) ≤ σ̄ < 1 for every ε ∈ [0, ε2].

Consequently, choosing n1 = α−1n0, for each ν0 > σ̄, there exists ε∗ ∈ (0, ε2) such that

(10.28) Ñ(⌈αn1⌉)ec♯ε[n
2
1κ1+(ln ε−1)2] ≤ σ̄ec♯ε(ln ε

−1)2 ≤ ν0 < 1, ∀ε ∈ (0, ε∗).

By (10.27) and (10.28) we obtain (10.26). Finally, condition (9.3) is satisfied choosing

(10.29) κ0 ≥ lnC1K

ln ν−1
0

Thus Theorem 9.1 applies and Theorem 4.5 follows by Corollary 9.2 choosing κ = κ1.

10.4. Eigenfunctions regularity (quantitative).
As we have already seen in Corollary 9.2, the main consequence of Theorem 9.1 is that there exists a
Banach space Bs,∗ ⊂ Hs on which the transfer operator Lε is quasi compact for each ε < ε∗ with a
uniform essential spectral radius.

Using inequality (9.5), we can say much more about the constants. Indeed, by the previous section
Theorem 9.1 applies for κ0 as in (10.29) and κ1 = n−1

0 αc1 log ε
−1. Hence, for each n, κ ∈ N, κ ∈ (κ0, κ1),

‖Lnεu‖s,∗ ≤ Ωχu(κn1 +mχu , s)
{
σnκ‖u‖s,∗ + (1− σκ)

−1Cµ,nµ
n‖u‖0

}
,

where mχu = c0 log ε
−1 and σκ is given in (9.4). The choice κ = C♯ log ε

−1, in the proof of Theorem
4.5, yielded a spectral radius uniform in ε, but it provides no control on the constant Ωχu(κn1+mχu , s).
On the contrary, the choice κ = 2κ0 ∈ N (independent of ε) implies, for some c⋆ > 0,

σκ0 ∈ (e−c⋆(log ε
−1)

−1

, 1),

hence a weaker contraction, but it allows a better control of the constants. Indeed, observe that by
(5.16)

Cµ,n1+mχu
≤ C♯min{log ε−1, ε−1} = C♯ log ε

−1.

Hence, it follows by (8.9) that we can find β3, β3, C♯ > 0 and ǫ > 0 such that

(10.30) Ωχu(2κ0n1 +mχu , 1) ≤ C♯ε
− 13

2 (log ε−1)β1eβ2ε log ε
−1

.

Thus, for each β > 13
2 , we have, for all n ∈ N,

‖Lεu‖0 ≤ Cec̄nε‖u‖0
‖Lnεu‖1,∗ ≤ Cαε

−βe−
c⋆n

ln ε−1 ‖u‖1,∗ + Cβε
−β‖u‖0.

(10.31)
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Proof of Theorem 4.8. Suppose Lεu = νu with νn > e−r
c⋆n

ln ε−1 , r < 1, then

‖u‖1,∗ = ν−n‖Lnεu‖1,∗ ≤ Cβε
−βν−ne−

c⋆n

ln ε−1 ‖u‖1,∗ + Cβν
−nε−β‖u‖0.

We choose n to be the smallest integer such that Cβε
−βe−

(1−r)c⋆n

ln ε−1 ≤ 1
2 , which yields

‖u‖H1 ≤ ‖u‖1,∗ ≤ Cβε
−(1−r)−1β‖u‖0

which concludes the proof. �

10.5. Proof of Theorem 4.6.
Let σph(LFε) = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1} be the peripheral spectrum. By Theorem 4.5 the cardinality of
σph(LFε) is finite and if eiϑ ∈ σph(LFε), then the corresponding eigenspace is finite dimensional. In
addition, since the operator is power bounded, there cannot exists Jordan blocks, thus the algebraic
and geometric multiplicity are equal.

Hence, there exist N ∈ N and {ϑj, hj , ℓj}Nj=1 such that ϑ0 = 1, ℓ0(ϕ) =
∫
T2 ϕ, ϑj ∈ [0, 2π),

hj ∈ B∗,s, ℓj ∈ B′
∗,s and LFεhj = eiϑjhj , ℓj(LFεϕ) = eiϑj ℓj(ϕ) for all ϕ ∈ B∗,s. It follows that we have

the following spectral decomposition

(10.32) LFε =
∑

j

eiϑjΠj +Q

where Πjh = hjℓj(h), ΠjΠk = δjkΠj and Q has spectral radius strictly smaller than one. Moreover,
see [10, Section 5] for a proof which applies verbatim to the present context, the eigenvectors associated
to the eigenvalue one are the physical measures and since they are absolutely continuous with respect
to Lebesgue they are SRB as well. Also note that

(10.33) lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑

k=0

e−iϑjkLkFε
= Πj ,

where the limit is meant in the Bs,∗ topology. By Lemma 9.6 it follows the Πj are bounded operators
from L1 → B∗,s.
Also, choosing ϕ ∈ C∞ is such that α :=

∫
T2 ϕhj > 0,

|ℓj(h)| = α−1

∣∣∣∣
∫

T2

ϕΠjh

∣∣∣∣ = α−1

∣∣∣∣∣ limn→∞
1

n

n−1∑

k=0

e−iϑjk

∫

T2

ϕLkFε
h

∣∣∣∣∣

≤ α−1 lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑

k=0

∫

T2

|ϕ ◦ F kε | |h| ≤ α−1‖ϕj‖∞‖h‖L1.

Which implies that there exists ℓ̃j ∈ L∞ such that

ℓj(h) =

∫

T2

ℓ̃jh.

Note that the above also implies ℓ̃j ◦ Fε = eiϑj ℓ̃j. The above means that, for all l ∈ N,
∫

T2

ℓ̃ljLFεh =

∫

T2

ℓ̃lj ◦ Fεh = eiϑj l

∫

T2

ℓ̃ljh.

This implies that eiϑj l belongs to the spectrum of (LFε)
′, hence of LFε . Since there can be only finitely

many elements of σph(LFε), it must be ϑj =
2πp
q for some p, q ∈ N, that is the {ϑj} form a collection

of finite groups.
Next we would like to better understand the structure of the peripheral spectrum, and prove equa-

tions (4.4) and (4.5).
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Let (xk, θk) = F kε (x, θ) and fθ(x
′) = f(x′, θ). By [20, Lemma 4.2], for each θ ∈ T, there exists Yθ,n

such that π2(F
n
ε (x, θ)) = fnθ (Yθ,n(x)) and, for all k ≤ n,

‖xk − fkθ ◦ Yθ,n‖∞ ≤ C♯εk

|θk − θ| ≤ C♯kε

‖1− ∂xYθ,n‖∞ ≤ C♯εn
2.

For each n ∈ {C♯ ln ε−1, . . . , C♯ε
− 1

2 } we have
∫

T2

ϕLnFε
h =

∫

T2

ϕ ◦ Fnε h =

∫

T2

ϕ(fnθ (Yθ,n(x)), θ)h(x, θ) +O(εn‖∂θϕ‖C0‖h‖L1)

=

∫

T2

ϕ(fnθ (x, θ)h(Y
−1
θ,n (x), θ) +O(εn2‖∂θϕ‖C0‖h‖L1)

=

∫

T2

ϕ(x, θ)[Lnθ (h ◦ Y −1
θ,n )](x, θ) +O(εn2‖∂θϕ‖C0‖h‖L1).

Let Lθ be the transfer operator associated to fθ and let h∗(·, θ) be the associated unique invariant
density. Then, for each θ ∈ T, Lθ has a uniform spectral gap σ ∈ (0, 1) on the Sobolev space H1(T).
Thus ∫

T2

∣∣∣∣[Lnθ (h ◦ Y −1
θ,n )](x, θ) − h∗(x, θ)

∫

T

(h ◦ Y −1
θ,n )(y, θ)dy

∣∣∣∣ dxdθ ≤ C♯σ
n‖h‖H1 ,

since ‖h ◦ Y −1
n (·, θ)‖H1 ≤ C♯‖h(·, θ)‖H1 . Hence,

∫

T2

ϕLnFε
h =

∫

T2

dxϕ(x, θ)h∗(x, θ)

∫

T

dyh(y, θ) +O(εn2‖∂θϕ‖C0‖h‖L1)

+O (σn‖ϕ‖C0‖h‖H1) .
(10.34)

We can then choose n = c ln ε−1, for c large enough, and obtain

(10.35) ‖Lc♯ ln ε
−1

Fε
h− Ph‖(C1)′ ≤ C♯ε[ln ε

−1]2‖h‖L1 + C♯ε
3α‖h‖H1.

Equation (9.6) yields

(10.36) ‖LkFε
h‖H1 ≤ Cαε

−αe−
c♯k

ln ε−1 ‖h‖B1,∗ + Cαε
−3α ln ε−1‖h‖L1.

Hence, by equation (10.35) we have that, for each ϕ ∈ C1 and h ∈ B1,∗,

∫

T2

ϕΠ0h = lim
n→∞

1

n

n−1∑

k=0

∫

T2

ϕLkFε
h

= lim
n→∞

1

n

n−c♯ ln ε−1∑

k=0

∫

T2

ϕLc♯ ln ε
−1

Fε
LkFε

h

= lim
n→∞

1

n

n−c♯ ln ε−1∑

k=0

∫

T2

ϕPLkFε
h+O(ε[ln ε−1]2‖ϕ‖C1‖h‖L1)

=

∫

T2

ϕPΠ0h+O(ε[ln ε−1]2‖ϕ‖C1).

(10.37)

Hence, by the density of B1,∗ in L1 and since Π0 extends naturally to a bounded operator on L1, we
have

(10.38) ‖Π0 − PΠ0‖L1→(C1)′ ≤ C♯ε[ln ε
−1]2.

The same argument proves a similar result for the projectors Πj yielding (4.4).
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It remains to prove equation (4.5). For each τ > 0 consider h ∈ B∗,1 such that LFεh = νh with

|ν| ≥ e−ε
τ

. Then, for all ϕ ∈ C1 and n ∈ N, we have
∫

T2

ϕh = ν−n
∫

T2

ϕLnFε
h = ν−n

∫

T2

ϕ ◦ Fnε h

= ν−n
∫

T2

ϕ(fnθ ◦ Yθ,n(x), θ)h(x, θ) +O
(
ν−nnε‖ϕ‖C1‖h‖L1

)

= ν−n
∫

T2

ϕ(fnθ (x), θ)h(Y
−1
θ,n (x), θ) +O

(
ν−nn2ε‖ϕ‖C1‖h‖L1

)

= ν−n
∫

T2

ϕ(x, θ)(Lnθ [hθ ◦ Y −1
θ,n ])(x) +O

(
ν−nn2ε‖ϕ‖C1‖h‖L1

)

where hθ(x) = h(x, θ). Note that, by inequality (10.36), we have ‖h‖H1 ≤ C♯ε
−3α ln ε−1‖h‖L1. Thus

∫

T2

ϕ(x, θ)(Lnθ [hθ ◦ Y −1
θ,n ])(x) =

∫

T2

dxdθϕ(x, θ)h∗(x, θ)

∫

T

dyh(Y −1
θ,n (y), θ) +O(σn‖ϕ‖C0‖h‖H1)

=

∫

T2

ϕPh+O(
[
σnε−3α ln ε−1 + n2ε

]
‖ϕ‖C0‖h‖L1).

To conclude we choose n = c ln ε−1, with c large enough, and obtain
∫

T2

ϕh = ν−n
∫

T2

ϕPh+ ν−nO
(
ε(ln ε−1)2‖ϕ‖C1‖h‖L1

)

=

∫

T2

ϕPh+O
(
εmin{1,τ}(ln ε−1)2‖ϕ‖C1‖h‖L1

)
.

It follows that there exists a βh ∈ H1(T), βh(θ) =
∫
T
dyh(y, θ), such that

‖h− h∗βh‖(C1)′ ≤ C♯ε
min{1,τ}(ln ε−1)2‖h‖L1.

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 2.6

To start, note that (1) coincides with the first part of (H4), which implies in particular that λ > 2.
We have thus to prove only (H0) up to (H3) and the second part of (H4).

