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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, ] 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 [18, 40,

In this paper we attempt to further the latter approach by combmmg 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 H?® 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 C" norm of the map F, on (A — p)™ 1, xot, (1 — xu)™%, (1 — )7t and C, (see hypothesis
(H1) for the definition of \_, py, Xe, tx and Cy)."

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

Note that xc, xu € (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 ;' and we cannot hide such a dependency inside a constant Cy. Indeed, in the next sections
it will be apparent that it may be convenient to choose x, as small as possible while it is convenient to
choose x. as large as possible.

Finally, to simplify notations, we use {a,b,...}T and {a,b,...}~ to designate the mazimum 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 R? /Z?
and R/Z respectively. For a local diffeomorphism F : T? — T? we define the functions m}, mp :
T? x R2\ {0} - Ry as ?

[(D-F)~"o||

(2.1) mp(z,v) = o

;o mp(z0) =

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 : T? — T2 be a surjective C" local diffeomorphism. We call F a partially hyperbolic
system?® if there exist a continuous splitting, not necessarily invariant, of the tangent bundle into
subspaces TT? = E¢@® E%, o0 > 1 and ¢ > 0 such that for each n € N

| DEg.]| > co”

(2.2) n n "
1D Egell < co™|| DFgu|l-

IThe name is motivated by the fact that our results are thought for application to families of maps for which
A= — )™, o1, (I =xu)~1, (1 —tx)~! and C4 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 C,(z), C.(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?)

(HO) for all p € T? we have det(D,F) > 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.* Hence we require the
following hyperbolicity hypothesis:

(H1) There exist x, € (0,1), xc € (0,1] and 0 < p— <1 < pg < A_ < A4 such that, setting
23) Cu:={(&n) € .T? : |n| < xulél}

Ce:={(&n) € T.T? : €] < xelnl},

defining (recall equations 2.1)

A (2):= inf mpn(z,v) A(z) = sup mpa(z,0),

(2 4) vER2\C,. vER?\C.
' “(2):= inf mE.(z,v (z):= sup mpa(z,v),
iy, (2) veGvoy (2,v) Ha (2) UGCCI\D{O} n(2,0)

and letting \,, = inf, \,, (2) and A\ = sup, A} (z) we assume the following:

There exist uniform constants Cy > 1 and ¢, € (0,1) such that, for all z € T? and n € N,”
(2.5) D.FC, C{(&n) : Inl < tuxul€l} € Cus (D2F)7'Ce C {(&m) : [€] < taxelnl}
(26)  CIWh <pn(a) () SOt s CIT < s (2) < AF() < G

From now on we set p := {p4, u:1}+ > 1. The above conditions imply, in particular, det(DF') # 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 Y be the family of closed curve v € C"(T, T?) such that °

c0) v' #0,
cl) ~ has homotopy class (0, 1),
c2) +'(t) € C,, for each t € T.

We assume that for each v € T there exist {v;}2¥;, C T such that F~}(Y) = {~}X,.

We also need a pinching condition

(H3) Let
(2.7) Cri=06(r+ 1)
We assume that F' satisfies
(2.8) P < A

Remark 2.1. Notice that condition (2.8) implies in particular that p < A_. 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 u is close to 1.

40ne can reduce to such a case by a change of variables.

5A € B means A C int(B) U {0}.

6As usual we consider equivalent two curves that differ only by a C" 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 R? with the projection @ map being mod 1, so that w(0) = 0. Then we can define G(x,0) =
F(x,0) — (0,0) and write F o w(x,0) = w(G(z,0) + (0,0)). Thus in the following, with a slight abuse
of notation, we will often confuse the map with his covering and write

(2.9) F(z,0) = (f(z,0),0 + w(z,0)).

In addition, note that if the map satisfies condition (H2) then for each x € R? the curve v, (t) = (z,t),
t € T has a preimage v € T homotopic to the curve J,(t) = p + (0,t), p € v, F(p) = (x,0). This
implies that F(5,(t)) is a curve homotopic to . Thus for each (z,60) € R? the lift has the property
F(z,0 + 1) =F(x,0) + (0,1), which implies that G, and hence w, 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 € T?,
0uf(p) > {2(1 + [10:w ]l ), [06.f (P)[} " -

Remark 2.3. Note that one can always have x. =1 by a linear change of variables, yet we prefer to
keep track of x. 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 (HO),.., (H4).

Remark 2.5. Note that if F satisfies (HO), (H1) and (H2), then so does F™, n € N. Thus it may
be convenient to consider F™, 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 (HO),.., (H4). The proof is in Appendix A.

Lemma 2.6. Let A\ :=infre 0, f, A := supp2 0, f and suppose that:

(1) 0xf(p) > {2(1 + [|0s]]o0), Do f ()}, VpeT?,

(2) |0zwllo0 + ||39¢;||oo <73

1 e W || 0o

(3) [10pw] o0 < H=l,

(4) 141100 flloo + 106wlloc + [|0xw]lo0 < A,

(5) 1106 fllso < 5 (—1+ V1 +2X2A°T),

(6) Xel|Ozwlloo + [[Opw]loo < Ln_giv
with ¢, as in (2.7). Then F satisfies assumptions (HO),..,(H4) with x, given by (A.4), (A.11), x.
given by (A.6), in particular x. =1 is allowed, and

(210) = (1= X0l = O] )~ X1l 1)y

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 Fy(z,0) = (f(x,0),0) be C"(T?,T?), for r > 4, such that
inf(, gyer2 02 f(2,0) > A > 2. For any w € C"(R2%,R), periodic of period one, and € > 0, we define

(2.11) F.(x,0) = (f(x,0),0 + ew(z,0)).
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We call the maps F. fast-slow if they satisfy assumption (5) of Lemma 2.0.
In the following we will need also the next definition.

Definition 2.8. The function w € C°(T?,R) is called z-constant with respect to Fy if there exist 6 € T,
®y € CO(T,R) and a constant ¢ € R such that, for each x € T,

w(z,0) = P(f(x,0)) — Po(z) + c.

Note that, given a specific F;, one can often check that w is not z-constant by looking at the shortest
periodic orbits. Moreover, according to [20], being not z-constant is a generic condition.
Our main results on F; hold under the assumption that w is not z-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 p,, such that the
set

n—1
1
B(ppn) = {p €T?: o g Spr(p) — Mpn  weakly as n — oo}
k=0

has positive Lebesgue measure.

To state our first result we introduce a quantity inspired by [15]. Given y € T? and a line L in R?
passing through the origin, define
(3.1) Ne(nyy, L) = > |det DF"(z)| ",

zEF™"(y)

DF"(2)C,DL

and we set Np(n) = SUp, c2 SUPY, N (n,y,L).
In addition, for each integer 1 < s <r —1 we define”
o= los(Ap?)
(3.2) log(A+)
as:=224+s—a) ; Bs:=2(s+2).
Theorem 3.1. Let F € C"(T?,T?) be SVPH. We assume that there exist ny € N and vo € (0,1) such
that, for some 1 <s<r—1,

(33) Y P A

where Ty, is defined in (5.10). Then there exist finitely many ergodic physical measures and they
are absolutely continuous with densities in the Hilbert space H*(T?), hence they are SRB measures as
well.® Moreover, each mizing physical measure Lph enjoys exponential decay of correlations for Hélder
observables ¢, ¢, namely there exist v > 0 such that,

ltpn (¢ @0 F™) = ppn (@) ppn ()| < Cp ™™
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 Nw 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 any of F that one can try to check. If
successful, then Theorem 3.1 applies to F'.

"Note that in (3.2) a € (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 F. introduced in section 2.2. For fast-slow sytems condition (3.3) is
directly related to the condition of w not being z-constant (see Definition 2.8).”

Theorem 3.3. There exists €. such that, if w is not x-constant, then for each 1 < s<r—1ande €
(0,e%), F. has only finitely many physical measures. The physical measures are absolutely continuous,
with densities in the Hilbert space H*(T?), hence they are SRB measures as well. Moreover, there exist
v > 0 such that each mizing physical measure ., enjoys exponential decay of correlations for Hoélder
observables ¢, , namely,

lon (600 FY) — 1y (0) sy (9)| < Copce™™.

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 h.y € L', ||heallzr = 1, be the density of a physical measure. Then, setting
Ye(0) = [ he(y,0)dy, we have

(3.4) distyy, (he - Leb, hy - 7. - Leb) < Cye(Ine™ )2

where distyy, is the Wasserstein distance and Leb is the Lebesque measure on T?, and h.(-,0) is the
unique invariant probability density of f(-,0). In addition, for all 8 > %, there exists Cz > 0 :

lhellsr < Cae™.
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 : T? — T?, we define Lr : L*(T?) — L'(T?), the transfer operator
associated to F, as

_ _uly)
(4.1) Lru(z) = e;( ) [dot (D, )]
Yy z
Iterating (4.1) yields, for all n € N,
() — u(y)
(4.2) pul(z) = GFZ( | [det(DyFr)]”
y n z ©

By a simple change of variables it follows that || Lrpu|lpr < |lul|z1.

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 system'” and a transversality condition of unstable cones clearly emerges. Let us recall the
following notion of transversality introduced in [18] by Tsujii.

Definition 4.2. Given n € N, y € T2 and 21,20 € F~"(y) , we say that z1 is transversal to zo (at
time n) if D, F"C, N D,,F"C, = {0}, and we write z; M 2.

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 € T? and z; € F~"(y) we define

(4.3) Ne(n,y,z1):= Y |det D, F"|~*

zaffiz1
20€F ™" (y)

and set Np(n) = sup,er2 SUp,, ¢ p—n(y) Nr(n, 9, 21).

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, L1 (see (4.2)).
In essence, L1 —Np(n) provides a quantitative version of the notion of accessibility in our systems.

In Lemma 7.4 we explain the relation between N and N (defined in 3.1), while in section 7.2 we
explore the properties of NVr.

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 € C"(T?,T?) be SVPH that satisfies (3.3). Then there exists a Banach space
Bs., C"7YT?) C By, C H(T?) such that Lr(Bs.) C Bsx.'' The restriction of Lr to Bs. is a
bounded quasi-compact operator, with spectral radius one and essential spectral radius smaller than vg.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Note that if Lph = h, then the measure h Leb is invariant for F. On the
other hand if i,y is a physical measure, then there exists a set K C T2, Leb(K) > 0, ppn(K) = 1
such that, for each z € K, lim, %22;11 dpr(y) converges weakly to fipn. By Lusin theorem and
the density of C* in C°, for each € > 0 there exists g. € C*™ such that fw [1x — ge| < e. We can
approximate it weakly by measures g. Leb. Then, for each ¢ € C",

1 1 n—1 1 n—1
_ N oFF — Tm o FF
Mo (9) = Ty /K A kz::l Ixgo F7 = ) ; /K Lx(@)¢o F'(a)

n—1
L 1 k
= i a2 L, Ehoco+ Olleled)

where the second equality follows by Lebesgue dominate convergence Theorem. Since Theorem 4.4
implies that lim,_, % 2;11 Lk g. converges in H* to the projector IT which projects on the finite
dimensional eigenspace associated to the eigenvalue 1, we have

ppn (¢) = /Tz g, - ¢.

Thus ppn is a convex combination of {h;} such that Lph; = h;. Hence, there are finitely many ergodic
physical measure and they are absolutely continuous with density in H®. 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, (¢h) = upn(¢)h for each ¢ € C". Hence,

fiph(¢ - o F) = /ﬂ-z Lu(oh)e = ppn(@)ppn (@) + Oe™")
where e~ is larger than the modulus of the largest eigenvalue not on the unit circle. O

4.1.2. Fast-Slow systems. As already remarked, the condition that w 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 €. such that the map F; is a SVPH (see Definition 2./) for any e € (0,¢€.).
In addition, if w is not x-constant, then there exists o, € (0,1) such that the transfer operator Lp, is

quasi compact on the spaces Bs ., with spectral radius one and essential spectral radius bounded by o,
for all e € (0,¢.).

By 745(T2) we mean the usual Sobolev space (see Appendix E).
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Consider the operator P : L*(T?) — L*(T?) defined by

Ph(z,0) = h*(x,ﬁ)/dyh(yﬁ).
T
The following Theorem is proved in section 10.5.

Theorem 4.6. In the hypothesis of Theorem 4.5, we have the decomposition L. = II + Q) where
[IQ = QI = 0, II 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) [T = PII|| 1 ery < Cyellne™ '

Finally, for each 7 > 0, let hy, ||ho||r = 1, be an eigenfunction associated to the eigenvalue v with
[v| > e=". Then, setting B(0) = [ h.(y,0)dy, we have

(4.5) 1h = haBll 1y < Coe™™ T HIne ™),
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. Ifw is not x—constant, then there exists ¢, > 0 such that, for each e > 0 small enough,
andr € (0,1), ifv € op, . (Lr.)N{z€C : 1 —reflne ™! < |2]}, and u is an eigenvector of Ly,
with eigenvalue v, and ||lu||g, = 1,"* then for all B > 13,

ullsr < Cpe= (7078,

Remark 4.9. It is not clear how sharp the above Theorem is. Certainly some form of blow-up is
inevitable. For example: let fo(-) = f(x,0) and call h.(-,0) the unique invariant probability density
of fo. Let @(0) = [Lw(x,0)h.(z,0)dz. If & has non degenerate zeroes {0;}, such that &' (6;) < 0,
then [22] (see also the discussion below) implies that there must exist an eigenfunction u essentially
concentrated in the \/€ neighborhood of each 0;. This implies that ||u|z: > C’ﬁafi. 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 e =8 with B < 1. We regard this as an open problem.

Finally, in the setting of Remark 4.9, let P:L'— (C°) be the finite rank operator defined by: for
all p € CY

/TQ o(z,0)[Ph](dz,dd) = ;Adxw(x,oj)h*(x,ej)A dy dsh(y, s),

XU]‘

where U; is the basin of attraction of the stable equilibrium point 8; of the averaged dynamics

(0)
)= 0.

-
S

€l

(4.6) o

D)
e

12Gee Section 6 for the definition of the space Bp.



QUANTITATIVE STATISTICAL PROPERTIES 11

Then, an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.5 and [22, Proposition 4] is that the eigenfunctions h
for the eigenvalue 1 satisfy, for v € (0, %),

(4.7) ||h — ﬁh”Ll*}(Cl)/ < (Cﬁ&‘l/2_2V +Cieln 8_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. O

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 F;, 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 €. 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 F; 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 F.

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 &, ¢, introduced in Proposition 5.8 and equation (5.12)
respectively, and the constants n, 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 n € N uniform with i > n such that, given By, == B

defined in (5.35) of Lemma 5.1/, we have'?

7,Cy,cq ,C)

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

5.2. C"-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 C" (T2, M(m,n)), where M(m,n) are the m x n matrices,'*

lelleo = sup  sup > i ()]
(53) z€T? i€{1,..,n} =i

lellersr = 2% lpllco + sup |10z, @llce-
K2

I3Remark that condition (5.1) can be satisfied thanks to hypothesis (H3).
14According with the previous notations we set x1 = = and zo = 0.
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where, for a multi-index o = (o, ..., o) with oy € {1,2}, and we will use the notation |a| = k and
0% =0y, Ou,, 1% The above definition implies

Ty
14

(5.4) loller <Y 207 sup [19°¢lle.

k=0 =

We will often need to compute the C” norm of ¢ along a curve v € C"(T,T?). In this case we use the
notation [|pl|ce := [ o v|ce.

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.'®

Lemma 5.2. For every p,n,m,s € No,v € C°(T?, M(n,m)) and ¢ € C*(T?, M(m, s)) we have

lellee < llelleel[¢llce-
Also, there exists C; >0, j € N, such that, if ¢ € CP(T?, M(n,m)) and 1 € C*(T?,T?),

P P
(5.5) lpotller <C3 Y lelles > [T 1DwIE-.

5=0 KEK,,s I=1
where K, s ={k € Nj : Y0 ky =35>0 1k <p}.
Using the above Lemma it follows that there exists a constant A > 1 such that
(5.6) |DE™||lcr + [|(DF™) ler <A™, VYn €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 v be a differentiable closed curve in the homotopy class (0,1) such that v'(t) & C,
for each t € T and F~1y = UZ:1 vk, where the vy are disjoint closed curves in the homotopy class
(0,1). Then, there exist open sets Qy, Qy, , with Oy = T2, and diffeomorphisms (the inverse branches)
bu, : 0y — Q,, satisfying,

e [Fob,, =Id|q,,

o Ifug,vj € Fly, k#j, then Q,, NQ,, =0,

o kaeF*17 QVk = T2'
Remark 5.4. If v € T, then the hypotheses of the Lemma are satisfied thanks to hypothesis (H2).

Proof of Lemma 5.3. The circle ¢ = {(a,0)}4er intersects each v in only one point pr = v, N g.
Indeed, by the backward invariance of the complement of C,, vy is locally monotone so it can meet
twice q only if it wraps around the torus more than once, which cannot happen since v belongs to
the homotopy class (0,1). We can then label the vy so that the map k — py is orientation preserving (
mod d ), let us call it positively oriented.'” Also, calling 7 the curve obtained by translating v by % in
the horizontal direction, we consider A := F~1(5) N q. Since F is a local diffeomorphism, if p € A, in
a neighborhood of p the set F~1(¥) consists of a curve with derivative outside C,,, hence transversal
to q. Accordingly A is a finite collection of points. Suppose that pp € A is between py and pg41, then
T2\ v, is a cylinder and v separates the cylinder in two disjoint regions (by Jordan curve theorem),
thus pj, belongs to a cylinder defined by the curves vy, v, y1. We can then follow the curve in F~'5
starting from pg, such a curve cannot exit the cylinder (since v and 4 are disjoint). If it intersects
again q at a point p’ then the image, under F, of the segment of q between py and p’ is an unstable

L5Notice 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.

16g56e [6, 36] for precise, but much more cumbersome, formulae.

7T his 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 4, hence it must cross =, contrary to the hypothesis. It follows that
p' = Pg, that is F~15 = UZ:l Uk, where the 7y are disjoint closed curves, of homotopy type (0, 1),
and Py = U N q. As before, we can label the curves so that the Py are positively oriented and so are
Dk—1, Pk, Dk, where the indexes are mod d. Next, for i € {1,---,d} and ¢ € v;, we define the horizontal
segment {§q(t)}t€(_67(q))5+(q)) where £,(t) = g + ext, £;(0+(q)) € ¥; and &,(—0_(q)) € ¥;—1. We then
define the regions

6:) o~ &

qeV;
Clearly, Q,, N, = 0if i # j, and |J; Q,, = T?. Note that F : Q,, U1 — T? is a bijection, although
the inverse is not continuous. However, if we restrict the map to the set €2, then it is a diffeomorphism
between €, and ., = T? \ {§}. Thus it is well defined the diffeomorphism b,, : Q. — €, such that
Fob,, =Idlq,. |

From now on we call b, the inverse branch of F associated to v and simply h when the curve v is
clear from the context. We denote by $ the set of inverse branches of F. Likewise, for each n € N
we denote with §),, the set of inverse branches of F™. As usual, we wish to identify the elements of
9, as compositions of elements of §). Unfortunately, Lemma 5.3 tells us that each h € §) is defined
on a domain obtained by removing a curve in Y from T2. Therefore the composition of two inverse
branches in ) may not be well defined. We can however consider the following sets: denoting as Dy
and Ry the domain and the range of h respectively. For a curve v € T and n € N we define'®

5737,71 = {b S 571 : Dh = TQ \ {’7}}5
H = {hn = (b7, ,03) € 95" : Dy: C Rys_,,j € {2,...n}, Dy; = T2\ {a}} .
In §} , there exists the obvious equivalence relation b, ~ by, if by o---obh] = h;j 0---0 hll* and

the quotient of .V)Z}ﬁ is naturally isomorphic to £, . In the following we will use the two notations
interchangeably. Finally, we define

97 ={h=07,) €N : Dy, CRy;,j €N Dy =T\ {5}}.
For h € 7, the symbol b,, will denote the restriction of h to HY , and we will say that bh ~ b’ iff their

restrictions are equivalent for each n € N.'?
In the following we will often suppress the subscripts v, v if it does not create confusion.

(5.8)

5.3.1. Some further notation. For technical reasons it is convenient to work with cones which are
slightly smaller than C, and C.. Take ¢ € (0,1 — ¢,) small and,?” setting ¢* = 1 — ¢, let us consider
the cone

(5.9) Ceu = {(z,y) € Rt Jy| < xue"lz[},
which is strictly contained in C,. In the same way it is defined C, .. For each p € T? let Hy = {he

H™ : p € Dy}. By the expansion of the unstable cone under backward dynamics and the backward
invariance of the central cone we can define m,., (p, ) : T? x $,° = Nand m,,, € Nas
My, (p7 [7) = min{n eN: Dphn(R2 \ Ce,u) C Ce,c}
(5.10) M (p) = BB m (p:0) 5 my = Il my, ()
+ + _ +

my (p) = sup my,(p,h); my, = supmy (p).
henHe peT?2

18Here we are using the notation H” =H X --- x H and ¥ = v + (1/2,0).
n-times
As it is messy to define infinite compositions, we define the equivalence relation indirectly.
20During the following sections e will have to satisfy different conditions. However, it is important to note that, once
the conditions are satisfied, the value of € is fixed and it can be considered a uniform constant. Thus for the time being
we will keep track of €, but we will stop when there is no danger of confusion.
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Note that, by (2.5), Cc.. D DphCe, for each h € 9,.
By a direct computation (see Sub-Lemma C.1 for the details) equation (5.10) implies

(5.11) /\;Xu(pm(p)*l,umm < € XeXu, VpeET? hen™,

(5.12) ey logx,, ' <my, <my, <cf(logx,” +1),

for some uniform constants ¢, ,ci > 0. Next, consider a vector v = (1,ug) € C,, so that |ug| €
[—Xu; Xu). By forward invariance of the unstable cone, there exist continuous functions Y, =, :
N x T? X [~Xu, Xu] — R such that

DPan = Tn(p, UO)(l,En(p,Uo)),

where ||Z,]|cc < xu. We are interested in the evolution of the slope field =,,. For this purpose it is
convenient to introduce the dynamics ®(p, ug) = (F(p), Z(p, uo)), for p € T?, ug € [—Xu, Xu| and where

()

we use the notation = = =;. The map ® describes how the slopes of the cones change while iterating
F. Note that

Finally, for n € N and h € $°°, let us define the function

(514) Uh,n(]?a UO) =T20 (I)n(hn(p)u UO) : T? x [_qu Xu] — [_qu Xu]a

where 79 is the projection on the second coordinate. By Lemma F.1, applied with u = v’ = ug and
g0 = 1, we see that wug n(p, uo) is Lipschitz and the Lipschitz constant can be computed using (F.2).

5.3.2. Admissible central and unstable curves. In the following 71 : T2 — T will denote the
projection on the k™ component, for k = 1,2. Also, for ¢ € C"(T,C) we use the notation (@)D (t) =

jTJjgp(t) and ¢’ in the case j = 1.

Definition 5.5. Let ¢ be a positive constant, then T'j(c) is the set of the C" closed curves  : T — T?
which are parametrized by vertical length, i.e. y(t) = (71(¢),t), satisfy conditions c0), c¢1) and c2) of
assumption (H2), and:

¢8) for every 2 < £ < j: |y O@)|| < D
Given € > 0 and j < r we will call v € T;(c) a (J, c)-admissible central curve (or simply admissible
curve if the context is clear). We will choose ¢ in Corollary 5.11.
Similarly, a curve n € C"(I,T?) of length & defined on a compact interval I = [0,0] of T is called an

admissible unstable curve if ' (t) € C,, it is parametrized by horizontal length and its j-derivative is
bounded by =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 € T?, any n € N,
any vectors v* € C,, and v¢ € C. such that (a,b) := D, F"v° & C,,, we have :

L [[DFot|| bl | D-F o] bl

BN ([ | g lol - floell

<|detD,F"| < C,

Proof. Recall that for a matrix D € GL(2,R) and vectors vy, vz € R? linearly independent?!

|Dvi A Dug| || Dvy|| || Dvz|| sin(£(Dwvy, Dva))

5.15 det D| = = "
(5:15) [det Dl = =0 T = Torl el sin(d(or, 02))

21y 4£(v,w) we mean the absolute value of the angle between v and w, hence it has value in [0, 7].
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Let 0 = L(DF™" DF"v°), 01 = L(DF™v" e1), 02 = L(DF"v%e;) and 0, = arctany,. Since
D.F™w* € DFC, we have |61] < c¢#,, for some fixed ¢ € (0,1). On the other hand, by hypothesis,
|62| > 60,,. Thus

0 0 0
u§|2|+|1|§1+c
62| |62
ol el =l
102 |62
The Lemma follows since ||[DF™v¢|| sinfy = b. O

Next, we introduce the following quantities for each n € N,p € T? and some constants Cy > 0:

1—py "

T < Gymin{n, (n=1)""}  Cpo =0

Remark 5.7. Note that we can always estimate C,, ,, by (u— 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 p approaches one (as for C, ), 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 ¢, > 1 such that, for any n € N and p € T?, we have:
(517) A (p) € &5 ()

[(DF™) " lco(r2y < Cyp™
Proof. Let v € Tpn () T? with v¢ € C. unitary, and w, € C,,. Define
D, F™w,
1D, Frw,]
For each v € Tpn () T? we can write v = av® + Sy, then

|(Dinp F™) )] < [all[(Drny ™) =0 + |BI[(Dny ™) i
By (2.4) and (2.6) we have the following
(1) [[(DpnpF™)~ by || < CLAZT,
[(DpapF™) " ve|| < Cup™

Wy =

e C,.

