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YOUNG STRUCTURES FOR PARTIALLY HYPERBOLIC SYSTEMS
WITH MOSTLY CONTRACTING CENTRAL DIRECTION

JOSÉ F. ALVES AND JOÃO S. MATIAS

Abstract. We establish the existence of Young structures for a broad class of partially
hyperbolic diffeomorphisms with a splitting TM = E

cs ⊕ E
uu, under exactly the same

conditions that ensure the existence of SRB measures in a previous work by Bonatti and
Viana. This extends the applicability of statistical techniques to systems where statis-
tical properties remained largely unexplored. Our approach refines previous methods,
introducing key adaptations to the partially hyperbolic setting. These results provide a
foundation for obtaining decay of correlations, Central Limit Theorem, large deviations
and a vector-valued almost sure invariance principle in this class of dynamical systems.

1. Introduction

The study of chaotic systems and their unpredictable behavior has shifted the focus
of dynamical systems research toward understanding their statistical properties. A key
tool in this pursuit is the concept of inducing, which involves simplifying a complex dy-
namical system by substituting it with one that is more manageable while retaining the
ability to extract meaningful insights about the original system. This approach originated
in the 1970s with the use of Markov partitions, enabling the analysis of uniformly hyper-
bolic systems through their conjugation with symbolic shifts. Since then, expanding this
methodology to a broader range of systems has been a primary objective in the field.

A significant milestone in the study of dynamical systems was achieved with Young’s
works [32, 33] in the late 1990s, where the abstract framework of Young towers or Young
structures has been introduced. This framework has been crucial in systematically analysing
a diverse array of dynamical systems, including Axiom A attractors, piecewise hyperbolic
maps, billiards with convex scatterers, logistic maps, intermittent maps, and Hénon-like
attractors – the latter explored in detail by Benedicks and Young in [10]. Young’s method-
ology facilitates the rigorous investigation of statistical properties such as the existence
of SRB measures, decay of correlations, large deviations and the Central Limit Theorem.
Central to this approach is the partitioning of the phase space into subsets with associated
recurrence times, providing a robust tool for studying nonuniformly hyperbolic systems.
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The relationship between Young structures and the statistical properties of systems with-
out contracting directions – noninvertible systems – was further developed in [4]. More
recently, [7] expanded these results by demonstrating analogous conclusions for certain
dynamical systems with contracting directions, thereby extending the scope and impact of
this foundational framework.

Smooth dynamical systems f :M → M on a Riemannian manifold M that do not belong
to the class of uniformly hyperbolic systems, yet exhibit a combination of non-uniformly
expanding or contracting central directions alongside other directions with uniform hy-
perbolic behavior, give rise to a broader category of partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms.
These systems naturally extend the classical theory of hyperbolic dynamics and encompass
a rich variety of behaviors that bridge uniform hyperbolicity and more general nonuniformly
hyperbolic phenomena. Partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms can be categorised into two
main types, depending on the structure of their invariant splitting: the tangent bundle
TM admits a Df -invariant dominated splitting of the form

TM = Ess ⊕Ecu or TM = Ecs ⊕ Euu,

where Ess is the strongly stable sub-bundle, exhibiting uniform contraction under Df ;
Euu is the strongly unstable sub-bundle, displaying uniform expansion under Df ; Ecu

(center-unstable) and Ecs (center-stable) contain directions that may exhibit nonuniform
expansion or contraction, respectively. The two types above encapsulate distinct dynam-
ical behaviors, where the interplay between uniform and nonuniform hyperbolicity plays
a crucial role in determining the ergodic and statistical properties of the system. Un-
derstanding the structure and dynamics of these sub-bundles is essential for analysing
the long-term behavior of trajectories, particularly in the context of SRB measures and
statistical stability.

In the case where the tangent bundle splits as TM = Ess ⊕ Ecu, the existence of SRB
measures was established by Alves, Bonatti, and Viana [2] under the crucial assumption
thatDf exhibits nonuniform expansion along the Ecu direction. Their approach introduced
the innovative concept of hyperbolic times, a key technique that allowed them to capture
nonuniform expansion in a rigorous manner and construct SRB measures in this setting.
Further developments in [3, 5, 6, 8, 9] demonstrated that hyperbolic times not only play
a fundamental role in establishing the existence of SRB measures but also serve as a
powerful tool for constructing Young structures, which provide a geometric framework for
studying statistical properties of dynamical systems. In addition, these works uncovered a
deep connection between the tail distribution of hyperbolic times and the tail behavior of
recurrence times, further enriching the understanding of the interplay between nonuniform
expansion and recurrence properties. By integrating these findings with earlier results from
[24, 26, 32, 33], several fundamental statistical properties of SRB measures were derived,
including exponential decay of correlations, the Central Limit Theorem, large deviations
and a vector-valued almost sure invariance principle. Collectively, these contributions
have led to a more comprehensive understanding of the statistical behavior of partially
hyperbolic diffeomorphisms in the Ess⊕Ecu setting, under essentially the same assumptions
that originally ensured the existence of SRB measures in [2]. This body of work has
significantly expanded the scope of ergodic theory in nonuniformly hyperbolic dynamics,
bridging the gap between theoretical existence results and concrete statistical properties.
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Building upon the foundational work of Pesin and Sinai [28], Bonatti and Viana [11] es-
tablished the existence of SRB measures for a class of partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms
with a splitting TM = Ecs ⊕ Euu, under the additional assumption that all Lyapunov
exponents along the Ecs direction are negative. This result provided a significant advance
in the understanding of the ergodic properties of such systems. However, despite the exis-
tence of SRB measures, a comprehensive statistical description of these dynamical systems
remained largely unexplored. Specifically, general results concerning the statistical proper-
ties of SRB measures in a wide setting are still not available. To our knowledge, the most
notable progress in this direction was achieved in the early 2000s, for specific subclasses
of partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms and, more recently, for fast-slow systems. The
following cases represent the main instances where statistical properties were successfully
derived in this context:

• Three-dimensional manifolds: Partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms for which
the central-stable bundle Ecs further decomposes as Ecs = Ess ⊕ Ecs, thereby
introducing an additional level of hyperbolicity; see [20].

• Derived from Axiom A systems: Partially hyperbolic systems constructed
from Axiom A dynamics with a Markov partition, where nonuniform contraction is
restricted to a single rectangle; see [15].

• Systems with a pseudo-product structure: Partially hyperbolic diffeomor-
phisms exhibiting weak contraction in a region with a pseudo-product structure
and a one-dimensional unstable sub-bundle Euu; see [16].

• Systems with an almost Markov family: Partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms
with an almost Markov family for which the images of all elements under iterations
become uniformly distributed; see [21].

• Two-dimensional fast-slow systems: Partially hyperbolic endomorphisms of
the two-torus with a strongly dominated direction; see [14, 18, 19].

The introduction of Young structures in [15, 16] provided a powerful framework for
analysing statistical properties of SRB measures. This approach enabled the derivation
of key probabilistic results, including the Central Limit Theorem, decay of correlations,
large deviations and almost sure invariance principles, offering a deeper insight into the
long-term statistical behavior of trajectories.

The primary objective of this work is to develop a comprehensive framework for es-
tablishing the existence of Young structures in a broader class of partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphisms. Our approach builds upon and refines existing statistical techniques, in-
corporating new insights to extend their applicability beyond previously studied settings.
To be specific, we construct Young structures under the same conditions that originally
guaranteed the existence of SRB measures in [11]. While our methodology is inspired by
ideas by Chernov [17] and Young [32], we introduce modifications to adapt them to the
partially hyperbolic setting, ensuring a more general and flexible application.

In the following three subsections, we rigorously define the key mathematical objects in-
volved and present precise statements of our main results. This provides a solid foundation
for a systematic analysis of the statistical properties of these dynamical systems, paving
the way for a deeper understanding of their ergodic and probabilistic behavior.
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1.1. Young structures. Consider M a finite dimensional compact Riemannian manifold.
Let d denote the distance on M and m the Lebesgue measure on the Borel sets of M , both
induced by the Riemannian metric. Given a submanifold γ ⊂ M , we use mγ to denote the
Lebesgue measure on γ, induced by the restriction of the Riemannian metric to γ.

Consider a diffeomorphism f : M →M . We introduce continuous families Γs and Γu of
C1 disks of M . We will impose some mild forward contraction on the disks of Γs (stable
disks) and some mild backward contraction on those of Γu (unstable disks). We say that
Γ is a continuous family of C1 disks in M if there are a compact metric space K, a unit
disk D in some R

k and an injective continuous function Φ: K ×D →M such that

• Γ = {Φ ({x} ×D) : x ∈ K};
• Φ maps K ×D homeomorphically onto its image;
• x 7→ Φ|{x}×D defines a continuous map fromK into Emb1(D,M), where Emb1(D,M)

denotes the space of C1 embeddings of D into M .

All the disks in Γ have the same dimension as D, that we denote by dimΓ. We say that a
compact set Λ ⊂M has a product structure if there are continuous families of C1 disks Γs

and Γu such that

• Λ =
(⋃

γ∈Γs γ
)⋂(⋃

γ∈Γu γ
)
;

• dimΓs + dimΓu = dimM ;
• each γ ∈ Γs meets each γ ∈ Γu in exactly one point.