We start with (H0). It suffices to show that ∂xf(p) > [∂θf∂xω − ∂xf∂θω](p), for each p ∈ T2. The
latter, by (2) and (4), is implied by λ(1−|∂θω|) > λ−1−‖∂θω‖∞−‖∂xω‖∞ which, in turn, is implied
by (3).
Next we prove (H1). Following [19] we start by proving that DpF (Cu) ⋐ Cu and DpF

−1(Cc) ⋐ Cc.
We consider a vector (1, u) ∈ Cu and we write a formula for the unstable slope field

DpF (1, u) = (∂xf + u∂θf)(1,Ξ(p, u)), Ξ(p, u) =
∂xω(p) + u∂θω(p) + u

∂xf(p) + u∂θf(p)
.(A.1)

Notice that

(A.2)
d

du
Ξ(p, ·) = ∂xf + (∂θω∂xf − ∂θf∂xω)

(∂xf + u∂θf)2
=

detDF (x, θ)

(∂xf + u∂θf)2
> 0,

since detDF > 0 by (H0). Hence, checking the invariance of Cu under DF is equivalent to showing
that, for each p ∈ T2, |Ξ(p,±χu)| ≤ χu. That is

(A.3) ‖∂θf‖∞χ2
u − (λ− ‖∂θω‖∞ − 1)χu + ‖∂xω‖ ≤ 0.

Setting φ = λ − ‖∂θω‖∞ − 1, inequality (A.3) has positive solutions since φ > 0 by (4), which also
implies

φ2 − 4‖∂θf‖∞‖∂xω‖∞ ≥ (‖∂θf‖∞ − ‖∂xω‖∞)2 > 0.

Setting Φ± = φ±
√
φ2 − 4‖∂θf‖∞‖∂xω‖∞, we can then choose

(A.4) χu ∈
(

Φ−
2‖∂θf‖∞

, 1

)
.
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Note that the interval it is not empty due to (4).
On the other hand, if (c, 1) ∈ Cc we consider the center slope field

(A.5) Ξ−(p, c) =
(1 + ∂θω(p)) c− ∂θf(p)

∂xf(p)− ∂xω(p)c
,

and by an analogous computation we obtain |Ξ−(p,±χc)| < χc if

(A.6) χc ∈
(

Φ−
2‖∂xω‖∞

, 1

]
.

This also proves the second part of (H4).
Again, the interval it is not empty due to (4), we have thus proved (2.5).

Next, by the invariance of the cones we can define real quantities λn, µn, un and cn such that, for each
p ∈ T2,66

DpF
n(1, 0) = λn(p) (1, un(p)) ; DpF

n (cn(p), 1) = µn(p)(0, 1),

with ‖un‖∞ ≤ χu, ‖cn‖∞ ≤ χc. Moreover, by definition

DpF (cn(p), 1) =
µn(p)

µn−1 (F (p))
(cn−1 (F (p)) , 1) ,

from which it follows, by (2.9),

µn(p) = µn−1 (F (p))(1 + ∂θω(p) + cn(p)∂xω(p)).

We set b := ‖∂θω‖∞ + χc‖∂xω‖∞. Since ‖cn‖∞ ≤ χc, we have that the condition (2) of the Lemma
implies b < 1, and

(A.7) (1− b)n ≤ µn(p) ≤ (1 + b)n.

Similarly,

λn(p) = λn−1(F (p))(∂xf(p) + ∂θf(p)un(p))

=

n−1∏

k=0

∂xf(F
kp)

(
∂xf(F

kp) +
∂θf(F

k)

∂xf(F kp)
un−k(F

kp)

)
,

which, setting a := χu‖ ∂θf∂xf
‖∞, implies

(A.8) (1 − a)n
n−1∏

k=0

∂xf(F
k(p)) ≤ λn(p) ≤ (1 + a)n

n−1∏

k=0

∂xf(F
k(p)),

which yields the second of (2.6) with C⋆ = 1 and

(A.9) λ+ = (1 + a)λ and λ− = (1− a)λ,

since, by the definition of χu in (A.4), we can check that λ− > 1. To conclude, we need to check that
(1+b)
(1−a)λ < 1, form which we deduce (H1). This is implied by

1 + ‖∂θω‖∞ + ‖∂xω‖∞ + ‖∂θf‖∞ < λ

which correspond to equation (4).
By (A.7), we can make the choice (2.10) which, by (2), implies µ ≤ e2χc‖∂xω‖∞+2‖∂θω‖∞) and hence
we obtain (H3) by (6).
It remains to prove (H2). Since λ > 2, F has rank at least two at each point, hence it is a covering
map and each point has the same number of preimages, says d. Let then γ : [0, 1] → T2 be a smooth
closed curve γ(t) = (c(t), t) such that γ′ ∈ Cc with homotopy class (0, 1). If p = (x, θ) ∈ γ(t) then
F−1(p) = {q1, · · · , qd}. Note that, by the implicit function theorem, locally F−1γ is a curve, also, due
to the above discussion, it belongs to the central cone. If we call η the local curve in F−1γ such that
η(0) = qi we can extend it uniquely to a curve ν : [0, 1] → T2. We will prove that ν(1) = qi = ν(0).

66Note that the definition of λn differs from the one of λ±n in (2.4), since we are considering iteration of vectors inside
the unstable cone. Nevertheless, they are related since there exists an integer m such that Fm(R2 \Cc) ⋐ Cu.
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In turn this implies that F−1γ is the union of d closed curves ν1, · · · , νd with ν′i ∈ Cc, each one with
homotopy class (0, 1), by the lifting property of covering maps (see [34, Proposition 1.30]). We argue
by contradiction: assume that ν(1) = qj 6= qi. Let qk = (xk, θk), k ∈ {1, . . . d}, then

θi + ω(xi, θi) = θj + ω(xj , θj)

implies

(A.10) |θi − θj | ≤
‖∂xω‖∞

1− ‖∂θω‖∞
|xi − xj |.

Hence the segment joining qi and qj belongs to the unstable cone if

(A.11) χu ≥ ‖∂xω‖∞
1− ‖∂θω‖∞

which is possible since (2) implies that this condition is compatible with (A.4). It follows that the
image of the segment ℓ = {tqi + (1 − t)qj} is an unstable curve and hence it cannot join p to itself
without wrapping around the torus. In particular, if qi 6= qj , then the horizontal length of F (ℓ) must
be larger than one. Then, setting δ = |xi − xj |,

1 ≤
∫ 1

0

∣∣〈e1, Dℓ(t)Fℓ
′(t)〉

∣∣ ≤ ‖∂xf‖∞
(
1 + χu

‖∂θf‖∞
‖∂xf‖∞

)
|xi − xj | ≤ (1 + a)Λδ.(A.12)

To conclude we must show that ν cannot move horizontally by δ, whereby obtaining the wanted
contradiction. Let ν(t) = (α(t), β(t)), then

(
c′(t)
1

)
= γ′(t) = DFν′ =

(
α′∂xf + β′∂θf

α′∂xω + (1 + ∂θω)β
′

)
.

Since we know that |c′| ≤ χc and |α′| ≤ χc|β′| we have

|β′| ≤ (1− χc‖∂xω‖∞ − ‖∂θω‖∞)−1

|α′| ≤ χc
λ

+
‖∂θf‖∞

λ(1 − χc‖∂xω‖∞ − ‖∂θω‖∞)
.

I follows that it must be

1

(1 + a)Λ
≤ δ ≤

∫ 1

0

|α′(t)|dt ≤ χc
λ

+
‖∂θf‖∞

λ(1− χc‖∂xω‖∞ − ‖∂θω‖∞)
.

We thus have a contradiction if we can choose χc such that
(
1 +

‖∂θf‖∞
λ

)
Λ

[
χc
λ

+
‖∂θf‖∞

λ(1 − ‖∂xω‖∞ − ‖∂θω‖∞)

]
< 1

which, by (A.6), is possible only if

Φ−
2‖∂xω‖∞

<

(
1 +

‖∂θf‖∞
λ

)−1
λ

Λ
− ‖∂θf‖∞

1− ‖∂xω‖∞ − ‖∂θω‖∞
=: A.

Note that if A ≥ 1, then the inequality is trivially satisfied. We must then consider only the case
A < 1. A direct computation shows that the above inequality is implied by

(A.13) ‖∂θf‖∞ < A [φ−A‖∂xω‖∞] = A [λ− ‖∂θω‖∞ − 1−A‖∂xω‖∞]

Let us set for simplicity ̟ := ‖∂θω‖∞ + ‖∂xω‖∞. Since A < 1 the above equation is in turn implied
by the following inequality

(A.14) ‖∂θf‖∞ <

[(
1 +

‖∂θf‖∞
λ

)−1
λ

Λ
− ‖∂θf‖∞

1−̟

]
(λ− (1 +̟)) .

By elementary algebra (A.14) is equivalent to

(A.15) ‖∂θf‖∞(‖∂θf‖∞ + 1) <
λ2

Λ

(
1− 1

λ+̟

)
.
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Since λ > 2, (A.15) is implied by ‖∂θf‖∞(‖∂θf‖∞ + 1) < 1
2λ

2Λ−1, which is true if

‖∂θf‖∞ < 1
2

(
−1 +

√
1 + 2λ2Λ−1

)
. Hence the conclusion by condition (5).

Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 5.2

We start considering ϕ, ψ ∈ Cρ(T2,R). First we prove, by induction on ρ, that

(B.1) sup
|α|=ρ

‖∂α(ϕψ)‖C0 ≤
ρ∑

k=0

(
ρ

k

)
sup

|β|=ρ−k
‖∂βϕ‖C0 sup

|γ|=k
‖∂γψ‖C0 .

Indeed, it is trivial for ρ = 0 and

‖∂xi∂
α(ϕψ)‖C0 = ‖∂α(ψ∂xiϕ+ ϕ∂xiψ)‖

≤
ρ∑

k=0

(
ρ

k

)
sup

|β|=ρ−k
‖∂β∂xiϕ‖C0 sup

|γ|=k
‖∂γψ‖C0 +

ρ∑

k=0

(
ρ

k

)
sup

|β|=ρ−k
‖∂β∂xiψ‖C0 sup

|γ|=k
‖∂γϕ‖C0

≤
ρ∑

k=0

(
ρ

k

)
sup

|β|=ρ−k
‖∂βϕ‖C0 sup

|γ|=k
‖∂γψ‖C0 +

ρ+1∑

k=0

(
ρ

ρ+ 1− k

)
sup

|β|=ρ−k
‖∂βϕ‖C0 sup

|γ|=k
‖∂γψ‖C0 ,

from which (B.1) follows taking the sup on α, i and since
(
ρ
k

)
+
(

ρ
ρ+1−k

)
=
(
ρ+1
k

)
. We then have the

first statement of the Lemma, indeed

‖ϕψ‖Cρ ≤
ρ∑

k=0

2ρ−k
k∑

j=0

(
k

j

)
sup

|β|=k−j
‖∂βϕ‖C0 sup

|γ|=j
‖∂γψ‖C0

≤
ρ∑

j=0

ρ−j∑

l=0

(
ρ

j

)
2ρ−j−l sup

|β|=l
‖∂βϕ‖C0 sup

|γ|=j
‖∂γψ‖C0 ≤ ‖ϕ‖Cρ‖ψ‖Cρ

since
(
ρ
j

)
≤ 2ρ. The extension to function with values in the matrices follows trivially since we have

chosen a norm in which the matrices form a norm algebra.
To prove the second statement we proceed again by induction on ρ. The case ρ = 0 is immediate since
K0,0 contains only the zero string. Let us assume that the statement is true for every k ≤ ρ and prove
it for ρ+ 1. By equation (B.1) and the inductive hypothesis (5.5), we have, for each |α| = ρ+ 1,

|∂α(ϕ ◦ ψ)| ≤ C♯ sup
|β|=ρ

sup
|τ1|,|τ2|=1

∣∣∂β [(∂τ1ϕ) ◦ ψ · ∂τ2ψ]
∣∣

≤ Cρ sup
|τ1|,|τ2|=1

sup
|α0|+|α1|=ρ

‖∂α0 [(∂τ1ϕ) ◦ ψ] ‖C0‖∂α1∂τ2ψ‖C0

≤ Cρ sup
|τ1|=1

sup
α0≤ρ

‖(∂τ1ϕ) ◦ ψ‖Cα0‖Dψ‖Cρ−α0

≤ CρC
⋆
ρ sup
α0≤ρ

α0∑

s=0

‖ϕ‖Cs+1

∑

k∈Kα0,s

α0∏

l=1

‖Dψ‖klCl−1 · ‖Dψ‖Cρ−α0

≤ CρC
⋆
ρ sup
α0≤ρ

α0∑

s=0

‖ϕ‖Cs+1

∑

k∈Kρ,s+1

ρ+1∏

l=1

‖Dψ‖klCl−1

≤ CρC
⋆
ρ

ρ+1∑

s=0

‖ϕ‖Cs

∑

k∈Kρ+1,s

ρ+1∏

l=1

‖Dψ‖klCl−1.