[(DpnpF™) 10|l < Cup™la] + CAZ"B,
A direct computation shows
1+ [(ve, @y,)| 1+ cos?
{lal181}" < 7H I < o]
(ve, u)? 1~ (cosv)?

where

cost := cos inf {M(U w)[}| < 14—7)&;
veC,,weC 2(1 + X%)

From the above the second statement of (5.17) follows. The strategy for proving the first of (5.17) is
ny—1, ¢
similar. We take wy,wy ¢ C, unitary and v¢ = (0,1) € C,, and we set 9, = % € C..
P
Notice that || D,F"0¢|| < Cp™. Let wa = awy + o°. By (2.5) it follows that there exists a minimal
angle between w; ¢ C. and ©° € (DF)~'C,, thus |a| + |8] < C for some constant Cy > 0. Hence,
[1DpF" w1 — DpF™ws|| < |1 — of [ Dy Fwn || + Cyp™ < (1+ Cy) | DpF wn || + Cy™.

Since ||DpF™w1|| > CA,, (p), it follows that

D,F™ D,F" D,F" n
| Dp nw2|| <‘ P nwl _ P nw2 <(1+Cy)+Cy fl '
[1DpEmwr |||~ [|DpF ]| ([ DpE " wn | An (p)

‘1_
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Equation (5.17) follows by the arbitrariness of wy, w9 and since p < A_.
O

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 € T? and some constants Cy > 0:

(5.18) Snm (D) = {Crumms A (F" " (p))}*

(5.19) Snm (D) = {1, ComN_n (0) ™ + CrSum ()5 Gun = s,
(5.20) Cr = Xu + [wllcr,

and we will use the notation S, m := [|Sn.mllco and Spm = ||Sn,m || co-

We have the following improvement of Proposition 5.8.
Proposition 5.9. For each ¢ >0, m < n and v € I's(c) such that DF"~™v' € C.,*?
IDF™||co < CyAy
[DF"[|lcy < CyAt Gump”™ ™™

DE™||c2 < Cy(A Gt ™) + Cy AL Gump™ ™
(5.21) IDF" ||z < Cy( )+ G

d n
”dt( v(t) F )~ 1” < Oﬁ.“ "Cnm © v(t)
d? s — n
||W(Du(t)F ) 1|| SILL O#n(1+OF>\+ OI/ {,LLQ O#n>\ (t)"'(]:}
Proof. By (2.4), we have
(5.22) IDLF¥| < G (2).
Moreover, for each n, k € N, we have
2 n—1
d Lk
EDv(t)Fn =33 Dprciwen P 00, (D o)) F) Doy F¥ (Do F*V')
s=1 k=0
(5.23) d n SN neh—1\-11 . pk
L D)™ = 3 S Dyt 7)™ 00, (DF) (D) ) o FE(w(0)
s=1 k=0
. (Dl,(t)Fkl/l)S.

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

|| Dy Fk ) < Z)‘k J— 1)‘+u{]7n e )\{J n+m,0}+

<O T Clne s N YT = O G ™™,
(5.24) »

I 5z Prw ") |—||Z‘9 Ou, Do F™ )y, +Z(915D )|

< Gy "G m)E A O AL G ™ M e

To estimate the second of (5.23), note that there exist & & € C"~1(T2,R?), ||{]l¢r—1 < Cy, such that,
for all w € R?, and 0 < |af <7 —1,

(5.25) |0 (DF) ™ w — e2(8¢,w)]| < Cillwl [wlciors
. ‘aa(DF)w—elwag,w)H < Cyllolllwllcrors-

22Recall Section 5.2 for the definition of || - llcz and (5.19) for the notations used.
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Thus, setting nx(p) = DpF*e1||DyF¥e1| 1, we have ||77k —e1]| < Cyxy and, for all w € R,

(D2 F*) 18, (DpF) " w|| < |[(DaF*)~ pe() (02, €, w) |
(5.26) +||(DoF*)~ [ami(DpF) fw — i (2) (00, w)] |
< 0L ol v+ les),

A @)
where F¥(x) = p. Hence, recalling (5.20) and using the above and (5.17), we have, for all k < n
{k;n—m}~—1

||—((D FYy™i<sc Y wHOG on) T 4 Crpd}
§=0
(5.27) = _
+ Cy . Z 7 ﬂ*l{(/\j_ ov) t+ Crud }pu" Al nij O F" Mo

< Gy 1+ Cum(My i 0 V) T 4+ Cr{Chn—ms A{ o 0 F" ™o} ]

Therefore we have

d n—m
(5.28) 15 (Do F™) 7D < o™ s m 0 (8),
which yields the statement for the first derivative. Next, differentiating once more the second of (5.2
s NS [ - : b1y 1] ph
oy =y [E(DV@F - ] [0, (DF) ™ (Dpy F*F1) 1] 0 F* ()
s=1k

2
Doy F*V)s + Y0 D (Do F*) T {8s, (00, (DF) T (Dpy F* )71} o FH(v)

s,4=1 k=0
2 n—1
(D F*V ) (D PR )+ ) 0> (D F*) ! [0, (DF) ™ (Dp() F" 1)1 o F*(v)
s=1 k=0
d k|7 k1
—D, F¥|\v' + D, F"v
dt
We estimate the three sums above separately. By (5.26) and (5.28), the first one is bounded by
n—m-—1 n—1
Z ,UkaLQnimilgn,m ov+ C]i Z ‘un+k7m‘uk§n1m ° I//Ln k— 1‘un m/\:yrl etk o Fn—my,
k=0 k=n—m

< Oﬁ‘u‘3n72m (gn,mg_n,m) ov.

The second one is equal to
n—1
D (DT, o (D)™ - (Dpy P F )T o FRW) - (D PR )o(D FF),
k=0

+ (D, F*) "1 {0,,(DF) 0., (Dpy F* ¥ 1)1 o F*(v) - (D, F*V')o(D, F*V'),
so we can use (5.23), (5.25), (5.26) to get the bound

n—1

Cy Z [y ov(t) ™t + Cruf] " {1+ [Chpip™ " + CpNS_, o] } p2lkm=mi”
k=0

. ()‘?O,k—n+m}+ o F" ™o y(t)? < u5"72m037n(1 + CpAf)2.
For the last term we estimate as above and, recalling (5.24), we obtain the bound

CM n {1 + CF)\TJ'L_(U(t))} (fn,mﬂn_m + 03).

17

3),
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Collecting the above estimates, the last of the (5.21) readily follows. O

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 n € N,>*> C, > 1 and n < 1 such that,
ifc > %Cf;ﬁﬁ, for each ¢, > /2, v € Ty(ey), 1 <L <r, and n > 0, setting v, € F~ ™y, there exist
diffeomorphisms hy,, =: hy, € C"(T) such that:

The curve Uy, = vy 0 hy is in Te(n™c, + ¢/2) and

Cop if (=1
(5.29) hnller < { CHeuCr + 1)Cpy i if (=2
G2 (HCp +1) Cot ™ if £>2,

where ag = (£ —1)! Ei;é &, and Cpp, as in (5.16).

Lemma 5.10 implies immediately the following key result.

Corollary 5.11. Let ¢ = o X, for some wp , > 1. Under the hypothesis of Lemma 5.10, for

each n such that ™ < L, we have the inclusion F~"T¢(c) C I'y(c).

Proof. The statement follows by Lemma 5.10 choosing ws y, and ¢, such that
—Wn 9 3,30
(5.30) Cx=C=Xu = EC'bu .

The result then follows since n™ < %
O

Remark 5.12. From now on we will use I' to denote I',.(c) 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 © = xq = "X".

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 F", for n greater than 7.
In particular, if  : I — T? is an admissible unstable curve, and 7, is the image of n under F", then
there exists a diffeomorphism p,, , =: p,, such that

D )]
(5:31) ) ="

n
and 7, o p, = F™ on 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 :

/
t
(5.32) p,"ﬁ <Cy, Wsel
pr(s)
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 7 is chosen in (C.10).
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Lemma 5.13. Let F' be a SVPH and A, € L*™(T,[1,+o0]) and consider any closed curve v € C”,
homotopic to (0,1), such that ||¥' ()| = 1 and ||y (#)|| < A,(#)7,** for allj € {1,...,r} and t € T.
Forh € 9 let ng > 0 and m be the smallest integers such that, for allt € T,

(5.33) Dy(t)hno'}/(t) ZC, and Dy(t)[)m'}/(t) € Int (CC),

and assume that m > {n,no}*.*° Let vy = bi(7y), k € N. For k > ng then there exists a reparametriza-
tion hy such that, setting U, = vy o hy, 7o o Dg(t) = t.

If, for some b, we have m < oo, then:
Forn < 1 given in Lemma 5.10,°° A as in (5.6), T = om, where

530 o o [l } |

Inp~!
and © as in Corollary 5.11, we have P € Tj(c) for each j > 1, and the C?-norm of her satisfies (5.29)

with ¢, = XaIQ”AWHOO(MA)m'

5.7. Iteration of curves: the SVPHF' 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 ¥,
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 where®”
(5.35) B =& C)(1+ X)) 2 (1 + 66,C,.0)-

Then there exist Cs, Cy > 1 uniform, such that for ally € Ty(cy), ¢x > 0, andny € {f,...,cy Inx,; '},
setting cy, = c;/n*, ¢ = Can*, an, = ((1+ Xf)l/QCE)nII728

b, = (C1Cfsn, Crum, )7

(5.36) 8, = Cb/fm* g?z* Cun, +Ch6n, Cpn, /145"* Cs + Cﬁ,n* /1'6"* C??
$n, = 8n, +66,,Cp , po"CF + 02" Cpn, pu Cs,

we have, for alln € N,

IZ2(O] < escl, 1A (3 0 B (8) " s + Cragn, 1> Cs
(5.37) ”ﬁ;z//H < Cf(l + 6<"*CH;W*)CZ*M3n()\; (yo hn(t)))flcf
+ Cfb?l: u2n+2n* )\; (,.Y oh, (t))_lc* + 8.

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 ¢ € {2,3} then, in the hypothesis of Lemma 5.1/, for all n > @, we have
F~"Ty(c) C T'y(c) with the sharper choice

(5.38) c =25,

24We will apply this Lemma with A~ (t) given by (G.1).

25The other possibilities are already covered by Corollary 5.11.

26See (C.10) for a precise definition of 7.

27Recall that condition (5.1) can be satisfied thanks to hypothesis (H3). Also note that for the present Lemma p3
would suffice, however we will need 130 in (8.64).

28Recall (5.19) for the definition of s, while &, 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 > 7,

N 1
7)) < 3¢+ Cpun ¥ Cs < ¢

N 1 _ _
2, < 5@2 + by (N (Yo b)) e + 8,
1 /3
< 5022 + %Cﬂ"_Sn* <c?
where in the last line we used our choice of c. O

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 v such that 71 0 v/(¢) # 0 for each t € T, let

_flmoy @) 7
19’7(t) - { |7T1 07'(15)|’Xu}
9, = it {0, (1))},

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

(5.39)

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 € v and ny € {n,--- ,c; logxy '}, let M(p,h,ny) =M be the minimum
integer such that

Cbcnﬁ* Mzﬁ)‘%_m(ﬁm 0 him—m (t))_le,no (t) < Cu,n* Msn* Cs,

(o m-+2n — _ 1
(5.40) Cgbn:/ﬁ +2 A (v 0 B (1)) 1j\/[nwzo (t) < 3

o — 1
Cf(l + 660, Cpun, )Cm ,Ugm(/\%—m(”Y © hmfm(t)))ile,no (t) < §$n*a

$n

*

where
Moo (t) = Cy [AQ"W’”AW © o (£) + Cu,mu?’mﬁ%llo] {1 i OF}
(5.41) Mg (1) 1= 1*7C2 (1 + Opumﬁ;nlo)z
X [L+4A*0A 0 by Up,, + A% (Ay 0 hiy )95, ] 19,?"20-

and an, b, , Cn, , $n, are defined in Lemma 5.1/.
Then Dz € Ts(c) and, setting hy_n, = h,) o hy,

CyA™"0s,, (R (8)) T 70 < B ()] < CoA™ 0, (B (8) ™7

5.42 _
G4 < Co™™ 951 70 {ALO5L -+ Mo (CrCrugm +1) + Cu |

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

Lemma 5.17. For alln € N, v € F~"(I'(c)) and z,y € v, we have

+
(5.43) o= Cnllo=yll < M (B)  urc, o=yl
TNy T
Proof. We prove it by induction. To start with, let = v(¢1),y = v(t2) such that ||z — y|| < 7, for
some T, to be chosen shortly. For n = 1 we have, for all unit vector v &€ C,,

D.Fuv { HDva—DvaH] | Do Fo—Dy Foll
|1 Dz ||< In |1+ =55 7o < e  TDyFo]

1Dy Fol| =

d
SDu(s) Fullds < Gylta —ta] < Cyllz — g,

ta
(5.44) ID.Fo-D,Fol < [ 114
ty
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the case n = 1 follows. Assume it is true for each k < n, then, by the triangular inequality

n—1

|DyF™ — Do F™0|| < || Dprsry F" "1 (Dpy F = Dpieyy F) Do F¥0 |
k=0
n—1
<CﬂZAn 1 (F*ON (@) | Dy F = Dpe FIL < Cy Y NS (FF)NS (@)p¥ |z — .
k=0

Since v € F~" ( (©), |DpryF — Dpry F|| < Cyp¥|lz — y||. Also remark that (5.17) and the induction
hypothesis imply

A (FRy)NS () < et Cnrllz=vlnt (FRy)NE(y) < CoAL (1),

provided we have chosen 7, small enough. Accordingly, since ||D,F™v| > X (),

1D E™o|| - MReqmiosu™l oy spmd w eyl
|1 Dy Emol| — -
We can now choose v such that | D, F™v| = At (z) so
+
An(@) DeE™l oy samt itlayll < (Cumi vl

An(y) ~ Dy Em ol
which proves the upper bound, for points close enough. Next, for all z,y € v we can consider close
intermediate points {x;}!_, 2o =z, ; = y, to which the above applies, hence

-1
< " Cun 2o lTit1—zill

Fro|| —

Arj{r(z) < Do E"] H [ Da, F" 0|
/\n (y) HD FnU” H Ti+1
Taking the limit for [ — oo we have the dlstance, along the curve, between x and y which is bounded
by Cy|l — y||. This proves the upper bound. The lower bound is proven similarly. O

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 ¢, > ¢, vy €T(¢ch), n > 7 and 0 < p <r — 1, we have

> |

n
vp€F My

det Dy F7™
> |

vp€F Ny

< Cgci’!_l(l + CFcfﬁ){p+l,(p+1)p/2}+Cﬁfnugpn
c»(T)

(5.45) )

-1 Bor{p+1,(p+1)p/2} T Ha, , (bp+1)n
W < Gy (1+CFC*”){p (p+1)p/2} Cﬂ,nﬂ( )

ce(T)

where B, = 1 for p < 2 and B, = p! otherwise; a, = p + 1, lN)p =pl =1, for p < 2, and” a, =
app(p+1)/2+1, b, =plp(p+1)/2+ 1, otherwise.

Proof. For every v € F~ "y define
o det Df/n(t) Fn’
and recall that in dimension one holds ||V, [[co < ||V, [|z1 +[|¥], [[1. We then first look for a bound
of the W1 1(T)-norm of ¥,, . Since e; = (1,0) € C,, Dy, F"0!, ¢ C,, and recalling that F"0,, = yohy,
we have
h,;lD[,nFnel AN "y/ oh, = Df,nF”el A D,;nFnﬁ;l e det(Df,nF”)el A ﬁ;z
Thus we have the equation
@l lex Az @
|deth,n(t)F"| HD,;n(t)Fnel/\’y'Ohn(t)H'

(5.46)

29Recall the definition of a, in Lemma 5.10
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Since ||7/|| > 1 we have, recalling definition (5.39),

(5.47) | Ds, F"e1 Av' o hy|| > Cy9y 0 hy|| Dy, Feq].
Therefore, since ||7],]]?> < 1+ x?2, we have
1
5.48 Uy, |l S .
o4 > s T |l
v EF Ny v EF 1y

Recall that, by Lemma 5.3, for each #,, we have an inverse branch b, : €, — €, such that F"ob; =
Idg.,. Note that the domain €, can be written as (J,cq&t,0,, Where & 5, (s) = Un(t) + sei are

horizontal segments defined on an interval I; of length d;, ;) whose images are unstable curves 5517

with 1ength(§§ﬁ) = 5517 > 1. Let pp¢,,. be the diffeomorphism associated to & ., , see formula (5.31).
By equation (5.32) p;, ¢, () S P, ., (0) = [[Ds, iy F"erl]. It follows

d n n
1<ty = [ P o) 45 < Cnoph,, 0 = Coti ol Do Pl

from which

(5.49) |1 Ds,.y F"erll 2 .
0, 1)

Since by Lemma 5.3 the Q,_ are all disjoints and the v, are parametrized vertically, by (5.49) we
have®’
(5.50) 771 Y /6un ) = m(Qs,,) =m(T?) =

125 GF” n( Uy €F My VUn GFn’y
Using this in (5.48) yields
(5.51) > ¥l <Gt <G,

vp EF My

since |m 07/(¢)| 7" > x2' > 1> x, implies 9" < 1. To bound the L' norm of the derivative we can

notice that:
i

v
(5.52) [, |z < H\P”"

Un

||qun ||L1 .
CU

For each 0 < i <, let v,,_; = F'v, and h; be the diffeomorphism such that #; = v; 0h; is parametrized
by vertical length. Define the diffeomorphisms A} by

(5.53) vi=Folj o (hal)_l,
where vy =y and h{; = hg = Id. Note that h; = hj o---o h¥. We can then write
d . )
U, (t) = Fhat) Dy (h)) ohiy0---ohy o

det Dy (i F™  TI,(det Dy, F) o h;H ---oh
= [[@Wiohiooni)(®),
i=1
where ;(t) = (h})'(t) - (det Dy, ;) F)~". Hence,
v -
<

(5.54) ‘i
Differentiating twice (5.53), yields

,(Z)/
<¢ ohj 0" oh;i) (hiy 0---ohr)

Un

Vo iy - (hity)' = Doy Fi .

Vit+1

30Here m(A) is the Lebesgue measure of a set A.
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Since 7y, € T'(c4), multiplying by ez and remembering (2.9) we have
(hit1)" = (e2, Do, \ FOj 1) = (0aw) © Digr - (€1, P41) + 1 4 (Gow) © Digy

Thus [[¢;]co < Cy and, by (5.5), it follows that [|¢);||c: < Cy(1 + Cpey), while for p > £ > 1,

lillce < Cﬁ(cgfl)! + Cpct). Thus, setting hi, = hj,q 0---oh, by (5.5) we have

\I/L n—1 n—1
H ol 3 aomwio b lors £ 3 ogvio Al
vndlet=t =0 i=0
n—1 £—1 )
S Y Mogwiller Y il
—0 j=0
which, recalling (5.29), yields
o Cun(Crei+1) for =1
(5.55) H\I]—U" SR Cunci(Cre + 1) for £ =2
vn llge—1 (e=1)

cn (Cpcl + 1)ECfL‘f7§;L"M for 2 < £ < p.
In particular, the above estimates in the case ¢ = 1 and (5.52) gives
Z 17, [ < C4Crmp”(Cres +1) Z Vo, [l < CsClmp™ (Cres + 1),
v €My U €F Ty
which gives
> W lleo S Cun(l+ Cre).

vp€F Ny
Then
\y/
Vn 2 2
> les ¥ Mdes X |gE| 1l sciio+cee)
v, EF 1y v, EF 1y v, EF 1y vn llCO
!/
Z ||\I]Vn||c2 S Z = ||\I]Vn||c1 S C‘L?l),,nc*(l + CFC*)S'
V716F7n'7 V716F7n'7 vn liCt
To conclude we can obtain the general case p € {3,...,r — 1} by induction as follows:
!/
Yoo les Y Wl s Y g Wy, [lco—1
v EF "y v EF "y v, EF Ny vn llco—t
STV Cre 0 O ST [l
vpEF Ny
e (o L & T D DR L N
vp€F Ny

(p+1)
5 Ci!—l(CFcfl + 1)(p+1)p/gczfnp oD +1

uplw-l-l)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 p = 0 gives another Cyu™, while the computation for p > 1 is exactly the same, but
using ¢; = (det Dy, ;) F) ! instead. O

The next result is a refinement of the previous Lemma in the more general case in which 7’ is not
contained neither in C, nor in C,,, and it is parametrised by arc-length. Let hg be such that oy = yohg
is parametrised vertically. To state the result it is convenient to define the following quantities
(5.56) Vig,m(t) = inf Ui,y (s)

[s—t|<csm|lw]loo
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Lemma 5.19. In the same hypothesis of Lemma 5.13 with ng = 0, we have

hlﬁ — c — cym
(5.57) > ‘m < Cy(xy A FOTAST p> 2,
V€ F Ty st Hlee(m)

Proof. We use the same notations of the proof of Lemma 5.18. Note that (5.48) holds true for each
~' & C,, so we can proceed exactly as in the proof of above Lemma 5.18, but with the following
differences: 9, in (5.51) is not bounded by a uniform constant Cy, as 7 is not an admissible central
curve. Moreover, we use the estimates in (5.55) with ¢, = x5 2||Ay || s (#A)™ provided by Lemma 5.13,
so that the last of (5.57) follows. O

By the above we can also obtain a key estimate of the L norm of £™1.
Corollary 5.20. Let L := Lp be the transfer operator defined in (4.1). Then, for each n € N,
(558) ||Ln1||Loo('ﬂ‘2) < Cﬂﬁn(l + CF(IZ),LL".

Proof. For any x € T? we want to estimate the quantity

(5.59) Lr(z)= > L

[det D, F|’
yeF—"x ‘

Recall the notation in Section 5.3 and take y € v, where v € I'(c) is an admissible central curve. Then,
for every z € F~"(y), there exist ¢t € T and v € F~"~ such that « = v(h,(t)) = &(t). Hence

1 / -1
sup Z det Dan < Z ' H(hu,n) ||C0'
TEF " (y) VEF "y
By equations (C.8) and (2.6) we know that ||(h],) ! ||co < Cyu™, for every v and n. Moreover, Lemma

5.18 gives the bound
h/
O

VEF-n~y co

/
v,n

det Dy F'™

co

< Cu,n(l + CFQ:)NR'

O

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:

Doo.m(t) = inf VPN E
’ () [s—t|<cym||w] oo ( )
(5.60) Jv,n:/[ﬁﬁo,n(s)]’ldsv

T

H’y,m = ,u,m,u4m [1 + ,um(ﬁﬁo © Bm)ilcF)] (19170 ° Em)ilA’Y'

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

W

%;WV det Dy F™ co(T) = Gy
W 2

(5.61) > ToiD. < Cy(ly,m) Iy m

V€ =Ty Vi Cc1(T)

hlﬁ 4 5m m,q—1 * 73
ZF:_ det Dy F™ e S Cumit”" (L+ Cpp™9; )OI 0y m
vm€F My "

where OF%, = My, o(1 + CpM,,0)3.5"

31Where My, is defined in (5.41).



QUANTITATIVE STATISTICAL PROPERTIES 25

Proof. We use the same notations of the proof of Lemma 5.18. To clarify the argument we use the more

precise notation h, rather than h,, since the dependence on the branch is relevant in the following.

. h! . .
Thus, setting, for each n <m, ¥, (t) = % and recalling (5.49), we can write

DR S B ]

v EF 1y v, €F Ny

Setting F"(

ult
o (F7 (2, 0)) —

= Dy o hp, (t) we have hy, (t) = ho o hp, (t) and D = 7 o hg, T2(2)) = 1. Then, since
< n||w||eo it follows that,

s, () = t] = |72 (F™ (0 (1)) — 1))] < m|w]|oc.