We say that Λ0 ⊂ Λ is an s-subset if Λ0 has a product structure with respect to families Γs
0

and Γu
0 such that Γs

0 ⊂ Γs and Γu
0 = Γu; u-subsets are defined similarly. Let γ∗(x) denote the

disk in Γ∗ containing x ∈ Λ, for ∗ = s, u. Consider the holonomy map Θγ,γ′ : γ∩Λ → γ′∩Λ,
given for each x ∈ γ ∩ Λ by

Θγ,γ′(x) = γs(x) ∩ γ′.
We say that a compact set Λ has a Young structure (with respect to f), if Λ has a product
structure given by continuous families of C1 disks Γs and Γu such that

mγ (Λ ∩ γ) > 0, for all γ ∈ Γu,

and the conditions (Y1)-(Y5) below are satisfied.

(Y1) Markov: there are pairwise disjoint s-subsets Λ1, Λ2, · · ·⊂ Λ such that
• mγ ((Λ \ ∪iΛi) ∩ γ) = 0 for all γ ∈ Γu;
• for each i > 1, there is τi ∈ N such that f τi (Λi) is a u-subset and, moreover,

for all x ∈ Λi,

f τi (γs(x)) ⊂ γs (f τi(x)) and f τi (γu(x)) ⊃ γu (f τi(x)) .

This Markov property allows us to introduce a recurrence time τ : Λ → N and a return
map f τ : Λ → Λ, defined for each i > 1 by

τ |Λi
= τi and f τ |Λi

= f τi |Λi
.

We remark that τ and f τ are defined on a full mγ measure subset of Λ∩γ, for each γ ∈ Γu.
Thus, there is a set Λ′ ⊂ Λ intersecting each γ ∈ Γu in a full mγ measure subset, such that
(f τ )n (x) belongs in some Λi for all n > 0 and x ∈ Λ′. For points x, y ∈ Λ′, we define the
separation time

s(x, y) = min {n > 0: (f τ )n (x) and (f τ )n (y) lie in distinct Λi’s} ,
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with the convention that min(∅) = ∞. For definiteness, we set the separation time equal
to zero for all other points. For the remaining conditions, we consider constants C > 0
and 0 < β < 1 only depending on f and Λ.

(Y2) Contraction on stable disks: for all i > 1, γ ∈ Γs and x, y ∈ γ ∩ Λi,
• d ((f τ )n (x), (f τ)n (y)) 6 Cβn, for all n > 0;
• d (f j(x), f j(y)) 6 Cd(x, y), for all 1 6 j 6 Ri.

(Y3) Expansion on unstable disks: for all i > 1, γ ∈ Γu and x, y ∈ γ ∩ Λi,
• d ((f τ )n (x), (f τ)n (y)) 6 Cβs(x,y)−n, for all n > 0;
• d (f j(x), f j(y)) 6 Cd (f τ (x), f τ (y)), for all 1 6 j 6 Ri.

(Y4) Gibbs: for all i > 1, γ ∈ Γu and x, y ∈ γ ∩ Λi,

log
detDf τ |Txγ

detDf τ |Tyγ

6 Cβs(fτ (x),fτ (y)).

(Y5) Regularity of the stable holonomy: for all γ, γ′ ∈ Γu, the measure (Θγ,γ′)∗mγ

is absolutely continuous with respect to mγ′ and its density ργ,γ′ satisfies

1

C
6 ργ,γ′(x) 6 C and log

ργ,γ′(x)

ργ,γ′(y)
6 Cβs(x,y),

for all x, y ∈ γ′ ∩ Λ.

We define the tail of recurrence times as the set

{τ > n} := {x ∈ Λ: τ(x) > n} .
In the case considered here, we will show that the Lebesgue measure of {τ > n} on the
unstable disks of Γu decays exponentially fast to zero as n → ∞. This in particular gives
the integrability of the return time τ with respect to the Lebesgue measure on such disks.

1.2. Partially hyperbolic systems. Now we will clarify what we mean by partial hy-
perbolicity. Let f : M → M be a C2 diffeomorphism on a finite-dimensional Riemannian
manifold M , which admits a forward invariant compact set K ⊂M , a Df -invariant split-
ting TKM = Euu⊕Ecs and a constant 0 < λ < 1 such that, for some choice of a Riemannian
metric on M ,

(1) E
uu is uniformly expanding: ‖Df−1|Euu

f(x)
‖ < λ, for all x ∈ K;

(2) E
cs is dominated by E

uu: ‖Df |Ecs
x
‖ · ‖Df−1|Euu

f(x)
‖ < λ, for all x ∈ K.

We say that K is a partially hyperbolic set, and say that Euu is the strong-unstable sub-
bundle and Ecs centre-stable sub-bundle. This is the only type of partial hyperbolicity that
we will consider and so when we write partial hyperbolic system or set, we are referring
to systems or sets of this type. Throughout the text, we assume that f : M → M is a C2

diffeomorphism satisfying the following properties:

(H1) f has an attractor: there exists a (maximal invariant) compact set

A =
⋂

n∈N

fn (U) ,

for some open neighbourhood U of A with f(U) ⊂ U .

(H2) The attractor A is partially hyperbolic.
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In particular, there exists an unique foliation Fuu of A which is tangent to the strong-
unstable sub-bundle Euu

x , at every x ∈ A; see [13, 23, 29]. Its leaves are C2 immersed
submanifolds of M with uniformly bounded curvature. Given a point x ∈ A, set

λcs+ (x) = lim sup
n→+∞

1

n
log‖Dfn|Ecs

x
‖.

This is the largest Lyapunov exponent of f along the central-stable direction, wherever it is
defined. By Oseledts Theorem, see [31, Theorem 3.3.10], Lyapunov exponents are defined
almost everywhere, with respect to any invariant measure.

(H3) For every disk Duu contained in a leaf of Fuu, we have λcs+ (x) < 0, for a positive
Lebesgue measure subset of points x ∈ Duu.

These are the conditions presented by Bonatti and Viana in [11], under which they estab-
lish the existence of SRB measures; see Subsection 1.3 below. Our primary objective is to
obtain Young structures with exponential recurrence tails and derive additional statistical
properties for such systems.

Theorem A. Let f : M → M be a C2 diffeomorphism with a partially hyperbolic attractor
A ⊂M for which (H1)-(H3) hold. Then f admits a Young structure for which there exist
constants C > 0 and 0 < θ < 1 such that mγ {τ > n} 6 Cθn, for all γ ∈ Γu.

The proof of Theorem A is structured into four key parts. The first one, detailed in
Section 5, involves adapting the construction from [17, 32] to obtain an auxiliary partition.
Although this partition does not give rise to a Young structure, it plays a crucial role
in our approach. Section 6 establishes the corresponding exponential recurrence rates.
In Section 7, we refine the auxiliary partition to construct a new one, also exhibiting
exponential recurrence rates, which can be used to build a Young structure. Finally, in
Section 8, we check that we have indeed a Young structure, by verifying that (Y1)-(Y5)
are valid. In Sections 2, 3 and 4 we present preliminary results that are used throughout
the text.

1.3. Statistical properties. A useful approach to describing the dynamical behaviour
of chaotic systems is through invariant probability measures. In this context, physical
measures play a fundamental role, as they characterise the time averages of observables
along a large set of orbits with respect to the volume measure. An invariant probability
measure µ is called a physical measure for f : M → M if, for a set of positive Lebesgue
measure, the following holds for any continuous observable ϕ : M → R:

lim
n→+∞

1

n

n−1∑

j=0

ϕ(f j(x)) =

∫
ϕdµ.

A distinguished subclass of physical measures consists of the Sinai-Ruelle-Bowen (SRB)
measures, which are ergodic invariant probability measures with at least one nonzero Lya-
punov exponent almost everywhere and whose conditional measures on unstable manifolds
are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on these manifolds. SRB
measures for partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms with a mostly contracting central direc-
tion were established in [11].



YOUNG STRUCTURES FOR PARTIALLY HYPERBOLIC SYSTEMS 7

While SRB measures establish laws of large numbers for dynamically defined processes,
finer statistical properties necessitate mixing behaviour. The map f is said to be mixing
with respect to the probability measure µ if

∣∣µ
(
f−n(A) ∩B

)
− µ(A)µ(B)

∣∣→ 0 as n→ +∞,

for any measurable sets A and B. In general, no specific rate of convergence can be
guaranteed. The correlation function of observables ϕ, ψ : M → R is defined as

Corµ(ϕ, ψ ◦ fn) =

∣∣∣∣
∫

(ϕ ◦ fn)ψdµ−
∫
ϕdµ

∫
ψdµ

∣∣∣∣ .

In some cases, it is possible to determine explicit rates at which Corµ(ϕ, ψ ◦ fn) decays to
zero as n tends to infinity, provided that the observables possess sufficient regularity. It is
worth noting that when the observables are taken as characteristic functions of Borel sets,
this definition recovers the notion of mixing.

We are also interested in the validity of the Central Limit Theorem, which asserts that
the deviation of the time-averaged values of an observable ϕ : M → R along an orbit from
its asymptotic mean follows a normal distribution: there exists σ > 0 such that

1√
n

n−1∑

j=0

(
ϕ ◦ f j −

∫
ϕdµ

)
distr−→ N(0, σ), as n→ ∞.

The standard deviation σ is obtained from the variance σ2, frequently given by

σ2 = lim
n→+∞

1

n

∫ (
n−1∑

i=0

ϕ ◦ f i − n

∫
ϕdµ

)2
dµ.

We say that the exponential large deviations principle holds for ϕ : M → R if, for every
ǫ > 0, there exists a rate function c(ǫ) such that

lim
n→+∞

1

n
log µ

(∣∣∣∣∣
1

n

n−1∑

i=0

ϕ ◦ f i −
∫
ϕdµ

∣∣∣∣∣ > ǫ

)
= −c(ǫ).