The result follows by choosing C⋆ρ+1 large enough. �
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Appendix C. Black-box: iteration of curves

C.1. Proof of Lemma 5.10. Fix γ ∈ Γj(c⋆) and n ∈ N. Let νn be a pre-image of γ under Fn and
consider h ∈ H∞ such that νn = hn ◦ γ. Let hn : T → T be the diffeomorphism such that ν̂n = νn ◦ hn
is parametrized by vertical length. We then want to check properties c1), ..., c3) for ν̂n. The first two
follow immediately by assumption (H2), thus we only have to check property c3) (from Definition
5.5). By definition we have

(C.1) Fnν̂n = γ ◦ hn.
Differentiating equation (C.1) twice we obtain

(C.2) (∂tDν̂nF
n)ν̂′n +Dν̂nF

nν̂′′n = γ′′ ◦ hn(h′n)2 + γ′ ◦ hnh′′n.
Similarly, if we differentiate equation (C.1) j-th times, we obtain

(C.3) Rj(F
n, ν̂n) +Dν̂nF

nν̂(j)n = γ(j) ◦ hn(h′n)j +Qj(hn, γ) + γ′ ◦ hn · h(j)n ,

where, by (5.25), Rj(F
n, ν̂n) = Aj,n + Bj,n with Aj,n ∈ Cu and ‖Bj,n‖ ≤ ‖ω‖Cr‖B̃j,n‖. Moreover,

Aj,n, B̃j,n are the sum of monomials, with coefficients depending only of (∂αFn) ◦ ν̂n with |α| ≤ j, in

the variables ν̂
(s)
n , s ∈ {0, . . . j − 1}, where, if ks is the degree of ν̂(s), then we have

∑j−1
s=1 sks = j.

Likewise the Qj are the sum of monomials that are linear in γ(σ), σ ∈ {2, . . . j−1}, and of degree ps

in h
(s)
n , s ∈ {1, . . . j − σ+1}, such that

∑j−σ+1
s=1 s ps = j.67 In order to obtain an estimate for ‖ν̂(j)n ‖ it

is convenient to introduce the vectors ηn,j = Dν̂nF
nν̂

(j)
n . We then define the unitary vectors η⊥n,j, η̂n,j

such that 〈η⊥n,j , ηn,j〉 = 0 and η̂n,j =
ηn,j

‖ηn,j‖ . Multiplying equation (C.3) by η⊥n,j and η̂n,j respectively,

we obtain the system of equations

〈η⊥n,j , Rj(Fn, ν̂n)〉 =
〈
η⊥n,j , γ

(j) ◦ hn(h′n)j +Qj(hn, γ) + γ′ ◦ hn · h(j)n
〉

〈η̂n,j , Rj(Fn, ν̂n)〉+ ‖ηn,j‖ =
〈
η̂n,j , γ

(j) ◦ hn(h′n)j +Qj(hn, γ) + γ′ ◦ hn · h(j)n
〉
.

(C.4)

Notice that, since ν̂
(j)
n and γ(j), j > 1, are horizontal vectors, by the invariance of the unstable cone

ηn,j ∈ Cu. Moreover γ′ ∈ Cc by assumption and ‖η⊥n,j‖ = 1, thus there exists ϑ ∈ (0, 1) such that

(C.5) |〈η⊥n,j , γ′ ◦ hn〉| ≥ ϑ‖γ′ ◦ hn‖ ≥ ϑ.

Using (C.5), setting R̃j,n := |〈η⊥n,j , Rj(Fn, ν̂n)〉|+‖Qj(hn, γ)‖, and Rj,n := ‖Rj(Fn, ν̂n)‖+‖Qj(hn, γ)‖,
equation (C.4) yields

|h(j)n | ≤ |h′n|j‖γ(j) ◦ hn‖χu + R̃j,n
ϑ‖γ′ ◦ hn‖

,

‖ηn,j‖ ≤ ‖γ(j) ◦ hn‖|h′n|j + ‖γ′ ◦ hn‖|h(j)n |+Rj,n.

(C.6)

By equation (C.1) it follows that

(C.7) ‖ν̂′n‖ = |h′n|‖(Dν̂nF
n)−1γ′ ◦ hn‖,

which yields, by (2.6) and the fact that ν̂′n = ((π1 ◦ ν̂n)′, 1) ∈ Cc,

(C.8)
µ−n

C⋆
√
1 + χ2

c

≤ |h′n| ≤
C⋆µ

n‖ν̂′n‖
‖γ′ ◦ hn‖

≤
√
1 + χ2

cC⋆µ
n =: C̄⋆µ

n.

67The reader can check this by induction (equation (C.2) gives the case j = 2). E.g., if a term T in Rj has the form

T =
∏j−1

s=0 αs(ν̂
(s)
n ) where αs(x) is homogeneous of degree ks in x, then ∂tT will be a sum of terms of the same type with

homogeneity degrees k′s. Let us compute such homogeneity degrees: if the derivative does not hit a ν̂
(s)
n , s > 0, then, by

the chain rule, we will get a monomial with k′1 = k1+1 while all the other homogeneity degree are unchanged: k′s = ks for

s > 1. Hence,
∑j

s=0 k
′
s = j+1. If the derivative hits one ν̂

(i)
n , then it produces a monomial with k′s = ks for s 6∈ {i, i+1}

while k′i = ki − 1 and k′i+1 = ki+1 + 1. Then
∑j

s=0 k
′
s = j − iki − (i+ 1)ki+1 + i(ki − 1) + (i+ 1)(ki+1 + 1) = j + 1.
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Using this in (C.6) and observing that ‖ηn,j‖ = ‖Dν̂nF
nν̂

(j)
n ‖ ≥ λ−n ‖ν̂(j)n ‖, we obtain

(C.9) ‖ν̂(j)n ‖ ≤ ‖γ(j) ◦ hn‖(λ−n )−1(C̄⋆µ
n̄)jA+R⋆j,n,

where A = (1 + ϑ−1) and R⋆j,n = (λ−n )
−1ARj,n. Next we choose n̄. The choice depends on a uniform

constant C♭ ≥ {3C̄∗,
2C̄⋆

ϑ , C♯r}+ that will be chosen, large enough, in (C.24):68

A(C̄⋆µ
n̄)r+1(λ−n̄ )

−1
[
1 + C

(r+1)2

♭ µn̄(r+1)!
]
< 1, and set

η :=
(
A(C̄⋆µ

n̄)r+1(λ−n̄ )
−1
[
1 + C

(r+1)2

♭ µn̄(r+1)!
]) 1

2n̄(r+1)!

< 1.

(C.10)

Note in particular that, as C̄⋆ and ϑ are uniform constants, so are both n̄ and η.
We are ready to conclude. For j = 1 the Lemma is trivial since ‖ν̂′n̄‖ ≤

√
1 + χ2

c and h′n̄ can
be bounded by (C.8), provided C♭ ≥ C̄⋆. Equation (C.2) implies that ‖R2(F

2n̄, ν̂2n̄)‖ ≤ Cn̄ while

‖R̃2(F
2n̄, ν̂2n̄)‖ ≤ Cn̄CF and Q2 = 0,69 thus R2,2n̄ ≤ Cn̄. Then the first of (C.6), remembering

equations (C.8) and (C.9) imply

‖h(2)n ‖ ≤ C♯CF (C̄
2
⋆c⋆µ

n + Cn̄) ∀n ≤ 2n̄

‖ν̂(2)n ‖ ≤ A(λ−n )
−1
{
c⋆(C̄⋆µ

n)2 + Cn̄
}
.

(C.11)

Next, we proceed by induction on j < ℓ to prove that for each n̄ ≤ n ≤ 2n̄

‖h(j)n ‖ ≤ Cj
2

♭ CF

(
c
(j−1)!
⋆ µj!n + Cn̄

)

‖ν̂(j)n ‖ ≤ (ηnc⋆ + /2)(j−1)!.
(C.12)

By (C.11) we have the case j = 2, let us assume it for all 2 ≤ s ≤ j. Recalling the structure of

Rj , R̃j , Qj, see equation (C.3) and comments thereafter, and provided c⋆ ≥ Cn̄ we have70

Rj+1,n ≤ C♯

{
∑

k

c
∑j

s=1 (s−1)!ks
⋆ + C

(j+1)j
♭

j∑

σ=2

∑

p

c
(σ−1)!+

∑j+2−σ
s=2 ps(s−1)!

⋆ µn
∑j+2−σ

s=1 ps(s−1)! + Cn̄

}

R̃j+1,n ≤ C♯CF

{
∑

k

c
∑j

s=1 (s−1)!ks
⋆ + C

(j+1)j
♭

j∑

σ=2

∑

p

c
(σ−1)!+

∑j+2−σ
s=2 ps(s−1)!

⋆ µn
∑j+2−σ

s=1 ps(s−1)! + Cn̄

}
.

It is convenient to define

τj =





2 if j = 2

6 if j = 3

j!− 1 if j > 3

Note if j = 2, then
∑2
s=1(s − 1)!ks = 2 = τ2, σ = 2 and 1 +

∑2
s=2 ps(s − 1)! = 2 = τ2. If j > 2 note

that kj ≤ 1, otherwise
∑j

s=1 sks > j + 1, hence

j∑

s=1

(s− 1)!ks ≤ (j − 3)!

j−1∑

s=1

sks + (j − 1)!kj = (j − 3)!(j + 1− jkj) + (j − 1)!kj

≤ (j − 3)!{j + 1, j2 − 3j + 3}+ ≤ τj .

If σ = j, then

(σ − 1)! +

j+2−σ∑

s=1

ps(s− 1)! = (j − 1)! + j + 1 ≤ τj .

68Note that this is possible due to hypothesis (H3), see (2.7).
69Recall that CF = χu + ‖ω‖Cr , as defined just after (5.26).
70The sum in the exponent of c⋆ starts from 2 since bound of h′ does not contains c⋆.
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If σ = j − 1, then

(σ − 1)! +

j+2−σ∑

s=1

ps(s− 1)! = (j − 2)! + j + 1 ≤ (j − 1)! + j + 1 ≤ τj .

On the other hand if σ < j − 1, then we have

(σ − 1)! +

j+2−σ∑

s=1

ps(s− 1)! ≤ (j − 3)! + (j − σ)!(j + 1) ≤ (j − 3)![1 + (j − 2)(j + 1)]

≤ (j − 3)!(j2 − j − 1) ≤ τj .

Accordingly, since the sums in k and p have at most jj terms, and j ≤ r, since C♭ ≥ { 2C̄⋆

ϑ , C♯r}+,

Rj+1,n ≤ C
(j+1)2

♭

{
c
τj
⋆ µ

n(j−1)!(j+1) + Cn̄

}

R̃j+1,n ≤ 1

2
C

(j+1)2

♭ CF

{
c
τj
⋆ µ

n(j−1)!(j+1) + Cn̄

}

R⋆j+1,n ≤ A(λ−n )
−1C

(j+1)2

♭

{
c
τj
⋆ µ

n(j−1)!(j+1) + Cn̄

}
.

(C.13)

Let us show the first of (C.12). Substituting the above in the first of (C.6) and using (C.8) we have

‖h(j+1)
n ‖ ≤ (C̄⋆µ

n)j+1

ϑ
cj!⋆ CF +

1

2
CFC

(j+1)2

♭ (cj!⋆ µ
n(j−1)!(j+1) + Cn̄).

We can then write

‖h(j+1)
n ‖ ≤ C

(j+1)2

♭ CF

(
cj!⋆ µ

n(j+1)! + Cn̄

)
.

which is the first of (C.12) for n ≤ 2n̄.
Next, we substitute (C.13) in (C.9), using (C.10), and choosing 2 > Cn̄ we write

‖ν̂(j+1)
n ‖ ≤ ηnj!

{
cj!⋆ + Cn̄

}
≤ {ηnc⋆ + /2}j! .

Hence also the second of (C.12) is satisfied for n ≤ 2n̄.
In particular ν̂n ∈ Γℓ(η

nc⋆+/2) for each ℓ ≤ r and n̄ ≤ n ≤ 2n̄. Next, let us set c⋆,1 = ηn̄c⋆+/2 ≤
c⋆, and, for each integer k ≥ 2,



2
≤ c⋆,k := ηn̄c⋆,k−1 +



2
≤ ηn̄kc⋆ +



2(1− ηn̄)
.

It follows that ν̂kn̄ ∈ Γℓ(c⋆,k) and, for all m ∈ {n̄, . . . 2n̄},71

ν̂kn̄+m = h∗kn̄+m−1 ◦ · · · ◦ h∗kn̄+1 ◦ ν̂kn̄ ◦ h∗m,k+1,

and, by (C.12),

(C.14) ‖h∗m,(k+1)‖Cj ≤ Cj
2

♭ CF

(
c
(j−1)!
⋆,k µj!m + Cn̄

)
.