)
ol

Accordingly,
¥~ 0 hy, (8) =V, © by, (5) > | Kinf ol Do (T) = Dy n($).
s—7|<cyn||wl oo
Thus
Zvn F—n Dn (s _
(5.62) )3 wmm<q/———{y—@sqémmwlw
V()

D EF -1~y n(
Next, let m,(t) be the smallest integer k& for which 7, € C.. Note that, setting m; = m — m, and

< - 7 . . L7
Ui (1) = W, where hy, 5, is such that F"~ ™0y, =Dp0hp, 5.,
V!

h., ohs_ P A 5
T S S
det Dy__ le det Dy op, s
(5.63) Im€F Ty Fx Dy €4 F™1 D €00, PP
= Y W ohos. > o
Umy €F 7Ty D €F ™1 Dy
Since 7y, € C., we apply Lemma 5.18, with ¢, = ||, || and remember (C.45), we write

D [ Tom||,, < Cum(1+ CrMi o)

D €F ~™1 0y,

) i .

(5.64) S |||, < Chm(1+ CrMi, )
Dm€F ™™Dy,

Z Uy I Cp ™ M, 0(1+ Cp My, 0)*.

D€ F—m1 lA’wn*

Next, using (5.46),>
li

L1/

Vm 4

€1 AN ﬁ;r/“

_61 A\ ﬁ;n*
O (D,;m* Fm*el) ANy 0 b, + Dp,, F™ e A" o hpy, - hy,.
D,;m* Fm*€1 A "y/ o hm*
= = ([P ™) 00 (D, P )] 1) A,
—e1 A (D, F™ )7 9" 0 hy, - (W), )2,

Vin 4

(5.65)

where we used that ey A 7)), = 0, since the vectors are parallel, and e; A 7;, = 1. Letting n, ||n|| =1
such that (DF™)~1nAe; = 0 we can write e; = an + bea, with b < x,. 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
1 [(Ds,,, ) 7201 Dy, F™)] ea| <

< > (D, F*) " (02, Dpro,, \F] Do, Frerl - | Dy, F*o, ||
(5.66) M1 A
< > G+ pFCrAD)|(Dprs,, F™ )7 Dy, F™ 0], ||
k=0

< Chm, ™ (L4 X5, (0, )Cr)| Ry, |
< Cpm, 7 (1 + ™ (95 © him, ) CR) (D3 © ham, ) 7'

On the other hand, writing, as before, v = n+aez with ||n]| < [|77]l, |a] < Cr||v”|| and DF™x ey An =
0, yields

les A (Ds,,,, F™) 71" = [ea, (Ds,,, F™) 719")| < Cop™ (1 + ™ Cpiding )05, A

Vm Vm

Thus, recalling (5.29),

!/

Vimn

(5.67)

T 1/
0 hpr i, hpﬁ,ﬁm*

< Cﬁ]I%m*'

Vimn

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

v,
> twades X (14 g2 Yl
. —n ,}n —n Vn |1CO
(5.68) nEF ¥ eFr ¥
-1
<CLo X 1l < Gl [ (o) ds.
N _ T
DpEF Ny
which proves the first of (5.57). Next,
W/
LA < V. U, .
¥l <[5 19l

leads immediately to the second of (5.61).
To conclude the lemma we must compute W} , which can be obtained by (5.65):

(5 69)
A A / ’ 2
‘IJVm* B \I/Vm* + ‘Ijﬁm*

=—{8:[(Ds,,, F™) "0 (Ds,,, F™)] ex} A0, — {[(Ds,.. F™ )"0 (Ds,,, F™ )] ex} A D)

—e1 N\ [Bt(D,;m* Fm*)_l] ’y” o hm, - (h;n*)2 —e1 N\ (D,)m* Fm*) 1 I” o hym, - (h;n*)B

’ 2
Uiy
v,

Vimn

—2e1 A (Dy,, F™) 7' 0 hyn, - Wiy hiy +

We estimate the lines of (5.69) one at a time. For the first line, by (5.23) we can write
2 m,—1
(Ds,,,, F™ ) 0u(Dy,,, F™) =Y > (Ds,, F¥"™) 710, (Dpso,. 1) F) Dy, iy F¥(Ds,, () F* 11, )s.
s=1 k=0
We can thus use the fourth of (5.21), with n = m = m, and ¢ = M,,, o, and argue as in (5.66) to
bound the first line of (5.69) by
Cy(1+ p™ Cpiy ) [N, 0 Dm,)? + (A, 0 Dm, )2+ AL, © D, M, o]

(5.70) m 12 dm
< Cy(1 4+ W™ Cpty) ™ 9,2 (14 Ay,
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To estimate the second line we use the second line of (5.23), arguing as above, and (5.42)

(5.71) Crum ™ (14 ™ Cpdy A0, + pt ™ (14 ™ Cpid, A2, 2
Finally, again by (5.42) and recalling (5.67), the last line is estimated by
4m* M —2m
(5.72) (14 p™Crv;, ) my, 019 + Cﬁ]l,y m
Thus
W//
(5.73) G| ST G, (L ™ Rt (L AT+ ™0 )01

To conclude note that

L. " " L. . / 7 .
(\Ill/m* o hl’—mﬁvm*) _ \IJVW o h'l’_mvl’m* B/ 2 + \IJVW © h'l’_mvl’m* h/l
W, ohs_p U, ohs s b P U, oh, B D
Vm s Vm sVm oy ™ T Vm

"
<[ om0
(5.74) o
< Cil o, 11O (L4 Cpp™ 0, )P A5, 2

< oo 2™ (1 + Cpp™ 95,12

¥,m?

where, in the last lines we have used (5.29), with ¢, = My, o, and (5.73), (5.67). We finally have, by
(5.64), (5.74), and (5.68),
DD

Sl < Y (9, 0 b,

Um €F™y Dy EF~Mrxy Dm€F ~ ™10y,
[qj Um, © BAm;A7n ]/I R
< ) Lym, + H T 195, © hom o, llco
\ ohp_ » o
X 03 il Mo, o(1+ CpMp, 0)?

D, €EF~Mxry
< Cp ™ (14 Cpp™ 0, My, o(1 4+ CpMpm, 0)°L .0 7.

The Lemma follows since m < m,. O

6. A FIRST LASOTA-YORKE INEQUALITY

We define a class of geometric norms inspired by [32] and [3]. Given u € C"(T?,R) and an integer
p < r, we denote by B, the completion of C"(T?,R) with respect to the norm:

(6.1) Jully = max sup  sup [ S(0)@0) (0
lal<p yer(c) geclel(T)
1l 1ol =1
This defines a decreasing sequence of Banach spaces continuously embedded in L', namely
(6.2) lullr < Cllullp < Cllullp,, for every 0<p; <ps <r—1.

To see this we observe that, since o, (¢t) = (z,t) € T,

flullpr =  sup /dw/dwb z,y)u(x,y) < /dw sup /dy¢(:v,y)U(:v,y)
H¢”c0(11'2)<1 T ||¢’||c0(11'2)§1 T

< [dar sw [ atouio.) < [ defulo = ulo
T ”¢Hc0(1r)§1 T T

The above proves the first inequality of (6.2), the others being trivial.
Next, we prove a Lasota-Yorke type inequality between the spaces B, and B,_1.
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Theorem 6.1. Let F € C"(T?,T?) be a SVPH. Let L := Lf be the transfer operator defined in (4.1),
and 1 be the integer given in Lemma 5.10. For each p € [1,r — 1] and n > n, there exists Cy, , such
that

(6.3) [1£%ullo < (1 + Cre)Cpunp™||ullo
n Cafnﬂgpn
(6:4) 127 ullp < e e ==Gm—llullp + Copllull -1

where @, = 1+ 2a,p> + p, b, = (p! + 1)(p* + 2) and ¢, p = c”'CrI(1 + Cpc?)® where ¢, =
L+{p+1p(p+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,p € N we denote by P; , a differential operator of order at most p defined as a finite linear
combination of compositions of at most p vector fields, and we write

S
(6'5) PS7PU = E : E : Vj,ar * " Vj,a; Uy
Jj=0 a€ ACNJ

where A is a finite set and for every i < j, vj ., are vector fields in C°T/~%, with the convention that
Vjay " Vja,;u = uif j = 0. We denote by W** the set of differential operators Ps ,. For a function
u € C"(T?,R) and a smooth vector field v, we denote d,u(z) = (Viu,v(z)).

We start by studying the structure of the commutator between £ and the differential operators.
Next, we will estimate the coefficients of the commutator.

Proposition 6.2. Given smooth vector fields vi,--- ,vs € C”, we have
5US .. .5U1£n — ﬁnaFn*vs .. 'aF"*vl + Enps—l,pu
where F*v(z) := (D,F)"'w(F(z)) is the pullback of v by the map F and Ps_y1, € V1" whose

coefficients may depend on n.
Proof. Let us start with s = 1. Let v; € C?(T?,T?) and define
(6.6) Jn(p) = (det DL F™) ™Y ¢ (p) = log|det D, F™|.
For each h € $™ we have
(VIJnob-uob],v) = (Jyobh(Dh)*Vuob,vi) —((Dh)*V(det DF™) o h.J3 o hu o, vy)
= Jn o ((Dh)"Vuob,v1) = Jn o h((Dh)*Vy, o hu o b, vy).
Then, since DF™ o hDh = Idg,, for each h € H” and z € Dy **

(6.7) (V[Jnob-uob](z),vi(x)) = Jp o h(x) [Opney, u — Opney, pru] o h(z).
Observing that
(6.8) Lru= )" uobJ,ohlg, ob,
henn
it follows
(6.9) (VoL u,v1(2)) = L™ (Dpn= g, 1) () = L(Dpn I - 0) (),

33Recall that Dy, Ry indicate respectively the domain and the range of b.
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which prove the result since the multiplication operator Py, := —0pn=,, ¢n € ¥, Next, we argue by
induction on s:

uvor O L7 = Dy, [L7 Oy, - Oyt L7 Pa_y 1]
(6.10) =L"Opn=y, ., Opn= g+ L Opnry  Gn - Opn=y, - Opn=y, 1)
+ L"Opny,,, Ps—1,pu+ L" (Opn* oy, o On - P 1,pU),
which yields the Lemma with
o) Poy =0ty Patop+ Oy 6 [0, - Opue oy + P
+ Opne g, Ps—1,p-

O

In the case vj € {e1, e} 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 eacht>1,neN a = (ai,..,a) € {1,2}* and h € H™,

(6.12) O%Jnob-uob]=Jyob-[Prulob,

in particular

(6.13) 0L = L"Pu

the operators Py, being defined by the following relations, for each u € ct,
Pou = u,

(6.14) Priu=Ajtu— A3t o - u,

Pﬁy,t“— il — Zk 1 nk+1((A ") - P, nk ) fort>2,
where ATH = Opn=. , Af = ARt -+ ARk, AT 1y = Id and ¢y is defined in (6.6).

Proposition 6.4. For each n € N let P¢, € U"' given by (6.14). For any 0 <t <, ¢ € C"(T?,C)

with suppyp € U = U C T2, v € I(c) such that DF""™/' € C., ¢ € C{(T,C) with ||p|lc: < 1,
multi-indez o, || =t and u € C"(T?) we have

(6.15) Aw(T)Pit(ww(V(T))dT < Ot nm)|[Yllerwllulle,

where C(t,n,m) < CyA°s*",

Proof. For simplicity we set 0y = 0, for k € {1,2}. First of all notice that, if we set di; =
((DF™)~ ey, e;), then Ay’ = Zle de, 0z, Furthermore, by formula (5.6), ||d; ; (DF™)~Y|ct
A", for each 1 < ¢ < r. We are going to prove (6.15) by induction on ¢. For ¢ = 0 it is obvious, and for
t =1 it follows from |(DF™)~!| < Cypu™. Let us assume it for any k¥ < ¢ — 1. By (6.14) the integral
in (6.15) splits into®*

/ (1) P2 (1) (7))

IN

(6.16) t
=/so[Azt---Azl<wu OV-/@Z o (A%6,) - P2, ()] ov.
k=1

The first integral is equal to

(6.17) . > X / ([To5w) (T 259) (T1 95daria) - (11 95daccic)s

Jit S o, 1, J jed j€Jo jeJ1 JjeJt
'Ll€{1 2}

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, Jo, J1, .., J; of {1,..,¢} such that J; C {j +
thg o> 1. Note that H Hk 1 e, 0; oy i 8 < AT+ T 1wk} and ”HJEJO JQ/JHCW ~
||¢||cu1+uJo < ||#||¢t- Consequently, from (6.17) and the definition (6.1), we have

(6.18) '/ AL (Wu) (v(r))dr| < CAAS™ Y ]celulle-

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

|
_

n

Ay on(@) = ) (DoF7)* V1 o F (), (D F™) " ea,)
(6.19) -~
=D (Vo1,(DF" ) leq,) o F(x),
=0

thus (5.5) implies

n—1 n—1
(6.20) 147 Guller < Gy Y INDE ) A" < Cp ) AT < CyAs™,

Jj=0 j=0

We can then use (6.18) to estimate

SCAS AT Gl e | P 1 (u) e —a
< G A PRy (V) e—h—1-

] [ Ao - Py )

(6.21)

To bound the last term we take ¢ € C* %=1 ||¢||ct-x-1 = 1,7 € T, and we consider

/aﬁat b=1pe ()] o

We can then split the integral as in (6.16), although this time o = (g, -+, ax—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

‘/fb(T)at_'“_lAﬁ,l(W)(V(T))dT < CAA [ Pllee|ull-

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). O

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

Proposition 6.5. If F is SVPH!, then the constants C(t,n,m) of Proposition 6./ satisfy

1 t=0
(6.22) C(t,n,m) < Cap” t=1
Cinu‘l" sup (1 4+ CrXE(OMAL o F7™(C) + ¢} t=2.

¢esupp(p)Nv(T)

35We use the conventions [I;cp9;A = 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 o = (avy, av),>°

2 (hu) = A7 1 (Yu) — A2 (dn) AR (Yu) — A 1 (¢n)hu — AR n AR (Yu)
- Agl¢nAgz¢n . ¢U
= {Ag,lw - A%2¢nAgl¢ - (Agl ¢nA%2¢n + Ag,1¢n)¢} U
—{ADY + VAR O} AT u — {AT ) + VAT dn } ATPu + PAT u
=P + Py + D3 + Dy.

We then want to integrate the above terms along the curve v against a test function ¢ € C2. Recalling
that the coefficients of the differential operators Ay’ have C” norm bounded by ||(DF™)™!||c-, we thus
have

[ otov < Comax{143 bleg. 1A% 0l

(1 + 1477 énllco) 1@ lleo, 1 A7 ¢n A7 W llco HIullo-

The bounds for &5 and ®3 are similar:

’/QD(I)QOV +’/(p(1)30V

Next, for any two vector v, w € R?, i,j € {1,2} and x = (21, 25) € T?,*"
Oy (Oprtt) = Op=y((Vu, (DF) " 'w)) = (V((Vu, (DF) " 'w)), (DF) 'v)
=> 02 ,u- [(DF) "], [(DF) ™ w]; + Y 0, u0a, [(DF) " ]y - [(DF) 105
J.k g,k

< Gyl (DF™) ey max{[| A7 ey |45 énlley ¥ller Hlullr-

Thus,
/30‘1’4 ov < Ce{p?" [Yllcz, k" [(DE™) " Hiez ¥ ller, [(DE™) "Mz 1¢ller } 2.

It follows by the property of the C" norm and (6.2), that
Jepsaton)ov < €1, 147 énlley, max 1453603,
(DF™) e 1A énllcy, 1™ I(DF™) " ez, [(DE™)HIZs}  1llez 2.

max_||
i€{1,2}

We have thus proved that
C(2,n) = C4{1, ] A% 1 A% g,||2 DF™) sl A b
(2om) = Co{ L, [ A% a6l mas 145 0n . mae [(DF™) ™ ey 1A% 0l

n ny— ny— +
pI(DE™) ez, [((DF™) ™M )

To conclude we need a bound of the above quantity. It is enough to find estimates for ||(Aj ;én)llco
and [|AY ¢plcr - [[(DF™)7!|c1, the other quantities being already estimated in Proposition 5.9. First,
we can use formulae (6.19) and (5.21),

n—1

(6'23) |6Fn*ee¢n(x)| < Cﬁ Z Mnij < Cuynﬂn-

Jj=0

30We use the following notation: ®; equals the third line from the bottom, the other ®; are, ordered, the terms in
the second line from the bottom.
37Here we denote [(DF)’lw]k = ((DF)"w, eg).
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In particular [| A3 ¢p|lco < Cp ™. Next, we take another derivative of (6.19) in the direction of F™" e,
and, setting gon ;(z) = (Vér, (DF" )" es)(x), we have

|
—

n

Ot e, (Opns e, 0n(2)) = Y _(V(gem,j o F/(2)), (DL F"™) tey)
j=0
n—1 )
(6.24) =Y ((DaF)*Vgimjo F/(x), (D F™) ey)
7=0
n—1

(Vgenjo Fi(x), (D F"9) te,).

<.
(=)

By a direct computation we see that, recalling (5.23) and (5.25),
IVge.nil < Cgmax{]|0n,(DF" ) 7HI} < Cpunj (14 Cru™ AL )",
We use this in (6.24) obtaining
1A% 1¢nllce < SupHaF" “eq Opn= e, dn)llco < CF (1 + Cru™ AT )p?

Finally, we use (6.19) to compute

‘%(A%ld)noy Z| (Vo) o FI(D,F)) (DF" )" o FI ove,,)|

+|<V¢1°( ), [( DF"™ )™ o (Fv)'eq, )|
< CupAm o (F" )" + Cunp™ (1 + CpAy, o (F" 7))
< CunAy o (F"My)p”

where we have used (5.21) and that, recalling (5.19), ¢ym < Cun(1 + CrA,). We thus obtain

A3 dnllcy - [(DF™) ey < Cpunp®™ sup  [(14+ CpAL)NL] o FP7™(Q).
¢€esupp(p)Nv(T)

The proposition follows collecting all the above estimates and recalling again (5.21) for the estimate
of [(DF™)~!|cs, [(DF™)~!{|¢c2 and noticing that ¢, m < Cpn(l 4+ CrAl). O

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 p = 0,1 and give a sketched proof for the case 1 < p < 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 p = 0. Indeed, by changing the variables and recalling the notation of Section 5.3 and Lemma
5.18, we have,

/ B(t) L™ u( (1))t = / [det Dy F 1 - (wo v) (1) - (1)t
T veF—ny

= 3 [ Do R (0 0

veF—

gZ\

veEF "y

i, det Dy F" | llulo < (1+ Cre)Ciunlglleomlulo
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Let us now proceed with the case p = 1, from which we deduce the general case by similar computations.
We must bound the quantity, for all ||¢[|c: <1,

/ ¢()(9p L™ u)(~(1))dt = / P()(V (L u)(y(1)), v)dt,
T T

where now ¢ € C!(T) with norm one and v is a unitary C” vector field. From Proposition 6.2 the above
quantity is equal to

1
. ——————— ¢ Opn~ LM (Qrn ,
(6.25) . | rmpt o) + [ £7@uouyo

where @, 0 is an operator of multiplication by a C' function.
By Proposition 6.4 applied with 1) = 1, plus the result for p = 0, the last term is then bounded by
Culluls-

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 v 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 n be the integer provided by Lemma 5.10. For every n > n, v € I'y(c), p < r,
v € F~™y, and any vector field v € CP, with ||v||ce < 1, defined in some neighborhood M (~y) of v, there
exist a neighborhood M'(y) of v and a decomposition

(6.26) v = 5°+ oY,

where 9° and 9% are CP(M' (7)) vector fields such that, setting F"(N(v)) = M'(v),*
°(v(t)) = g(t)y'(t), where g € C" and ||g|lce < Cyc? Cptup'™,
||(Fn)*'0uHCP(N(U)) < )\:nq:p!POﬁ%’upp!n,

()8 v < a?P R oo,

19%]leearr )y + 19%Nlee(ar (4)) < Cn-

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

1 1
(627) / m(ﬁ < Opnr geu(V) + / m(ﬁ : 3Fn*ﬁuu(u).
Since y(t) = F"v(t) we have g(t)D, ) F™ - V' (t) = 0°(F™v(t)), hence:
g (1) = (Dyy ")~ 0°(F w(t)) = F™ 0°(v(t)),

hence |¢'| < ||F™ ©¢||¢1. Accordingly,

|det D, () F" [det D,y F"| dt
- / T l%fj,i(lt()t)F"l [%(u o ﬁ)] o by (t) [hy ' (6)] dt
— [ sl gif];ﬁfgifi|(uoﬁ)’(t)dt -/ (7| Eﬁf;;;%) u(i(t)dt
< || vl

38The constants a, are defined in Lemma 5.10.
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Summing over v € F~ "y and using Lemma 5.18 we obtain

(6.25) > / O1)Din o u(v(D)dt < €™ (1 -+ Cre)ull.

veF—
The second term of (6.27) is

(b ¢ n* au
/ma}:‘n*ﬁuu(u) = W<VU,F v > ov

¢ o hyh!, o -
(6.29) L et I L Y
h/
< Cyllhy, S R— AZ"Cun ™ ;
< Gullallr | g o] X" Gl

where we made the usual change of variables t = h,,(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 p = 1,

(6.30) [£7ully < eAZ"CS 1" (1 + Cpa)|ully + Cllullo.

For the general case 1 < p <1 —1 one has to control the term [ ¢(£)dy, - - - Dy, L u(v(t))dt, for vector
fields v; € C*,j5=1,...,5 and s < p. Using again Propositions 6.2 and 6.4, the latter is bounded by

(681 S [ m® O ) + ol

veF "y

Now the strategy is exactly the same as before. We use Lemma 6.6 to decompose each v; = 93 + 05.
We take o € {u,c}?, k = # {i|lo; = ¢} and let 7 be a permutation of {1, ..., s} such that #{1,...,k} =
{ilo; = ¢}. Using integration by parts, we can write the integral in (6.31) as

¢
/ det DVFn 8Fn*vs e 3Fn*v Z / detD F’ﬂ (H aF"*U(XI) )

Ue{u,c
Z /detD FSH(?F"*A H aF”*A ) u(v) + Cnpllull p—1
oc{u,c}s i=k41
1 0
= / H apnm _ u(l/) HaF"*f’i(i) (W) + Crpllullp-1-
aE{u c}S i=k+1 i—k

By Lemma 6.6, ||[F™ ¢ illeew) < PP 2L (P (P! e

H £ vﬂ'(z lerq) < o) W (Cpapupp‘n)s k-
i=k+1

It follows by Lemma 5.18, equation (5.29) and the fact that ||¢|lc- < 1, that™’

Z /detDFnaFn v - Opnry uov
veF—

h/

<¢2pp)\ P"CP ap p’pln ho,
w P halles D | GerpE |,

veF—ny

< P (1 + Cpe) o AT R o gl DIy G,

||u||p + On,pHqufl

hence, recalling the definitions of a,b in Lemma (5.18), we have (6.4) with @, = 1+ 2a,p* + p,
by = (1 + 1)(? +2) and ¢, — 1+ {p+ L, p(p + 1)/2}* 0

39Notice that the coefficient in front of the strong norm is obtained in the case s = p and k = 0, while all the other
terms are bounded again by Cy ,||ullp—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 < p <r —1,%
(6.32) ATl <,

Let 6, € (\"tpS+ ! 1), Then, for each n € N,
(6.33) 1£%ull, < Cyo ([ullp + Cpunp™ [lullo-

Proof. The strategy is to take the integer 7 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 estimate®!
Cp,r < Cﬁu%”![”2+5p+6]ﬁ. Hence, a direct computation yields

q:pﬁFquﬁ < Cﬂ'u[ﬁ(p+1)!p+13]ﬁ.

Hence, by (6.32), we can choose § € (A\~'8(P+1! 1), Accordingly, since C,n grows only linearly in n,
we can choose 72 € N large enough such that ¢, pC},% pb*" A" < 6" for every p € [1,7 — 1].

Let us proceed by induction on p. For p = 0 the statement is implied by (6.3). Let us assume it true
for each integer smaller then or equal to p — 1. By Theorem 6.1 and (6.32), we have

(6.34) 1L ull, < Cyo[|ullp, + Callullp-1.
For every m € N we write m = g + r, 0 < r < 7, and iterate (6.34) to have

L7 ullp = I£7 (L™ u)lp < Co™ L7 ullp + Crll L7 M uflpmr < -+
qg—1
e G |L 4+ Cy Y S PLT T Dy < Gyl + Crai™ ([l -1
k=0
where we used [|[£L™~*+D7y|| < Cp ™~ *+ D ju]| ,—1 by the inductive assumption. We iterate the
last inequality p times and obtain

1£7mull, < Clhn (= 167) ™ ullp + Cf ™ o
< O (WP87)™ [[ullp + Cp ™™ [[ullo-

We then consider the above inequality for m such that pm = n, so that Cf, , (u#6°)™ < 6™, for some
6 € (6,1). Hence,

(6.35) £ ully < 8" fullp + Cpups” [[ulo.

Finally, we iterate once again (6.35) and we obtain the result for some é, € (4, 1). O

Remark 6.8. Although Corollary 6.7 provides a Lasota-Yorke inequality, o fundamental ingredient is
missing: the embedding of B, in By 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 H® and Bp.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 H®-norm of the transfer operator.