Finally, given a vector-valued observable ϕ : M → R
p, for some p > 1, set

ϕn =
n−1∑

j=0

(
ϕ ◦ f j −

∫
ϕdµ

)
, for each n > 1.

We say that the sequence {ϕn}n satisfies a p-dimensional almost sure invariance principle
if there exist λ > 0 and a probability space supporting a sequence of random variables
{ϕ∗

n}n along with a p-dimensional Brownian motion W (t) such that

(1) {ϕn}n and {ϕ∗
n}n are equally distributed;

(2) ϕ∗
n = W (n) + O(n1/2−λ) as n→ ∞, almost surely.

As a consequence of Theorem A and previously established results in the literature, we
obtain Corollary B below, which addresses the statistical properties of the aforementioned
partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms. We emphasize that none of these results have been
obtained in previous related works with the same level of generality as achieved here.
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Corollary B. Let f : M →M be a C2 diffeomorphism with a partially hyperbolic attractor
A ⊂M satisfying (H1)-(H3). Then, f has some SRB measure µ. Moreover,

(a) there exist k ∈ N and 0 < θ < 1 such that, for each Hölder continuous ϕ, ψ : M → R,
there exists C > 0 such that Corµ(ϕ, ψ ◦ fkn) 6 Cθn;

(b) the variance σ2 is well defined for all Hölder continuous ϕ : M → R, and σ = 0 if
and only if ϕ is a coboundary, i.e ϕ = ψ ◦ f − ψ, for some ψ ∈ L2(µ);

(c) the Central Limit Theorem holds for all Hölder continuous ϕ : M → R;
(d) if σ2 > 0, then the exponential large deviations principle holds for all Hölder con-

tinuous ϕ : M → R;
(e) the p-dimensional almost sure invariance principle holds for all Hölder continuous

ϕ : M → R
p such that ϕ /∈ Z, where Z is a closed subspace of infinite codimension

within the space of all Hölder functions.

The existence of the SRB measure and conditions guaranteeing either its finiteness or
uniqueness were previously established in [11, Theorem A]. Here, its existence follows from
Theorem A and [32, Theorem 1]. The conclusion regarding the exponential decay of cor-
relations is a consequence of Theorem A and [32, Theorem 2]. The results concerning the
variance follow from Theorem A and the Lemma in [32, Section 5.1.C]; see also [27, Propo-
sition 4.12]. The conclusion on the Central Limit Theorem is derived from Theorem A and
[32, Theorem 3]. The statement on exponential large deviations follows from Theorem A
and [25, Theorem 4.1]. Finally, the vector-valued almost sure invariance principle is a
consequence of Theorem A and [26, Theorem 1.6].

In general, we can only guarantee that the correlation decay in item (a) holds for some
power k > 1 of f . However, if the return times associated with the elements of the Young
structure given by Theorem A are relatively prime, i.e. gcd{Ri} = 1, then the same result
holds for f itself.

See [11, Section 6] for examples of open sets of partially diffeomorphisms of the type
considered here, for which the conclusions of Theorem A and Corollary B can be derived;
namely, DA attractors and transitive diffeomorphisms where the entire manifold has a
partially hyperbolic structure.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we state some useful and well known results regarding dynamical systems
that satisfy conditions (H1)-(H3). It was proved in [11] that the points x for which
λcs+ (x) < 0 admit a stable disk, transverse to the strong-unstable leaf passing through x.
Before we address that specific result, we need some definitions.

Definition 2.1. Let Duu be an unstable disk. Given ǫ > 0, let Duu(ǫ) denote the tubular
neighbourhood of radius ǫ > 0 around Duu, defined as the image under the exponential
map of M of all the vectors of norm less than ǫ in the orthogonal complement of Euu

x , for
all x ∈ Duu. If ǫ > 0 is small enough, then the tubular neighbourhood is diffeomorphic to
a cylinder. Associated with it there is a canonical projection, π : Duu(ǫ) → Duu, that is a
C1 map. We say that a C1 disk γ crosses Duu(ǫ) if it is contained in Duu(ǫ) and π induces
a diffeomorphism from γ onto Duu.
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Definition 2.2. Given a subset A0 of some unstable disk Duu, we say that the foliation
{W s

loc(x) : x ∈ A0} is absolutely continuous if there exists a sequence (Kn)n∈N of compact
subsets of A0 with m(A0 \Kn) converging to zero as n→ +∞, and for each n, there exist
maps

Kn ∋ x 7→W s
loc(x),

associating to every x ∈ Kn an embedded C1 disk W s(x) and satisfying:

(1) W s
loc(x) depends continuously on the point x ∈ Kn. In particular, there is an

uniform lower bound for the size of W s
loc(x), in the sense that there exists constants

δ(n) > 0 such that the preimage of W s
loc(x) under the exponential map of M at x

contains the graph of a C1 map defined from the δ(n) neighbourhood of 0 in Ecs
x

to Euu
x ;

(2) given any 0 < ǫ < δ(n)/2 and any unstable disk γ crossing the tubular neighbour-
hood Duu(ǫ) the holonomy map

Θγ :
⋃

x∈Kn

(γ ∩W s
loc(x)) → Kn,

defined by projection along the leaves of the foliation {W s
loc(x) : x ∈ Kn} is abso-

lutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure, i.e it preserves sets with
zero Lebesgue measure.

The proof of the next result can be found in [11, Proposition 2.1].

Proposition 2.1. Let λcs+ (x) < 0 for every point in a positive Lebesgue measure subset A0

of some unstable disk Duu. Then,

(a) for every x ∈ A0 there exists a C1 embedded disk W s
loc(x) tangent to Ecs

x at x such
that the diameter of fn (W s

loc(x)) converges exponentially fast to zero as n→ +∞;
(b) the C1 disk W s

loc(x) depends in a measurable way on the point x and the foliation
{W s

loc(x) : x ∈ A0} is absolutely continuous.

Regarding the unstable direction, in [11] some distortion bounds of iterates of f restricted
to strong-unstable leaves are proven. Before we precisely state that property, let us set up
some context by introducing cone fields.

Definition 2.3. A continuous cone field C = (Cx)x defined on a subset V ⊂ M is called
centre-unstable if it is forward invariant

Df(x)Cx ⊂ Cf(x), for every x ∈ V ∩ f−1(V ).

We call it strong-unstable if it is strictly invariant, Df(x)Cx is contained in int
(
Cf(x) ∪ {0}

)

and every vector in it is uniformly expanding. A continuous cone field is centre-stable,
respectively, strong stable for f if it is centre-unstable, respectively, strong-unstable for f .

From hypothesis (H1) and (H2) one deduce that there exists a strong-unstable cone
field Cuu on A; see [11]. We say that a disk γ is tangent to Cuu if the tangent space to γ at
every point x ∈ γ is contained in Cuu. Many properties of such tangent curves are studied
in various works; see e.g. [11, 15, 16]. The next result is obtained in [11, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 2.2. Given L > 0 there exists L′ > 0 such that, given any unstable disk γ with
curvature less than L, then every iteration f j(γ) has curvature bounded by L′, for all j > 1.
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For the next result, see the proof of [11, Lemma 3.3].

Proposition 2.3. Given L > 0 there exists C > 0 such that given any C2 unstable disk
γ ⊂ V , whose curvature is less than L, and given any n such that diam (fn(γ)) 6 2L, then

log
detDf (fn(x)) |Tfn(x)f

n(γ)

detDf (fn(y)) |Tfn(y)fn(γ)
6 Cd (fn(x), fn(y)) ,

for every x, y ∈ γ.

3. Unstable Disks

In order to start constructing the Young structure we need to have some control on
the growth of certain unstable disks. With that in mind, in this section we prove some
results regarding the growth of unstable disks, in a way very similar to what is done in
[17]. Heuristically speaking we aim to prove that the images of certain small unstable disks
grow exponentially fast “on average” until they reach a certain size.

Definition 3.1. Given δ0 > 0, we say that a connected unstable disk γ is admissible if

(1) its sectional curvature is at most L everywhere;
(2) diam(γ) 6 δ0;
(3) its boundary ∂γ is piecewise smooth.

The constant δ0 > 0 will be made small along the text. This allows us in particular
to assume that the tangent spaces Txγ are “almost parallel”, for every x ∈ γ. This way,
and because of Proposition 2.3, we have that if γ′ ⊂ fn(γ) is another admissible unstable
disk, then, for every n > 1, fn

∗mγ |γ′ has almost constant density with respect to mγ′ .
In particular, not only we are able to approximate any admissible unstable disk by a
du-dimensional flat domain in R

d but we also are able to easily obtain estimates for the
measure mγ′ using the estimates from the measures fn

∗mγ |γ′.
We must keep in mind that the iterates of an admissible unstable disk may not be

admissible, since they grow exponentially in size. In order to keep some control, we will
partition them into smaller admissible disks.

Definition 3.2. Let γ be an admissible unstable disk and γ′ ⊂ γ be an open subset with
piecewise smooth boundary. Given x ∈ γ′ we denote by γ′(x) the connected component
of γ′ that contains x. We say that γ′ is n-admissible, if the unstable disk fn(γ′(x)) is
admissible, for every x ∈ γ′.

Notice that γ′ does not need to be connected. Before we continue, let us fix some notation
that will be very useful throughout the text.