Hence, applying iteratively the above argument to ν̂n for kn̄ ≤ n ≤ (k + 1)n̄, we obtain the second of
(C.12) for each n ≥ n̄.
It remains to prove the estimate for hn, n ≥ 2n̄. We write n = m+ kn̄, m ∈ {n̄, . . . , 2n̄} and

(C.15) hn = h∗m,k+1 ◦ h∗n̄,k ◦ · · · ◦ h∗n̄,1 = h∗m,k+1 ◦ hkn̄.
Note that (C.8) yields ‖hn‖C1 ≤ C♭µ

n, since C♭ ≥ 3C̄⋆. It is then natural to start by investigating the
second derivative. In fact, it turns out to be more convenient to study the following ratio

h′′n
h′n

=
(
log[(h∗m,k+1)

′ ◦ hkn̄]
)′
+
h′′kn̄
h′kn̄

=: Q1 +Q2.(C.16)

To estimate the norm of such a ratio we start estimating the sup norm, then we will proceed by
induction.

71Recall the definition of h∗n in (5.8).



QUANTITATIVE STATISTICAL PROPERTIES 69

Since (5.17) and (C.7) imply |h′n̄,i| ≥ c0µ
−n for each i, for some uniform constant c0, formula (5.5)

and (C.14) yield

(C.17) ‖(log h∗′m,k+1)
′‖Cℓ ≤ C♯CFC

(ℓ+2)2

♭ c
(ℓ+1)!
⋆,k µ(ℓ+2)!m.

It follows

‖Q1‖C0 ≤ C♯CFC
4
♭ c⋆,kµ

2mµkn̄ ≤ C♯CFC
4
♭ c⋆µ

n.

To estimate ‖Q2‖C0 we write

Q2 =
h′′kn̄
h′kn̄

=

(∏k
i=1 h

∗′
n̄,i ◦ hin̄

)′

∏k
i=1 h

∗′
n̄,i ◦ hin̄

=

(
log

k∏

i=1

h∗′n̄,i ◦ hin̄
)′

=

k∑

i=1

(
log h∗′n̄,i ◦ hin̄

)′
.(C.18)

Using formulae (C.8), (C.17) and (C.16) we have, since n̄ ≤ m,

‖Q2‖C0 ≤
k∑

i=1

‖(logh∗′n̄,i)′‖C0‖h′in̄‖C0 ≤ C♯C
4
♭CF c⋆,1µ

2n̄
k∑

i=1

µin̄

≤ C♯C
4
♭CF c⋆,1µ

2n̄µ
kn̄ − 1

µ− 1
≤ µ2n̄C4

♭CF c⋆,1Cµ,kn̄µ
kn̄ ≤ C4

♭CF c⋆,1Cµ,nµ
n.

(C.19)

Hence, using the above and (C.8), it follows by (C.18)

‖h′′n‖C0 ≤ C♯

∥∥∥∥
h′′n
h′n

∥∥∥∥
C0

‖h′n‖C0 ≤ C♯µ
n

∥∥∥∥
h′′n
h′n

∥∥∥∥
C0

≤ C4
♭CF c⋆Cµ,nµ

2n.(C.20)

This proves the second of (5.29). We can now prove the general case by induction on j ≤ ℓ. Assume
it true for all i < j. Using again (5.5), by the inductive assumption and C.17 we have

‖Q1‖Cj−1 = ‖(log[(h∗m,k+1)
′])′ ◦ hkn̄‖Cj−1‖h′kn̄‖Cj−1

≤ C
4(j−2)!
♭ (cj!⋆,1C

aj
µ,n + 1)µnj!.

(C.21)

On the other hand, by formulae (C.18), (5.5), (C.17) and the inductive assumption

‖Q2‖Cj−1 ≤ C♯

k∑

i=1

‖(log[(h∗m,k+1)
′])′ ◦ hkn̄‖Cj−1‖h′in̄‖Cj−1

≤ C♯

k∑

i=1

‖(log[(h∗m,k+1)
′])′‖Cj−1‖h′in̄‖j−1

Cj−2‖h′in̄‖Cj−1

≤ C♯C
(j+1)2+2·(j−1)!+2·j!
♭ CF c

j!
⋆,kµ

(j+1)!m
k∑

i=1

j−1∑

q=0

([c
(j−1)!
⋆ CF + 1]C

aj
µ,in̄µ

j!in̄)q

≤ C♯C
3·j!
♭ [c2·j!⋆ CF + 1]µ(j+1)!m

k∑

i=1

j−1∑

q=0

(C
aj
µ,in̄µ

j!in̄)q.

(C.22)

To estimate the last sum, notice that by definition

i 1 ≤Cµ,n̄i ≤ Cµ,n̄k, ∀i ≤ k,
ii Cµa,n ≤ Cµ,n, ∀a > 1,

Hence,

k∑

i=1

j−1∑

q=0

(C
aj
µ,n̄iµ

j!in̄)q ≤ C
ajj
µ,n̄k

k∑

i=1

µj!(j−1)n̄i ≤ C
aj(j−1)+1
µ,n̄k µj!(j−1)n̄k.

Using this in (C.22) we obtain

‖Q2‖Cj−1 ≤ C♯C
3·j!
♭ [CF c

2·j!
⋆,i + 1]µ(j+1)!mC

aj(j−1)+1
µ,n̄k µj!(j−1)n̄k.(C.23)
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Therefore, by the inductive assumption, equations (C.21), (C.23) and (C.16), and provided we choose
C♭ large enough, we finally have

‖h′′n‖Cj−1 ≤
∥∥∥∥
h′′n
h′n

∥∥∥∥
Cj−1

‖hn‖Cj

≤ C
2(j+1)!
♭ [CF c

(j+1)!
⋆,1 + 1]Caj+1

µ,n µ(j+1)!n.

(C.24)

C.2. Proof of Lemma 5.13. Let h ∈ H∞ be such that νm = hmγ. Recalling (5.6), we can apply
(5.5) and we have for each j ≤ r

(C.25) ‖νm‖Cj+1 = ‖hm ◦ γ‖Cj+1 ≤ C♯(‖∆γ‖∞Λm)j .

We set φ(t) := (π2 ◦ νm)(t). By (5.33) there exists cu,γ ≥ χuµ
−m such that we have |φ′| > cu,γ > 0, so

it is well defined the diffeomorphism hm(t) = φ−1(t), and ν̂m = νm ◦ hm is parametrized by vertical
length. We want to estimate the higher order derivatives of hm using a formula for inverse functions
given in [39]. For the reader convenience we write it down here for our case:

h(j+1)
m (t) =

dj+1φ−1(t)

dtj+1

=

j∑

k=0

[φ′ ◦ φ−1(t)]−j−k−1
∑

b1+···+bk=j+k
bl≥2

Bj,k,{bl}k
l=1

k∏

l=1

φ(bl) ◦ φ−1(t),
(C.26)

where Bj,k,{bl}k
l=1

= (j+k)!
k!b1!···bk! . It follows by (C.25) and (C.26) that for each t

(C.27) |h(j+1)
m (t)| ≤ C♯

(
c−2
u,γ‖∆γ‖∞Λm

)j
.

By (C.25), (C.27) and formula (5.5) for the composition,

‖ν̂m‖Cj+1 = ‖νm ◦ hm‖Cj+1 ≤ C♯

j+1∑

s=0

‖ν̂m‖Cs

∑

k∈Kρ,s

∏

l∈N

‖hm‖klCl

≤ C♯(c̄u,γ‖∆γ‖∞Λc♯m)2j ≤ (c̄u,γ‖∆γ‖∞Λc♯m)(j+1)!,

(C.28)

where c̄u,γ = {c−2
u,γ , 1}+. Hence, setting c⋆(m) = c̄u,γ‖∆γ‖∞Λc♯m we have that ν̂m ∈ Γj(c⋆(m)).

Since m > m > n̄ we can apply Lemma 5.10 and we have that the curve ν̂m = νm ◦ hm belongs to
Γj(η

mc⋆(m) + 

2 ). By definition, c⋆(m) ≤ χ−2
u ‖∆γ‖∞(µΛ)m and by Corollary 5.11,  ≥ c̄u,γ (since

j ≥ 3), having chosen ̟ large enough. The statement then follows choosing m = σm, with σ defined
in (5.34).

C.3. Proof of Lemma 5.14. We use the notation of (C.1). To prove the first of (5.37) it is convenient
to go back to equation (C.2) and, recalling (5.23), (5.26), for each v ∈ R2, ‖v‖ = 1, we have

∣∣∣∣〈v, ν̂′′n〉 − 〈v, ν̂′n〉
h′′n
h′n

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |〈v, (Dν̂nF
n)−1γ′′ ◦ hn(h′n)2〉|

+

n−1∑

k=0

2∑

i=1

∣∣〈v, (Dν̂nF
k+1)−1

[
∂xiDFk(ν̂n)F

]
Dν̂nF

kν̂′n〉
∣∣ ‖(Dν̂nF

k)ν̂′n‖

≤ |〈v, (Dν̂nF
n)−1γ′′ ◦ hn(h′n)2〉|

+ C♯

n−1∑

k=0

(
1

λ−k+1(ν̂n(t))
+ CFµ

k+1

)
‖(Dν̂nF

k)ν̂′n‖2.

(C.29)

Note that, recalling (5.12), for each n ≤ n⋆ ≤ c−2 logχ−1
u we have (Dν̂n(t)F

n)−1e1 /∈ Cc.
Consequently

(C.30) |〈v, (Dν̂nF
n)−1γ′′ ◦ hn〉| ≤ (λ−n (ν̂n(t)))

−1‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖, ∀n ≤ n⋆.
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Next, if v is perpendicular to ν̂′n, then it must be |v2| ≤ χc|v1|, hence

(C.31) |〈v, ν̂′′n〉| = |v1|‖ν̂′′n‖ ≥ (1 + χ2
c)

− 1
2 ‖ν̂′′n‖.

On the other hand, if v is perpendicular to ν̂′′n , then v = e2 and |〈v, ν̂′n〉| = 1. Accordingly, using (C.29)
first with v orthonormal to ν̂′n and then with v = e2, and recalling Proposition 5.9 and equations (2.6),
(C.8) we have for n ≤ n⋆,

72

‖ν̂′′n(t)‖ ≤ (1 + χ2
c)

1
2 (λ−n (ν̂n(t)))

−1C2
♭ µ

2n‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖ +
n−1∑

k=0

C2
⋆µ

2kCF,k,

‖h′′n/h′n‖ ≤ (λ−n (ν̂n(t)))
−1C2

♭ µ
2n‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖ +

n−1∑

k=0

C2
⋆µ

2kCF,k,

(C.32)

where CF,k = C♯

(
1

λ−
k+1(ν̂n(t))

+ CFµ
k+1

)
. Setting c̄n⋆ =

[
(1 + χ2

c)
1
2C2

♭

] 1
n⋆

we obtain

‖ν̂′′n⋆
(t)‖ ≤ c̄n⋆

n⋆
µ2n⋆(λ−n⋆

(ν̂n⋆(t)))
−1‖γ′′ ◦ hn⋆(t)‖ +

n⋆−1∑

k=0

C2
⋆µ

2kCF,k.(C.33)

Condition (5.1) implies c̄n̂n̂µ
2n̂λ−n̂− ≤ 1

2 , so we can proceed by induction since, setting h∗l,m = hln⋆+m ◦
h−1
ln⋆

, if n = ln⋆ +m, m ≤ n⋆, then

‖ν̂′′n(t)‖ ≤ c̄n⋆
n⋆
µ2m(λ−m(ν̂n(t)))

−1‖ν̂′′ln⋆
◦ h∗l,m(t)‖+

n⋆−1∑

k=0

C2
⋆µ

2kCF,k

≤ c̄n+n⋆
n⋆

µ2n(λ−m(ν̂n(t)))
−1(λ−n⋆

(ν̂ln⋆ ◦ h∗l,m(t)))−1 . . . (λ−n⋆
(γ ◦ hn(t)))−1c⋆

+

l∑

s=1

c̄sn⋆
n⋆

µ2sn⋆λ−sn⋆
−

n⋆−1∑

k=0

C2
⋆µ

2kCF,k

≤ c̄n+n⋆
n⋆

µ2nc̄♭c̄
n
n⋆

♭ (λ+n (γ ◦ hn(t)))−1c⋆ + Cµ,n⋆µ
3n⋆C3,

(C.34)

for some appropriate C3. This implies the first of the (5.37).
It remains to bound the third derivative of ν̂n. The strategy is basically the same. Recalling that

ν̂′n = (Dν̂nF
n)−1γ′ ◦ hnh′n, we differentiate this expression twice and multiply by a unitary vector v

orthogonal to ν̂′n:

〈ν̂′′′n , v〉 =
〈
[(Dν̂nF

n)−1]′′γ′ ◦ hnh′n + 2[(Dν̂nF
n)−1]′(γ′′ ◦ hn(h′n)2 + γ′ ◦ hnh′′n)

+ [(Dν̂nF
n)−1]

(
γ′′′ ◦ hn(h′n)3 + 3γ′′ ◦ hnh′nh′′n

)
, v
〉
.