40Note that the following is implied by (H3).
4lpg previously mentioned, all the estimates for the exponent of p are far from being optimal.
42500 Appendix E for definitions and the needed properties of H*(T?).
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7.1. H-norm of L.

Lemma 7.1. Let F € C"(T?,T?) satisfying (H1). For each n € N and 1 < s < r, there ewist
Ag,Q(n,s) > 0 such that, for every u € H*(T?,R),

(7.1) I ullze < 1271 full 2

(7.2) 1L ullF < AL o lullZe + Qs 8)ul2pes,
where

(7.3) Q(n,1) < C} 1> (1 + Cre).

Proof. First of all notice that

4 Il =l (/ (Lruo F ">2> "< Julls (/ <£nu)2c"1)é

3 n
< lull = [[£7 IS £ ull 2,
hence (7.1). Next, by (6.13) and (6.14) we have, for each v; € {e1, ea},
10w, - - '81715”“”%2 < L% (OFrso, - '8F"*v1)u||%2
(75) ¢ n [e% (67 (¢4
+ DL (AR L (A 6n) - PE_yu)) |1 Ze
k=1

Let us analyze the first term above when s = 2. Notice that
Opneuy (Opn-vy,u) = (V ((Vu, (DF™) " 1)), (DE™) " )
= ((DF™)"'v1 D?u, (DF™) " wy) + (D((DF™) " v1)Vu, (DF™)  tuy).

where D? f 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 ||[(DF™)~!||?, while the other term is a
differential operator of order one applied to u. In the general case we have some Pg_1, » such that

L7 (Opnev, - Opneu, Jul < [(DF™) 7| sup  L"(|Ow, -+ Ouy ul)

(7.6) wi, -, ws€f{er,ea}
+ |£"ﬁs,1)pu|.
Hence, by (7.1), (E.5) and (5.17), there exists a constant C4(n, s) such that
(7.7) L7 (OFnso, -+ Opn-v Jullfs < Cyl L™ Jsop®" [ullFgs + Cr(n, 8) 3o

Similarly there exists Ca(s,n) such that

t
(7.8) DL (AR (A5 6n) - Pet_yw))lIFe < Caln, )3,
k=1

By (7.5), (7.7) and (7.8) we obtain
1£7(Opnevy =+ Opnew, JullLe < CollL™ oo ps® ™ [[ullse + Q(n, 8)|[ufl3ems-

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 € {ej, ea},

(VL™ u,v)|z2 < IL£™(Vu, (DE™) " 0)| 12 + 1L ((Vén, (DF™) " 0)u)]| 12,

< 1 (17w (DFY 7 )+ [{T6n, (DF)vjulz2)
A bound for the first term is straightforward, since by (5.17)
(7.10) (Vu, (DF™) " o))l 2 < Cou™|| V| 2.
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For the second term we use formula (6.19) and we have

n—1
(¥, (DF™) o)ullrz <D [V 0 F (), (Dpig ") 0) ool o2
7=0

(7.11) -
<Gy > 1" ullrz < Cpuulull 2,
=0
By (7.9), (7.10), (7.11) and (5.58) we obtain (7.3). O

7.2. Transversality. N
In this Section we investigate the quantities N, N defined in section 4.1. Recall that

Np(n) =sup sup Np(n,y,21)
y€eT2 z1€F~"(y)

/\N[F(n) = Sup supjf\V/F(n, Y, L)'
yeT2 L

(7.12)

Both N and N, r depend on the map F, however in the following we will often drop the F' dependence
to ease notation. An important advantage of N over A is the following

Proposition 7.2. N (n) is sub-multiplicative, i.e N'(n +m) < N'(n)N(m), for every n,m € N.
Proof. For any y € T?, and line L we have

Ny, Lin+m)= Y |det DF""(z)[!

Z€F77l77n (y)
DF"t™(2)C,DL

1
> > |det DF™(z) det DF"(2)]
2€F~"(y) 2EFT™(2)
DF"™(£)CuDL DF™(2)C,D(DF™(2))"1L

1 1
< S .
S X wprEl™®Y XL [@wDbr)
2eF~"(y) z€F™™(Z)
DF™(2)CyDL DF™(z)C,DL’

Taking the sup over y € T? 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 N'(n) implies the existence of limy_oo N'(n)w. Also, an estimate of

N(no) for some ng € N yields an estimate for all n € N.

The result below, inspired by [14], provides the relation between A/ and N.
Lemma 7.4. Let a = % € (0,1) and mo = mo(n) = [an] we have, for alln € N

Nt < L1 % (Fmo) 7o)

Proof. Given y € T?, we consider z1, z2 € F~"(y) such that D, F"C, N D,,F"C, # {0} and the line

L:=L(z):= D, F" (R x {0}).

Let vy = (1,%x4) € C, and 0, := maxy £ (D, F"ey, D, F"vy). Notice that, for n = 0, |cosfp| ! =

| cos(arctan(x,))| =t = /1 + X2 =: ag < 2. In fact, by the invariance of the unstable cone | cos,,|~* <

ag, for all n € N. On the other hand, by formula (5.15), Proposition 5.6 and condition (2.6) we have
|det D, F™[[|v ||

| Dz, Fren ||| Dz, Frog ||

< |sin(arctan x,,)|aoCy CZ Wt A ="

= aoCCExupF A",

[tan 8,| < ag|sin b, | = ap|sin £ (e1,v4)|

(7.13)
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where we have used that sin(arctanz) = x(v/1 + 22)7!

Next, note that in the projective space RP? the cones D,, F"C, and D,,F"C, are canonically
identified with two intervals Iy = [ay, b1] and Iy = [a2, ba], 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 I5 is bounded by

(7.14) min{dist(L, as), dist (L, b2)} < agC.C2x A-" 't

Let us now take m < n to be chosen later and, for Z = F" ™(z3), consider the cone D;F™C,
corresponding to the interval I3 in the projective space. By the forward invariance of the unstable
cone it is clear that D;F™C,, D D,,F"C,,, meaning that Is D I,. We are going to prove that L € Is.
Let wy m := D, F" ™vy. Arguing as before, but remembering also condition (2.5), we have

| det DzF™[[|v ||[[wnm
1D w1 D |

|sin £ (DzF™wy m, DzF™vy) | = | sin £(wp,m, v+)]

(7.15) > C;'C7? | sin(arctan(oxw ) ) (AT 1"
1 Lx Xu -m. n
=c;le? m)ur .
It follows that, setting B,, := agC2C{i;t > 1, if A7"u™ > B, AZ"u’t, then L € I3. By a direct
computation, and recalling that p := {uy,u"'}*, we see that the choice m = [an — B,,], with
o= % >0 and 83, := 11c:)gg%* > 0 yields the wanted inequality. Also, note that o < 1 since
A< A p?

The above computation shows that, given z; € F~"(y), for every zo € F~"(y) which is non-transversal
to z1, the line L is contained in the cone Dz F™C,,, for Z = F"~™(zy). In particular, for every y € T2,
one has

sup Z |det D, F"|7' < sup Z |det D, F™|!
S L ) seFn(y) )
wafion Dpncm(ey) P Cud Dy ™ (R {0)
< sup > [det DzFTTH > [det Do, Fr !
LCRP?2 _ T~ — .
ZeF(y) za€F—rtm(3)
D:F™C,DL
< L"'™1(y) sup Z |det D, F™| ™,
LCRP? —
2€F ™™ (y)
D.F™C,>L

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

N(n) < 177" 1[N (m) < LT N ([an]). O

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 € C"(T?),

(8.1) 1N a3 = D 1€ FLY u()P,
£ez?

where (&) = /1 + ||€||?. Since we will work in Fourier space, it is convenient to introduce the notion
of the dual of a cone in R? by:

(8.2) Ct={weR?: JueC: (vu) =0},

and if € € Z*\ {0} we define £ = (§,&) = (=&, &)lI€]~". In addition, we define p(¢+) = [&°|/I&7],
for & # 0, p(Fes) = oo, and

(8.3) (ER) = {p("), xu} T
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Let us also define the sequence

(8.4) L, = [|£"]]|co-

Finally, to state the main result one last key assumption is needed. Let us define
(8.5) no(F):=min{n e N:VpeT? Fz;,20 € F "p:2z hz).
We will always assume that the map F satisfies

(8.6) no(F) < .

For simplicity, in the following we will just use the notation ng instead of ng(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', Nr(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 m,, and ng be the integers given in (5.10) and (8.5)
respectively. There exist uniform constants Ci,cy > 0, A > 2 and o > 1 such that, for each go > ng
and any 1 <s<r, if M > om,, and N = M + qo,

N
(8.7) 1£%ull3e < C ( [LMN(Qo)]flw25> [ullns + Dy, (M, 8)[ulls+2-

where Oy, (M, s) < Ce)qoucﬂMQ(M,s)CZ?MAC“Md_‘“LM 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
(8.8) Xa wller < Cs,
for a uniform constant Cs > 0, then there exist 33 € R, depending only on Cs, such that
=23 _cplnp~t, L
(8.9) O, (M,1) < Cogg O 1M (I )Py~ 'L,

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 € T?, and qq > ng, let us set
00 (2) := pigy (2)Af (2)71,*% and define,**

(8.10) Usgo ={y € T2 . lly — 2|l < min{1/2,dedy,(2)}},
where??

_ biny-1 _
(811) d= d(Xu) = C,u,i)lnxﬁlu blnx, L*(Xua QO) 1COXU7

for some uniform constants b, Cy to be chosen later.*®
By Besicovitch covering theorem there exists a finite subset A and points {24 }aca such that T? C
Ua U, where U, = SU.,, 4., and such that the number of intersections is bounded by some fixed constant

43The functions u;; and A} are defined in (2.4).

44The constant e is the one introduced just before equation (5.9).

45L* is the Lipschitz constant given in (G.2) with v = xu.

46The choice of is b, made in Proposition 8.6 and depends on the parameter ¢ specifying the Sobolev space we are
interested in. The choice of Cy is made in Lemma &8.10.



40 QUANTITATIVE STATISTICAL PROPERTIES

Cy. We then define a family of smooth function {14} supported on U, such that >~ 1, = 1.
Note that we can choose the 1, such that

(8.12) [Vallct < Cyd ettt ALF,

Next, we construct a refinement of the above partition using the inverse branches introduced in Section
5.3. For each a € A we pick a curve v, € Y, v/, = ea, such that U, Ny, = {0} and let 7, = v+(1/2,0).
Recalling, from equation (5.8), that ., 1 = {h € $: Dy = T*\{Ja}}, for each h € §,,_  1UH5, 1 either
H(T?) N ve = 0 or H(T?) N, = 0. Note that the cardinality of 4,0 := H4,,1 and 95, 1 is exactly d.
We can then consider the set 7 = {(b1,---,bn) € H" : b € Hy, 10,7 € {1,--- ,n}} where 70 = Fa
and, for j > 0, 75 = 74 if §;(T?) N = 0 and y; = Fo if h;—1(T?) N7, # 0. Note that H” has exactly
one element for each equivalence class of H} , , defined in equation (5.8), hence it is isomorphic to
$Hya,n and has exactly d” elements. To simplify notation, given o € A and go € N, in the following we
will denote $H% := Z?,YQ which is then a set with cardinality d?.
Next, let o, o’ € A and define

(8'13) 1/’040/,')(2) =g 0 F'P° (Z)]lh,a(z)wa’ (Z), Vhen®,z e T27

where 1y o := 1y, ,. Note that (8.13) defines a C" partition of unity, supported on {Ua,a’,p}yesao,
with Uparp 1= H(Us) NUy, and intersection multiplicity bounded by Cj.

In order to keep the notation simple, we use the index @ = ac’ to indicate quantities which depend
both on o and o and we write Y, for > 4> ca-

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

Lemma 8.4. For each u € C"(T?)

(8.14) [ulle: < Cy Y lutball3:
acA
(8.15) Do el < Crllullf + Cu(s)llulfa,
a henio

where Cy(s) = Ce god 4.
Proof. For the first inequality note that
2
fullfee = | D wallye = D (Yatt, aru)s.
acA (a,a’)EAXA

By the definition of the (-, -); the above sum is zero if the supports of ¥, and ¢, do not intersect. For
the other terms, denoting with A* the set of elements in A x A for which the above supports intersect,
we have:

au25+ o/u2s
S Wty )y < 30 Wt Tl oy 2,
A*

A 2 acA
We now prove (8.15). By formula (E.4) we have, recalling (8.12),

S luvbanlie =D > Cs0° (wibay), 0” (utbap)) 2
a,h

a,h |B|<s
<Y S (@ u)an, (0%u)an) Lz + (07 u) ey, (0°u)hay) Lo
a,h |B|<s
+ Cegod > |JullFen

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 >, | [0%%a,]|07u| < Cysups p 19,5/l c1e1[07u| due to the uniform
finite intersection multiplicity of the partition of unity. Hence, since 7,/)(%)‘) < Ya.p,

D Nutbay e < Cillullfye + Cegod ™ ullaee full o1 + Cegod ™ ull3g.-
a.h
< Cyllullfse + Cegod™* [Jull3er < Cillullis + Cegod ™ [lullZs,

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

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

L.(Xu,q0) = C4Cq,C Ly mE

winxyt

which implies that, by (8.11), Cy(1) < e2C, 0CL, o lnx—lxﬁﬁ e

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 ng € N, £ € Z2, qo > ng, a, o’ € A, and h € H% be such that Dyb, &+ ¢ C,,
for each p € supp Vs, then, for each t > 2, there exists M¢ = My, such that

(8.16) (€)1 FL (a,n LY u) ()] < Ki(t, Me)lulls,

where K1 (t, M¢) < C,, C2 M pesMey,, “AesMe - Moreover, there exists o > 1 such that, with m,, as in
(5.10),

(8.17) My, = 0My, > sup M.

{€:6+¢Cu}
Proof. Let & = (&1,&2), chose j € {1,2} such that ||£]] < 2|¢;|, and M > 0 to be chosen later.
Since {jFu = —iFOy;u, and || Fulle $ ||ullp1, using (6.1) we have, for each ¢ > 1 and setting

M
Otb = 1/)a hﬁMgu

8.18) (€)1 FLDY (a0 LM u)(€)] S 1L (ug i) o2 + 165111 FLD (ugs)]
' < Mluflo + |FOL, £ (ul%)].

Letting Ji(p) = (det D, F*)~! and recalling (8.13), we have

700, £0a5)] © = [ a2 090, {[smata] o} (2
(8.19) - _
= > Com / dz e >R (o ihas 0 b] (2) - 0 { [Jg £LMu] 0 b} (2)

1 |+Im2|=t UaNED Uer)

To simplify notation let 4.5 := ¥ata o h. Using the change of variables v(7) = 2, + ££ +7E+, where
0,7 € Iy = [—debdy, (20), dedy, (24)],"® we have

<Cj sup /d€
[ml+|nzl=t JI

a0

(8.20) Fo, L% (ug ;)

AT {0 By - 0% [Ty £<u] o} (31(r))

IQO

For each h € H> let h = b obh, provided it is well-defined. Let m :=m(p,h) be the smallest integer
such that, for each h and p € supp Ya.p, Dphmé® € Cc.. Note that, by hypothesis and recalling
(5.11), m —ng < cf (Inx; ' +1).

48By definition, the curves 7, cover U, 4., given in (8.10), which contain the support of ¥4.



42 QUANTITATIVE STATISTICAL PROPERTIES

For z € vy let my(z,hoh) := om(z,h), with o as in (5.34), and set mg([a) = SUP, ¢, Me(2, ho h).1 We
then define

(8.21) M¢ = M¢; = sup sup mmg(h).
£ penee

Observe that, the assumption Dph, ¢+ ¢ C, and condition (2.5) imply (8.17) for ¢ > 2.

In the following we estimate the inner integrals of (8.20) for each fixed ¢, since this does not create
confusion we thus drop the ¢ subscript in 7, to ease notation.

Define ¥ = (Do) Foesoes Ha=1{h: hohehH}, Vap = LMe=m(0) 490y, and write

(8:22) 9= (J {poh : p e pMemrat,
hEHa
This allows to define the decomposition

L Megy, — Z J_ [£M5 m(b) +qou} Z 5 6)—a0 © 6 Vg5 © h.

hEHa hEHa
Thus, recalling (6.12),

FoL L (ugs)
=G sup Z/ dﬂ/ dT{am@b OECORLE h[ m(6),| |ab}06°b}(wm)'
|771‘+|772|:t6€§ja Iqo Iq, "

Next, we apply Lemma G.1 to v, with 6 = dedy,(zq), note that the hypotheses of the Lemma are
satisfied thanks to the assumptions on . We thus obtain closed curves 4, with j + 1 derivative
bounded by Cy, ;AZ. Tt follows

Fo! qu( h)
=G e / ‘”/‘“ 0" Gy Ty 0B 0B |PL2L v glohob (%(ﬂ)"
[n1l+[n2]=t E)EZ):J@ Io T { m(h) [n2] h} }

Next, we apply, for each inverse branch 6 o b, Lemma 5.13 to the curves 7, and obtain admissible
central curves vy = vp o hfﬁ_so Thus, we can rewrite the inner integrals in the right hand side of the
above equation as follows

/dT{an Ve + Ty © B0 b { ) el Ve h} °he b} (3e(7))
_ N M1,y m(h) 712 %
_/Tdmw(r){(a Pay)o F [Pmm lah] J @),
where Wy, (7) = hjzz[det Dy, (, )Fﬁ(ﬁ)]_l. By Proposition 6.4 applied with n = m(h), ¢ = Wy, (0" g 1 )o

Fmb) o 00|V, (0M1ha ) © Fm(h)||cm2‘, Yv=1Lu=v,5and U= T?, the above integral is bounded by

(8'23) é(tvm(a)v m)H\I}A (an dja h) © Fm HCMQ‘ Hva h|||772|’

49Notice that m depends on £ through ~,. Also, it would be more precise to call it me(f) obh), but we keep the notation
as simple as possible.
50Notice that vy = hobho~y, depends on h, but we drop this dependence for simplicity.
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where C(t,m(h), m) < CyAMe.
Accordingly,

san  [FOLEPWEE] SOATE sip ST (07 an) o FTO gl el
' [n1]+|n2|= tbeﬁ 7

where [Iy| < 2dedg,(2a) < 2deA”""p%. Let us estimate the terms in the above sum, setting tem-
porarily m = m(h). By Corollary 6.7

(8.25) v glle = LM OF 0y, < C pg 1 Cp [l

and, by Lemma 5.19, for each a € A

(8-26) Z ||‘I’,;(5)||Cf < Z ||\I][/e(?))||ct < Au(t7m7m)7
HEHQ hen™e

where,

(8.27) Au(t, Mg, m) = Cy(x, ' As) 405 TASMe ¢ > 2,

Lemma G.1 implies

A5 < Cop, IED) T 1 Crm(lwllez + IE DAL 1" Cppym (wllez + €)™,

05 20y = {p(€h), xu} T =1 9(ET).

With the choice b = 1, then by equations (8.13) and (8.12), we have the bound ||(8’717,/75¢7;))0Fm(6)||dn2\ <
7

(8.28)

Cle.go Ae#tMe pexMey 50 Ty (8.95) (8.26), (8.27), (8.28) and (8.24) we conclude. O

8.3. Decomposition of Fourier space.
Let Z, = {¢: ¢+ € C,} and Z¢ = 72\ Z,. Recalling that p(€1) = |&5-]161]71, plea) = oo,

2, ={¢: P(éL) <xu} ;3 Zp={¢: P(fl) > Xut-
Next, take N = g9 + M, for some M € N to be chosen shortly. For simplicity, it is convenient to
introduce the following notation for A C Z? h f)’ £

(8.29) ot (A0.07) = D La(€)(€)* [FL® (ugly)|(E)IF L (uily))(E),
€72
where ué‘fh = s p LM u. Then, using equation (8.14) we have

e Ul < oD al® W L) < G D[ 2 £l

a heHIwo

—aY Y ) ),

& (bh,h’)€NH0XxHI0

=Gy D Y OFIFLY (ud)FLw (udl )](©)

% (}) })) £90 x $H90 (€72

_Cﬁz Z q0, M(Zuvh b +Cﬁz Z %,M(Zﬂivhuhl)'

& (bh,h')EN0 xHW a (h,h")EHI0 X H90

(8.30)

We start with the second term in the above equation, next we will treat the term with £ € Z,,.

Lemma 8.7 (Bound on Z). Recall by (8.17) that My, := supgcze M¢.>t For each M > M.,
1<s<r—1,pheni® and N =qo + M,

(8.31) 3710 125 (IFLY W O £ Ocllull?,

£ez?
where ©4 = CqOCg)MuCﬁMACﬁM.

51Recall that this is finite by Proposition 8.6.
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Proof. Remark that AM > y=My~1. Since ¢+ ¢ C, we can apply Proposition 8.6 with ng = 0. For
each M > M¢, by (8.16), we have

DO Lz FLo(ufly )P = D () THE) T Lz FLY (dha,p £ME (LM Mew)) 2
(8.32) cez2 cez2
N qucﬁ,MﬂcﬁMAcuM||LM7M§UH§+2-

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

(8.33) LM Meull? < C2 P lull?, > 1.

|
8.4. The case ¢+ € C, (£ € Z,).
In this case we cannot apply Proposition 8.6 directly as we did in the previous section. The reason

is that &+ 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 Z,). If there exists qo € N such that for each & € 7 the hypothesis of
Proposition 8.6 are satisfied, then there exist Cy, such that, for each M >, and each § € (0,1),

> DLz, () [FLe (ully)(E)FLe (ul)](€)

(h,h")€HIW0 xHW0 £€Z2

< Wlao)e®® +6) D llublylFe + Coosd ™ Y llugy g
heHw heHIwo

+ CoQ(M, 5)\/ Os|lte]| szl [ull 3=,
where Q(M, s) is given in (7.2) and ©4 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’ € H™ we say that h M2 §' (§ is transversal to h' on « at time
n) if for every z € h(Uy) and w € b (Uey) such that F™(z) = F™(w) € Uy :

(8.34) D.F"C., N DyF"C., = {0}.
Next, we relate the (pointwise) Definition 4.2 to the (local) Definition 8.9.

Lemma 8.10. The constant Co in (8.11) can be chosen such that: for all @ € A, p € U, C T? and
b, b’ € H% if zy = b(p) and 2o = B (p), then z1 M z2 implies h ML b,
Proof. Let p € U, C T? and b, b’ € H%, if z; = h(p) and 2o = b/(p), recall that z; h 2o means
(8.35) D, F*C,NnD,F*C, ={0}.
As C, € C,, clearly D, F*°C, . € D,, F®C,. So the above implies also
D, F*C,.ND,,F*C,.={0}.

Let p € Uy, p # p, and define z; = h(p) and Z; = H'(p). We claim that, for each v € C,,
the difference between D,, F'®v and D3z, F'?v is smaller than the difference between D,, F%°C,, and
D, F®C,, provided we choose U, small enough. This suffices to conclude the argument.

We compute a lower bound for the opening of the connected components of D, F©°C,\ D, F©C,, .

By Proposition 5.6, and by formula (5.15), we deduce that, for each unitary vectors v € C, . and
w ¢ Cy, UC,,

|det D,, F |4 (v, w) Clxut
|1 D2, Feou|[| Dz, Foowl] = g, (2)Aga (2)

L(D,, Fv, D, FPw) = = CiXu€dg (21).
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On the other hand let us recall that wuy q,(p) defined in (5.14) gives the slope of the boundary of the
cone Dy, F°C,, and it is a Lipschitz function of p. In particular, Lemma G.1 provides an estimate
for the Lipschitz constant L, (go) given in (G.2). Then, by the definition of U, 4, in (8.10) and (8.11),
we have the claim, since
|D2, F®v — Dz, F®|| < La(qo)llz1 — 211 < La(d0) L (Xus 90) ™' Coxuedgo (21)
< CyCoxXu€dy, (21).
Clearly the same is true replacing z1, 21, h with 22, Z2, §’, and the result follows. 0

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,

Z qOM(ZU7hh)

(b,h’)€H 0 xH0

(8.36) _ _
> Se a(Zubb) + D> S8 (Zu, b)),
Hhd®h’ b b’
Step IT (Estimate of transversal terms). In this step we will prove that
(8.37) D Saar(Zub,b) < CoQ(M, 5)v/O|[ullsrollul s
hm‘mb/

where O; is given in Lemma 8.7.
If h h2 B, then for any £ € Z? \ {0}, either £+ & Dy, F®C., or &+ & Dy,  F©C,,, for all
p € supp(¥a,p). We can then decompose Z, = Z(h) U Z(h'), where

(8.38) Z(h) ={¢€ 2y : & € Dy(,) F*Ce  Vp € supptia,pn},
and we write, recalling (8.29),
(839) q0, M(Zuvh h ) qo, M(Z mZ(h)vhvh/)+ (%,M(Z’U.ﬁz(bl)vhvh/)

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

(8.40) [Ser(Zu N Z(0), 0,00 < | D0 U Lz,nzm) FL® (wfly) P | IL% (ugly )l
£ez?