Given an unstable disk γ and a n-admissible open subset γ′ ⊂ γ, we denote by rγ′,n the
distance from fn(x) to the boundary of the connected component of fn(γ′) that contains
that point, i.e.

rγ′,n(x) := d (fn(x), ∂ (fn(γ′))) . (3.1)

We also set

Z[γ, γ′, n] := sup
ǫ>0

m ({x ∈ γ′ : rγ′,n(x) < ǫ})
ǫm(γ)

. (3.2)
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Since ∂ (fn(γ′(x))) is piecewise smooth for every x ∈ γ′ we have that the previous supre-
mum is finite. Whenever m(γ \γ′) = 0, the value Z[γ, γ′, n] characterizes the “average size”
of the components of fn(γ′), the larger they are, the smaller Z[γ, γ′, n] is. In particular,
Z[γ, γ, 0] characterizes the size of γ. Some examples can be found on [17]. While most
of the time it will be clear which measure we are considering when we use or compute
Z[γ, γ′, n], in some proofs we will need to use Z[γ, γ′, n] in two different contexts. To avoid
confusion we will write Zm[γ, γ

′, n] for it to be clear which measure we are considering.

Definition 3.3. Let γ be an admissible unstable disk. A decreasing sequence of open subsets
γ = γ0 ⊃ γ1 ⊃ γ2 ⊃ · · · is called a u-filtration of γ if

(1) the set γn is n-admissible, for all n > 0;
(2) the set γn is dense in γ, for all n > 0.

Set also γ∞ = ∩n>0γn. Notice that every γn and γ∞ have full Lebesgue measure. More-
over, γ∞ is totally disconnected. Next, adapting the construction made in [17, Theo-
rem 2.1], we construct a u-filtration of an admissible unstable disk γ, that is going to be
used on the construction of the Young structure. To simplify our notation, let us write

rn = rγn,n and Zn = Z[γ, γn, n], (3.3)

for every n > 0. In this case, the value of Zn characterizes the “average size” of the
connected components of fn(γn).

Proposition 3.1. There exist constants 0 < α < 1 and β > 0, depending only on the
map f , such that for any admissible unstable disk γ there is an u-filtration (γn)n>0 such
that, for all n > 1,

Zn 6 αnZ0 +
β

δ0

n−1∑

j=0

αj .

Proof. We begin by constructing the dense and open 1-admissible subset γ1 ⊂ γ satisfying
the conclusion. To do so, we consider two separate cases, where the first one is significantly
easier to deal with than the last one.

Case 1: Consider first that diam(γ) 6 δ0λ, where λ is the same as in the definition of
partial hyperbolicity. In this case f(γ) is admissible and we set γ1 = γ. Thus, for every
x ∈ γ

r1(x) = d (f(x), ∂ (f(γ))) > λ−1d (x, ∂γ) = λ−1r0 (3.4)

and so
m ({x ∈ γ : r1(x) < ǫ}) 6 m ({x ∈ γ : r0(x) < λǫ}) 6 Z0m(γ)λǫ, (3.5)

which proves the conclusion by setting α = λ and any β > 0.
Case 2: Now we assume that diam(γ) > δ0λ. We aim to define an open and dense

subset γ′1 ⊂ γ whose connected components have diameter less or equal to δ0λ. Since δ0
is chosen to be sufficiently small, among other properties, γ being admissible implies that
γ must be almost flat. Denote by du the dimension of the strong-unstable sub-bundle
Euu. Without loss of generality, we assume that γ is a flat du−dimensional surface in R

d

with smooth boundary. Fix a coordinate system in R
d so that γ is parallel to the first du

coordinate axes. This means that, on γ, xdu+1 = · · · = xd = 0. Assume also that m is the
du−dimensional volume on γ.
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For each i = 1, . . . , du we consider the family of parallel hyperplanes {xi = ai +mδ′},
with m ∈ Z and δ′ = δ0λ/

√
2du. For now ai ∈ [0, δ′) are fixed constants which will be

determined during this proof. All these hyperplanes together “slice” γ into cubic pieces of
diameter δ0λ/

√
2 < δ0λ. Thus, the set

γ1 := γ \
⋃

m∈Z
i=1,...,du

{xi = ai + kδ′}

is open and dense in γ and is completely determined by the vector (a1, . . . , adu), which is
fixed. For each i = 1, . . . , du and k ∈ Z set

Dk,ai = γ ∩ {xi = ai + kδ′} .
Set also, for ǫ > 0

γ0ǫ = {x ∈ γ : d (x, ∂γ) < ǫ} and γ1ǫ = {x ∈ γ : d (x, ∂γ1) < ǫ} .
Notice that ∂γ1 = ∂γ ∪ (∪k,iDk,ai). Now we determine the vector (a1, . . . , adu) in such a
way that m (γ1ǫ ) is sufficiently small, ∀ǫ > 0. With that in mind, let

Ck,ai(ǫ) = Dk,ai × [ai + kδ′ − ǫ 6 xi 6 ai + kδ′ + ǫ]

be the solid cylinder in R
du of height 2ǫ whose middle cross-section is Dk,ai. Since for any

x ∈ γ1ǫ \γ0ǫ the du−dimensional ball in γ of radius d (x, ∂U1), centred at x, intersects one of
the domains Dk,ai, we deduce that γ1ǫ \ γ0ǫ is covered by the union of the cylinders Ck,ai(ǫ).
Hence,

m
(
γ1ǫ \ γ0ǫ

)
6 2ǫ

du∑

i=1

Vai ,

where Vai denotes the total (du − 1)−dimensional volume of the domains Dk,ai, for k ∈ Z.
We fix ai ∈ [0, δ′[ so that Vai takes its minimum value. This way, the set γ1 is finally fixed.

Now we estimate Z1. To do so, we start to notice that

m (x ∈ γ1 : d(x, ∂γ1) < ǫ) 6 m (x ∈ γ : d(x, ∂γ1) < ǫ) 6 m(γ0ǫ ) +m
(
γ1ǫ \ γ0ǫ

)
. (3.6)

To estimate m (γ1ǫ \ γ0ǫ ), first observe also that since

m(γ) =

∫ δ′

0

Vaidai

we have that

min
ai

Vai 6
m(γ)

δ′
.

Therefore,

m
(
γ1ǫ \ γ0ǫ

)
6 2ǫdu

m(γ)

δ′
6 4d

3
2
u δ

−1
0 λ−1m(γ)ǫ. (3.7)

For estimating m(γ0ǫ ), notice that, by the definition of Z0,

m
(
γ0ǫ
)
6 Z0m(γ)ǫ.

Substitution these two last estimates on (3.6) we deduce that

m ({x ∈ γ1 : d(x, ∂γ1) < ǫ}) 6 m(γ)ǫ
(
Z0 + 4d

3
2
u δ

−1
0 λ−1

)
.
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Therefore,

Z1 = sup
ǫ>0

m ({x ∈ γ1 : d (x, ∂ (f(γ1))) < ǫ})
ǫm(γ)

6

(
Z0 + 4d

3
2
u δ

−1
0 λ−1

)
λ = αZ0 +

β

δ0
,

where α = λ and β = 4d
3
2
u .

Now, to obtain the general case, we proceed by induction. Assume that γn−1 is defined.
Thus, every connected component γ′ ⊂ fn−1(γn−1) is an admissible unstable disk and so,
by the previous argument, it admits a open dense subset γ′1 ⊂ γ′. Define γn as the union
of all of f−n+1(γ′1) over all γ′ ⊂ fn−1(γn−1),i.e.,

γn =
⋃

γ′⊂fn−1(γn−1)

f−n+1(γ′1).

It is clear that γn is n-admissible. Moreover for each γn we have

Zfn−1
∗ m [γn−1, γn, 1] 6 αZfn−1

∗ m [γn−1, γn−1, 0] +
β

δ0
.

Because of the comment after Definition 3.2, and slightly increasing α and β if needed, we
may write, for every n > 1,

Zn 6 αZn−1 + βδ−1
0

6 α
(
αn−1Z0 + βδ−1

0

(
1 + α + · · ·+ αn−2

))
+ βδ−1

0

= αnZn + βδ−1
0

(
1 + α + · · ·+ αn−1

)
,

completing the proof. �

When n is sufficiently large we can obtain a simpler estimate for Zn.

Corollary 3.2. Let a = − (log(α))−1 and b = max {0,− log (δ0(1− α)/β) / logα}. If
n > a log(Z0)+b, then

Zn 6
β̄

δ0
,

where β̄ = 2β/(1− α).

Proof. Using the sum of a geometric series, we deduce that

n−1∑

j=0

αj 6
1− αn

1− α
6

1

1− α
.

Thus, from Theorem 3.1, we have that, for every n,

Zn 6 αnZ0 +
β

δ0(1− α)
.

Therefore, we are left to prove that if n > a log(Z0)+b, then

αnZ0 6
β

δ0(1− α)
.
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Indeed, since log(α) < 0, we have that

αnZ0 6
β

δ0(1− α)
⇐⇒ n log(α) 6 log

(
β

δ0(1− α)Z0

)

⇐⇒ n > −
log
(

δ0(1−α)
β

)

log(α)
− log(Z0)

log(α)

⇐⇒ n > a log(Z0) + b.

�

From now on, we denote the quantity

a log(Z0) + b (3.8)

by n0. For most of the results, the exact value of n0 will not be important, however, when
proving the decay estimates for the recurrence times, this quantity will be useful. Now,
take

δ1 =
δ0
2β̄

> 0. (3.9)

With this δ1, we can obtain some more information from Corollary 3.2, regarding the
fraction of points of fn(γn) that are far away from its boundary.