(C.35)

We will estimate the norms of the terms in the first line of the above equation one at a time, for each
n ≤ n⋆. First, using (5.21) with m = 0 and  = ‖ν̂′′n‖ (that we have estimated in the first of the
(5.37)), and (5.29) we have, for some uniform A1 > 0

‖[(Dν̂nF
n)−1]′′γ′ ◦ hnh′n‖ ≤C♭µ4nς2nCµ,n +A1c♭C♭ςnc

n⋆
n⋆
µ4n(λ−n (ν̂n(t)))

−1‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖
+ C♭ςnµ

2nCµ,n⋆µ
3n⋆C3.

Next, notice that (Dν̂n⋆
Fn⋆)−1γ′′ /∈ Cc, hence by the second of (5.23) and subsequent, there is uniform

A2 > 0 such that

(C.36) ‖[(Dν̂nF
n)−1]′γ′′ ◦ hn(h′n)2‖ ≤ A2C

2
♭ µ

3n(λ−n (ν̂n(t)))
−1ςn‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖.

72The constant C♭ is introduced just before (C.10).
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It is convenient to write the third term as

[Dν̂nF
n)−1]′γ′ ◦ hnh′′n =

h′′n
h′n

[Dν̂nF
n)−1]′γ′ ◦ hnh′n

=
h′′n
h′n

(
ν̂′′n − [(Dν̂nF

n)−1]γ′′ ◦ hn(h′n)2 − ν̂′n
h′′n
h′n

)
.

The last term vanishes when we multiplied by v; hence, by (C.30) and (C.32), we have73

∣∣〈[Dν̂nF
n)−1]′γ′ ◦ hnh′′n, v〉

∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣
h′′n
h′n

∣∣∣∣
{
‖ν̂′′n‖+ ‖[Dν̂nF

n)−1]γ′′ ◦ hn(h′n)2‖
}

≤ cn⋆
n⋆
C4
♭ µ

4n(λ−n (ν̂n(t)))
−2‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖2

+ 2cn⋆
n⋆
Cµ,nC

2
♭C3µ

5n(λ−n (ν̂n(t)))
−1‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖ + C2

µ,nµ
6nC2

3 .

For the two terms in the second line of (C.35), when the matrix hits γ′′ or γ′′′, we can use (C.30) for
n ≤ n⋆ and (5.29) with ‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖ instead of c⋆. Collecting all the above estimates in (C.35) we
finally have, recalling also (C.31),

(1 + χ2
c)

− 1
2 ‖ν̂′′′n ‖ ≤ C♭µ

4nς2nCµ,n +A1c♭C♭ςnc
n⋆
n⋆
µ4n(λ−n (ν̂n(t)))

−1‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖
+ C♭ςnµ

2nCµ,n⋆µ
3n⋆C3

+A2C
2
♭ µ

3nςn(λ
−
n (ν̂n(t)))

−1‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖
+ cn⋆

n⋆
C4
♭ µ

4n(λ−n (ν̂n(t)))
−2‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖2

+ 2cn⋆
n⋆
Cµ,nC

2
♭C3µ

5n(λ−n (ν̂n(t)))
−1‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖+ C2

µ,nµ
6nC2

3

+ C3
♭ µ

3n(λ−n (ν̂n(t)))
−1‖γ′′′ ◦ hn(t)‖

+ 3(λ−n (ν̂n(t)))
−1C5

♭ µ
3nCµ,n‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖(‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖CF + 1).

Setting C4 = {A1c♭ +A2 + 3 + 2C3}+(1 + χ2
c)

1/2, and recalling the second of (5.36), yields

‖ν̂′′′n ‖ ≤an⋆
n⋆
µ3n(λ−n (ν̂n(t)))

−1‖γ′′′ ◦ hn(t)‖ + 6cn⋆
n⋆
µ4nC5

♭ (λ
−
n (ν̂n(t)))

−2ςn‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖2Cµ,n
+ bn⋆

n⋆
(λ−n (ν̂n))

−1µ5n‖γ′′ ◦ hn(t)‖+ sn⋆ .

Using the first of (5.37), we can write

‖ν̂′′′kn⋆
‖ ≤ an⋆

n⋆
µ3n⋆(λ−n⋆

(ν̂(k−1)n⋆
(t)))−1‖ν′′′(k−1)n⋆

◦ h∗n⋆
(t)‖

+ 6cn⋆
n⋆
µ4n⋆C5

♭ (λ
−
n⋆
(ν̂(k−1)n⋆

(t)))−2ςn⋆Cµ,n⋆

[
c♭c

(k−1)n⋆
n⋆

µ2(k−1)n⋆λ−(k−1)n⋆
(γ ◦ h(k−1)n⋆

(t))−1c⋆

]2

+ bn⋆
n⋆
(λ−n⋆

(ν̂(k−1)n⋆
))−1µ5n⋆

[
c♭c

(k−1)n⋆
n⋆

µ2(k−1)n⋆λ−(k−1)n⋆
(γ ◦ h(k−1)n⋆

(t))−1c⋆

]

+ sn⋆ + 6cn⋆
n⋆
µ4n⋆C5

♭ (λ
−
n⋆
(ν̂(k−1)n⋆

(t)))−2ςn⋆C
3
µ,n⋆

µ6n⋆C2
3

+ bn⋆
n⋆
(λ−n⋆

(ν̂(k−1)n⋆
))−1µ5n⋆Cµ,n⋆µ

3n⋆C3.

We can then proceed by induction as in (C.34), and since condition (5.1) implies both an̂n̂µ
3n̂λ−n̂− ≤ 1

2

and c̄n⋆
n⋆
µ2n⋆λ−n⋆

− ≤ 1
2 , we have

‖ν̂′′′kn⋆
‖ ≤c2♭ (1 + 6ςn⋆Cµ,n⋆)c

kn⋆
n⋆

µ3kn⋆(λ−kn⋆
(γ ◦ hkn⋆(t)))

−1c2⋆

+ c2♭ b
n⋆
n⋆
µ2kn⋆+2n⋆λ−kn⋆

(γ ◦ hkn⋆(t))
−1c⋆ + sn⋆ ,

which implies the second of (5.37).

73Recall also the lower bound for |h′n| in (C.8).
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C.4. Proof of Lemma 5.16. Let νn = hn◦γ for each n ∈ N. Then, C♯ϑγ(t)|π1◦ν′n0
(t)| ≥ |π2◦ν′n0

(t)| ≥
ϑγ(t)|π1 ◦ν′n0

(t)| > 0, and we can reparametrize νn, n ≥ n0, by vertical length ν̂n(t) = νn(hn(t)). Note
that

(C.37) C♯ϑγ(t)
−1 ≤ ‖ν̂′n0

(t)‖ ≤ C♯ϑγ(t)
−1.

If n0 = 0, then C♯ϑν̂0(t)
−1 = C♯ϑγ ◦ h0(t)−1 ≤|h′0(t)| ≤ C♯ϑν̂0(t)

−1 and (C.29) yields74

|h′′n0
(t)| ≤ ‖γ′′ ◦ hn0(t)‖|h′n0

(t)|3
|〈e1, ν̂′n0

(t)〉| ≤ C♯∆γ ◦ hn0(t)ϑν̂n0
(t)−2

‖ν̂′′n0
(t)‖ ≤ C♯∆γ ◦ hn0(t)ϑν̂n0

(t)−1.

If n0 > 0, then

C♯Λ
−n0ϑν̂n0

(t)−1 ≤ |h′n0
(t)| ≤ C♯Λ

n0ϑν̂n0
(t)−1,

‖ν′′n0
(t)‖ ≤ C♯Λ

2n0‖γ′′(t)‖
(C.38)

and

|h′′n0
(t)| ≤ C♯Λ

3n0∆γ ◦ hn0(t)ϑν̂n0
(t)−2

‖ν̂′′n0
(t)‖ ≤ C♯Λ

2n0∆γ ◦ hn0(t)ϑν̂n0
(t)−1

‖ν̂′′′n0
(t)‖ ≤ C♯Λ

3n0∆2
γ ◦ hn0(t)ϑν̂n0

(t)−2.

(C.39)

Remark that

(C.40) ‖(Dν̂m(t)F
k)ν̂′m(t)‖ ≤

√
1 + χ2

cC⋆λ
+
k (ν̂m(t)).

Let m⋆(t) be the largest integer for which ν̂′m⋆
(t) 6∈ Cc, then, recalling (2.4) and setting Fm−n0 ν̂m =

ν̂n0 ◦ h̄m−n0 , we have

|h̄′m−n0
(t)| = |〈e2, Dν̂m(t)F

m−n0 ν̂′m(t)〉|
≤ C♯µ

m−m⋆λ+m⋆−n0
(ν̂m⋆(t))ϑν̂n0

(h̄m−n0(t))

|h̄′m−n0
(t)| ≥ C♯µ

m⋆−mλ−m⋆−n0
(ν̂m⋆(t))ϑν̂n0

(h̄m−n0(t)).

(C.41)

Next, we want to use equation (C.29), with γ replaced by ν̂n0 , n by m − n0 and ν̂k by ν̂k+n0 and.
Setting ηm = DFν̂m−n0

e1, η̂m = ηm‖ηm‖−1, if we write ν′′0 = aηm + be2, then |a| ≤ C♯‖ν′′0 ‖ and

|b| ≤ C♯χu‖ν′′0 ‖. Accordingly, setting m0 = m− n0, equations (C.39) and (C.41), yield,

‖ν̂′′m(t)‖ ≤ C♯

{
1

λ−m0(ν̂m0(t))
+ µm0CF

}

× Λ2n0∆γ ◦ hn0(t)ϑν̂n0
(h̄m0(t))λ

+
m⋆−n0

(ν̂m⋆(t))
2µ2(m−m⋆)

+

m0−1∑

k=0

C♯
{
1 + µkλ+m⋆−n0

(ν̂m(t))CF
}
λ+m⋆−n0

(ν̂m(t))−1

× µ2{k,m−m⋆}−

λ+{0,k−m+m⋆}+(ν̂m⋆(t))
2

|h̄′′m0
(t)| ≤ C♯

{
1

λ−m0(ν̂m0(t))
+ µm0CF

}

× Λ2n0∆γ ◦ hn0(t)ϑν̂n0
(h̄m0(t))

2λ+m⋆−n0
(ν̂m⋆(t))

3µ3(m−m⋆)

+

m0−1∑

k=0

C♯
{
1 + µkλ+m⋆−n0

(ν̂m(t))CF
}
µ2{k,m−m⋆}−

× λ+{0,k−m+m⋆}+(ν̂m⋆(t))
2ϑν̂n0

(h̄m0(t))µ
m−m⋆ .

(C.42)

To continue we need the following

74Note that (C.29) holds also if γ is not parametrized vertically.
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Sublemma C.1. We have

(C.43) C♯χ
−1
c µ−m⋆+n0 ≤ ϑν̂n0

(h̄m0(t))λ
+
m⋆−n0

(ν̂m⋆(t)) ≤ C♯χ
−1
c µm⋆−n0 , ∀t ∈ T.

Proof. Let w, ‖w‖ = 1, such that DFm⋆w = ‖DFm⋆w‖e2. Also, let v ∈ R2, ‖v‖ = 1 such that

DFm⋆−n0v = ‖DFm⋆−n0v‖
(1+ϑ2

ν̂n0
)1/2

(q(ν̂′n0
), ϑν̂n0

), where, for z = (z1, z2) ∈ R2, q(z) = sign(z1) · sign(z2).
Note that v 6∈ Cc, otherwise we would have ν̂′m⋆

∈ Cc, contrary to the hypothesis. We can then

write v = ae1 + bw. Note that w ∈ (DF )−1Cc, moreover by (2.4) it follows |w1| ≤ ι⋆χc|w2| while
C♯χc|v2| ≥ |v1| ≥ χc|v2|. In addition, v2 = bw2 and

|a| ≥ χc|v2| − |bw1| ≥ χc(1 − ι⋆)|b||w2| ≥ χc(1− ι⋆)(1 + χ2
cι

2
⋆)

− 1
2 |b|

|a| ≤ C♯χc|v2|+ |bw1| ≤ C♯χc|b||w2| ≤ C♯χc|b|

which implies C♯χ
−1
c ≤ |b|

|a| ≤ C♯χ
−1
c . Finally, by equations (2.4) and (5.17), we can write

ϑν̂n0
=

|〈e2, DFm⋆−n0v〉|
|〈e1, DFm⋆−n0v〉| ≤

|b|µm⋆ + |a| |〈e2, DFm⋆−n0e1〉|
|a| |〈e1, DFm⋆−n0e1〉|

≤ C♯
|b|
|a|µ

m⋆−n0(λ+m⋆−n0
◦ ν̂m⋆)

−1 + ι⋆χu ≤ C♯
|b|
|a|µ

m⋆−n0(λ+m⋆−n0
◦ ν̂m⋆)

−1 + ι⋆ϑν̂n0

ϑν̂n0
≥ |b|µ−m⋆+n0 − |a| |〈e2, DFm⋆−n0e1〉|

|a| |〈e1, DFm⋆−n0e1〉|
≥ C♯χ

−1
c µ−m⋆+n0(λ+m⋆−n0

◦ ν̂m⋆)
−1 − ϑν̂n0

that is (C.43). �

Note that equation (C.41) and Sublemma C.1 imply

(C.44) |h̄′m0
| ≤ C♯µ

m0 .