Moreover, by (7.2), || L% (ug/{h,)HHs < CyQ(M, s)||ul|3=. 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 £ € Z¢ is now

replaced by & € Z(h), with the difference that this time 9¥(¢1) = x,, since € € Z,. We thus have
1Se0.a0(Z2u N Z(0),0,4)| < QM, )/ O[]l sz ull s

Summing over h Mm% b’ we conclude the proof of (8.37).

Step IIT (Estimate of non-transversal terms). We now want to estimate the b fi%° b’ terms in
(8.36). Our aim is to prove that

Z ‘qu ), L9( u b/ ‘<N’ 2sqo Z HuabH’HS

20 hesw

+Coo Y b3
hesH0

(8.41)

Keeping the same notation used previously, we write

(8.42) DoLr i) Lol s = Y D (L (uhly), L0 (ubly))s.

boiE D’ DEHT 1y/:p/ 5"
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By equation (E.4), there are C. g such that

(8.43) (couy, Lo )= > Cy 07,00, L% uh), 07,08, £% (uhy)) 2.

xr1 X2 R o Rt i35}
Y+B<s
We then use equation (7.6) and we have, for every v, 8 such that v+ 8 < s
102,02, (LCulle)] < [(DF®) 5L (107, 07,udly ) + L% (P ully)

where P, is a differential operator of order s — 1. By (5.17) [[(DF%)~Y||s, < Cp®. Clearly the
same inequality holds for h’ and we use this in (8.43) to obtain

> Cyp 07,00, c0 Wl ), 07,00, £% wl)) |

y+B8<s
SuP0 N Oy (L0707, uily D), £ (10,05, utly ) 2
Y+B=s
+qu Z ”qu 6V 6I2 ah|)||L2||ua h’”'HS 1
Y+B=s
+Ca D 11£%0107,02,udly Dl 2 llugly a1 + Coo ludly o1 llully s
Y+B=s

It follows that, for each § > 0,

> Cyp (07,08, (L% wdly), 07,05, £ (udl ) e |

T Iz
Y+B<s

(8.44) SuPr Y Oy p{L(107, 07, ughy ), £ (107, 0, ully ) e
Y+B=s

8 [lugip s + llugiy 3] + Coous0 ™" [lludlylFee—r + llugiy 51 -
Since ug{{h and uﬂ{{h, are supported on invertibility domains of F'%°,

107 08 uM_|or

8.45 L9197 §8 uM s Wk B A c ay
(8.45) (0,00, = im0 T e )
We define x, := 107,05 ull | o7 and g, :=[det DFN| o 7 and we have
Xb X’

(L (107, 07,uziy ), L7107, 07, ugly )2 = | —T—

(5.46) e oy 72 /TG /T Ty
| Ll / Xi
T2 )2 9090 2 )2 gy

where we used the elementary inequality ab < $(a? 4 b%) with a = \/‘JXhhqh/ b= \/;(h"(;h/. In order to

obtain (8.41), we need to sum equation (8.44) over h € $H% and b’ 1% h. Let us begin with the first
term. Consider one of the integrals in (8.46), for example the first one. Recalling NV(qo) as in Definition
4.2 and equation (7.12), Lemma 8.10 implies

Xt 107,00, ud[*oh
2 2 / <Z/ PP —<NqOZ/Tz |detDFNh|o

(8.47) b gy I /¢y
= N(ao) Y 1£2107,02,usly Pllor = Nao) Y 103, 05,ully -
b b
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By symmetry we have

0SS Oy (0 (107,08, uM, 1), £0(10, 02, ) |
e b s
SEPON(q) Y Y 107,00 uboll7: < PN (qo) Y ludl I,
heHI0 v+ p=s heHao

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

(8.48)

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

1LV ullZ, < ConOsllullZis + CaQ(M, )3/ [ull s ol ull s
A s _
(8.49) + N (@) +6) 3" ST a1 + Consd S0 ST a1

a heHio & heHio
Recalling that ué‘fh = Ya.pLMu, we can use equations (8.15) and (7.2) to write,

o> Mudllie =D > anLMullfe < GILMullfye + Cu(s)I1LM ullZs
(8.50) a heHawo a heno

< Cop Asll LY oo M|ull3gs + QM. 5)l|ullFge s + Cy(s)|ulls

and

Yo D> ludlliems < LM ullFems + Culs = DIILM w7
(8.51) & heHo

<M1 QM. s = Dl|ull3e— + Cy(s = Dl Za.

Next, choosing § = N (qp), using Lemma E.1 with ¢ = A(qo)?u*%°Q(M, s)_lc;zlo, substituting equa-
tions (8.50) and (8.51) in (8.49), setting

(8.52) Q(M, s) = {{1,N(go) "} p*®Q(M, 5)*Ce,qo Lz, Cyp ()},
and recalling (8.4) for the definition of Las, we obtain
I£YullFye < CoLarN (q0) ™™ [[ullFe + Coo Osllull? s
(8.53) + CaoQ(M, )/ O lul szl + QM. 5) ull 7
< LN (o)™ [l e + Cergo [QUM, 8)*Lar®:N (q0) ™ + Q(M, 5)] [[ullZ,

where, in the last line, we used (6.2) to estimate |lul|p: < Cy||ulls4+2. Recalling (8.52), it follows

N
1£%5ull3ee < Cy ( [LMN(QO)]}WQS) [ullaes + Ce.go\) @M, 5)Os]|ul| 52,
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, M) in Proposition 8.6 for ¢ = 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 Cs > 0, then there exist Chy go.¢, 81,82 > 0 such
that the conclusions of Proposition 8.6 hold with

(8.54) K1(2, M¢) < Crg gp,e(In X;1)51M62 lnxglﬁ(éﬁ)ir

52We also use repeatedly ||£™ull 1 < |lul[p1-
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Proof. We follow the proof of Proposition 8.6 word by word until the definition of 7, which we define
here differently in the following way.
Let my(z, hoh, ny) be the smallest integer satisfying (5.40), for 2 € 7y, with n, = {f, min{c; logx, ', m}},
where m was defined right after (8.20). In addition, set M (h) = sup,¢., Me(z,h o h,n,) and define
(8.55) Mg = M¢ o = sup sup e (h).
¢ hesHo
We can follow the proof of Proposition 8.6 literally and we see that the main task is to estimate
2 hes, W5, (0M9a) o F™0)||> in (8.26), and so, to have a sharper bound of A, (t, Mg, m) for 7 = 2.
[e3 U[
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 I, = hem (Iy,),
(8.56) C(2.m,m) < C2 ™ sup (14 CoNa(ONA(F™™(C)) + Cou s},
cen(ls,)

and, accordingly, we have equation (8.26) with

Cylls a1, 5,0 T=0
(8.57) Ay (1, Me,m) := q Cy(I5,0,)* T30 T=1
C4 M pSMe (1 + Cpu™d;, )O:n]l?y mdg Mg T =2

First note that, by (8.12), (8.11) and (G.2) we can choose b large enough so that blny,* > m and
hence

— —1
(8.58) 1apller < CeanCpy iy 01X

Next, let go = 0MYap, and Go(s) = ga © F¢ © hesm(s). Then, since F™, = ;0 hym, we have
ga © F™ oy = G, and if we choose

G, = (Vga © 70 © hegm, 3p © hemhi )
Go = ((D*ga) 070 © hegm - 70 © hem, 7y © hem) (W 7)°
+ (Vg 0 5e © ha, 77 © ha (M 72)* + 77 © hewhi 73)-
Note that by (G.1) and the first of (8.28) we have
||~H||oo < Cyo, Eullmcfl,,m
Moreover, (8.8) and (5.20), imply Cr < Cyx.. We can use this to compute, using (8.28), (5.41),
A’? < quyeullmcd

(8.59) Min,q0 < Coo.c Cz 15m19;1

Mm @ < Oqo eC4 32m19;2'
Accordingly, using also (5.42)(with hm = hm ), (8.28), (8.58) and (8.8), we have

%1 (b 8 8blnx;’
1(0%a,5p) OFm(b)”C“ < Ce,qocu bin i P X
1(0%a,p )onn(h)Hc1 < OOl s e
) 8 3Me+24blnx;t g—1 [ g—1
(8.60) [ 0 F70) lez, < CeanCl o1 i®MeF gt {19% +Mm,n0}
3Mc+25blnx, ' g—1 f ~2 15 6m q—1
= C’qocublnx e R V5 {Cu,nﬂ "t Cump” " 03 }
3M+40b1In x; ' 92
< OE qOO,ublnX 1 3 X 7_9’_}/ .

53Recall that qo > no.
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Since (V5,Go)" = ¥}, Go + 2V}, GY, + ¥, G, by equations (8.26), (8.57), (5.60) and (8.60)
Z [, (8™ 1) o Fm(ﬁ)ncge SCe,qOCm 71M3M5+40b1nxz:1{Au(27M£7m)

s In X
(8.61) b
+ Au(1, Me,m)95 " + A, (0, M, m)ﬂ_z}.

]
To conclude, we need to relate all the quantities to 5. First we notice that, by (8.28) and recalling
(C.43), it follows that for each ¢ € T.

(8.62) AL o F o 0y(C) < Cyo9s ™.

Notice that the expansion is almost constant for the points of interest. Indeed, by Lemma 5.17, for
any p,px € U= Z/{aﬁh N Im(ﬁg) and n S ME’

A (p) < )\:(p*)e#Mgcu,Mg lp=p-ll < /\:g(p*)euMgcu,Mgdﬂ;qo(P*)_
If we choose b so that blnx, ! > Mg, then (8.11) and (G.2) imply
(8.63) A (p) < CoAy (ps).

Next, recall the choice n, = {f, min{c, logx,',m}}T 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

Az (Dm © him—m (t)) = Cbcnﬁ* pAmsm . Cqmecu,mﬁa_l
The second is implied by

cbe: N2m+2n* Arm (’7 © hﬁ—m(t))il Cqmecu,mﬂmmﬁ;l < biil* Mﬁn* Cs

N =

which follows by
A (7 © B () = 265 p® T F19m A Oy 5
And the third of (5.40) is implied by

R 1T N (7 © B (£)) ™ Co O 1¥705 <

02 ‘uﬁn* 032

Mok

N =

which follows by
Ao (70 B (1)) > 2¢} e POy CF L 922,
The above, due to (8.62) and recalling (5.16), are implied by
AT > Cnmcnﬁ* u15m19;2
™ 14m,9—2
AT > Cymyp 19"?
T > Cym? el u30ﬁ19;3,
which, in turn, are satisfied if
(8.64) A " > Cym?95°
. T > Cym~95°.
Recalling (5.1) and noting that B,, > ¢, the above is implied by 2™ > Cﬁm219;3 which implies
m < Celnd(éL) < Cglnx,t for some constant Cg, hence
(8.65) M < Cglnd(¢h) ™1
Note that this implies sup¢1¢c, Me < Cgln Xu' < oo, which proves (8.17) for t = 2.

—1 N
The above allows us to make the choice b = Cg. In addition, since ¢, < e/ MY5 " we have ey < Ch.
Hence, we can choose m so that

(8.66) Ao () < Ch mp ™ o(h) 2,
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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) C(2,7(h),m) < Cyq,Cpp a1 *Me0(E5) 7

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 ¥p,m(s). By definition
Do (8) = (0(s), s) for some function o and (5.39) implies that ¥z, 1 (s) = |o’(s)|~!. Since, using the
notation of Lemma 5.13, F™ D, = 0 o h,,, we have

Cng 2 (D) © Ty (5))] > |m2([D () "1™ 5 0 g ()0 (5))] = 107 (5)] = Crg [m2(# © iy (5))]-

g
By the proof of Lemma G.1, see (G.5), we have that m2(y;) = m2(vy) is monotone, hence so is
w2 (D4 (8)) = ma (V) © hpy(s)). Thus, if |t| > |s|, we have
(8.68) |07 (8)] < Cong |2 (D © hing (5))] < Cing [72( © Py (£))] < Chng 0 (2)].

Also the proof of Lemma G.1 implies that, for |s| > 1, |0/(s)| < ¢z. Accordingly,

Jym, = /T [ﬁgnD)Mg (s)}71 ds < Cy +/ sup |0’ (t)|dt

—1 |s—t|<esxulnxa'

cnxulnX;I L —CiXu 11]X;1 , )
<+ | 94 Gy [ 0" (s + epxu In X ds
(869) : —cgXu In X;l ’ —% g

1

-3
—|—C’n0/ |0’ (s — esxu Inxy, )|ds

#Xu Inxo !
< Gy [1+9(EH)  'xulnx, '] < CyInx, ',

since, [1|o’| = |[p 0’| <1, since ¥}, & C. and the curve does not wrap around the torus horizontally.

By the proof of Lemma G.1 we have that 9, (s) is monotone for |s| < 1.
Next, by (8.59) we have

L5 a, < CS,MEMIGMW:;I
e < CaoC ag nMeg= 1,

Using the above estimates in (8.57) it follows

0, Mg, m) < CpyCp pp p' M0 Inx,

1,Me,m) < CnDCE)M5u32M51952 Iny;*!

Au(2, Mg, m) < CnmqoyeCﬁ}ME ptiAMe 19;4 Iny, '

Ay
(8.70) Au(

Substituting the above in (8.61) yields

> 15, (0™ 1) 0 FW*’)HCgl <Chpogo.cCLO C2h

b In g !
(8.71) hEHa
« u114M5+4b1nX;10(§L)—4 lnxgl.
By (8.24), (8.25), (8.67), (8.71), ams since |Iy| < qu,ec;i)lnxﬂﬂ_blnxgl, there exist 31, B2 > 0 such
that
M Me+3blnx; " 1y\=7 -
}'Bijﬁqr)(u&f)) < C"UWU’GCz,blnX;lij,lM§M62 ¢+3bln x,, 19(5 ) lnxulnu”%

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 Cy (1) given in Lemma 8.4:

Cy(1) € CegoC o

ey In x

2) Here we improve the constant ©; 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 Bg = {£ € Z? : ||¢|| < R} and
BS = 72\ Bg. Then

DALz FLr @) = Y (O TP FL (uly)?

tez? ¢€Z:NBg
Y (OTHOPFL (ugly )| [ FL™ (ugly)]-
562%39
Arguing as in the proof of Proposition 8.6 and by (8.33) yield
(8.72) Y. KOFLC(ugly)? < Chap®™ full3 DS (€7 K (2, M)
§€ZﬁﬁBR §€ZﬁﬁBR
and
> HQFLe )P
¢€ZenBg
< C2 M lullallulls D (€)TPK(2, Me) Ko (3, M)
¢€ZeNBg
We use the estimate of K;(2, M) in (8.54) for the sum in (8.72), with 9(£1) = p(€1), since € € Z
— —1yey,,cqlnx;t — -
Z (&) 2K1(27M5)2 < Cnmqo,e(lnXul) s I Z (&) 2/’(5L) "
(8.74) £EZ5NBR ¢€Z¢NBr

< Chggo,e(In X;l)cnucﬁ i XJIXJB log R,

(8.73)

since
(8.75) > O < /R/ bl it <P log R
' gezﬁﬂBR o 0 {tan0>xu} 1 + p2 (tan0)14 o '
Similarly, for the sum in (8.73), we have
> (&) TER(2, M) Ko (3, Me)
£€ZNBY,

(8.76) < oot g% 3 () p(eh) TTAGM

EEZSMBS,
< Crg gyt ™ xR
Choosing R = x, “A%Me by (8.72) and (8.73) we have the following estimate:

— —13—cyl
(8.77) Z | ]130 ‘qu uMh )| < Cﬂo;QO,EC;QMMMzM(lnXu1)cﬁxu “ nu”u”?))
£€z?

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

—1\ey . —13—cyln
(8.78) 0, = Cn()’qwCi’MfM(lnxul) Xu L
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3) To estimate the right hand side of (8.40) in the case s = 1 we use

Y O < Cix P log R
E€EZ,NZ(H)NBR

instead of (8.75) where Z(h) is defined in (8.38).
By Lemma 7.1, Q(M,1) < Cﬁ)M,u?’M. Finally, using (8.52), (8.78), we can find 83 > 0 such that
ol =L _cylnpt L
QUM 1)01 < Cegy Oty (I, ) Pxa® ™ LY,
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 =11 llaee + 1 - lste-

Theorem 9.1. Let F € C"(T?,T?) be a SVPH and o = %. Let iy, be as in (8.17), ng as in

(8.5) and C1 > 0 provided in Theorem 8.2. We assume that there exist: constants ¢, K >0, vy € (0,1),
integer ny1 > ng, and uniform constants 1o > 1, k1 > ko € N such that, for some 1 < s <r— 3,04

(9.1) sup [|[£71 |00 < Kp™", Y < K1ng + My, ,
m<n
~ T TO— Ty - +
(9.2) {u<sA:1, \/Np(foznl])uas"10”10 1+ﬂsm>&nol} <y <1,
— 1 st
(9_3) (OlK) O] TNy, v, 170+, < 17

where N is given in (3.1), g = ¢[(1 — @)™ 4+ 1] + 25, Bs = 2(s + ¢) and s given in (3.2). Moreover,
for K € (Ko, K1), choose

(94) o, € ({MCS)\:17 (ClK) ~711+1WXU VO"1“+ﬁXu }+, 1)

Then, for each n € N and &,, € (0,,1) we have, ., being as in Theorem 8.2,

(9.5) 1£%ulls,x < CyQy, (k01 + Ty, 8) {7 [lulls,« + (1 = 0) " Cppnp™[[ullo}
(9.6) L% ulls, < Cyldy, (kma + My, , 8)T% [|ulls,«

+ OEMQXu (K’nl + mXu7S)SCp3L,n:u’3n”u”Lla
In particular, Qy, (kn1 + My, , 1) is given by (8.9) if F is also a SVPH* satisfying (8.8).

Proof. We use Theorem 8.2 with gy = xn1 > ng and & € (Ko, k1). First, by conditions (9.1) and (9.2)
and Lemma 7.4 |, we observe that, setting N = qo + M,

L, N (o)) 1 < [Kp ™ N (go)] ™
1
(9.7) < (K T Ligy — fago1 N ( (aq(ﬂ)) "o
< (KN ([ago])u®s” * ) v
Therefore, by equation (8.7),
1
95) 1%l < O (Rl o5 s+ 0y (M, )
Moreover, by the sub-multiplicativity of N
N([ago]) = N([axm]) < N([an])".

54Recall ¢ defined in (2.7), while (9.1), (9.2) and (9.3) constrain ko, 1 and ni.
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It follows by the definition of vy that

= - — ~ asag? +8:730, 17
VA Tago] i o838, < \/ [N(fommu¥ <
Accordingly
(9.9) 1L ullage < o fullas + Q. (M, 5)||ul|s12.

On the other hand, the assumption p¢ A~" < 1 implies (6.32), so that we can choose d, in (6.33) such
that, for all n € N,

(9.10) [£%ulls2 < Cyopllullsrz + Cunp™[ullo-

Iterating (9.9) by multiple of N and using (9.10) yields (9.5).
Next, we want to compare the norm | - || with the L'-norm. Let us fix £ > 0. Take an admissible
central curve v and notice that, for any ¢ € C°(T) with ||¢|ls = 1, we have

/ds/¢ t)0.u(y(t) + seq)dt|.

Writing v(t) = (o(t),t) we can make the change of variables ¢(s,t) = v(t) + se; = (o(t) + s,t). Since
det(Dw) = —1 and setting Dy = {¢(s,t) ; t € T,s € [0, ]}, we have

+€61 dt — /(b ‘—

< N0l Ve ulls

t) + Cey )dt — /qs dt’

d(2)0,u(x, 2)dxdz
Dy

Hence

) + sep dt‘

‘ ~ Vil

Integrating in s € [0, 6] and taking the sup on v and ¢ yields
1

_ 20z
(9.11) lullo < €=l px + —5 llulla

Applying (9.11) to (9.5) with the choice £~ = C2 C7. o, 2"u*", where Co, = Cy(1 —0,)7", yields
1£7uls, < Oy, (knn + Ty, 8) {0 |ulls, + C3 C ™ 072" ullo} -
Next, for each 7,; € (04,1), let n, be the smallest integer such that

CyQy, (Fn1 + My, s)o.~ < 0"

For each n € N, write n = kn, + m with m < &, then iterating the above equation yields

1L s, < G5 |L7 U]l 0 + CoQ, (k11 + Ty, , 8)u®F O3 CF ‘2"~262~IIUIIL1

=YK ) une Ok

Oy, (kn1 + 1y, 5)°p 3"03 03
Gam (1 —aps)

which implies (9.6). O

< Oy, (Wna +y, 5 )0, [[ulls .« + Gy = lullz:

Corollary 9.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 9.1 there exists a Banach space Bs . such that
C™Y(T?) C Bs,. C H*(T?) on which the operator Lp : Bs . — Bs « has spectral radius one and is quasi
compact with essential spectral radius bounded by o,;.
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Proof. Let Bs.. be the completion of C"~*(T?) with respect to || - ||s.«, then C"*(T?) C B, . C H*(T?).
Iterating (9.6), and since Lr is a L' contraction, implies that the spectral radius is bounded by one,
but since the adjoint of Lp has eigenvalue one, so does L, hence the spectral radius is one.

To bound the essential spectral radius note that the immersion B, . < H? is continuous by definition
of the norm. Moreover the immersion H* < L! is compact for every s by Sobolev embeddings
theorems, hence Bs . < L' is compact. Thus, by (9.6) and Hennion theorem [35] follows that the
essential spectral radius is bounded by &, and hence the claim by the arbitrariness of ;. O

Proof of Theorem 4.4. According to Corollary 9.2, it is enough to check the conditions of Theorem
9.1. Since u > 1, Corollary 5.20 implies supy<,, [[£*1]|cc < K, u" for each n € N, for some constant K,
depending on p. Hence (9.1) is satisfied with ¢ = 1 and 79 = 1 and arbitrary x; € N. Next, pS A"t <1
is implied by hypothesis (H3). Therefore, condition (3.3) coincides with (9.2) with as, 8, (s given in
(3.2). Finally, choosing any g such that

> ln(ClKE)

1 )

(9.12) Ko —
Inv,

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

10. THE MAP F,
Here we apply Theorem 9.1 to the maps Fy, see (2.11), and we prove Theorems 4.5, 4.6 and 4.8.

10.1. The maps F. are SVPH?®.
We use Lemma 2.6, applied with w replaced by ew, to check that the maps given in (2.11) are SVPH
for € small enough. Condition (5) is part of the assumptions on F, and implies A\ > 2||0p f||oc, which
implies (4) and, since A > 2, (1) for ¢ small enough. Finally, conditions (2), (3) and (6) are also
immediate for € small. Hence, there exists €y > 0 such that, for all € < ¢, F; satisfies the hypothesis
of Lemma 2.6 and hence it is a SVPH.

In particular, we choose C* = {(&£,1) € R? : |n| < euyl€]},%” and C°¢ = {(&,1) € R? : |¢| < 5|} with

(10.1) Uy = 2/|02w]l00 =: € Xu.

Let (1,eu) € C¥, for p = (x,0) € T2. In this case equation (A.1) yields
(10.2) D,F.(1,eu) = (Ou f + eudy f)(1,eE-(p, u)),
where

- 0w + eubpw + u
(10.3) Ee(pu) = ’

amf + EuaGf

We have also a more explicit formula for iteration of the map Z.. For any k > 0 and p € T?, let us
denote py = F(p). Then we have the recursive formula:

(10.4) 20 (p,u) = E(pr—1, D (p, w).
On the other hand, recalling (A.2):

Oy Ogw0y [ — Oy fOzw

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

3. _
DyFo(CY) C {(n,€) : ¢l < 5A " exulnl},
hence condition (2.5) holds with ¢, = %)\_1 < % < 1.56
Moreover, in (A.7) it is shown that for some ¢ > 0, g+ = . Finally, by (A.9), it follows that
condition (2.6) holds with C, =1, Ay = 2supqe 0, f and A\_ = 2)\/3.

550bserve that in this special case xu(€) = €ux, thus we have an unstable cone of size €.
56Recall that A = inf 95 f > 2.
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The above discussion shows that all the quantities x., ¢« and C, are independent of €, and puy and
(A_ — )7L, (1 = x,) ! are bounded uniformly in . 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 ey smaller, the extra conditions (5.2) and (5.1)
for the invariance of the curves are also satisfied. Indeed, choosing 7 = c5 loge™!, with ¢ < ¢
(which implies (5.2)), and recalling (5.16)-(5.20), we have C,, 5 < loge™! and o5 < loge™! + e%€,
which implies (5.1) if ¢ is small enough. Thus, F. is a SVPH? for each ¢ < £¢.%”

To conclude the preliminaries, it is useful to note that, if we set ¥(p) = (Vw, (—%, 1)) (p), for
every p € T? and n € N we have

n—1 n—1
det D, F!" = [[ det Dye, Fe = [ [0af (FEp)(1 + evp(FEp))]
k=0 k=0
hence
(10.6) e M\ < det D,F < e™"A™, Vpe T? VneN.