Corollary 3.3. For all n > n0,

mγ ({x ∈ γn : d (f
n(x), ∂ (fn(γn))) > δ1}) >

1

2
mγ(γn),

Proof. It follows from Corollary 3.2 that, for n > n0,

Zn 6
β̄

δ0
⇐⇒ Z[γ, γn, n] 6

β̄

δ0

=⇒ mγ ({x ∈ γn : d (f
n(x), ∂ (fn(γn))) < δ1})
δ1mγ(γ)

6
β̄

δ0

⇐⇒ mγ ({x ∈ γn : d (f
n(x), ∂ (fn(γn))) < δ1}) 6

β̄

δ0
mγ(γ)

δ0
2β̄

⇐⇒ mγ ({x ∈ γn : d (f
n(x), ∂ (fn(γn))) < δ1}) 6

1

2
mγ(γ).

Since mγ(γ) > mγ(γn), we get the desired conclusion. �

This means that at least one half of the points of fn(γn) are at least at a distance of δ1
of the boundary ∂fn(γn).

4. Rectangular Structures

We now focus on sets with a product structure. In our framework, these sets can be
seen as rectangles in the Sinai-Bowen sense; see [12, 30]. Here we give some important
definitions regarding such rectangles, as well as establish some of its important properties.
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Definition 4.1. Fix 0 < ǫ < δ0, with δ0 as in Definition 3.1. We say that R ⊂ M is a
rectangle if, for any x, y ∈ R, there exists a stable disk W s

ǫ (x) and an unstable disk W u
ǫ (y)

both with diameter less than or equal to ǫ, such that W s
ǫ (x) and W u

ǫ (y) intersect in exactly
one point, that also belongs in R. This point is denoted by [x, y].

In the context of uniform hyperbolicity, the existence of local stable manifolds is stan-
dard. As we noticed in Proposition 2.1, the issue is not so simple in our context of partial
hyperbolicity. From now on, and in order to guarantee the existence of local stable mani-
folds with an adequate length, instead of considering the phase space M we work directly
in a subspace Kn ⊂ A0 (as in Proposition 2.1) whose lower bound on the size of the stable
manifolds is at least δ0.

Let us recall some important definitions regarding the rectangles that we will consider.

Definition 4.2. A subrectangle R′ ⊂ R is called a u-subrectangle if W u(x)∩R = W u(x)∩R′

for all x ∈ R′. An s-subrectangle can be defined in a very similar way, substituting the
unsatable disk W u(x) by the stable disk W s(x). We say that a rectangle R′ u-crosses
another rectangle R if R ∩ R′ is an u-subrectangle in R and an s-subrectangle in R′.

Now we introduce some more notation that will be useful on Section 5 to define the return
time function of our inducing scheme. We start by remarking that, given an unstable disk γ
of diameter smaller than δ0 > 0 and a point x ∈M , we can see that any stable disk γsδ0(x)
will intersect γ in at most one point, as long as we assume δ0 small enough. Given an
unstable disk γ and a point x ∈M , the set

Θx(γ) =
{
y ∈ γ : y = γsδ0(x) ∩ γ

}

is either empty or contains only one point, obtained via the holonomy map Θγδ0 (x),γ
(x).

Whenever Θx(γ) 6= ∅, we can define the s-distance from x to γ in the following way

ds(x, γ) = dγs
δ0

(x)

(
x, γsδ0(x) ∩ γ

)
.

Notice that, when defined, this distance is always at most δ0.

Definition 4.3. Let γ and γ′ be distinct unstable disks with diameter smaller than δ0. We
say that γ′ overshadows γ if Θx(γ

′) 6= ∅ for every point x ∈ γ. In this case we define

ds(γ, γ′) = sup
x∈γ

ds(x, γ′)

as the s-distance between γ and γ′.

Now that we have stated the main definitions for this section, we apply them to the
unstable manifolds that play the major role in our construction. Given δ1 > 0 as in (3.9),
consider

Aδ1 :=
{
x ∈M : W u

δ1
(x) exists

}
.

Notice that δ1 > 0 can be made arbitrarily small, by taking δ0 small enough. In particular,
we may have Aδ1 6= ∅ and, for z ∈ Aδ1 , an admissible local unstable disk

W (z) := W u
δ1/3

(z).
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It follows from Proposition 3.1 that there exists a u-filtration (Wn(z))n∈N of the admissible
disk W (z). Set

W∞(z) =
⋂

n>1

Wn(z).

Let also Zn be as in (3.3), with γ = W (z) and γn = Wn(z). Applying Corollary 3.2 and
Corollary 3.3, we obtain:

Corollary 4.1. For every n > n0, we have

(a) Zn 6 1/(2δ1);
(b) mW (z)({x ∈ Wn(z) : d (f

n(x), (∂ ((fn(W )) (x))) > δ1}) > mW (z) (W∞(z)) /2.

Consider now a small constant δ2 ∈ (0, δ1) to be specified later.

Definition 4.4. Given z ∈ Aδ1 , we define the canonical rectangle R(z) in the following way:
we say that y ∈ R(z) if and only if y =W s

δ1
(x)∩ γ for some x ∈ W∞(z) and some unstable

disk γ that overshadows W (z) with ds(W (z), γ) < δ2.

Assuming δ2/δ1 < c′, where c′ > 0 is a constant determined by the minimum an-
gle between the centre-stable and unstable directions, then every unstable disk W u that
overshadows W (z) and is δ2-close to it will meet all stable manifolds W s

δ1
(x), for every

x ∈ W∞(z). In this case R(z) will be, indeed, a rectangle as we defined in the beginning
of this section. For any connected subdomain V ⊂ W (z) the set

RV (z) = {y ∈ R(z) : W s(y) ∩ V 6= ∅}
is an s-subrectangle in R(z). We say that RV (z) is the s-subrectangle in R(z) with base V .
For each element Wn(z) of the u-filtration, its partition into connected components {Vn}
induces a partition of R(z) into s-subrectangles {RVn

} with those connected components as
bases. Notice that fn(RVn

) is still a rectangle that is a component of fn(R(z)). On the other
hand, it may happen that fn(R(z)) is not a rectangle, since its size grows exponentially
fast.

Next, we establish some results regarding the intersection of the sets fn(RVn
) and some

other canonical rectangle R(z′), for some z′ ∈ Aδ1 . The next lemma is a straightforward
consequence of the continuity of the stable and unstable local disks.

Lemma 4.2. There exists c1 > 0 such that, for every z, z′ ∈ Aδ1 with d(z, z′) < c1δ2, the
unstable disk W u

δ1
(z) overshadows the unstable disk W u

δ1/2
(z′) and

ds
(
W u

δ1/2
(z′),W u

δ1
(z)
)
6 δ2.

Heuristically, it states that if two unstable manifolds come close to each other at their
central points, then they must be close enough to each other all along. Now, we are ready
to study the intersection of fn(RVn

) with R(z′), for some z′ ∈ Aδ1 . For that, fix δ3 = c1δ2.

Proposition 4.3. Given z ∈ Aδ1 and n > 1, let Vn be a connected component of Wn(z)
and x ∈ Vn be such that rVn,n(x) > δ1 and d(fn(x), z′) < δ3, for some z′ ∈ Aδ1. Then,
fn(RVn

) u-crosses the rectangle R(z′).

Proof. There are two things that need to be proved: i) fn(RVn
)∩R(z′) is an s-subrectangle

of fn(RVn
), and ii) fn(RVn

) ∩ R(z′) is a u-subrectangle of R(z′).
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We begin by proving i). By Lemma 4.2, fn(Vn) overshadows W (z′) and

ds (W (z′), fn(Vn)) 6 δ2.

Thus, for every y ∈ fn(RVn
), we have that W u(y) overshadows W (z′) and

ds (W (z′),W u(y)) 6 δ2λ
n 6 δ2.

Since 2δ2 is the length (along the center-stable direction) of the rectangle R(z′), whose
central strip is W u(z′), we have that fn(RVn

) ∩ R(z′) is an s-subrectangle of fn(RVn
).

Finally, for item ii), since ds (W (z′), fn(V )) 6 δ2 and fn(Vn) overshadows W (z′), we have
that the fn(RVn

) extends a little further beyond the rectangle R(z′) (along the unstable
direction). So, by the definition of u-subrectangle, we deduce that fn(RVn

) ∩ R(z′) is an
u-subrectangle of R(z′). �

5. Auxiliary Partition

We are now ready to present the algorithm that will originate a partition on certain
unstable disks, which will then give rise to a partition on certain canonical rectangles. The
various steps presented here are an adaptation to the partially hyperbolic context of the
technique used in [17].

Let us consider a finite δ3-dense subset of Aδ1 ,

Z = {z1, z2, . . . zp} .

Using these points, we define R = ∪iR(zi). Note that R is a finite union of rectangles that
most likely overlap and do not cover M , or even the support of m. We will partition the
sets W∞(zi) into a countable collection of subsets W k

∞(zi), for k > 0, such that for every
k > 1 there is an integer τk > 1 such that for the s-subrectangle Rk ⊂ R(zi) with base
W k

∞(zi) the set f τk(Rk) will be a u-subrectangle in some R(zi). When this happens we
say that we have a proper return of Rk into R and we define a function τ(x) on W∞(zi)
by τ(x) = τk for x ∈ W k

∞(zi) and τ(x) = +∞ for x ∈ W 0
∞(zi). This map is called the

return time. It is important to notice that the sets W k
∞(zi) are du-dimensional Cantor sets.

At the end of the process the rectangles Rk will form a partition of R, that we call P.
Naively, one may think that P will give rise to a Young structure, however, as we will see
on Section 7, that will not be the case.

The construction of the partition, and the definition of the return time function τ(x)
will be done in several steps. Moreover, as we will see, this construction is independent of
the point zi ∈ Z we consider. In order to simplify the algorithm we only present it for z1.
Given this, write

R = R(z1), W = W (z1), W∞ =W∞(z1) and W k
∞ = W k

∞(z1).