Thus, recalling (C.42) and (C.41), and the definition of Mm,n0 in (5.41),

‖ν̂′′m(t)‖ ≤ C♯

[
Λ2n0µ2m∆γ ◦ hn0(t) + Cµ,mµ

3mϑ−1
ν̂n0

]{
1 + µ2mϑ−1

ν̂n0
CF

}

≤Mm,n0(t)

|h̄′′m0
(t)| ≤ C♯

[
Λ2n0µ3m∆γ ◦ hn0(t) + Cµ,mµ

4mϑ−1
ν̂n0

]{
1 + µ2mϑ−1

ν̂n0
CF

}

≤ µmMm,n0(t).

(C.45)

Our next task is to estimate ν̂′′′m . To this end we first estimate ν̂′′′m⋆
, to do so we use (C.35) where

ν̂n, γ, hn are replaced by ν̂m⋆ , ν̂n0 and h̄m⋆
0
, m⋆

0 = m⋆ − n0, respectively. In this case ν̂′n0
/∈ Cc, and so

is hk(ν̂n0)
′ for each k < m⋆, hk ∈ Hk. We will estimate the terms in (C.35) one by one. We will use

Proposition 5.9 for the first one and (5.23) with the equivalent of (5.26) for the second.75 Recalling
Sublemma C.1 we have the following estimates

∥∥∥∥
[
(Dν̂m⋆

Fm
⋆
0 )−1

]′′
ν̂′n0

h̄′m⋆
0

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C♯µ
m⋆

0Cµ,m⋆
0
(1 + CFλ

+
m⋆

0
)
{
µ2m⋆

0Cµ,m⋆
0
λ+m⋆

0
+ ‖ν̂′′m⋆

‖
}
‖ν̂′n0

‖|h̄′m⋆
0
|

≤ Cµ,m⋆
0
µ5m⋆

0 (1 + CFµ
m⋆

0ϑ−1
ν̂n0

)2
[
Cµ,m⋆

0
µm

⋆
0 + Λ2n0∆γ ◦ hn0(t)ϑν̂n0

]
ϑ−2
ν̂n0∥∥∥∥

[
(Dν̂m⋆

Fm
⋆
0 )−1

]′
ν̂′n0

h̄′′m⋆
0

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C♯µ
m⋆

(
1 + λ+m⋆

0
(ν̂m⋆)CF

)
ϑ−1
ν̂n0

|h̄′′m⋆
0
|

≤ µ5m⋆
0Cµ,m⋆

0
(1 + CFµ

m⋆
0ϑ−1

ν̂n0
)2
[
Cµ,m⋆

0
µm

⋆
0 + Λ2n0∆γ ◦ hn0(t)ϑν̂n0

]
ϑ−2
ν̂n0

,

75We use Proposition 5.9, with ‖ν̂′′m⋆
‖ instead of , ν̂m⋆ for ν, n and m replaced by m⋆

0 .
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where in the second and last inequality we have used equations (C.44), (C.45), (C.37). Analogously,
recalling (5.23), (5.26), (C.39), (C.41), (C.45) and Sublemma C.1 we have76

∥∥∥∥
[
(Dν̂m⋆

Fm
⋆
0 )−1

]′
ν̂′′n0

(h̄′m⋆
0
)2
∥∥∥∥ ≤ Cµ,m⋆µ

m⋆

(
1 + λ+m⋆

0
(ν̂m⋆)CF

)
‖ν̂′′n0

‖|h̄′m⋆
0
|2,

≤ µ3m⋆Cµ,m⋆(1 + CFµ
m⋆

0ϑ−1
ν̂n0

)Λ2n0∆γ ◦ hn0ϑ
−1
ν̂n0∥∥∥

[
(Dν̂m⋆

Fm
⋆
0 )−1

]
ν̂′′′n0

(h̄′m⋆
0
)3
∥∥∥ ≤ Cµ,m⋆µ

m⋆

(
1 + λ+m⋆

0
(ν̂m⋆)CF

)
λ−m⋆

0
(ν̂m⋆)

−1‖ν̂′′′n0
‖|h̄′m⋆

0
|3

≤ µ5m⋆(1 + CFµ
m⋆

0ϑ−1
ν̂n0

)Λ3n0∆2
γϑ

−1
ν̂n0∥∥∥

[
(Dν̂m⋆

Fm
⋆
0 )−1

]
ν̂′′n0

h̄′m⋆
0
h̄′′m⋆

0

∥∥∥ ≤ Cµ,m⋆µ
m⋆

(
1 + λ+m⋆

0
(ν̂m⋆)CF

)
λ−m⋆

0
(ν̂m⋆)

−1‖ν̂′′n0
‖|h̄′m⋆

0
||h̄′′m⋆

0
|

≤ Cµ,m⋆µ
7m⋆(1 + CFµ

m⋆
0ϑ−1
ν̂n0

)2Λ2n0∆γ ◦ hn0

[
Cµ,m⋆

0
µm

⋆
0 + Λ2n0∆γ ◦ hn0(t)ϑν̂n0

]
ϑ−1
ν̂n0

.

Using the above estimates in (C.35), and Sublemma C.1 again, we conclude

‖ν̂′′′m⋆
‖ ≤µ8m⋆C2

µ,m⋆
(1 + CFµ

m⋆
0ϑ−1

ν̂n0
)2
[
1 + Λ2n0∆γ ◦ hn0ϑν̂n0

+ Λ3n0(∆γ ◦ hn0)
2ϑν̂n0

]
ϑ−2
ν̂n0

=Mm⋆,n0(t).

Next, for each m > m⋆ let Fm−m⋆ ν̂m = ν̂m⋆ ◦ h̄m−m⋆ . Then,

|h̄′m−m⋆
(t)| = |〈e2, Dν̂m(t)F

m−m⋆ ν̂′m(t)〉| ≤ C♯χ
−1
c µm−m⋆

|h̄′m−m⋆
(t)| ≥ C♯χ

−1
c µ−m+m⋆ .

(C.46)

We can now apply Lemmata 5.10 and 5.14, in particular (5.37), to ν̂m and ĥm−m⋆ with γ replaced by
ν̂m⋆ , n by m−m⋆, and c⋆ and c2⋆ replaced by Mm,n0(t) and Mm,n0(t) respectively. We thus obtain

‖ν̂′′m‖ ≤ c♭c
m−m⋆
n⋆

µ2(m−m⋆)λ+m−m⋆
(ν̂m ◦ h̄m−m⋆)

−1Mm,n0 + Cµ,n⋆µ
3n⋆C3,

‖ν̂′′′m‖ ≤ c2♭ (1 + 6ςn⋆Cµ,n⋆)c
m−m⋆
n⋆

µ3(m−m⋆)(λ−m−m⋆
(γ ◦ hm−m⋆(t)))

−1Mm,n0

+ c2♭ b
n⋆
n⋆
µ2(m−m⋆)+2n⋆λ−m−m⋆

(γ ◦ hm−m⋆(t))
−1Mm,n0 + sn⋆ ,

|h̄′′m−m⋆
| ≤ C♯(Mm,n0CF + 1)µ2(m−m⋆)Cµ,m−m⋆ .

(C.47)

We are ready to conclude. Recalling Corollary 5.11, the first two of the above equations plus condition
(5.40) give ν̂m ∈ Γ3(). Next we set m1 = m−m. If Fmν̂m = γ ◦ hm, by definition we have

(C.48) hm = hn0 ◦ h̄m0 ◦ h̄m1 .

Hence, differentiating (C.48) and recalling (C.44), (C.46) and (C.38) we have the first of (5.42). Taking
two derivatives of (C.48) and using the second lines of (C.39), (C.45) and the third of (C.47), we have77

|h′′m| ≤ |h′′n0
◦ h̄m0 ◦ h̄m1 ·

[
h̄′m0

◦ hm1 · h̄′m1

]2 |
+ |h′n0

◦ h̄m0 ◦ h̄m1

[
h′′m0

◦ h̄m1 · (h̄′m1
)2 + h̄′′m1

· h̄′m0
◦ h̄m1

]
|

≤ C♯µ
3mϑ−1

ν̂n0
Λ3n0

{
∆γϑ

−1
ν̂n0

+Mm,n0(CFCµ,m + 1) + Cµ,m

}
,

form which the second of (5.42) follows and the Lemma is proven.

76We write ν̂′′n0
= av + be2 where v = DFm⋆

0 e1‖DFm⋆
0 e1‖−1, thus |a| ≤ C♯‖ν̂

′′
n0

‖ and |b| ≤ C♯χu‖ν̂′′n0
‖ and then we

use (5.25). Also, we treat ν̂′′′n0
in the same manner.

77Here we drop the dependence on t to ease notations.
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Appendix D. Proof of Lemma 6.6

This appendix is devoted to the proof of Lemma 6.6.
As before we use the notation F kν̂k = γ ◦ hk, F kνk = γ . As the computation is local it suffices

to consider pn ∈ ν̂n and p0 ∈ γ such that Fn(pn) = p0. Let pk = Fn−kpn. To ease notation we use
a translation to reparmetrize the curves so that νk(0) = ν̂k(0) = pk, note that hk(0) = 0. Before
discussing the splitting of the vector field we need some notations and few estimates.

It is convenient to perform the changes of variables φ−1
k (x, y) = (x, 0) + ν̂k(y) and set

F̃ k = φ0 ◦ F k ◦ φ−1
k ; F̃k = φk−1 ◦ F ◦ φ−1

k

Note that F̃ k = F̃k ◦ · · · ◦ F̃1 and F̃n(0, y) = φ0 ◦ Fn(ν̂n(y)) = φ0(γ ◦ hn(y)) = (0, hn(y)), this implies
that

D(0,y)F̃
n =

(
an(y) 0
cn(y) dn(y)

)
; D(0,y)F̃k =

(
ak(y) 0
ck(y) dk(y)

)
; Dφ−1

k =

(
1 (ν̂′k)1
0 1

)
,

with dn(y) = h′n(y) and dk(y) = h∗k(y). Thus, we have the estimates on the Cρ norms of dk by Lemma
5.10, also the changes of coordinates φk have uniformly bounded Cρ norms. From the above we easily
get the formulae:

ak+1(y) = ak(y)ak+1(hk(y))(D.1)

dk+1(y) = dk+1(hk(y))d
k(y)(D.2)

ck(y) =

k∑

j=1

dk(hk−1(y)) · · · dj+1(hj(y))cj(hj−1(y))aj−1(hj−2(y)) · · · a1(y).(D.3)

Moreover,

DF k =

(
ak + (ν̂′0)1c

k (ν̂′0)1d
k − (ν̂′k)1

[
ak + (ν̂′0)1c

k
]

ck dk − (ν̂′k)1c
k

)

which, setting yk = hk(y), yields the alternative representations and estimates

ck(yk−1) = 〈e2, D(0,yk−1)Fe1〉
ak(yk−1) = 〈e1, D(0,yk−1)Fe1〉 − ν′k−1(yk−1)1〈e2, D(0,yk−1)Fe1〉
|ck(y)| = |〈e2, D(0,y)F

ke1〉| ≤ λ+k χu

λ−k√
1 + χ2

u

− χcχuλ
+
k ≤ |ak(y)| ≤ λ+k + χcχuλ

+
k

(D.4)

Also, for further use,

(D.5)
(
DF̃ k

)−1

=

(
ak(y)−1 0

−dk(y)−1ak(y)−1ck(y) dk(y)−1

)
.