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 ¢, for each point we have at least a couple of pre-images with transversal unstable cones,

provided w is not x-constant. This will imply the existence of the integer n, required by Theorem 9.1.
In the following we denote as §). the set of the inverse branches of F..°® Moreover, H7 will be the

set of elements of the form by o --- o b, for h; € H. and H° := HY. For h € H2° the symbol b,, will

denote the restriction of h on H7.

Remark 10.1. Since Fy and F. are homotopic coverings they are isomorphic, that is there exist
I. : T2 — T2 such that F. = Fyo I.. This induces an isomorphism I, : $Ho — $H. defined by
T.h = I-Y obh. Hence, the same is true for the sets H7 = H™ and HX°. In the following we will then
identify inverse branches of F' and F§' by these isomorphisms, and drop the script € from the notation
when it is not necessary.

Proposition 10.2. If w is not xz-constant with respect to Fy (see Definition 2.8), then there exist
g0 > 0 and ng € N such that, for every € < €9, p € T? and vector v € R2, there exists q € F-m(p)
such that v & D F0CY.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that for every g9 > 0 and £ € N there exist e, € [0, g¢],
pe € T? and vy = (1,e0up) with |ug| < u, such that®

(10.7) D F! CY Sy, Vg€ F pe),

4

namely, all the above cones have a common direction. Since the sequence {ps, us} C T? X [—uy, uy], it
has an accumulation point (p«,u.). In analogy with (5.13), for p € T? and u € [—uy, u,] we define

(10.8) o (p,u) = (F2 (), 20 ()

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

ug is contained in the interval Eg? (q, [—ux,uy]) for every £ € N and ¢ € F,,(p;). Hence, it can be
written as:

(10.9) V¢ eN, 3I(pg,ue): mo0 @ﬁe (¢, [—tx,us)) D {ue}t, Vge F;/(pg),

573ee Remark 5.12 and Definition 5.1 for details.

58Av:cordingly o is the set of inverse branches of Fp.

59We use the notation with subscript £ for a generic object that depends on ¢ through €4, but we keep the notation
as simple as possible when there is no need to specify.
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where g @ T? X [y, uy] — [—uy,uy] is the projection on the second coordinate. Now, for m € N,
e €[0,e0], uo € [—us, us] and h € H°°, let us define
(10'10) U}E))m(p) =720 (I);n(f)m(p),uo) : Tz — [_u*v 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 ¢ € [0,e0] and b € H>, there exists uf (p) := limy o0 uf ,,,(P), and the limit is
uniform in p € T2.
(i1) For every b € H>, the sequence {uj  }e converges to Uy oc uniformly for e — 0.
(iii) The functions Ty are independent of §, we call them @. In addition, U satisfies

(10.11) U(Fo(q)) = Zo(q,u(q)), VgeTx {6}

Proof. Applying Lemma F.1 with u = v/ = ug € [—us, us], €0 = 1, A = 2x.us and B = 0 we have that
there exists v € (0,1) such that, for each h € H>, ¢ € T2, ¢,¢’ € [0,1), m € N and n > m,*°

[t (@) — 1 (0)] < Capt®™ e — ¢

b0 (@) = v m(@)] < Cpp™.

It follows that there exists ug . (q) := limp o0 uj ,,,(¢), and the limit is uniform in g. Next, for each
6 > 0, we choose ¢, and m such that Cuu?’ms* < % and v < g, then, for each ¢,¢’ < e, and ¢ € T?

(10.12)

<™+ CypPtle — €] < 6.

The above proves the first two items. Let us proceed with the third one.
First we claim that, for ¢ € T?, if b, is such that ¢ = bh,(F.(q)), then

(10.13) Ugop, 0o (Fe(@) = Bel(g, uf o0 (@), Vg € T
Indeed, since uj , belongs to the unstable cone, by (10.10), for every h € $H°° and ¢ € T?,

(P2 (0): (0, 0 e (@) = @=(,155 00(0)) = (F2(0), U, o (F(a))

which implies the claim taking the projection on the second coordinate.
For every ¢ € N, let us now consider ¢, py and ug as given in (10.9) and let £; so that (p¢,,ue,) is a
convergent sequence. Equation (10.7) implies

€e; ng.
(10.14) |ue, — ub)i%_ (pe,)| < Cy™ .
Taking the limit for j — oo in the above inequality yields®!
. . e, —
(10.15) Uy = ]llf?o ug, = ]llf?o Ui, (Pe;) = T, 00(Px)>

regardless of the choice of the inverse branch h € $H*. Let h, be the inverse branch such that
q =bh4(F(q)), and set ¢z = hy(pe) in equation (10.13) to obtain:

(10.16) Upop, 00 (PL) = Ee, (40, ' o (40))-
By item (%) above, and by the continuity of the map F;, we can take the limit as £; — oo in the last
equation and obtain

Uhoh .00 (Px) = Z0(qx, Un,oo(44)),

where ¢. is such that Fy(g.«) = p«. By (10.15), the above equation becomes u. = Z¢(gx, Up,00(qx)), and,
since Zo(gx, -) is invertible, this implies that there exists u.(gs«) independent of h € H> such that

_ . €.
u(ge) = Up(gqs) = Jliglo uy 7 (e, )

60The second equation of (10.12) is a direct consequence of (F.5) which implies that Zc(p,-) is a contraction.
61Recall that (p«,ux) is an accumulation point of the sequence (pg,ug) given in (10.9)
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Hence, by induction, Ty o (¢) is independent on b for each ¢ € U,ey Fofk(p*) =: Ay, let us call it
ux(q). Taking the limit in equation (10.13) we have, for each g € Ay,

(10.17) u«(Fo(q)) = Eo(q, ux(q))-

Note that the %p o are uniform limits of continuous functions and hence are continuous functions such
that Wy o0|a,, = us. Since Ag, is dense in T x {6,}.9% It follows that the Uy, equal some continuous
function @ defined on T x {f.} and independently of h. In addition, @ satisfies (10.11).%3 O

We can now conclude the proof of Proposition 10.2. By Lemma 10.3 we can find a function
@:T? - R and 6, € T! such that (10.11) holds, namely:

(10.18) W(Fy(q)) = %&;‘@7 q €T x {6,}

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

1 1 1 d—1
/0 &9*(x)dx=/O fe'*(x)ﬂg*(fg*(x))dw—/o (%Cw(x,ﬁ*)dx:; . fo.(@)to, (fo. (x))dx

1
—d / . (1)dt,
0

where U; are the invertibility domains of fy,, and d > 1 its topological degree. Hence fT g, (x)dz = 0.
So there is a potential given by Uy, (z) = fom g, (z)dz. Finally, integrating equation (10.18) from 0 to
x, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

wo. (7) = Yo (fo. (7)) — Vo, (x) +c,

which contradicts the assumption on w whereby proving the Proposition. 0

For reasons which will be clear shortly, we introduce a new quantity related to Az and N, . 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 = (z,0) € T?, v € R?, n € N and ¢ > 0 we define

|det DF(y,n)|’

10.19 N(z, 0 =

( ) ({E, ,’U,TL) h*((E,e) Z
(ymeEF " (x,0)
DF(y,n)C¢Dv

where, for every 6 € T, h.(-,0) =: hwo(:) is the density of the unique invariant measure of f(-,0). As

before we will denote M(n) := sup, sup, N(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 6 € T,
setting fo(-) = f(-,0), we have

1 hioly) -
(10.20) e y%:(w) T = 1, VzreT.

621¢ follows from the expansivity of f(-,0+) that the preimmages of any point form a dense set.
63 Just approximate any point with a sequence {q;} C Ay, and take the limit in (10.17).
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On the other hand it is easy to see that 9 has the same properties of N, r.. In particular, arguing
exactly in the same way as in Proposition 7.2 and Lemma 7.4, one can show that

(10.21) N(n) is submultiplicative,
(10.22) Ng. (n)w < CuHEr;ELPM 1||j‘O (‘ﬁ(\_an])ﬁ)a, for some « € (0,1)
(10.23) N(n) < sup (L3 h)(x,0).

(z,0)eT? D (CL‘, 6‘)

This implies that we can check condition (9.2) of Theorem (9.1) with N replaced by n.
To ease notation in the following we set Lr. =: L..

Lemma 10.5. There are constants C,c, > 0 such that, for each n < Ce 5,
1
sup
(z,0)€T? I ({E, 9)

Proof. Let F(q) = (z,0) and define qx = (zx,0x) = FF(q), for every 0 < k < n. Then,

(10.24) (L7hy)(x,0) < e

n—1
(10.25) 60— 6 < 3 ellwlloe < Cyln— R)e.

j=k
Let us set fo(y) = f(y,0). Since fp is homotopic to fp, , for each k, there is a correspondence between
inverse branches, hence there exists z. such that |f§(x.) — zn| = 0. Moreover, let & = f§(z.) — .
Since f is expanding, by the mean value theorem and (10.25), there is (Z,6) such that

[Ers1| = [(Vf(Z,0), (& O — 0))] = Al&x] — Cyne.

Since &, = 0, we find by induction |¢;| < Z;:kl AI+kCyen < Cyen. Moreover, since h, is differen-
tiable®" we also have

[P, O) = hao (£ (21))] < Cyen.
Next, since |det DgF. — 0, f(q)| < Cie,

() (@) o) <H JACED)

det DF™(xg,00) i det DFe (g, 0x) — det DF.(fF(x.),0)

[1+Oﬁn€] S ecuvﬂa'
k=0

It follows that,

1 ha(y, ) ) hoo(@a) _ epne
hwd) 9)<IdetDFg<y,ﬂ>| Sho@ = T

(y,9)eF " (w, z € fy " (x) (

where we have used (10.20). O

10.3. Proof of Theorem 4.5.

By section 10.1 F. is SVPH? for ¢ < 9. We check the other hypotheses of Theorem 9.1 for F., under
the assumption that w is not z-constant. In this case the existence of ny independent of ¢ is guaranteed
by Proposition 10.2. Notice that x, = u.e, i.e the unstable cone C¥ is of order € while the center
cone C¢ is of order one. Hence, by (5.11), there exists co > 0 such that m,, <|cologe™!|. *® Provided
nik1 = c1loge™ !, for some ¢; > 0 and, by Lemma 10.5, we have

i

|sup h|
su
p I,

2
CxEN , v < 1 —1,
|1nfh*| m<n ‘ n_{co+01} o8e

sup [|£7"1|oo < L2
m<n

o0

64Gee [19] for the details.
65For simplicity in the following we drop the || notation.



QUANTITATIVE STATISTICAL PROPERTIES 59

hence condition (9.1) with K = %, To = 2 and ¢ = c.e. Next, we prove that there exists a uniform
constant vy such that

_ ~ +
(10.26) {ecacs)\_%,‘ﬂ((anﬂ)ecﬁa["%’“"’miu]} <y <1,

i.e condition (9.1) with N, r replaced by n which, as we already observed, is an alternative condition
under which Theorem 9.1 holds for F.. Let 1 € (0,9), €9 given in Proposition 10.2, be such that, for
cachl <s<r-1

(10.27) peATh = e T <1, Ve € (0,69).

Accordingly, for every p = (x,0) € T? and v € R2?, there exists ¢g. € F~"°(p), ng provided by
Proposition 10.2, such that

) > he(y,0) 1 (L20hs)(, 0) — ;

ha(@,6 det Dy FZ°] = ha(e,0 Tdet D, BT

(x,0) (BT ma(p) | o) (z,0) | o T
DF(y,n)CYDv

where k = —S‘E;’,‘I’; . By Lemma 10.5 and equation (10.6), the last expression is bounded by eCrnoe _ Ang{eas _

Choosing €2 < min (51, ﬁlog(l + ﬁ), we have that N(ng) < & < 1 for every € € [0, ).

1

Consequently, choosing n1 = a™'ng, for each vy > &, there exists e, € (0,e3) such that

(10.28) ‘f’(([anl])ecﬁg["%”ﬁ(l“flf] <gerMme™)® <y <1, Vee (0,€4).
By (10.27) and (10.28) we obtain (10.26). Finally, condition (9.3) is satisfied choosing
InCi1 K
(10.29) Ko >
In v

Thus Theorem 9.1 applies and Theorem 4.5 follows by Corollary 9.2 choosing k = k1.

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 B, . C H® on which the transfer operator L. is quasi compact for each ¢ < ¢, 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 g asin (10.29) and k1 = no_lacl loge!. Hence, for eachn, x € N, x € (ko, k1),
H‘C?uHs,* < Qy, (k1 + My, s) {UzHuHs,* +(1— UN)_lcmnNWHUHO} )
where m,, = c¢gloge™! and oy, is given in (9.4). The choice k = Cyloge™!, in the proof of Theorem
4.5, yielded a spectral radius uniform in €, but it provides no control on the constant Q,, (kn1 4+, , $).

On the contrary, the choice k = 2k € N (independent of €) implies, for some ¢, > 0,

—1\—1
Oko € (efc*(logs 1) 71)a

hence a weaker contraction, but it allows a better control of the constants. Indeed, observe that by
(5.16)

Chiny+m,y, < Cymin{loge™", 7'} = Cyloge™".
Hence, it follows by (8.9) that we can find 3, 83, Cy > 0 and € > 0 such that

3

(10.30) qu (250711 + Ty, 1) < Cﬁ&f% (loggfl)ﬁleﬁbslog 571-
Thus, for each g > %, we have, for all n € N,
[Lcullo < Ce™lullo

(10.31) _g —_cxn_ _
I£2u]1x < Cae™Pe™ 5T |full1,s + Cpe ™" Jlullo.
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Proof of Theorem 4.8. Suppose L.u = vu with v™ > e e T , T <1, then

Jull1,e = v | L2l < Coe™Prme merT |[ully,v + Cor e |lullo.

_ (—r)cxn

We choose n to be the smallest integer such that Cge™Pe™ me-t < %, which yields
—1
lullzr < Jullie < Cae™7 Plullo

which concludes the proof. g

10.5. Proof of Theorem 4.6.
Let opp(Lr.) = {# € C : |z| = 1} be the peripheral spectrum. By Theorem 4.5 the cardinality of
opn(LE,) is finite and if €®’ € 0,4 (LF,), 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 {ﬂj,hj,ﬁj}j-v:l such that Jo = 1, lo(p) = [ @, ¥; € [0,27),
hj € B, {5 € B, . and Ly hj = €"ihj, 1;(Lp. @) = e94;(p) for all ¢ € B, . It follows that we have
the following spectral decomposition

(10.32) Lp. =) "I +Q

J
where II;h = hjl;(h), II;II; = §,,II; and @ 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

n—1

1 .
(10.33) Jim S emiikeh =115,
k=0

where the limit is meant in the B, . topology. By Lemma 9.6 it follows the II; are bounded operators
from L' — B, ;.
Also, choosing ¢ € C* is such that « := sz wh; >0,

n—1

1 .
IL:h lim = *“%'k/ Lk h
/Tzsp J nlﬂnéonkzzoe 11‘2()0 Fe

n—1
1. 1 _
<o im 25 [ loo P < a7 gyl
k=0

= a71

[ (h)| = ™

n—oo N
Which implies that there exists Ej € L such that
tj(h)y= [ ¢;h.
T2

Note that the above also implies /; o F. = ¢*%i#;. The above means that, for all [ € N,

/Zé-EFEh:/ E;oFsh:eW/ th.
T2 T2 T2

This implies that e™’s! belongs to the spectrum of (L. )’, hence of L. Since there can be only finitely
many elements of opn(LF,), it must be ¥; = %Tp for some p, ¢ € N, that is the {¢;} 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 (xx,0r) = F¥(x,0) and fa(2') = f(2’,0). By [20, Lemma 4.2], for each § € T, there exists Yy ,,
such that mo(F'(z,0)) = fi'(Yo,n(x)) and, for all k <mn,

|z — f4 © Yonlloo < Cyek
|9k - 9| S Cuk&
11— 8, Yp,nlloo < Chen?.

For each n € {CyIne~!,...,Cse=2} we have
[oetn= [ oorrh= [ o5 (@), 0)h.0) + Oenlonpleslhl)
= [ el O} 0).6) + OCen [onples [b]12)

= /m p(a,0)[L5 (ho Yy (2, 0) + Oen®||pplico |l 1).

Let Ly be the transfer operator associated to fp and let h.(,0) be the associated unique invariant
density. Then, for each § € T, Ly has a uniform spectral gap o € (0,1) on the Sobolev space H!(T).

Thus
[ e5to Y5 0w0) = ha(w.6) [ (005 ) w0y
T2 T

since ||ho Y, (-, 0)|%: < Cy||h(-,0)||3:. Hence,

dxdd < Cyo™ |31,

[ et [ dnp(w. 0. (0.0) [ dybiy.0)+ Oer?lnglcollilz)
(10.34) T2 T2 T

+ O (0" llgllcolIrll21) -
We can then choose n = clne ™!, for ¢ large enough, and obtain
(10.35) ||£;—iln€71h - Ph”(cl)/ < Cn€[1n571]2||h||L1 + CﬁEBQHhH’Hl.
Equation (9.6) yields

cyk

(10.36) L% hllgr < Cag™@e e T |5, + Coc ™ Ine ™| 1.

Hence, by equation (10.35) we have that, for each ¢ € C* and h € B .,

/ @Hoh_nIL%OEZA2¢Ek
n—cylne™?

:nh_{ﬂoﬁ Z / Ecnlna £k
n—cylne™?

= Jm S [ Pl Ot Plole Ibl1)

n—oo n
k=0

— [ oPloh+ Ofeline" Pl
T2

(10.37)

Hence, by the density of Bj . in L' and since Il extends naturally to a bounded operator on L', we
have

10.38 Iy — Pl cry < Ciellne 2.
) i

The same argument proves a similar result for the projectors II; yielding (4.4).
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It remains to prove equation (4.5). For each 7 > 0 consider h € B, such that Lr h = vh with
|v] > e=¢". Then, for all ¢ € C' and n € N, we have

/ wh = 1/_"/ ©LE h = V_"/ woFI'h
T2 T2 T2

= [ ol © Yo (e). O(z.0) + O (v "nclgler )

= [ U@ O (@).0) + O (el 1)

= [ ol 05 o 0 Vi D(e) + O (el )
where hg(z) = h(z,0). Note that, by inequality (10.36), we have ||h|l31 < Cye™3*Ine~!||h|| 1. Thus

[ et@0c3t0 05 0@ = [ dadoo(w. )b (o.0) [ auh(¥,}(0).0) + 0" ples 1)
= / @Ph+O([c"e**Ine™" + n’e] [|¢|lco|hl| 1)
T2

To conclude we choose n = clne~!

[on=v [ oPhsv 0 (e el i)
T2 T2
= [ oPh+ 0 (707 e R gl ).
'JI‘2
It follows that there exists a 3, € H'(T), Bn(0) = [ dyh(y,0), such that
[h = haBhll ey < Cye™™ 7 (Ine™")2|h| 1.

, with ¢ large enough, and obtain

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 2.6

To start, note that (1) coincides with the first part of (H4), which implies in particular that A > 2.
We have thus to prove only (HO) up to (H3) and the second part of (H4).

We start with (HO). It suffices to show that 9, f(p) > [0 fOrw — O, fOsw](p), for each p € T2. The
latter, by (2) and (4), is implied by A(1 —|9sw]) > A —1— ||0sw|| 0o — ||Osw|| o Which, in turn, is implied
by (3).

Next we prove (H1). Following [19] we start by proving that D,F(C,) € C, and D,F~!(C.) € C..
We cousider a vector (1,u) € C,, and we write a formula for the unstable slope field

0w (p) + udpw(p) + u

(A1) DyF(1,u) = (9o f + udpf)(1,E(p, u)), 20 = = o)+ udef ()
Notice that

d_ . Ouf+ (00wdsf — 0o fOsw) _ det DF(x,0)
(A.2) @H(p’ )= (Ou f 4 udp f)?  (0uf +udpf)? -

since det DF' > 0 by (HO). Hence, checking the invariance of C,, under DF is equivalent to showing
that, for each p € T2, |Z(p, &xu)| < Xu. That is

(A.3) 190 fllooxss = (X = 9wlloc — 1) xu + |0z < 0.
Setting ¢ = A — ||0pw||co — 1, inequality (A.3) has positive solutions since ¢ > 0 by (4), which also
implies
¢? — 4[| fll oo |02l o0 > (100.f oo — [[0uw]l0)? > 0.
Setting @4 = ¢ £ \/¢? — 4[|0p f]|c0||Osw]| o, We can then choose

d_
(8-4) Xu € <2|a‘ef|oo’1) '
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Note that the interval it is not empty due to (4).
On the other hand, if (¢, 1) € C. we consider the center slope field

(1+ 0pw(p)) c— 0o f(p)
9 f(p) — Oww(p)e

and by an analogous computation we obtain |E7 (p, x.)| < xc if

d_
AG e (71} .
(4.6) Morlm

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 Ap, fin, u, and ¢, such that, for each
pE TZ,GG

(A.5)

(1]

“(p,c) =

DPFn(lv 0) = An(p) (Lun(p)) ; D,F" (cn(p), 1) = pn(p)(0,1),
with [[tnleo < Xus |enlloo < Xe. Moreover, by definition

D,F (en(p),1) % (s (F(0)). 1),

from which it follows, by (2.9),
pin(P) = ptn—1 (F(p))(1 + Opw(p) + cn(p)0zw(p))-

We set b := ||0pw]|co + Xel|Ozw]|oo- Since ||enlloo < Xe, we have that the condition (2) of the Lemma
implies b < 1, and

(A7) (1=05)" < pn(p) < (1+0)"
Similarly,
An(P) = An—1(F'(p)) (0 f(p) + 0o f (p)un(p))

n—1
9o f(F*)
— k k Oo L") k
= [oar ') (ous0*p) + i 150
which, setting a := Xu||%|\m, implies
n—1 n—1
(A.8) (1=a)" [T 0 f(F*(p)) < Mu(p) < (1 + )" [T 00/ (F* (),
k=0 k=0
which yields the second of (2.6) with C, =1 and
(A.9) A =(14+a)) and A_=(1-—a)),

since, by the definition of y, in (A.4), we can check that A_ > 1. To conclude, we need to check that
U+b) 1, form which we deduce (H1). This is implied by

(1—a)X
1+ [|8pwloo + 0zwloc + |06 flloc < A

which correspond to equation (4).

By (A.7), we can make the choice (2.10) which, by (2), implies p < e?Xcll@z@llect2l80wllc) and hence
we obtain (H3) by (6).

It remains to prove (H2). Since A > 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 v : [0,1] — T? be a smooth
closed curve () = (c(t),t) such that v € C. with homotopy class (0,1). If p = (z,0) € v(¢) then
F~1(p) ={q1, -+ ,qa}. Note that, by the implicit function theorem, locally F~1v is a curve, also, due
to the above discussion, it belongs to the central cone. If we call 5 the local curve in F~!v such that
n(0) = ¢; we can extend it uniquely to a curve v : [0,1] — T2. We will prove that v(1) = ¢; = v(0).

66Note that the definition of A,, differs from the one of )\ﬁ 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 ™ (R? \ C.) € Cy,.



64 QUANTITATIVE STATISTICAL PROPERTIES

In turn this implies that F~1v is the union of d closed curves vy, -+ ,v4 with v/ € C,, 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 v(1) = ¢; # ¢;. Let g = (x,0k), k € {1,...d}, then

91' + w(a:l-, 91) = 93‘ + w(a:j, HJ)
implies
— |z .
1—[[Osw]loo !

Hence the segment joining ¢; and g; belongs to the unstable cone if

(A.10) 10; — 0] <

02| 0
CT 1 [[0pwlloo

which is possible since (2) implies that this condition is compatible with (A.4). It follows that the
image of the segment ¢ = {t¢; + (1 — t)g;} is an unstable curve and hence it cannot join p to itself
without wrapping around the torus. In particular, if ¢; # ¢;, then the horizontal length of F({) must
be larger than one. Then, setting § = |x; — x;],

(A.11)

1
: 90/
@12 1< [ e Do PEO)] < 10l (14 x5

To conclude we must show that v cannot move horizontally by §, whereby obtaining the wanted
contradiction. Let v(t) = (a(t), 5(t)), then

N _ gy — i AOf+POf
( 1 ) =7(t) = DFv = &/ Opw + (14 Opw)B’ ) -
Since we know that |¢/| < x. and |&/| < x.|f’| we have
18" < (1 = Xel|0zwlloo — 00w ]|o) ™

X 1007
A A1 = Xl 0zw]l oo — (106w ]| 0)

) |=Ti — LL‘jl < (1 +G)A6

I follows that it must be
1 ! Xc 1196 £ 1] oo

7§5§/ o (b)]dt < ==+ :

T wh e W YU RS X [y T

We thus have a contradiction if we can choose x. such that

L2 N — -

A A AL = [[0zw]loe — (10w ]lo0)
which, by (A.6), is possible only if
> |5ef||oo>_1 A 96 <
< |1+ - - = A.
2[|0zw|| oo ( A A 1= [|0zw]lo0 = [|0sw]l oo

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) 100 flloc < Ao — AllOzwlloc] = A [X = [|0pwlloo — 1 = Al O2w]|oc]
Let us set for simplicity @ := ||0gw||oo + ||Ozw]|co- Since A < 1 the above equation is in turn implied
by the following inequality
Bofllc\ ' A 1106f ]l
(A.14) 100 flloe < | (1412070 A WO0Tlloe |y 4 ).
A A 1-w

By elementary algebra (A.14) is equivalent to

2
(A.15) 1851130 lloo +1) < 3 (1 - A%w) -
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Since A > 2, (A.15) is implied by [[0p f|loo(||0a f]loc + 1) < A2A™L, which is true if
109 f]loc < 3 (=14 +1+2X2A-T) . Hence the conclusion by condition (5).