During this construction we will also prove some decay estimates, that ultimately will lead
us to an exponential return tail bound

mW ({τ(x) > n}) 6 Cθn. (5.1)
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5.1. Initial Growth. First of all, consider n0 as in (3.8). By Corollaries 3.2 and 3.3
we have Zn0 < (2δ1)

−1 and mW

({
x ∈ Wn0 : rWn0 ,n

(x) > δ1
})

> 1/2mW (Wn0). In other
words, we take n0 iterates in order to guarantee that the components of fn0(Wn0) are large
enough and at least half of the points in fn0(Wn0) are in a distance of at least δ1 from the
boundary. To simplify our notation, let us write W g = fn0(Wn0) and m̃W g = fn0

∗ mW |W g ,
where m̃W g is the induced Lebesgue measure on W g. Now, wherever possible, for every
connected component V ⊂ W g we arbitrarily fix a point xV satisfying d (xV , ∂V ) > δ1.
This way xV ∈ Aδ1 , and so there exists zV ∈ Z such that d(xV , zV ) < δ3. We fix zV as
well. At this point we can define the first elements of our partition. For each zV fixed we
define the set

f−n0 (V ∩R(zV ))
as one of the W k

∞’s, defining also τk = n0. By Proposition 4.3, we have that f τk(Rk) is an
u-subrectangle in R(zV ). As a final remark, notice that we define at most one element of
the partition in each component V of W g.

Before we address the next step in our construction, let us estimate the proportion
of points that make a successful return after n0 iterations. Every time we define a new
element of the partition, we require by construction that the rectangle Rk that originates
it u-crosses some canonical rectangle R(z). Also by construction, each of the rectangles
R(z) have the same size. This means that, independently of the choice of the points xV
and zV in the components V ⊂W g, the elements of the partition, W k

∞, defined at time n0

satisfy
mW

(
∪W k

∞

)

mW (Wn0)
> ǫ1, (5.2)

for some constant 0 < ǫ1 < 1.

5.2. Capture. Now that we have defined the earliest return in our construction we proceed
to the next step. In a first approach one may think that a good option is to keep iterating
the remaining points, until the components of fn(Wn) are sufficiently large. However, if
we pick arbitrary points xV and zV the sets f−n (V ∩ R(zV )) may overlap with elements
defined at previous iterations. To avoid those possible overlaps we proceed as follows. For
every connected component V ⊂ W g, where a point xV was picked, we divide it into two
sets:

V c = W u
δ1/2

(xV ) and V f =W g \ V c.

By definition, V c overshadows W (zV ) and so the element f−n0 (V ∩ R(zV )) defined in the
previous step is completely contained inside V c. Because of that we say that V c is captured
at the n0-th iteration. The component V f is said to be free to move. For the moment we
will ignore the captured components and focus only on the free to move parts of W g. We
call them W f , which we keep iterating by f . Notice that W f does not contain any point
of the previously defined elements of the partition. Define

W f
n =W f ∩ fn0(Wn0+n).

Notice that
(
W f

n

)
n>0

corresponds to a u-filtration of W f , in the sense of Proposition 3.1.

Back to the algorithm, first we need to take a certain number of iterations in order to
be sure that the components of fn(W f

n ) are sufficiently large. For that we make use, once
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more, of Corollary 3.2, this time applied to the u-filtration
(
W f

n

)
n>0

and the measure m̃W g .

Thus, there exists some iterate n2 > 0 such that, for all n > n2

Z
[
W f ,W f

n , n
]
6

1

2δ1
.

In other words, it takes n2 iterations to recover the average size of the manifolds fn(W f
n ),

after we remove the components V c of W g. Moreover, in the light of Corollary 3.3 we also
have that, for n > n2

m̃W g

({
x ∈ W f

n : rW f
n ,n(x) > δ1

})
> 1/2m̃W g

(
W f

n

)
,

which means that after n2 iterates at least half of the points in fn(W f
n ) are in a distance

of at least δ1 from its boundary.
The next step is repeating inductively this process of picking points xV and zV in the

large components of the free to move manifold, defining new elements f−n (V ∩ R(zV )),
capturing the disks covering these new elements, moving the remaining part n2 iterations
by f , until the components are large enough for this process to be repeated, and so on.

We remark that the argument used to deduce (5.2) can also be used in this context,
allowing us to deduce that the freely moving points are being captured at an exponential
rate, i.e., every n2 iterations of f at least a fraction ǫ1 of points is being captured. For
each x ∈ W∞, let t0(x) be the number of iterations that it takes to capture the image of x.

Lemma 5.1. There exist some constants 0 < θ0 < 1 and C0 > 0 such that

mW ({t0 > n}) 6 C0θ
n
0mW (W∞) , (5.3)

for all n > 1. In particular, t0(x) < +∞ for almost every x ∈ W∞.

Proof. First, notice that t0(x) = n0+kn2, for some k ∈ N. Moreover, from (5.2) we deduce
that, after each n2 iterations, the proportion of points that is not captured is at most 1−ǫ1.
Thus,

mW ({t0 > n}) 6 C0(1− ǫ1)
n/n2mW (W∞),

for every n > 0. �

5.3. Release. At this point we deal with the captured parts of the manifolds fn(Wn).
With that in mind, suppose that you have a captured component V c at time nc > n0. By
definition V c contains an element of the partition built in the previous steps. We denote
such set by V c

R. Thus, there exists some point xc ∈ V c that also belongs in Aδ1 and some
point zc ∈ Z such that d(xc, zc) < δ3. Therefore, we may write V c

R = f−nc (V c ∩ R(zc)).
We also define V c

∞ = V c∩fnc(W∞). Now we take care of V c
∞ \V c

R. To do so, first we define
a new u-filtration

V c
n = V c ∩ fnc(Wnc+n)

associated with the measure m̃V c = fnc
∗ m|Vc

. Next, and similarly to what we have done
before, we take n0 more iterations of f , in order to deduce that, in the light of Corollary 3.2,

Z[V c, V c
n , n] <

1

2δ1
, ∀n > n0,

meaning that it takes more n0 iterations of f for the components of fn(V c
n ) to be sufficiently

large. The main difference is that now we need to be sure that when we build new elements
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they do not overlap with the ones built before. To solve this possible problem, we will define
the point release time l(x) ∈ R, for points x ∈ V c

∞ \ V c
R . We say that a point is released

at l(x) if the component of fn(V c
n ) containing fn(x) does not intersect fn(V c

n ), for all
n > l(x). Considering a point x ∈ V c

∞ \ V c
R, we have two possibilities: either W s(x) exists

and intersects W u
δ1
(zc), or x does not have a local stable disk intersecting W u

δ1
(zc).

We begin with the first possibility. For those points, set h(x) as the intersection of W s(x)
with W u

δ1
(zc), i.e. h(x) = [zc, x]. Notice that h(x) /∈ W∞(zc), otherwise h(x) would be a

point in V c
R. Thus, h(x) ∈ W u

δ1
(zc) \W u

δ1/3
(zc) and so ǫ(x) := d(h(x),W u

δ1/3
(zc)) > 0. Set

l(x) = logλ−1

(
δ0
ǫ(x)

)
.

Thus, fn(x) is at least at a distance of δ0 from fn(V c
R), for each n > l(x). Hence, the

connected component that contains fn(x) does not intersect fn(V c
R).

For the second type of points, the point h(x) does not exist. However, we have two
possible scenarios (we are excluding the case of x not having a local stable disk, since those
points have measure zero in our domain Kn): either W s(x) does not intersect such unstable
disk, or W s(x) intersects some W u(y) outside of the rectangle R(zc), with y ∈ R(zc). In the
first case, there is nothing to be done. In the second one, notice that, by the fixed size of the
stable manifolds in R(zc), the distance along the center-stable direction between W (zc) and
W u(x) is at least δ2 > δ2/2. Moreover, the distance along the unstable direction between y
and the intersected unstable disk is at least (δ1/3)/2 > δ2/2. Thus, d(W u

δ1/3
(zc), x) > c′δ2/2,

where c′ > 0 is a constant that depends only on the minimum angle between the centre-
stable and the unstable directions. Hence, taking at least logλ−1(2δ0/c

′δ2) iterates we
guarantee that the image of x will be δ0 apart from the image of V c

R. Hence, for the second
type of points, we may set

l(x) = logλ−1

(
2δ0
c′δ2

)
,

which does not depend on the point considered, contrasting with the first case. This
observation will be relevant later on, when we study the recurrence tails.

5.4. Growth. Now that we have components far apart from the captured components, we
need to have control on the size of fn(V c

n ), for each n > l(x). For that we need to define
some new functions.

We say that a connected component V is released at time n > 0 if at least one point of V
is released at such iterate and none of the points of the component of f i(V c

i ) that contains
f−(n−i)(V ) is released on a previous iteration. When this happens, we set s(x) = n, for
each x ∈ V c

∞ ∩ f−n(V ). This new function s is called the component release time. Notice
that s(x) 6 l(x).

From now on, fix a component release time s > 0 and set

W̃ = W̃ (s) =
⋃{

V ⊂ f s(V c
s ) : s(x) = s, for x ∈ V c

∞ ∩ f−s(V )
}
.

Note that W̃ is the collection of all the components of f s(V c
s ) that are released on the s-th

iterate. Consider the associated measure m̃W̃ = f s
∗m̃V c |W̃ . Set also for n > 0

W̃n = W̃ ∩ f s(V c
s+n).
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Notice that
(
W̃n

)
n>0

is a u-filtration of W̃ . By Corollary 3.2, there exists some n′ > 0

such that, for every n > n′,

Z
[
W̃ , W̃n, n

]
6

1

2δ1
.