We are now ready to describe the splitting of the vector field. We do it in the new coordinates.
Consider the subspace En(y) = {(η, un(y)η)}η∈R, where un(y) = an(y)−1cn(y), which is a Cr approxi-
mation of the unstable direction. Given a vector v ∈ R2 let us call ṽ = Dφ0v the vector in the new
coordinates. Next, we decompose a vector ṽ as

ṽ = (1, un ◦ hn)ṽ1 + (ṽ2 − ṽ1un ◦ hn)e2
where hn ◦ F̃n(0, y) = (0, y). Thus, setting V (t) = v1(γ(t))−γ′(t)1v2(γ(t)), we have the decomposition
(6.26), restricted to γ, with

vu(γ(t)) = V (t)(1 + γ′(t)1un ◦ hn(0, t), un ◦ hn(0, t))
vc(γ(t)) = [v2(γ(t))− un ◦ hn(0, t)V (t)]γ′(t),

(D.6)
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which gives, in particular, vc(γ(t)) = g(t)γ′(t) with g(t) = v2(γ(t))− un ◦ hn(0, t)V (t).
To extend the above decomposition in a neighborhood of γ we will proceed as in [32, Lemma 6.5].78

First, we compute the derivatives along the curve, to this end note that in the new coordinates t = yn.
Differentiating (D.1) we have

(D.7) ∂ya
k(y)−1 =

[
∂ya

k−1(y)−1
]
ak(yk−1)

−1 + ak−1(y)−1∂yk−1
ak(yk−1)

−1d̃k−1,

and, by (D.4) and and Lemma 5.10,

|∂yk−1
ak(yk−1)| ≤ C♯(1 + ‖ν′′k−1‖) ≤ C♯(1 + )

‖∂yak‖Cρ ≤ C♯‖νk−1‖Cρ+1 ≤ C♯
ρ!.

Next, using (D.7), we can prove by induction that ‖(an)−1‖Cρ ≤ C♯λ
−n
− 

ρρ!C
ρaρ
µ,nµρρ!n :79

‖[an]−1‖Cρ ≤ C♯λ
−n
− + λ−1‖[an−1]−1‖Cρ + C♯‖[an−1]−1‖Cρ−1



ρ!C
aρ
µ,n−1µ

ρ!(n−1)

≤ C♯λ
−n
− + 

ρ!C♯

n−1∑

j=0

λj−n− ‖[aj]−1‖Cρ−1C
aρ
µ,jµ

ρ!j

≤ C♯λ
−n
− 

ρρ!Cρaρµ,nµ
ρρ!n.

(D.8)

To compute ‖(dn)−1‖Cρ we can use formula (5.5) and recall (5.29) and (C.8):

(D.9) ‖(dn)−1‖Cρ = ‖(h′n)−1‖Cρ ≤ C♯
ρ!µ(ρ+1)nCaρ+1

µ,n µ(ρ+1)!n = C♯
ρ!Caρ+1

µ,n µ(ρ+1)(ρ!+1)n.

Next, by (D.1), (D.2) and (D.3) we have

[an(y)]−1cn(y) =
n∑

j=1

dn(hn−1(y)) · · · dj+1(hj(y))cj(hj−1(y))[an(hn−1(y)) · · · aj(hj−1(y))]
−1,

[dn(y)an(y)]−1cn(y) =

n∑

j=1

[dj−1(hj−2(y)) · · · d1(y))]−1cj(hj−1(y))[an(hn−1(y)) · · · aj(hj−1(y))]
−1.

Hence, by (D.8), (D.9) and the first of (D.4), we obtain, using (B.1),

‖[dnan]−1cn‖Cρ ≤ C♯
ρρ!C2ρaρ+1

µ,n µ(ρ+1)(ρ!+1)+ρ!

‖[an]−1cn‖Cρ ≤ C♯
ρ!Caρµ,nµ

ρ!n.
(D.10)

We are ready to conclude. Since

(Dν̂n(y)F
n)−1 = D(0,y)φ

−1
n (D(0,y)F̃

n)−1Dγ◦hn(y)φ0,

by (D.6) and (D.5) it follows

(Dν̂n(y)F
n)−1vu(γ ◦ hn(y)) = V (hn(y))

(
an(y)−1, 0

)
,

(Dν̂n(y)F
n)−1vc(γ ◦ hn(y)) = dn(y)−1 · [v2 − unv1] ◦ γ(hn(y))

(
(ν̂′n)1(y), 1

)
.

Recalling that un(y) = an(y)−1cn(y), by (D.8), (D.9), (D.10), and since γ ∈ Γ() and ‖v‖Cr ≤ 1, we
have the result for the vector field along the curve. Finally, we extend vu to a neighborhood of γ. It
turns out the be more convenient to define first the extension

w(x, y) = Fn
∗

vu(ν̂n(y))

then v̂u = h∗nw and Fn
∗

v̂u = w. By these definitions it follows

‖Fn∗

v̂u‖Cρ(N(ν)) = ‖Fn∗

vu‖Cρ
ν
≤ λ−n− 

ρ!ρCρaρµ,nµ
ρρ!n

‖v̂u‖Cρ(M ′(γ)) ≤ Cn.

The definition of v̂c and relative estimates are analogous.

78In the mentioned paper the authors need more regularity for the extended vector field. Here it is enough to obtain
a vector field which is Cρ.

79Here aρ is the one given by Lemma 5.10.
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Appendix E. The space Hs

Let u ∈ C∞(T2). The Fourier Transform of u and its inverse are

Fu(ξ) =
∫

T2

e−i2πxξu(x)dx, ξ ∈ Z
2,(E.1)

u(x) =
∑

ξ∈Z2

Fu(ξ)ei2πxξ, x ∈ T
2.(E.2)

Then Hs is the completion of C∞(T2) with respect to the inner product

(E.3) 〈u, v〉s =
∑

ξ∈Z2

〈ξ〉2sFu(ξ)Fv(ξ), 〈ξ〉 :=
√
1 + ‖ξ‖2.

Notice that, arguing like in the proof of formula [38, (7.9.2)], we have

(E.4) 〈u, v〉s =
∑

γ+β≤s
Cγ,β〈∂γx1

∂βx2
u, ∂γx1

∂βx2
v〉0.

Hence, there are constants C,Cγ,β > 0 such that

(E.5) C−1
∑

γ+β=s

Cγ,β‖∂γx1
∂βx2

u‖2L2 ≤ ‖u‖2Hs ≤ C
∑

γ+β=s

Cγ,β‖∂γx1
∂βx2

u‖2L2.

Lemma E.1. For every ς ∈ (0, 1) and 1 ≤ s < r there exists constants Cs such that

‖u‖2Hs−1 ≤ ς‖u‖2Hs +
Cs
ς
‖u‖2L1, u ∈ Cr(T2).

Proof. By definition of the norm we have, for all τ ∈ (1, 2),

(E.6) ‖u‖2Hs−1 =
∑

ξ∈Z2

|Fu(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2(s−1) =
∑

ξ∈Z2

|Fu(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2s−2+τ 〈ξ〉−τ

By Young inequality ab ≤ ςap

p + ς
−

p
q bq

q , for every ς > 0 and 1
p+

1
q = 1. We apply this with a = 〈ξ〉2s−2+τ ,

b = 〈ξ〉−τ and p = 2s
(2s−2+τ) , q =

2s
2−τ to obtain:

〈ξ〉2s−2+τ 〈ξ〉−τ ≤
(
1− 2− τ

2s

)
ς〈ξ〉2s + ς−1 (2− τ)〈ξ〉− 2sτ

2−τ

2s
.

Using this fact in (E.6) and recalling that ‖Fu‖∞ ≤ C‖u‖L1, we get

‖u‖2Hs−1 ≤ ς
∑

ξ∈Z2

|Fu(ξ)|2〈ξ〉2s + Cs
ς
‖Fu‖2∞ ≤ ς‖u‖2Hs +

Cs
ς
‖u‖2L1.

�

Appendix F. Vector Field regularity

This appendix is devoted to proving the following regularity results on the iteration of a vector field.
Note that the hypotheses (F.1) are implied by assumption (H4).

Lemma F.1. Let ε0 ∈ (0, 1], A ∈ [0, 1/2], B > 0 and u, u′ ∈ C1(T2,R) such that ‖u‖∞, ‖u′‖∞ ≤ Aε−1
0

and ‖∇u‖∞, ‖∇u′‖∞ ≤ Bε−1
0 . Consider a family of vertically partially hyperbolic map Fε, ε ≤ ε0 such

that ∥∥∥∥
∂θf(p)

∂xf(p)

∥∥∥∥
∞

≤ 1

∂xf(p)

[
1−A

∥∥∥∥
∂θf(p)

∂xf(p)

∥∥∥∥
∞

]
≥ 2(1 + ε0‖∂xω‖∞).

(F.1)
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For each h ∈ H∞ and k ≤ n ∈ N, we define the sequence of functions80

ū0(p, ε) = u(hn(p))

ūk(p, ε) = π2 ◦Φkε (hn(p), u(hn(p))),

and similarly for ū′k. Then, for each p, p′ ∈ T2 and ε, ε′ < ε0,

|ūn(p, ε)− ū′n(p
′, ε′)| ≤ C♯e

4Aµ3n

{
λ+n (hn(p))

−1‖u− u′‖∞

+ (‖ω‖C2 + µ2nλ+n (hn(p))
−1Cµ,n|u′|)‖p− p′‖+

[
1 + λ+n (hn(p))

−1|u′|2
]
|ε− ε′|

}
.

(F.2)

Proof. Let pk(p, ε) = hk(p), for h ∈ H∞, p ∈ T2. By (5.21) (or see [19] for details) we have

(F.3) ‖∂ppk‖ ≤ ‖(Dhk(p)F
k
ε )

−1‖ ≤ C♯µ
k ≤ C♯e

c♯εk.

For each u > 0 and for k ≤ n let

λ(p, ε) =
|∂xf(p)|

1 + ε (‖∂θω‖∞ + ‖∂xω‖∞)
≥ |∂xf(p)|µ−1

uk(p, ε, u) = Ξε(pn−k+1(p, ε), uk−1(p, ε, u)),

(F.4)

where in the first line we have used equation (A.7), which shows that this bound does not depend on
the hypotheses of Lemma 2.6, and Ξε is defined in (10.3). Note that ūn(p, ε) = un(p, ε, u0(p, ε)).

Using (10.3) and (10.5) a direct computation yields, for |u| ≤ Aε−1
0 ,

|Ξε(p, u)| ≤
|u| (1 + ε‖∂θω‖∞)

|∂xf(p)|
[
1− ε|u|‖ ∂θf(p)∂xf(p)

‖∞
] + ‖∂xω‖∞

∂xf(p)
[
1−A‖ ∂θf(p)∂xf(p)

‖∞
]

≤ 1

|∂xf(p)|
µe2ε0|u||u|+ 1

2
‖∂xω‖∞

|∂uΞε(p, u)| ≤
1

λ(p, ε)

[
1− ε

∣∣∣∣u
∂θf(p)

∂xf(p)

∣∣∣∣
]−2

‖∂pΞε(p, u)‖ ≤ C♯(‖ω‖C2 + |u|)
|∂εΞε(p, u)| ≤ C♯(1 + |u|)|u|.

(F.5)

The first line of the (F.5) and the second of (F.1) imply

|uk(p, ε, u)| ≤ 2−k|u|+ ‖∂xω‖∞.

We can get a sharper bound defining

Λk,j(p) :=

j∏

i=k+1

λ(pi, ε) ; Λk,j(p) :=

j∏

i=k+1

|∂xf(pi)|

∆ := ‖∂xω‖∞
∥∥∥∥
∂θf(p)

∂xf(p)

∥∥∥∥
∞
,

then

(F.6) |uk(p, ε, u)| ≤ Λn−k,n(p)
−1|u|+ ‖∂xω‖∞.

80See (10.8) for the definition of Φn
ε .
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Moreover, setting uj = uj(p, u, ε), u
′
j = uj(p

′, u′, ε′), with |u|, |u′| ≤ A
ε0
, and recalling (F.3), (F.4),

(F.6), we have

|uk+1(p, ε, u)− uk+1(p
′, ε′, u′)| = |Ξε(pn−k, uk)− Ξε′ (p

′
n−k, u

′
k)|

≤ C♯(‖ω‖C2 + |u′k|)‖pn−k − p′n−k‖+ C♯(1 + |u′k|)|u′k||ε− ε′|
+ Λn−k−1,n−k(p)

−1e2
−k+1A+2ε0∆|uk − u′k|

≤ C♯(‖ω‖C2 + Λn−k,n(p
′)−1µk|u′|)

[
µn−k‖p− p′‖

+ (1 + Λn−k,n(p
′)−1µk|u′|)|ε− ε′|

]
+ Λn−k−1,n−k(p)e

2−k+1A+2ε0∆|uk − u′k|.