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA 5.2

We start considering ¢, € C*(T?,R). First we prove, by induction on p, that

P
(B.1) sup 1% (o)lleo < Z() sup [0%elen sup 107

lal=p k=0 Bl=p—k
Indeed, it is trivial for p = 0 and
[102,0% (h)llco = 10% (V0,0 + £0a, Y|

P
Z(Z) sup 9%z, glleo sup ||aw||co+z() s 10705 bl sup 97l

Bl=p—Fk Iv|=k |Bl=p—

o+1
P
1) s 10%elen s ||aw||co+2( o) s [0%len s |07l

— |Bl=p—k y|=k pt1=Fk) g=p—k Y=k

from which (B.1) follows taking the sup on «,i and since (¥) + (ijik) - (pﬂ]:l). We then have the

first statement of the Lemma, indeed

|Bl=k—j [v|=3

P k
_ k
lotler <327 kz(j) sup [19%@lleo sup [97]lco
k=0 =0

p p—J
<> 207~ sup 10%¢llco sup 187llco < [I@llcolltllce
J B

=0 1=0 |8l= [v|=3

since (5’) < 2P. 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 p. The case p = 0 is immediate since
Ko,0 contains only the zero string. Let us assume that the statement is true for every & < p and prove
it for p+ 1. By equation (B.1) and the inductive hypothesis (5.5), we have, for each |a| = p+ 1,

0™ pou)| <Cysup sup_ [07((070) 0w 0™
=p|T1|,|T2|=
<Cp, sup sup  [|0% [(0™ @) o Y] ||col| 0¥ O 1|co

[71],]72]=1 |ao|+]oa]|=p

<G, sup sup [[(87p) o Ylleao [| DYl co-eo

|T1]=1 0<p

<C,C} sup Z||<p|

Cs+1 Z H||D¢||Cl 1 ||D¢||Cp7°‘0

k€EKag,s =1
pt1
< CyCj sup an ey JTIDelIE-
=P 2 k€K, 511 1=1
p+1 p+1
> 1Dl
kGK:p+15l 1

The result follows by choosing C7, large enough. [
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ApPPENDIX C. BLACK-BOX: ITERATION OF CURVES

C.1. Proof of Lemma 5.10. Fix v € I';(c,) and n € N. Let v, be a pre-image of v under F™ and
consider h € $H*° such that v, = b, o~y. Let hy, : T — T be the diffeomorphism such that o, = v, o hy,
is parametrized by vertical length. We then want to check properties cl), ..., ¢3) for i,. The first two
follow immediately by assumption (H2), thus we only have to check property ¢3) (from Definition
5.5). By definition we have

(C.1) F"0p =50 hy,.

Differentiating equation (C.1) twice we obtain

(C.2) (0: Dy, F™0!, + Dy, F"0! =~" 0 hy(RL)? +~' o by, h!!.

Similarly, if we differentiate equation (C.1) j-th times, we obtain

(C.3) Rj(F", i) + Dy, F"0) =49 0 hy (R, + Qj(hn,v) +7' 0 hay - B,

where, by (5.25), R;(F™, i) = Ajn + Bjn with A;,, € C, and ||Bj,| < |[w|ler||Bjnl. Moreover,

Ajn, Bjn are the sum of monomials, with coefficients depending only of (9*F™) o i, with |a| < j, in

the variables ﬁr(f), s€{0,...j — 1}, where, if k, is the degree of #(*), then we have Zi;i sks = 7.
Likewise the @); are the sum of monomials that are linear in 79 o e {2,...7—1}, and of degree p,

in b, s € {1,...j — o+ 1}, such that S spy = 5.57 In order to obtain an estimate for ||1/(J) || it

is convenient to introduce the vectors n, ; = Dy F"D A(J ). We then define the unitary vectors 77") s Mg

such that <77f;7j,77n7j> =0and 7,,; = ”Z:—j” Multlplylng equation (C.3) by 777J1_7j and 7, ; respectively,

we obtain the system of equations

(. Ry (F™, D)) = <77ij7~>/(j)oh (B + Q;(hns ) + 7 0 hu h<a>>
<ﬁn,ijj(Fnaﬁn)>+||77n,j|| = <ﬁn,], (‘)oh ( ) +Q;(hn )+’Y’Ohn-h,(zj)>,

Notice that, since I/(J ) and 4, j > 1, are horizontal vectors, by the invariance of the unstable cone
Nn.j € Cu. Moreover o/ € C,. by assumption and ||7;, ;|| = 1, thus there exists ¢ € (0,1) such that
(C.5) (11327 © Bn)| 2 9|7 0 hn|| 2 0.

Using (C'5)7 setting RJ}” = |<777J{,j7 Rj(an ﬁn)>|+||Qj(hn77)||v and R;,, := ||Rj(Fn7 ﬁn)”"‘”@j(h’na’y)”?
equation (C.4) yields

(C.4)

h0)| < P17 © hnllxu + Rjm
(C.G) nol= 19”7/ o hn” 3
g1l < 19 0 Rl + 1 © Bnll[B] + R

By equation (C.1) it follows that
(C.7) 1231 = Rl (Do, F™) " 0 b,
which yields, by (2.6) and the fact that 2/, = ((m1 0 2,)’,1) € C,

Cip” ’/n /

(C.8) = || 2N

u—’ﬂ
Ci/1+x2

67The reader can check this by induction (equation (C.2) gives the case j = 2). E.g., if a term T in R; has the form

T= HJ,O Qs (V ) where a(x) is homogeneous of degree ks in z, then 0T will be a sum of terms of Ehe same type with
N S

homogeneity degrees k.. Let us compute such homogeneity degrees: if the derivative does not hit a 2y, ’, s > 0, then, by

the chain rule, we will get a monomial with k] = k1 +1 while all the other homogeneity degree are unchanged: ki, = ks for
s > 1. Hence, Zé o ki = j+1. If the derivative hits one I/ﬁb ), then it produces a monomial with k, = ks for s & {i,i+1}

while ki = k; — 1 and kj; = ki1 + 1. Then Zs:o kl=j—iki— @+ Dkiy1+i(ks — 1)+ (i + D) (kit1 +1) =5+ 1.
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Using this in (C.6) and observing that |7, ;|| = ||Dl,nF"A(J)|| > A ||1/(J)|| we obtain
(C.9) 12PN < 1179 0 hall(A) ™ (Cun™ A+ R

7,n7
where A = (1 +9~1) and R;, = (A,)"YAR;,,. Next we choose 1. The choice depends on a uniform
constant C, > {3C,, 25+, Cyr}* that will be chosen, large enough, in (C.24):%%

A(C ™)) {1 +C, (r+1)* "(T"’l)!} <1, and set
(C.10) »
n = (A(C' un)rJrl()\ )~ [1 + C(T+1 n(r+1)!D 2a(r+1)! <1

Note in particular that, as C, and ¥ are uniform constants, so are both 7 and 7.

We are ready to conclude. For j = 1 the Lemma is trivial since |75 < /14 x2 and Al can
be bounded by (C.8), provided €, > C,. Equation (C.2) implies that |R2(F?™, D95)|| < Crn while
| Ra(F?, 095)|| < CiCr and Q2 = 0,°? thus Reon < Ci. Then the first of (C.6), remembering
equations (C.8) and (C.9) imply
©11) A2 < cﬁcF(é%*u” +Ch) VYn<2a

| 162 < A {en(Cun™? + Ca}

Next, we proceed by induction on j < ¢ to prove that for each n < n < 2n
7) || <CJ CF( (G- 1)u’n+cﬁ>

| < (e +c/2)0 !

—~

17
1

y (C.11) we have the case j = 2, let us assume it for all 2 < s < j. Recalling the structure of
Rj, Rj,Qj, see equation (C.3) and comments thereafter, and provided ¢, > C5 we have””

) J )
Rj+1,n < Cﬁ{ Z C*Z]szl (571)!ks J+1 J Z Z (o—1)1432712 ”PS(S’l)!u”Eiﬁ’”ps(s—l)! n Cn}

k o=2 p

3

(C.12)

:C

) J to g .
RjJan < OﬁCF{ Z C;i:l (s=1)tks + Cb(j'i‘l)j Z Z Cia—l)!+21ig Ps(s—l)!‘un Z]Siif‘r ps(s—1)! + Cn}

k o=2 p
It is convenient to define
2 if j =2
T; =46 ifj=3
=1 ifj>3
Note if j = 2, then 32 (s = 1)ks =2 =7, 0 =2 and 1 + 3 -, ps(s — 1)l =2 = 1. If j > 2 note
that k; <1, otherwise >7_, sks > j + 1, hence

J j—1
D (s =)k < (=3 ska+ (G — Dk = (j = 3)!( + 1 — jk;) + (5 — Dk;

<@ -3)Mi+1,72-3i+3}" <7
If o0 = j, then
j+2—0o

=D+ > p(s—DI=(G-1)+j+1<7;
s=1

68Note that this is possible due to hypothesis (H3), see (2.7).
69Recall that Cr = xu + ||wl|cr, as defined just after (5.26).
70The sum in the exponent of ¢, starts from 2 since bound of h’ does not contains c,.
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If o =5 —1, then
j+2—0o

=D+ > p(s—D=G -2 +j+1< (G- +j+1<7
s=1
On the other hand if o < j — 1, then we have
j+2—0o
=D+ Y (s =D <G=3)!+(G =)+ 1)< G =3+ (G -2 +1)
s=1

<@G=3@E*-j-1) <7y
Accordingly, since the sums in k and p have at most j7 terms, and j < r, since C, > {23* ,Cyr}t,

Rjrn < OUF Lm0 4 o}

. 1 . I
(C.13) Rypin < §O§J+l)2OF {C*]unu DIGHD) 4 Oﬁ}

i S A(/\;)flcb(jﬂf {CTJHn(J DI+ 4 Oﬁ}-
Let us show the first of (C.12). Substituting the above in the first of (C.6) and using (C.8) we have

[RGHV < 7(0*“?] ICOp + = c CUTV* (et yrG=D1GHD 1 ),
We can then write
1hGHD) < Y o (CJ| nGHO o )
which is the first of (C.12) for n < 27.
Next, we substitute (C.13) in (C.9), using (C.10), and choosing 2¢ > Cj we write
[P0 <0t {el! + Ca} < e+ e/2)

Hence also the second of (C.12) is satisfied for n < 2n.
In particular 2, € T'y(n"cs+c/2) for each £ < 7 and o < n < 27. Next, let us set c,,1 = n"ci+¢/2 <
Cx, and, for each integer k > 2,

<* = nle, < S
5 SOkt UCk1+2_77 +2(1—77")

It follows that Ds € [y(c, k) and, for all m € {a,...2n},""

N * * ~ *
Vikn+m = hkﬁ+m71 ©--+0 hkﬁ+1 O Vi © h’m,k+17
and, by (C.12),

(C.14) I gesn lles < CF Cr (9™ + G

Hence, applying iteratively the above argument to , for ki < n < (k + 1)@, we obtain the second of
(C.12) for each n > 7.

It remains to prove the estimate for h,,, n > 2n. We write n = m + kn, m € {n,...,2n} and

(C.15) hp =hy gy10hn o ohy 1 =hy g0 hin

Note that (C.8) yields ||hn[ler < Cyu™, since C, > 3C,. Tt is then natural to start by investigating the
second derivative. In fact, it turns out to be more convenient to study the following ratio

“ ;o by
h’ = (log[(hy k1) © hin]) + h," =: Q1+ Q2.
kn
To estimate the norm of such a ratio we start estimating the sup norm, then we will proceed by
induction.

(C.16)

"IRecall the definition of bZ in (5.8).
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Since (5.17) and (C.7) imply |hj ;| > cop™" for each i, for some uniform constant cg, formula (5.5)
and (C.14) yield

(C17) [Qog iy jopr)ller < CoCRCUTD L e,

It follows
1Qillco < C4CrCyewp® u™* < CyCrCye ™

To estimate ||Qz2]|co we write

/
(C 18) hgf (Hi‘c:l h;flli ] h/z»ﬁ) k / b /
. Qo = 2 = ) = | lo h:ﬁl’i ohyz | = lo h:%li o hin) .
2 P Hf:l h%/z o hin gg ’ ; ( &, )

Using formulae (C.8), (C.17) and (C.16) we have, since 7 < m,

k
[Q2]lco < Z [(Goghyy ) leo Bz llco < C4CyCrep®™ Y " '™
(C.19) i=1 i=1
kR 1 B B
" < P CrCpe, 10y k™™ < ClCre 1 Chnp™.

Hence, using the above and (C.8), it follows by (C.18)

< C4Cy Cpeap?

"

i,

n

h/
(C.20) Il < ] i llen < Copt < CACre, Gy

/

_n
/

h’n

CO
This proves the second of (5.29). We can now prove the general case by induction on j < ¢. Assume
it true for all i < j. Using again (5.5), by the inductive assumption and C.17 we have

1@1llcs—r = [1(og[(hsy k11)])" © haalles=1 [1Akslles—

C.21 . ) )
o2 < G O, 4

On the other hand, by formulae (C.18), (5.5), (C.17) and the inductive assumption

k
1Qzllci-+ < Gy Y I (logl(h, k1)) © hikalles— | iz lles:

=1

k
SCﬁZIIOOg[( k) D llei=1 IR 185 i lles

(C.22) -
< Gy O(J-i-l) +2-(j—1)!+2-5! Cr CJ G+1)Im J 1! Cp +1]C% 'm q
oH z;;) JC k™)
E j-1
< GO O + pl ™ N ()
i=1 g=0
To estimate the last sum, notice that by definition
i1<Chni <Cunk, Vi<k,
ii Cpap <Cup, Va>1,
Hence,
k-1
Z a]ni 'm)q < C“JJ Z” JGE-Dni < CZZS?C 1)+1MJ (j—Dnk
i=1 q:O i=1

Using this in (C.22) we obtain
(0,23) [Q2llci-1 < Cﬁcf.j![cpcig! + 1]u(j+1)!mcz7jéi—1)+1uj!(jfl)ﬁk_
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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/l
Iilers < 2] ke
ci—t

< GO Cre Y F

(C.24)

n

C.2. Proof of Lemma 5.13. Let h € H° be such that v, = b, y. Recalling (5.6), we can apply
(5.5) and we have for each j < r

(C.25) [Vimllei+s = 11Bm 0 Ylleirt < Cy( Ay llooA™) .

We set ¢(t) := (m2 0 vp,)(t). By (5.33) there exists ¢, > xup~ ™ such that we have |¢'| > ¢, 4 > 0, so
it is well defined the diffeomorphism h,,(t) = ¢~1(t), and #,, = vy, © hy, is parametrized by vertical
length. We want to estimate the higher order derivatives of h,, using a formula for inverse functions

given in [39]. For the reader convenience we write it down here for our case:
. dj+1¢)71(t)
G+ (4) =
hm (t) - dtj+1
(C.26) J e b _
=Y Woo 'O YT By, [T6™ oo™ @),
=0 b+ +br=j+k =1

bi>2

where B o 4r = k,(lf,rik)b'k, It follows by (C.25) and (C.26) that for each ¢

(C.27) RO < Cr (318 l10A™)”

By (C.25), (C.27) and formula (5.5) for the composition,
Jj+1

[Zm llci+r = [[Vim © hunleits < Cy Z 2]l Z H ”hm”?l
(C.28) s=0 keK, s €N

< Cy(Cum | By locA%™)¥ < (Euy | A oo A™) T,
where ¢,y = {c;2,1}". Hence, setting c,(m) = Gu[|A;|lA®™ we have that D, € I'j(c.(m)).
Since ™ > m > n we can apply Lemma 5.10 and we have that the curve s = vy, o hs belongs to
L;(n™ex(m) + £). By definition, c.(m) < x3 %Ay ||oo(pA)™ and by Corollary 5.11, ¢ > ¢, (since
J > 3), having chosen w large enough. The statement then follows choosing T = om, with ¢ 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 € R?, ||v|| = 1, we have

"
< (v, (D5, F™) 719" 0 hn()?)]

(0, 0"y — (v, D!

s

2
+ 33 [, (Do, P71 [0y, Dipws, ) F] Do, F*0,,)| [[(Dy, F* )|

(C.29) k=0 i
(v, (Do, F*) 7" 0 hn (7))

n—1
1
+C — 4+ Cppitt D;, F¥)i! |12,
u2<ml(ﬁn(m o) (Do, FR) |

k=0
Note that, recalling (5.12), for each n < n, < ¢ log x;, ' we have (D, (1 F™) ter ¢ C..
Consequently

(C.30) (0, (Do, F™) " 0 b < (g (00 (D)) 7" 0 (D), ¥ < .
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Next, if v is perpendicular to 2/, then it must be |va| < x.|v1], hence
N N 1.
(C.31) (v, o) = [oalll2]] = (1 + x2) 7= 127

On the other hand, if v is perpendicular to 7/, then v = e5 and |(v, 7/,)| = 1. Accordingly, using (C.29)
first with v orthonormal to 2/, and then with v = es, and recalling Proposition 5.9 and equations (2.6),
(C.8) we have for n < n,,"

n—1
172011 < (14323 O () C2u2 17" 0 ha ()]l + 3 C2u? Oy,
k=0

(C.32) .
1R /Bl < (A (0 (8)) " CE UM 0 hu ()| + ) CEi** Cire,
k=0

1
where Cr, = Cy <W + OF,MkH)- Setting ¢,, = [(1 + Xg)%cﬂ " we obtain
k+1(Vn

ny—1
(C.33) 127, @)1 < e ™ O, B )M © B, )] + Y C2u** Crpe.
k=0

Condition (5.1) implies Ezu%)\:ﬁ < %, so we can proceed by induction since, setting hj,, = hin, 4m ©

hil ifn=In, + m, m < n,, then

Iny?
n,—1
o (O < e 1™ O (P (8) 1207, @ i (B + > C2u*Crr
k=0
< O () O, G, © B ()™ (o, (70 ()
<en o (On . - Lm NN Ny Y n Cy
(C.34) ! n.—1
+ 3 Em AT e N OOy,
s=1 k=0

for some appropriate C3. This implies the first of the (5.37).

It remains to bound the third derivative of 0,,. The strategy is basically the same. Recalling that
vl = (Dp, F™")~'4 o h,h!,, we differentiate this expression twice and multiply by a unitary vector v
orthogonal to ),:

—~

) = ([(Do, F") 11" bl +2[(Ds, F) ] (3" © hn (2 + © o)

n

(C.35)
Do P71 (" 0 ()P + 39" 0 bl h) 0.

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 ¢ = ||2)/|| (that we have estimated in the first of the
(5.37)), and (5.29) we have, for some uniform A; >0

(D, F*) ™"y 0 huhi | SCou™™ < Cun + Are, Cosnelys 1™ (A, (0 (1)) 7" © hn (1)
+ CbgnMQnCM,n* MSn* 03-

Next, notice that (D, F™ )~ 19" ¢ C., hence by the second of (5.23) and subsequent, there is uniform
Az > 0 such that

(C.36) (Do, E*) 7Y 0 b (B, 1| < A2CF 1™ (A7 (00(£)) ™ nlly” © i (B)]]-

72The constant C, is introduced just before (C.10).
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It is convenient to write the third term as

"

[DﬁnFn)il]/'V/ © hnh” = h [DVnFn) ] ’7/ © hnh;z
e . e
o A R R TNUAETA

The last term vanishes when we multiplied by v; hence, by (C.30) and (C.32), we have™

(Do, F™) 'y © haliy, v)| < h, {IIA”||+||DVHF") Ty o hu(h)? (1}

< e Gt O (0n () 21 0 ha (9]
+ 2631 Cun Gy O™ (A (0 (D)) 1Y © B ()] + CF 1™ 5.

For the two terms in the second line of (C.35), when the matrix hits 4" or 4"/, we can use (C.30) for
n < n, and (5.29) with [|7” o hy,(¢)|| instead of ¢,. Collecting all the above estimates in (C.35) we
finally have, recalling also (C.31),

(14 x2) 297" < Con™™ 6 Cun + Arey Cosnc 1™ (A (0 (£) MY 0 B (1)
+Ob§n,u O,u,n*,ugn*cs
+ A G (AL (0 (D)) 7MY 0 B (1)
+ e Gt O (0n(8))) 211y © ha (1)1
+ 25 Crun G Csp™ (A (0 (0)) 71" 0 b (D) + C 1" C3
+ G O (0n (1) THIY 0 R (8]
+30 (0n())) T Crunlly” 0 ()Y © B (D) Cr + 1),
Setting Cy = {Ajc, + Ay + 34+ 203} (1 + x2)'/2, and recalling the second of (5.36), yields
12371} <@g 1™ (0 (2 () H IV 0 hu ()] + 6epz 1™ CF (A7 (2 () "> <ully"” 0 hn (B)I* Crapn
+ 05 O () 1 1Y 0 e ()] + S,
Using the first of (5.37), we can write
1230, 1 < @z ™ O, Pg—1yn, ()™ V(= 1yn, © i, ()]
2
61 CF O (Pt () %6, G, [0 2570005 (0 gy, (8) e
+ b (A, (Deyn, ) 0™ [ epeflm e PTG (o b 1)n*(t))_1c*}
+ 8, +6cp 1™ CY (N, (D 1yn, (1) 260, O 1™ CF
+ b A, (P—1yn, )T G, 1™ 03-

We can then proceed by induction as in (C.34), and since condition (5.1) implies both a?u? \=" <
and Eﬁ:,u%*/\:"* < %, we have

1255, I < (1 + 66, Crum. Jen 17 (N, (7 © hien, (£))) ™1

+ bR PR RN (0 g, (1) T ek + S,

which implies the second of (5.37).

"3Recall also the lower bound for |h/,| in (C.8).
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C.4. Proof of Lemma 5.16. Let v, = b, 0 foreachn € N. Then, Cy9.,(t)|m10vy, (t)| > |70, (t)] >
¥~ (t)|myovy, ()| > 0, and we can reparametrize vy,, n > ng, by vertical length 2,,(t) = vy (hn(t)). Note
that

(C.37) Cyt (8) 1 < 100, (B)]] < Cyt(8)
If ng = 0, then Cytdp, (t)~1 = Cyt), 0 ho(t) ™! <|hg(t)] < Cytdp, (t)~1 and (C.29) yields™
"o b, (W)|||RL ()]
0 [(e1, 77, (1))
17 )] < CyAy © hng (£)05,,, (1)

< CiAy 0 g ()05, ()77

If ng > 0, then

CyA™™09,, (£)~F < |kl (1) < CyA™ D, (1)1,
(C.38) i no()%o |,, o] < Cy o ()
[, D < CeAT Iy (D]

and
[P (1) < CpA™0 A o hno(f)ﬁuno (f)_2
(C.39) 1777, ()] < CoA*™0 Ay 0 hny (
1275 ()] < CeAZOAT 0 (
Remark that
(C.40) 1Dy, iy FF)0L, (8)]] < V1 + X2CN (0 (t
Let m,(t) be the largest integer for which 7, () ¢ Ce, then, recalhng (2.4) and setting F™~"0p,, =

Ung © hm—ng, we have

R —no (0] = [e2, D, () F™ 7700, (2))

(C.41) S Cyp™ " N o P, ()95, (=g (1))

|
)
o ()] = Copt™ ™" N s (O, ()05, (Ram—ng (£)).-

Next, we want to use equation (C.29), with v replaced by #,,, n by m — ng and 9y by Dkyn, and.
Setting n,, = DF; €1, fim = 17m||17m||_17 if we write vy = anm, + bea, then |a| < Cy||v{|| and

Vm—ng

[b] < Cyxullvg |- Accordingly, setting mg = m — nyg, equations (C.39) and (C.41), yield,

1
0 < ¢ {7 + i |
Amo (Vmy (t))
X AP0 A g ()05 (o ()N, (o, ()27
m()*l
+ ) G {4+ Ny O (0)CR} Ay (O (8) 7
k=0

Q{km my T )‘?Ok m+m*}+( (t))2

[ ()] < Cy {ﬁ + MmOCF}

X AP Ay © B (605, (g (1)) N, g (P, ()%
m()—l

* Z Oﬁ {1+‘u’k>\:1* no( m(t))OF},u2{k’m_m*}7

(C.42)

X )\?O k— m+m*}+ ( (t))2/(9f’no (hmo (t))/’bmim* .