Set the growth time g(x) as the smallest natural number n′ with this property. We remark

that g(x) is constant on V c
∞∩f−s(W̃ ), depending only on s. Considering the unstable disk

Ŵ = f g(W̃g), let m̃Ŵ = f g
∗ m̃W̃ |Ŵ . Corollary 3.2 applied to the measure m̃Ŵ gives

Z
[
Ŵ , Ŵ , 0

]
6

1

2δ1
,

which means that the components of Ŵ are large enough in order to define new elements of
our partition. Afterwards we just repeat all this steps of defining new elements, capturing
disks and letting them grow. This iterative process leads us to another function t(x), that

represents the capture time for x ∈ Ŵ . Note that t(x) gives the smallest t > 0 such that
f t(x) belongs in a captured disk. It may happen that f t(x) is already on a defined element,
returning to R. Otherwise we need to further iterate.

The idea of the proof of Lemma 5.1 can also be used for Ŵ instead of W g, yielding
exponential decay for {t(x) > n}.
Lemma 5.2. For n ∈ N, we have

m̃Ŵ ({t(x) > n}) 6 C0θ
n
0 ,

where C0 > 0 and 0 < θ0 < 1 are the constants in Lemma 5.1.

5.5. Growth-Capture-Release Cycle. In this final part we summarize the growth-
capture-release cycle that we have defined in the previous steps. Fixing a release time s,
we take the union of all components of f s(V c

s ) that are released exactly at time s. Those
components are iterated g = g(s) times without defining new elements nor capturing disks,

until they become sufficiently large. This process is then repeated inductively. On f t(Ŵ ),
with t > g, we define new elements that make a successful return to R at the time they
are defined and the captured points are further iterated, until they are released, starting
a new cycle. For mW -almost every x ∈ W∞, this cycle is repeated until the point returns
to R at the moment of a capture. The points that never return are put on the set W 0

∞

and we set τ(x) = +∞ for those points. This concludes the construction of the partition
W∞ = ∪kW

k
∞ and the respective return time τ(x).

6. Recurrence Tails

The goal of this section is to prove the exponential decay in (5.1) above formW {τ(x) > n}.
First, we prove that the points of any captured disk V c are released at exponential rate.

Lemma 6.1. There exist C1 > 0 and 0 < θ1 < 1 such that, for any capture disk V c,

m̃V c ({l(x) > n}) 6 C1θ
n
1 m̃V c(V c),

for n ∈ N sufficiently large.
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Proof. First, recall that for defining l(x) we considered two families of points. For the
points in V c such that W s(x) exists and intersects W u

δ1
(zc), we have taken

l(x) = logλ−1

(
δ0
ǫ(x)

)
.

If, on the other hand, x does not have a local stable disk intersecting W u
δ1
(zc),

l(x) = logλ−1

(
2δ0
c′δ2

)
.

Since the right hand side is constant, it will not interfere in the desired estimate, so we
only focus on the first type of points. For such a point x, we have

l(x) > n ⇐⇒ logλ−1

(
δ0
ǫ(x)

)
> n ⇐⇒ δ0

ǫ(x)
> λ−n ⇐⇒ ǫ(x) < δ0λ

n

⇐⇒ x ∈
{
x ∈ V c \ V c

R : d
(
h(x),W u

δ1/3(zc)

)
< δ0λ

n
}
.

To simplify our notation, set

A =
{
x ∈ V c \ V c

R : d
(
h(x),W u

δ1/3(zc)
)
< δ0λ

n
}
.

Noting that the boundary of W u
δ1/3

(zc) is included in the boundary of W u
δ1
(zc) \W u

δ1/3
(zc),

we have

A ⊂
{
x ∈ W u

δ1(zc) \W u
δ1/3(zc) : d

(
x, ∂

(
W u

δ1(zc) \W u
δ1/3(zc)

))
< δ0λ

n
}
=: B.

Since the quantity Z
[
V c,W u

δ1
(zc) \W u

δ1/3
(zc), 0

]
is finite, we deduce that

m̃V c(A) 6 m̃V c(B) 6 Z
[
V c,W u

δ1
(zc) \W u

δ1/3
(zc), 0

]
δ0λ

nm̃V c(V c),

thus obtaining the desired estimate. �

The next lemma shows that the released components in the images of a captured disk V c

grow at an exponential rate. To simplify, we assume m̃V c(V c) = 1.

Lemma 6.2. There exist C2 > 0 and 0 < θ2 < 0 such that, for any captured disk V c and
any n > 0, we have

m̃V c ({s(x) + g(x) > n}) < C2θ
n
2 .

Proof. Fix the value s(x) = s > 0 and set

p(s) =
m̃W̃

(
W̃ ∩ f sV c

∞

)

m̃W̃

(
W̃
) .

Recall that on V c
∞∩ f−sW̃ (s) the functions s(x) = s and g(x) = g(s) = g are constant. By

Corollary 3.2, we have

g 6 a log
(
Zm̃

W̃

[
W̃ , W̃ , 0

])
+ b.

Slightly changing the constants a and b, we can also write

g 6 a1 log
(
Zm̃

W̃

[
W̃ , W̃ , 0

]
− log(p(s))

)
+ b1.
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Set also q(s) = m̃V c(f−sW̃ (s)) = m̃W̃ (W̃ ). By Corollary 3.2 applied to the measure m̃V c ,
we have

Zm̃V c

[
V c, W̃ , s

]
6 C ′,

for some constant C ′ > 0. Thus,

Zm̃
W̃

[
W̃ , W̃ , 0

]
= Zm̃V c

[
V c, W̃ , s

]
q(s)−1 6 C ′q(s)−1,

where the equality is true since m̃V c(V c) = 1. Therefore, g 6 −a1 log(p(s)q(s)) + k, for
some k > 0. Thus,

p(s)q(s) 6 ke
− g

a1 .

On the other hand, since m̃V c(f−sW̃ (s)) = m̃W̃ (W̃ ) and m̃W̃ = f s
∗m̃V c , we get

p(s)q(s) =
m̃W̃

(
W̃ ∩ f s(V c

∞)
)

m̃W̃

(
W̃
) m̃V c

(
f−s

(
W̃ (s)

))
= m̃W̃

(
W̃ ∩ f s(V c

∞)
)

= m̃V c

(
f−s

(
W̃ ∩ f s(V c

∞)
))

= m̃V c

(
f−s

(
W̃
)
∩ V c

∞

)
.

Given that l(x) > s(x), from Lemma 6.1, we deduce that

p(s)q(s) = m̃V c

(
f−s

(
W̃
)
∩ V c

∞

)
6 C1θ

s
1.

Setting θ2 = max
{
θ1, e

−a−1
1

}
, we obtain

p(s)q(s) 6 K ′θs+g
2 ,

hence yielding the desired estimate. �

Now we are ready to establish the decay rate of mW ({τ(x) > n}). Take x ∈ W∞. First,
we iterate this point t0(x) times, going through the initial growth period. Being captured
at the t0(x)-th iterate either the point returns to R or it goes through at least one cycle
of release-growth-capture. Let N(x) be the number of cycles the point x goes through
before it makes a return. Set also si(x), gi(x) and ti(x) as the number of iterations that are
necessary on the i-th cycle so that x goes through the release, growth and capture phases,
respectively. We may write

τ(x) = t0(x) +

N(x)∑

i=1

si(x) + gi(x) + ti(x).

To prove the desired decay rate we make use of the next general result for any probability
measure P, whose proof can be found in [17, Proposition 7.3]

Proposition 6.3. Let (ξn)n≥0 be a sequence of independent identically distributed random
variables taking values in N and satisfying an exponential tail bound

P ({ξi = n}) 6 C1θ
n
1 ,
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for some C1 > 0 and 0 < θ1 < 1. Let also K be a random variable independent form all
ξi’s, taking values in N and satisfying an exponential tail bound

P ({K = n}) 6 C2θ
n
2 ,

for some C2 > 0 and 0 < θ2 < 1. Then,

P

({
K∑

i=0

ξi = n

})
6 Cθn,

for some C > 0 and 0 < θ < 1.

We are going to apply this result with P = mW , ξ0 = t0 and ξi = si + gi + ti, for i ≥ 1,
and K = N . In Lemma 5.1 we obtained the exponential decay rate for t0. Lemma 5.2
gives the exponential decay rate for each ti and Lemma 6.2 gives the decay rate for each
si + gi. We are left to obtain the exponential decay rate for mW ({N(x) > n}). For that,
we use ideas similar to those in the proof of Lemma 5.1. As remarked to deduce (5.2),
a proportion (> ǫ1) of the points in every captured disk makes a return. Since the cycle
release, growth, capture ends in the capture phase, at the end of each cycle we know that
the fraction of points that do not return, and hence need to go through more cycles, is at
most 1− ǫ1. Therefore, for every n > 0, we have

mW ({N(x) > n}) 6 (1− ǫ1)
n.

Using Proposition 6.3, we deduce that there exist constants C > 0 and 0 < θ < 1 such
that

mW ({τ(x) = n}) 6 Cθn,

Thus,

mW ({τ(x) > n}) 6
+∞∑

i=n

mW ({τ(x) = i}) 6
+∞∑

i=n

Cθi ≈ Cθn,

yielding the desired estimate (5.1) for the tail of τ .