(F.7)

We can then iterate the above equation and obtain

|un(p, ε, u)− un(p
′, ε′, u′)| = Λ0,n(p)

−1µne4A+2nε0∆|u − u′|

+ C♯

n−1∑

k=0

Λ0,n−k(p)
−1µn−ke4A+2ε0(n−k)∆(‖ω‖C2 + Λn−k,n(p

′)−1µk|u′|)µn−k‖p− p′‖

+ C♯

n−1∑

k=0

Λ0,n−k(p)
−1µn−ke4A+2ε0(n−k)∆(1 + Λn−k,n(p

′)−2µk|u′|2)|ε− ε′|.

In addition equations (10.2) and (5.17) imply

Λj,n(p) ≥ C♯λ
+
n−j(pn)

|∂pΛj,n(p)| ≤
n∑

j=l+1

∣∣∣∣Λl,n(p)
∂2xf(pl)

[∂xf(pl)]2
Λj,l−1(p)

∣∣∣∣ ‖∂ppl‖ ≤ C♯Cµ,nµ
nΛj,n(p).

Thus,

|un(p, ε, u)− un(p
′, ε′, u′)| ≤ C♯e

4A+2nε0∆µn
{
λ+n (pn)

−1|u− u′|

+ (‖ω‖C2 + µ2nλ+n (pn)
−1Cµ,n|u′|)‖p− p′‖+

[
1 + λ+n (pn)

−1|u′|2
]
|ε− ε′|

}
.

The Lemma follows recalling that equation (2.10) and our hypotheses imply eε0∆ ≤ µ. �

Appendix G. Extension of curves

In this section we explain how to extend a segment to a close curve of homotopy class (0, 1) with
precise dynamical properties and explicit bounds on the derivatives.

Lemma G.1. There exist constants δ0, Cn0,j > 0, j, n0 ∈ N ∪ {0}, and L⋆ ≥ 1 such that for
each line segment γ(t) = γ(0) + (1, v)t, t ∈ [−δ, δ] with δ ≤ δ0, such that, for each h ∈ H∞

γ− , if

γ′(t) 6∈ Dhn0(γ(t))
Fn0Cu, then we can extend γ to a closed curve γ̃, parametrized by arclength, of

homotopy class (0, 1) with the following properties:

• let γ−(t) = γ(0) + 1
2e1 + e2t, then for each k ∈ N we have γ̃ ∈ Dom(hk) and hk ◦ γ̃ is a closed

curve in the homotopy class (0, 1).
• ϑγ ≤ ϑγ̃

81

• Let m ≥ n0 be the smallest integer such that Dγ(t)hmγ
′(t) ∈ Cǫ,c, for all t ∈ [−δ, δ], then

Dphn0 γ̃
′ 6∈ CC♯ǫ,u and Dphmγ̃

′ ∈ Cc.
• For each j ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1} and t ∈ R,

(G.1) ‖γ̃(j+1)(t)‖ ≤ Cn0,j
(L⋆{L⋆, 1}+ǫ−1µm)j

(χu + |π2(γ̃′(t))|)j
:= Cn0,j∆

j
γ̃ .

81Recall the definition of ϑγ in (5.39).
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Moreover, if the conditions of Lemma F.1 are satisfied, then (G.1) holds true with

L⋆(n0) = sup
|v|≤1

L⋆(v, n0),

L⋆(v, n0) = C♯µ
5mCµ,m(‖ω‖C2 + κ̄) ; κ̄ = |v|+ χu ; m− n0 ≤ C♯ ln κ̄

−1.
(G.2)

Proof. By an isometric change of variables we can assume, without loss of generality, that γ(0) = 0.
Hence γ(t) = (1, v)t for t ∈ [−δ, δ] and γ′(t) = (1, v) =: v̄. Note that we can assume |v| ≤ 1 since
otherwise the Lemma is trivial.

Before getting to the extension per se, we need some results on the dynamics of the tangent vectors
seen as elements of a projective space. We write a vector outside the central cone as (1, ζ), so ζ can
be interpreted as a projective coordinate. Then, in analogy with (A.1), we have, for each p ∈ T2 and
ζ ∈ R,

DpF (1, ζ) = (∂xF1 + ∂θF1ζ)(1,Ξ(p, ζ))

Ξ(p, ζ) =
∂xF2 + ∂θF2ζ

∂xF1 + ∂θF1ζ
.

Also, computing as in (A.2),

∂ζΞ(p, ζ) =
det(DpF )

(∂xF1 + ∂θF1ζ)
2 .

Next, for each q ∈ T2, j ∈ N, let qj = F j(q), z0(ζ) = ζ, z1(q, ζ) = Ξ(q, z0(ζ)) and, for j ≥ 1,
zj+1(qj , ζ) = Ξ(qj , zj(qj−1, ζ)). In particular, if p ∈ T2 and Γj(p) = Dhj(p)F

jCc, then Γj(p) =
{(1, z̄j(p, ζ)) : |ζ| ≤ χc} where z̄j(p, ζ) := zj(hj(p), ζ). Note that if z̄j(p, χc) 6∈ Cu, then we have

(G.3) |z̄j(p, χc)| ≤ C♯λ
−
j (hj(p))

−1µjχc.

Moreover,

∂ζ z̄j(p, ζ) = ∂z̄Ξ(hj(p), z̄j−1(p, ζ))∂ζ z̄j−1(p, ζ).

Iterating the above identities and recalling Propositions 5.6, 5.8 we have

C♯
µ−j

λ−j (hj(p))
≤ |∂ζ z̄j(p, ζ)| ≤ C♯

λ+j (hj(p))µ
j

λ−j (hj(p))
2

≤ C♯
µ−j

λ−j (hj(p))
.

It follows, by (G.3), that

|z̄j(p,±χc)− z̄j(p,±χc(1 − ǫ))| ≥ C♯ǫµ
−2j |z̄j(p,±χc)|.

Let aj(t, h) =
π2(Dγ(t)hj v̄)

π1(Dγ(t)hj v̄)
, and m(h, t) be the smallest integer k such that Dγ(t)hkv̄ ∈ Cǫ,c.

In the following we consider only the case am(h,t)(t, h) ≥ χc. The case am(h,t)(t, h) ≤ −χc is totally
analogous. Also, we consider only t > 0 since the construction for t < 0 is exactly the same.

It follows C♯z̄m(h,t)(hm(h,t)(γ(t)), χc) ≥ v ≥ z̄m(h,t)(hm(h,t)(γ(t)), χc(1− ǫ)). Thus, setting m′(h, t) =
m(h, t)− n0, we have

an0(h, t)− z̄m′(h,t)(hn0 (γ(t)), χc) ≥ C♯ǫµ
−2mz̄m′(h,t)(hn0(γ(t)), χc)

≥ C♯ǫµ
−2mv.

(G.4)

We are finally ready to extend our segment. For ϕ ∈ R, let w(ϕ) = (cosϕ, sinϕ), θ = tan v and

a =
√
1 + v2. Then v̄ = aw(θ). We start by extending the curve to the interval (δ, δ + A), with

A =
Cn0

2a ǫµ
−2mκ̄L−1

⋆ < 1. Next, let L⋆ be the maximal Lipschitz constant of the z̄j(·,±χc) for
j ≤ m− n0.

Let b ∈ C∞(R, [0, 1]) be a bump function with b(t) = 0 for t ≤ 0 and b(t) = 1 for t ≥ 1. Also, let
B = {aL⋆, 16θc,k}+, for some k ≥ 1 to be chosen later, and where θc := arctan(2χ−1

c ), and define, for
t ∈ [δ, T ], where T will be chosen shortly,

(G.5) γ̂′(t) = aw
(
θ + b((t− δ)A−1)B(t− δ)

)
=: aw(θ̃(t)).
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Note that, by construction, θ̃(t) ≥ θ. Moreover, for t ∈ [δ, δ +A], we have

‖γ̂(t)− γ̂(δ)‖ ≤
∫ δ+A

δ

‖aw(θ̃(ts))‖ds ≤ Aa.

Thus, recalling (G.4), for t ∈ [δ, δ +A],

arctan z̄m(h,γ(δ))(γ̂(t), χc) ≤ arctan z̄m(h,γ(δ))(γ̂(δ), χc) + L⋆aA

≤ θ − Cn0ǫκ̄µ
−2m + L⋆Aa < θ ≤ θ̃(t),

which implies that Dγ̃(t)hmγ̂
′(t) ∈ Cc. In addition, for t ≥ δ +A, we have

| d
dt

tan θ̃(t)| ≥ B ≥ aL⋆ ≥ | d
dt
z̄m(γ̃(t)|,

thus Dγ̃(t)hmγ̂
′(t) ∈ Cc also for t ≥ δ +A.

We now choose T > 0 be such that θ̃(T ) = θc so that γ̂′(T ) is well inside the central cone. This
implies T ≤ δ + θcB

−1 and

|π1(γ̂(T ))| ≤ C♯T ≤ C♯(δ +B−1) ≤ C♯(δ0 + k

−1) < 1/4,

provided δ0 and k

−1 are small enough. It is then a simple exercise to define γ̂ : [T, S] → T2 such that
‖γ̂′‖ = a; γ̂′(t) ∈ Cc, for all t ∈ [T, S], and γ̂(S) = (0, 1/2), |π1(γ̂)| ≤ C♯(δ0+k

−1), γ̂′(S) = (−χc/2, 1),
γ̂(j)(S) = 0 for all j > 1 and supt∈[T,S] ‖γ̂(j)(t)‖ ≤ C♯. By symmetry we have a closed curve γ̂ of

homotopy class (0, 1).
Note that γ̂ ∈ Dom(hk) for each h ∈ H∞

γ− and k ∈ N. Then Lemma 5.3 implies that there exists

inverse branches {hk,i}d
k

i=1, where d is the degree of F , such that F−kγ̂ =
⋃dk
i=1 hk,i ◦ γ̂. Since hk,i is a

diffeomorphism, hk,i ◦ γ̂ is a closed curve. In addition it must be of homotopy type (0, 1), otherwise
it would intersect an horizontal segment in more than one point and the image, under F k, of the
interval between two intersection points would be an unstable curve going from γ̂ to itself. Since such
a curve would be transversal to γ̂ by hypothesis, it follows that it would have to wrap around the torus
horizontally an hence intersect γ− contradicting the fact that it is in the domain of hk,i.

Recalling (G.5), formula (5.5) gives, for all j ≥ 2,82

‖γ̂‖Cj+1 ≤ C♯‖w ◦ θ̃‖Cj ≤ C♯

j∑

s=0

‖w‖Cs

∑

k∈Kj,s

j∏

l∈N

‖θ̃‖klCl

≤ C♯

j∑

s=0

∑

k∈Kj,s

∏

l∈N

(
A−lB

)kl ≤ A−j
j∑

s=0

Bs.

Thus, since ‖γ̂′‖ = a, we can reparametrize the curve by arc-length. Calling γ̃ the reparametrized
curve we obtain

‖γ̃(j)(t)‖ ≤





0 if |t| ≤ δ

C♯A
−j+1Bj−1 if δ ≤ |t| ≤ δ +A

C♯B
j−1 if |t| ≥ δ +A,

which yields (G.1) since

|π2(γ̃′(t))| ≥
{
|v| if |t| ≤ δ +A

C♯(|v|+B(t− δ)) if |t| ≥ δ +A.

82Notice that, as ‖θ̃‖Cl ≤ C♯A
−lB, recalling the definition of Kj,s we have

∑

k∈Kj,s

∏

l∈N

(A−lB)kl .
∑

k∈Kj,s

A−
∑∞

l=1 lklB
∑∞

l=1 kl . A−jBs.
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To conclude we estimate L⋆ when the hypotheses of Lemma F.1 are satisfied. In a finite number of
steps n2 (depending only on the derivatives of F ) we can have z̄n2 ≤ 1/2, we can thus apply Lemma
F.1 ε0 = ε = ε′ = 1, A = 1/2, B ≤ C♯ and u = u′ = z̄n2(p), we have

|z̄m−n0(p, χc)− z̄m−n0(p
′, χc)| ≤ Lm−n0‖p− p′‖

Lj = C♯µ
3j(‖ω‖C2 + µ2jλ+j (p)

−1Cµ,j/2).

Next, note that, by usual distortion arguments, equation (G.4) implies λ+m−n0
≥ C♯µ

−n0χc(κ̄)
−1 and

m− n0 ≤ C♯ ln κ̄
−1, thus

Lm−n0 ≤ C♯µ
5mCµ,m(‖ω‖C2 + κ̄) = L⋆(v, n0).

�
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