To continue we need the following

"4Note that (C.29) holds also if 7 is not parametrized vertically.
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Sublemma C.1. We have

(C.43) Coxe 110 < Dy (g () A, g (I, (D)) < Copx '™ 7", VEET.
Proof. Let w, ||w|| = 1, such that DF™w = ||[DF™w|es. Also, let v € R?, ||v|| = 1 such that
DF™—moy = W(q(ﬁgo),m), where, for z = (21,22) € R?, q(z) = sign(z1) - sign(z2).

Note that v ¢ C., otherwise we would have 7;, € C,, contrary to the hypothesis. We can then
write v = ae; + bw. Note that w € (DF)~1C,., moreover by (2.4) it follows |w1| < txXc|wz2| while
Cyxelvz| > |v1] > xc|v2]. In addition, v = bwy and

Jal > Xelva| = [bwi] > xe(1 = 02) bllwa] > xe(1 = ) (1 + x22) "2 [b]

la] < Cyxelva| + [bwr| < Cyxe[bllwa| < Cyxelb]

which implies Cyy, ' < % < Cyx;'. Finally, by equations (2.4) and (5.17), we can write

9. - Wea, DE™7m0v)| _ [blp™ + |a]|(ez, DE™ " "ey)|

Vng — |<61,DFm**n0v>| - |CL||<€1,DFm*7n0€1>|
b
< Cﬁ || || e ()\;‘;* —no ° ﬁm*)il + b Xu S Cﬁ%#’m*no ()‘jr_t*—no o ﬁm*)il + L*'l919n0
blpp=™ 70 — |a| |(eg, DF™~"0e, )| B o
U5,, = ’ > —matno ()t )y,
= [l [(er, DF™=—m0ey)] > G (Ar. =g © . ) o
that is (C.43). -

Note that equation (C.41) and Sublemma C.1 imply
(C.44) A | < Cop™.
Thus, recalling (C.42) and (C.41), and the definition of My, ,, in (5.41),
1l < Cy [AZ042" Ay 0 g () + Cpomps®™ 071 | {1+ 52951 C |
< Moo (1)
iy ()] < Gy [AZ042™ A 0 g (8) + Cpmaps™ 072 | {1+ 527971 C |
< U™ Moy ().

(C.45)

Our next task is to estimate 7. To this end we first estimate 7, , to do so we use (C.35) where
Dy, hy are replaced by Dy, , Uny and hps, mé = my — ng, respectlvely. In this case 7, ¢ C., and so
is by (D, ) for each k < my, by € H*. 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.” Recalling
Sublemma C.1 we have the following estimates
|:(D Fmo) :|/ ~/ h/

Vi,

< o™ Cram (14 CoX ) {270 s Ny + 11900 1L 190 1|

5
3

< Cpmg ™0 (1 + Crp™ ;1 )2 [Oﬂ,ma 1 4 AZOA B, (t)ﬂ%] 92

Vng

[(D Fm)- }/” i

Vm ng m

< Gy (14 Ny (0m. )Cr ) 072 [l

< 1778 G (L ™89! )7 | Oy ™5+ 770 Ay © By (60

Vno

} 0;"20 ’

TSWe use Proposition 5.9, with ||2;,, || instead of ¢, #m, for v, n and m replaced by mj.
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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 have’®

[(Ds,.. F75)] o2, (B )?

Vi s no

< Cpma™ (L Ny (P20 ) ) 177, i 2
<P Cragm, (14 Cpp™ 9, )P A © iy 91
(D F75) 7] 000 (Bl )| < Crnm ™ (1+A;*<ﬁm*>cF) Ao ) 157 [l
<P (14 Cppmoy ! )A3"0A20 !
o™ (14X, (um»op)x s )15, | 1R

S Cu,m* /J’7m* (1 + CFMma 19;7}0 )2A2n0 A’Y ° h"() |:C”>m6 y’ma + A2n0AW ° hno (t)09710:| 191;

TLO'

Vm 4

(D, F78) | 00 s B

Using the above estimates in (C.35), and Sublemma C.1 again, we conclude

7 || <p¥™ Cp (14 Crp™095 )2 [1 4+ AP0 A 0 hyg B, + A0 (A, 0 g )*0

s

= Mm*,no (t)

1952

lA’nU no

Next, for each ™ > m, let F™ ™D = i, o Bm_m*. Then,

|hm m*(t)l = |<e27Du—(t)Fm D ( )>| < CﬁXc 1/1’m T

(C.46) o
Mg, ()] > Cx T ™™

We can now apply Lemmata 5.10 and 5.14, in particular (5.37), to Dm and fzm,m* with ~ replaced by
Um,, n by T — m,, and ¢, and ¢2 replaced by My, »,(t) and M, ,,(t) respectively. We thus obtain
[ < Cbcm m*ﬂ2(m7m*)/\i (ﬁm © Eﬁfm*)ile,no + O,u,m,ugn* Cs,
[ 7 | < G (1 + 66, C, n*)cm e Mg(ﬁ_m*) ()\%—m* (v 0 hm—m, (ﬁ)))_lﬂm,no

+ s bn* 2(m—my +2n*>\7 (,Y o hﬁfm* (t))ile,no + $n, ,
|h§2 M | < Cﬁ( mnoCF+1) 2m= m*)Cuym—m*-

(C.47)

We are ready to conclude. Recalling Corollary 5.11, the first two of the above equations plus condition
(5.40) give U € T'3(c). Next we set mq =m — m. If F™ 4 = v 0 hyy, by definition we have

(C.48) B = Png © hing © By -
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 have’’
. . . 7, 12
|h%| < |hx0 0 Amg © By [h/ mo © Ry 'h;m] |
+ |h;l0 o Bmo o Bml [h%o o Bml . (B;nl)2 + BZ“ . B;no o Bml} |

< Cﬂﬂgm19;30 A3no {A»Y'ﬂ;nlo + My, ng (OFC;L,W +1)+ O,u,m} ,
form which the second of (5.42) follows and the Lemma is proven.
"6We write Uy, = av +bea where v = DF™be1||DF™5er| =1, thus |a| < Cylloy, |l and [b] < Cyxul|?y, || and then we

use (5.25). Also, we treat ;) in the same manner.
"THere 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*#y, = v o hy, F*1y, = ~ . As the computation is local it suffices
to consider p, € ¥, and py € 7 such that F"(p,) = po. Let pp = F" *p,. To ease notation we use
a translation to reparmetrize the curves so that v (0) = 4(0) = pg, note that hi(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 ¢; ' (z,y) = (z,0) + 7(y) and set

FF=gooFFogrt; Fy=¢p10Fod;!

Note that F¥ = Fyo0---0 Fy and F™(0,y) = ¢o o F™(0n(y)) = ¢o(y 0 hn(y)) = (0, hn(y)), this implies
that

I RS I

with d"(y) = h!,(y) and di(y) = h}(y). Thus, we have the estimates on the C* norms of d* by Lemma
5.10, also the changes of coordinates ¢ have uniformly bounded C” norms. From the above we easily
get the formulae:

(D.1) a*(y) = a* (y)ars1 (he(y))
(D.2) A" (y) = di1 (he())d" (y)
k
(D.3) Fy) = Z di(hr—1(y)) - - djv1(hj(y))ej (hj—1(y))aj—1(hj—2(y)) - - - ar(y).
Moreover,

k o 1Ck o 1 k __ ' ) ak o 1Ck
DFk _ (CL +£k0) ( O) d d]g f)(ﬁ]';c)lc_]t( O) ])

which, setting yr = hi(y), yields the alternative representations and estimates
ck(Yr—1) = (€2, Do,y Fen)
ar(ye—1) = (€1, D(o,y,_ Fer) = vi_1 (yr—1)1{e2, Doy, _,) Fer)
(D.4) | ()] = [{e2, Do,y Fer)] < N xu
Ak
NiEsY

Also, for further use,

~ \ —1 k( )—1 0
D.5 (pF+) = ( VN . > .
(D5) ) k() b))
We are now ready to describe the splitting of the vector field. We do it in the new coordinates.
Consider the subspace E,,(y) = {(n,u"(y)n) },er, where u,(y) = a"(y)~'c"(y), which is a C" approxi-

mation of the unstable direction. Given a vector v € R? let us call & = D¢gv the vector in the new
coordinates. Next, we decompose a vector v as

— XeXu M < ()] < AN+ Xexu )

U= (L Unp © bn)'Dl + (52 — U1Up O bn>€2

where b, 0 F™(0,y) = (0,y). Thus, setting V (¢) = vy (y(£)) — 7' (t)1v2(7(t)), we have the decomposition
(6.26), restricted to ~y, with
v (y(8) = VO (1 + 7' (t)1un © bn (0, 1), tn 0 b (0, 1))

(D) v (v(t) = [v2(7 (1)) — un © 5 (0, )V ($)] (1),
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which gives, in particular, v°(y(t)) = g(t)7/(t) with g(t) = va(y(t)) — un 0 b, (0, )V (2).

To extend the above decomposition in a neighborhood of v we will proceed as in [32, Lemma 6.5].”
First, we compute the derivatives along the curve, to this end note that in the new coordinates t = y,,.
Differentiating (D.1) we have

(D.7) 0ya*(y) " = [9ya" () an(yr—1) T+ 0" () Ty, ak(yk—a) TN,
and, by (D.4) and and Lemma 5.10,
|0y, ak(yr-1)| < Cy(1+ 4 1]) < Cy(1 + )
18yarlice < Cyllvi—1llcorr < Cye?.
Next, using (D.7), we can prove by induction that ||(a™) !¢, < CyAZ" PP Choy pPP™ ™
"] M lew < CeAZ™ + A [l lee + Cellla” 1] Hleo-s e Cpty 7Y
n—1
(D.8) SCAT 4+ c'Cy Y N T [a?) 7 o1 Oy
=0
< G AT PP O P
To compute ||(d™)~!||c, we can use formula (5.5) and recall (5.29) and (C.8):
D) ) or = 0 ler € Ca plPHDm Gl yH D% = CyeP G D e+,
Next, by (D.1), (D.2) and (D.3) we have

n

@ W] () =D du(hn-1(9)) - djya (hy (@) (-1 () [an (hn-1(y)) - - @z (ki1 ()],

Jj=1

n

[d" (y)a" ()]~ e (y) =D [dj-1(hj—2(y)) - dr ()] ej (-1 () [an (hn-1(y)) - -~ aj (b1 ()] "

j=1
Hence, by (D.8), (D.9) and the first of (D.4), we obtain, using (B.1),
"™ een < ot Qe 000
la™] " e er < Cye Crit ™™
We are ready to conclude. Since
(Do) F™) ™" = Di0.4)én " (Do) F™) ™ Dson, ) b0,

by (D.6) and (D.5) it follows

(Dﬁn(y)Fn)il’Uu(’y o hn(y)) = V(hn(y)) (an(y)ilu O) ;

(Do () ™) "0 (v 0 ha(y) = d™(y) ™" - [z = unvn] 0 (R (1)) (21)1(9), 1).

Recalling that u,(y) = a"(y)"*c"(y), by (D.8), (D.9), (D.10), and since v € I'(c) and |[v]|cr < 1, we
have the result for the vector field along the curve. Finally, we extend v" to a neighborhood of ~. It
turns out the be more convenient to define first the extension

w(z,y) = F" v*(0n(y))
then 0" = hw and F™ 0" = w. By these definitions it follows
IF™ 8% leo(n@wy) = [ 0" lles < AZ POt PP

10“llce (arr()) < Ch.

(D.10)

The definition of ¢ 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 CP.

"Here ap is the one given by Lemma 5.10.



78 QUANTITATIVE STATISTICAL PROPERTIES

APPENDIX E. THE SPACE H?

Let u € C>(T?). The Fourier Transform of u and its inverse are

(E.1) Fu(é) = / ey (p)dx, € € 77,
']1‘2
(E.2) u(z) = Z Fu(€)e™  r e T2
£ez?

Then H? is the completion of C*°(T?) with respect to the inner product

(E.3) (u,0)s = D (O Fu(@Fo(), (&) = V1 +IE[>.

£ez?

Notice that, arguing like in the proof of formula [38, (7.9.2)], we have
(E.4) (wv)s= Y Cy5(03,07,u,07,07,0)0.
Y+B<s
Hence, there are constants C,C, g > 0 such that
(E.5) C™h Y Cypllan, O, ullze < lullf <C Y Cyplld, 0, ullZe.
y+B=s y+B=s

Lemma E.1. For every < € (0,1) and 1 < s <r there exists constants Cs such that
C
lallfys < cllulldee + =lullzs, e c(T%).

Proof. By definition of the norm we have, for all 7 € (1,2),

(E.6) lullfer = Y IFa(@PO D = 7 |Ful@)F(€)> > 7€)

£ez? £ez?

_P
By Young inequality ab < %—l—#, for every ¢ > 0 and %—i—% = 1. We apply this with a = (£)2572+7

b=({) " and p = = 525 to0 obtain:

2s
@219~ 2—7

@7
2s ’

i < (1- 20 ) st +

Using this fact in (E.6) and recalling that ||Fullec < Cllul|L:, we get

. c,
[ull30-1 <6 > [Ful@*()> + TIIFUII2 < cffull3 + ?IIUII%L
£ez?

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 o € (0,1], A€ [0,1/2], B >0 and u,u’ € CY(T? R) such that ||ul|eo, |1 ]|oo < Agy*
and || V|| o, | VU'|| 0o < Begt. Consider a family of vertically partially hyperbolic map F., € < gq such
that

58]
zJ\P) |loo
T g e
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For each h € 5> and k < n € N, we define the sequence of functions™

uo(p,€) = u(bn(p))
g (p,€) = m3 0 DL (b (p), u(hn(p))),

and similarly for @,. Then, for each p,p’ € T? and £,&’ < e,
10(0.8) = 5] < e { XS ()=
(F.2)
+ (lwllez + 2" XF (00 ()~ Crunlu’ Dl — 01| + [1+ A5 (0 (p) 7 o' [P] |e — €'|}-
Proof. Let pr(p,€) = bi(p), for h € H>, p € T2. By (5.21) (or see [19] for details) we have
(F3) 10u]l < 1Dy )~ < Cont® < Gyt

For each u > 0 and for £ < n let

0.) .
(F.4) M) = e + Tl 2

uk(pa g, U) - ‘—‘E(pnfk+l(pa )a uk*l(p; g, ’U,)),

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 =, is defined in (10.3). Note that @, (p,e) = un(p, &, uo(p,€)).
Using (10.3) and (10.5) a direct computation yields, for |u| < Aej*,

|ul (1 + €[l Fpw]loo ) [0zl

E- ()| <
0. p)| [1 = el 258 o] 0. () [1 - AI2EE o]

< el + 510,
- |8zf(f)| afz() !
=2 S PR 2R
Pl S 35 |1 3zf(p)H
10,Z- (2,0}l < Cy(llwlle= + Jul)
0.5 (pw)] < Cy(1 + ul)ul.

The first line of the (F.5) and the second of (F.1) imply
lur(p,e,u)| < 27 |u] + [|0sw ] o

We can get a sharper bound defining

J J

Ari®) =[] Awie)s Rus) = ] 10:£(p:)l
i=k+1 i=k+1
_ 30f(p)H
A= x 00 )
then
(F.6) luk(p, &, u)| < Ap—ien ()™ | + [|0pw]| oo

80See (10.8) for the definition of 7.
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. _ /
Moreover, setting u; = u;(p,u,¢), v

L= ui(pu,e"), with |ul, [u'| < %, and recalling (F.3), (F.4),
(F.6), we have

urs1(p,€, 1) — upr (p', €', 0)| = [Ze (P, ur) = Eer (P, g )|
< Cy(lwllez + [uiDllpn—r = Ph—ill + Cy(L + |ui])|uille — €'l
(F.7) + Anfkfl,n—k(p)il@THIAHE“AWk — up|
< Cy(l|lwllez + Rnreon ()~ 1 ) [ *lp = 2|l
+ (U Koo (0) 7 e = 1] + Apemt i (p)e? T AT208 iy — .
We can then iterate the above equation and obtain
AT 220l |y |

|un(p, g, u) - un(plv Elv ul)| = Koﬂl(p)_lﬂne

n—1

+Cy Y Ronr(p) "t un Rt AT TOA (|l 4 Ry () T [ D F o = |
k=0

n—1

+C Y Romr(p) TRt A0S L R, () T2 ) e — ).
k=0

In addition equations (10.2) and (5.17) imply
Kj,n(p) > C]:iA:Ir_j (pn)

x ~ |+ af(m) + nx
008 < > [Ain(p) 5575 81 (0) | 10pp1]] < CyCrunpt™ A (p).
[aacf(pl)]
J=l+1

Thus,

i (p,610) = 0,00 < Coet 7200 L) =

+ ([lwllez + 12X (0a) ™ Cpunl Dllp = 2/l + [+ X5 () ™ '] e — E'l}-
The Lemma follows recalling that equation (2.10) and our hypotheses imply 0% < p. O

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 oo, Cpn,; > 0, j,ng € NU {0}, and L, > 1 such that for
each line segment (t) = v(0) + (1,v)t, t € [=0,0] with & < o, such that, for each bh € H°, if
' (t) ¢ Dy, (v F"°Cu, then we can extend v to a closed curve 7, parametrized by arclength, of
homotopy class (0,1) with the following properties:

o let 7—(t) =(0) + Se1 + est, then for each k € N we have 7 € Dom(hi) and by o7 is a closed
curve in the homotopy class (0,1).

° 197 S 19ﬁ81

e Let m > ng be the smallest integer such that Dyyybm~'(t) € Cepc, for all t € [=6,0], then
Dphnoﬁ// ¢ CCue,u and prmi/l e C..

e Foreachje{l,...,r—1} and t € R,

(Lo{Li 1} e pm)!

~(j+1) ;
(G.1) V=0 < G0 G )

- AJ
= Chyj AL

81Recall the definition of ¥~ in (5.39).
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Moreover, if the conditions of Lemma F.1 are satisfied, then (G.1) holds true with

L.(ng) = sup Ly(v,ng),
(G.2) lv[<1
Ly(v,no) = Cyp” " Crum(lwllez +8) 5 R=v]+xu; m—ng<Cylni'

Proof. By an isometric change of variables we can assume, without loss of generality, that «(0) = 0.
Hence ~(t) = (1,v)t for ¢t € [=4,6] and ~/(t) = (1,v) =: 0. 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,(), so ¢ can
be interpreted as a projective coordinate. Then, in analogy with (A.1), we have, for each p € T? and
CeR,

D,F(1,¢) = (0. F1 + 89 F1()(1,E(p, C))

=( C) O0p Fo 4+ 0p FoC
DS = S R+ oeFiC
Also, computing as in (A.2),
det(D,F
9E(p,¢) = (DpF)

((9 Fi + 69F1C)

Next, for each ¢ € T?, j € N, let ¢; = F7(q), 20(¢) = ¢, 21(¢,¢) = E(g,20(¢)) and, for j > 1,
zi+1(q;,¢) = =(qj,2i(gj-1,¢)). In particular, if p € T? and T';(p) = Dy, (p)F?Ce, then Llp) =
{(1,2;(p,Q)) : [¢] < xc} where Z;(p,¢) := z;(h;(p), ). Note that if Z;(p, x) & Cu, then we have

(G3) 125 xe)| < CeAT (0;(0) " i xe
Moreover,

9z (p,¢) = 9:E(h;(p), Zj—1(p, €)) I Zj-1(p, C)-
Iterating the above identities and recalling Propositions 5.6, 5.8 we have

p AT (hi(p))
)

w —
<105 (.01 < Cs= 0 T

7= 0

=73

It follows, by (G.3), that
12j(p. £xc) = Z5(p, £xe(1 = €))] = Cyen™[2;(p, £xc)|-

Let a;(t,h) = :igg”igzjg, and m(b,t) be the smallest integer k& such that D, hro € C.

In the following we consider only the case a,,, (t,h) > xc. The case Am(p,0)(t ) < —Xc is totally
analogous. Also, we consider only ¢ > 0 since the construction for ¢ < 0 is exactly the same.

It follows CyZp(h,6) (Bm(p,0) (V(£))s Xe) = 0 > Zi(n,e) Bm(n,0) (V(1)), X (1 —€)). Thus, setting m/(h,t) =
m(h,t) — no, we have

ano(ha t) - Em’(b,t)(hno (v(1)), XC) > Cﬁeﬂ_Qmém/(h,t)(hno (v(t)), xe)

G.4
(G4) > Chep ™.

We are finally ready to extend our segment. For ¢ € R, let w(y) = (cosp,sing), § = tanv and
a = \/1 —|— v2. Then o = aw(f). We start by extending the curve to the interval (6,5 + A), with
A = Foep?mRL;Y < 1. Next, let L, be the maximal Lipschitz constant of the z;(-,4x.) for
7 <m—np.

Let b € C*(R,[0,1]) be a bump function with b(¢t) = 0 for ¢ < 0 and b(¢t) = 1 for ¢ > 1. Also, let
B = {aL,,160.,k}T, for some k > 1 to be chosen later, and where 6, := arctan(2x. '), and define, for
t € [6,T], where T will be chosen shortly,

(G.5) A(t) = aw (0 +b((t — ) A1) B(t — 8)) =: aw(B(t)).
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Note that, by construction, é(t) > 0. Moreover, for ¢ € [§,d + A], we have

0+A 5
15(@) =4 < /5 law(A(ts))||ds < Aa.
Thus, recalling (G.4), for ¢t € [, + A],

arctan gm(bﬂ(ls))ﬁ/(t)v Xe) < arctan Em(h77(5))(’:y(5), Xe) + LyaA
<0 — Cpyerp 2™ + L, Aa < 6 < 6(t),
which implies that Dy hmY'(t) € Cc. In addition, for ¢ > 6 + A, we have

d ~ d
—t 9t >B> L*>__m~ta
|5 tand(t)] = B 2 aL, > |5 2n(3(0)

thus D5 4)bm?'(t) € Ce also for t > 6 + A.
We now choose T > 0 be such that 6(T') = 6, so that 4/(T) is well inside the central cone. This
implies T < 6 + 0. B! and

Im (3(T))| < CsT < C4(6+B™) < Cy(dp + k1) < 1/4,

provided &y and k! are small enough. It is then a simple exercise to define 4 : [T, S] — T? such that
191l = a; 4'(¢) € C, for all ¢ € [T, S, and 4(S) = (0,1/2), |m(3)] < Cy(0o+k1), 5(S) = (—xe/2. 1),
4W)(S) = 0 for all j > 1 and SUDse7, 5] 149 (¢)|] < Cy. By symmetry we have a closed curve 4 of
homotopy class (0, 1).

Note that 4 € Dom(hy) for each h € H3° and k € N. Then Lemma 5.3 implies that there exists

inverse branches {hk,i}liiip where d is the degree of F, such that F'~*4 = U’iil B, 0%4. Since by ; is a
diffeomorphism, by ; o4 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*, of the
interval between two intersection points would be an unstable curve going from 4 to itself. Since such
a curve would be transversal to 4 by hypothesis, it follows that it would have to wrap around the torus
horizontally an hence intersect v_ contradicting the fact that it is in the domain of by ;.

Recalling (G.5), formula (5.5) gives, for all j > 2,%?

J J
N ; 5ilk
lles+s < Cellwoblles < Cy Y llwlies Y T I6IE

s=0 ke, s leN

< cﬁzj: Y J[@a B < AjiBS.

s=0 ke, s leN

Thus, since ||¥’|| = a, we can reparametrize the curve by arc-length. Calling 4 the reparametrized
curve we obtain
0 if [t| <o
TP @) < § CATIHIBITY if§ < |t <5+ A
CﬁBj_l if |t| > d + A,

which yields (G.1) since

- if [t| <+ A
@) = 41 i
Cy(lv| + Bt —9)) if|t] >0+ A.

82Notice that, as ||é||cl < CyA~!B, recalling the definition of K; s we have

Z H(A*ZB)’W < Z A X2 e gty Ky < ATIBS,
keK; s lEN kEK s
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To conclude we estimate L, when the hypotheses of Lemma F.1 are satisfied. In a finite number of
steps ny (depending only on the derivatives of F') we can have z,, < 1/2, we can thus apply Lemma
Fleg=e=¢ =1, A=1/2, B<Cy and u=u' = z,,(p), we have

|Zim—no (D, X&) = Zm—no (P, Xe)| < Lin—nollp — |l
L; = Cﬁu?’](Hch? + N2j)‘;r(p)_lcuyj/2)-

Next, note that, by usual distortion arguments, equation (G.4) implies )\;Cﬁno > Oy~ x(K)~! and
m —ng < Cylnk™!, thus

Lin—ny < Cypt™ Cpm(||wllcz + &) = Ly (v, 10).-
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