7. The Inducing Scheme

Even though the partition constructed in Section 5 is sufficient to establish the existence
of SRB measures (see [17, 32]), it does not satisfy property (Y1) in the definition of a
Young structure, since f τ (Rk) does not u-cross all the rectangles R(zi). To construct an
inducing scheme that satisfies all the required properties, we refine the previously built
partition P. For this, we employ some ideas from [22].

As we consider a finite collection of canonical rectangles R(zi), there exists a subfamily
of rectangles, say R1, . . . , Rq, such that

⋃
16i6q Ri is f τ -invariant and, for every 1 6 i, j 6 q,

there exists some n > 0 such that

m ((f τ )n (Ri) ∩ Rj) > 0. (7.1)

Fix one of those rectangles satisfying m(Ri) > 0. Without loss of generality, we may
assume that the selected rectangle is R1 and denote it by R∗. This rectangle R∗ will be



YOUNG STRUCTURES FOR PARTIALLY HYPERBOLIC SYSTEMS 25

the base set for the Young structure. For the sake of notational simplicity we still denote
by P the partition obtained before restricted to

⋃
16i6q Ri. Set also

Pn =
n−1∨

i=0

(f τ )−i (P) .

Notice that the iterations of an element of Pn by f τ always u-cross one of the canonical
rectangles Ri, with 1 6 i 6 q. For each x ∈ R∗, we are going to define a sequence of
stopping times

S0(x) = 0 < S1(x) < S2(x) < · · ·
that will allow us to define a new return time τ ∗ and also help us to estimate its tails.
Moreover, we will also define a positive integer k(x) that, in some sense, tell us the number
of iterations needed for x to make a return to R∗; the meaning of k(x) will be made clear
through out the construction.

The partition of the rectangle R∗, that we denote by P∗, will be obtained inductively in
the following way: given x ∈ ω ∈ P and τ(x) the return time of x (recall that τ is constant
on ω), set S1(x) = τ(x). If fS1(x)(ω) is a u-subset of R∗, then we define k(x) = 1 and stop
the process for x and, consequently, for every point in ω. In this case ω is selected as an
element for P∗ with return time S1(x). If, on the other hand, fS1(x)(ω) is not a u-subset
of R∗, then, by the construction of P, fS1(x)(ω) = f τ(x)(ω) is a u-subset of some other
rectangle Ri, with 2 6 i 6 q. Let ω′ be the element of P where f τ (x) belongs and set
ω1 = ω ∩ f−τ (ω′). Notice that x ∈ ω1 ∈ P1. In this case, we define

S2(x) = S1(x) + τ (f τ (x)) = S1(x) + S1 (f
τ (x)) .

Now, if fS2(x)(ω1) is a u-subset of R∗, then we fix k(x) = 2 and stop the process for x and,
consequently, for every point in ω1. The set w1 ∈ P1 is then selected as an element of the
new partition P∗ with return time equal to S2(x). In case fS2(x)(ω1) is not a u-subset of
R∗, then we keep iterating by f τ until it u-crosses R∗; note that by (7.1) this will eventually
happen. Proceeding inductively, we obtain the subsequent Sj ’s and k so that

k(x) = k (f τ (x)) + 1

and, for j 6 k(x),

Sj(x) = Sj−1 (f
τ (x)) + S1(x).

By definition, k(x) is the smallest positive integer n > 1 such that the element of Pn that
contains x is a u-subset of R∗. That element ω ∈ Pn with x ∈ ω is selected to be part of
the new partition of R∗ with return time τ ∗(x) = Sk(x)(x). Notice that Sk(x)(x) is constant
on the element of the partition Pn to which x belongs. We remark that τ ∗ can be seen as
the first return to R∗ under the map f τ . Thus, since (7.1) holds, we have τ ∗(x) < +∞ for
mW almost every point.

In contrast with the partition P, this new partition P∗ satisfies property (Y1). Before
we address the study of the properties (Y1)-(Y5), we state the following result on the tail
of τ ∗, whose proof can be found in [22, Lemma 4.2] in a more general version.

Lemma 7.1. Let k : R∗ → N and S0, S1, . . . : R
∗ → N be measurable maps such that

0 = S0 < S1 < · · · almost everywhere and set τ ∗(x) = Sk(x)(x). Suppose that there exists
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ǫ > 0 such that, for any ω ∈ Pj−1,

mW (ω ∩ {τ ∗ = Sj})
mW (ω)

> ǫ, (7.2)

and there exist C > 0 and 0 < θ < 1 such that, for any ω ∈ Pj−1,

mW (ω ∩ {Sj − Sj−1 > n})
mW (ω)

6 Cθn. (7.3)

Then,

mW ({τ ∗ > n}) 6 C ′θn,

for some constant C ′ > 0.

We are now ready to establish the desired tail estimates.

Proposition 7.2. There exist constants C > 0 and 0 < θ < 1 such that for every n > 1

mW ({τ ∗ > n}) 6 Cθn.

Proof. By the previous lemma, it is enough to verify conditions (7.2) and (7.3). First of all,
notice that since P∗ is a refinement of the previous partition P, just as in the construction
of P, the proportion of points that is selected at each iteration has a lower bound, say
0 < ǫ2 < 1; see (5.2). In other words, given ω ∈ Pn−1, we have

mW (ω ∩ {τ ∗ = Sn})
mW (ω)

> ǫ2.

This yields condition (7.2) in Lemma 7.1.
Now, if k(x) > j and Sj(x)−Sj−1(x) > n, then we must take at least n iterations before

fSj−1(x)(x) makes a return, meaning that τ
(
fSj−1(x)(x)

)
> n. Therefore,

mγ (ω ∩ {Sj − Sj−1 > n})
mγ (ω)

6 Cθn3 ,

which gives condition (7.3). �

8. Young Structure

In this section, we construct a Young structure Λ making use of the partition P∗ intro-
duced in Section 7.

8.1. Product structure. We begin by defining the families Γs and Γu of stable and
unstable disks, respectively, that originate our Young structure Λ. Let z ∈ Z be such that
R(z) = R∗. Set

Γs =
{
W s

δ1
(x) : x ∈ W∞(z) and W s

δ1
6= ∅
}

and

Γu =

{
W u

loc :
W u

loc intersects every γs ∈ Γs(z) and

overshadows W u
δ1/3

(z) with ds
(
W u

δ1/3
(z),W u

loc

)
6 δ2

}
.
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The set with a Young structure is then

Λ =

(⋃

γ∈Γs

γ

)⋂( ⋃

γ∈Γu

γ

)
.

Property (Y1) holds by the construction of P∗.

8.2. Contraction, expansion and bounded distortion. Regarding (Y2)-(Y4), note
that since Γs and Γu are collections of local stable and unstable disks, respectively, there
is nothing to verify in (Y2) and (Y3). Finally, (Y4) is a consequence of the backward
contraction (Y3) together with the next result.

Proposition 8.1. For every γ ∈ Γu, i > 1 and x, y ∈ γ ∩ Λi we have that

log
detDf τ∗(x)|Txγ
detDf τ∗(y)|Tyγ

6 Cd
(
f τ∗(x), f τ∗(y)

)
.

Proof. By the Lipschitz continuity of log|detDf
(
fk(x)

)
|Tfk(x)f

k(γ)| given by Proposi-
tion 2.3, we may write

log
detDf τ∗(x)|Txγ
detDf τ∗(y)|Tyγ

=

τ∗−1∑

k=0

log
detDf

(
fk(x)

)
|Tfk(x)f

k(γ)

detDf (fk(y)) |Tfk(y)fk(γ)

6

τ∗−1∑

k=0

Ld
(
fk(x), fk(y)

)
.

Since x, y are in the same unstable disk γ, it follows that, for every k > 1,

d(fk(x), fk(y)) 6 λτ
∗−kd

(
f τ∗(x), f τ∗(y)

)
.

Therefore,

log
detDf τ∗(x)|Txγ
detDf τ∗(y)|Tyγ

6

τ∗−1∑

k=0

Ld
(
fk(x), fk(y)

)

6

τ∗−1∑

k=0

L(λ(τ
∗−k)d

(
f τ∗(x), f τ∗(y)

)

=
L

1− λ
d
(
f τ∗(x), f τ∗(y)

)
.

Take C = L/(1− λ). �

8.3. Regularity of the stable holonomy. Here we prove that (Y5) holds. As we have
already proved Proposition 8.1, by [1, Theorem 4.20], we only have to verify that

Proposition 8.2. Let γ, γ′ ∈ Γu, x ∈ γ ∩ Λi, for some i > 1 and x′ = Θγ,γ′(x), then, for
n ∈ N,

+∞∑

i=n

log
detDf (f i(x)) |Tf i(x)f

i(γ)

detDf (f i(x′)) |Tf i(x′)f i(γ)
6 C ′βn.
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Proof. By the Lipschitz continuity of log|detDf (f i(x)) |Tf i(x)f
i(γ)| given by Proposition 2.3,

we have
+∞∑

i=n

log
detDf (f i(x)) |Tf i(x)f

i(γ)

detDf (f i(x′)) |Tf i(x′)f i(γ)
6

+∞∑

i=n

Ld
(
f i(x), f i(x′)

)
.

Since x′ is obtained from x by the holonomy transformation, it means that x′ ∈ γs(x). In
particular (Y2) holds and so, for every n ∈ N,

d (fn(x), fn(x′)) 6 Cβn.

Hence,
+∞∑

i=n

d
(
f i(x), f i(x′)

)
6 C

+∞∑

i=n

βn =
C

1− β
βn.

Setting C ′ = LC/(1 − β), we get the conclusion. �

At this point we have constructed a Young structure whose recurrence tails are of expo-
nential type, thus having proved Theorem A.
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