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LOCAL RIGIDITY OF AFFINE ACTIONS OF HIGHER
RANK GROUPS AND LATTICES

DAVID FISHER AND GREGORY MARGULIS

ABSTRACT. Let J be a semisimple Lie group with all simple factors
of real rank at least two. Let I' < J be a lattice. We prove a very
general local rigidity result about actions of J or I". This shows
that almost all so-called “standard actions” are locally rigid. As a
special case, we see that any action of I' by toral automorphisms is
locally rigid. More generally, given a manifold M on which I' acts
isometrically and a torus T" on which it acts by automorphisms,
we show that the diagonal action on T" x M is locally rigid.

This paper is the culmination of a series of papers and depends
heavily on our work in [ENMIL [EM2]. The reader willing to accept
the main results of those papers as “black boxes” should be able
to read the present paper without referring to them.

1. Introduction

Throughout this paper J is a (connected) semisimple Lie group with
no compact factors and all simple factors of real rank at least two, and
I' < J is a lattice. The purpose of this paper is to prove the following:

Theorem 1.1. Let p be a quasi-affine action of J or I' on a compact
manifold X. Then the action is C°>> and C>° locally rigid. Further-
more, there exists an integer ko, such that the action is C**~" locally
rigid for all k > ko, where n = %dimX + 3.

Remark on regularity: The number ky = max(ky,n) where k; is de-
termined by properties of certain foliations associated to the dynamics
of p(g;), for a specific finite set of choices of gq,...,gx in Jor I'. If k is
even, we can let n = %dimX + 2 instead.

We proceed to define the terms in the theorem. We say H is a
connected real algebraic group if it is the connected component of the
real points H(R)? of an algebraic group defined over R.
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Definition 1.2. a) Let H be a connected real algebraic group, A < H
a cocompact lattice. Assume a topological group G acts continuously
on H/N. We say that the G action on H/A is affine if every element
of G acts via an affine diffeomorphism.

b) More generally, let M be a compact manifold. Assume a group
G acts affinely on H/A. Choose a Riemannian metric on M and a
cocycle v : GXH/A—Tsom(M). We call the skew product action of G
on H/AXM defined by d-(x, m) = (d-x,(d, z)-m) a quasi-affine action.

We always write X = H/AxM. Recall that an affine diffeomorphism
d of H/A is one covered by a diffeomorphism d of H where d = AoT},
where A is an automorphism of H such that A(A) = A and T}, is
left translation by h€H. The full group of affine diffeomorphisms of
H/A is a finite dimensional Lie group which we write as Aff(H/A).
The definition of acting affinely given above is equivalent to saying
the action is given by a homomorphism 7 : G—=Aff(H/A). See [FMI]
Section 6.1] for a description of Aff(H/A) and a classification of affine
actions of J or I' as above. Note also that the case of quasi-affine
actions as defined here includes products of affine actions with trivial
actions. Another class of examples give the following:

Corollary 1.3. Let J be as above and 1" < J a lattice. Then any action
of I' by automorphisms of T™ is C°> and C*° locally rigid. Further-
more there exists a positive integer ko>3, depending on the action, such
that the action is C*k=3m=3 locally rigid for all k> min(%m + 3, ko).

We now formally define local rigidity in this context.

Definition 1.4. Given a topological group G and a continuous C*
action, p : DxX—=X, by diffeomorphisms on a manifold X, we say
that the action is C*" locally rigid, where r<k, if any continuous action
o by C* diffeomorphisms, that is sufficiently C* close to p is conjugate
to p by a small C" diffeomorphism. We say that a continuous action p
15 C'°> locally rigid if any continuous C'*° action which is sufficiently
C close to p is conjugate to p by a small C*° diffeomorphism.

The special case of C** local rigidity says exactly that the homomor-
phism p : G— Diff*(X) is locally rigid. In other words that any homo-
morphism close to p is conjugate to p by a small element of Diff*(X).
Since the C™ topology is defined as the inverse limit of the C* topolo-
gies, two C> diffeomorphisms are O close if they are C* close for
some large k. Our proof shows explicitly that a C'°° perturbation p
of p which is C* close to p is conjugate to p by a C* diffeomorphism
which is C*~™ close to the identity where n is as in Theorem [[Il The
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topology we take on Hom(G,Diff*(X)) to define close above is the
compact-open topology.

Gromov in [G] and Zimmer in [Z2] suggested that one might be
able to “essentially classify” all volume preserving smooth actions of
higher rank semisimple groups and their lattices on compact mani-
folds. This would be, in a sense, a “non-linear” analogue of the second
author’s superrigidity theorems, since one of the consequences of the
superrigidity theorems is a classification of all finite dimensional linear
representations of higher rank lattices (modulo issues concerning finite
image representations). In [Z2], Zimmer also proposed the study of
local rigidity of known actions of higher rank lattices on compact man-
ifolds, as a “non-linear” analogue of the classical local rigidity theorems
of Calabi-Vesentini, Selberg and Weil. These show that any cocompact
lattice I' in any simple Lie group J is locally rigid, as long as J is not
locally isomorphic to SLs(R) [CV, S, W]. I.e. any embedding of T'
in J close to the defining one ¢ : I'—.J is simply a conjugate of ¢ by
a small element of J. Since J acts transitively on J/I", our theorem
can be taken to be a generalization of Weil’s result in the case when
J is a higher rank simple group. A perturbation I of I' in J defines
a perturbation of the original J action on J/I" since J/I" and J/I"” are
diffeomorphic. The conjugacy between these actions can easily be seen
to give a conjugacy between I and I".

Many results have been proven concerning local rigidity of affine
actions of higher rank lattices and Lie groups, particularly when the
action is assumed to satisfy some strong hyperbolicity condition. The
first results of this kind are due to Hurder [H]. He proved that the
standard action on T" of any finite index subgroup in SL,(Z) is defor-
mation rigid for n>3. (This involves assuming a path of nearby actions
and obtaining a path of conjugacies.) The same actions were shown
to be locally rigid in [KLI] and [KLZ]. Many other results along these
lines were obtained by many authors, we refer to the introduction of
[MQ) for a more detailed discussion. Here we mention that all standard
Anosov actions on tori and nilmanifolds were proven to be locally rigid
in [KST] and all so-called weakly hyperbolic actions were proven to be
locally rigid in [MQ)].

For isometric actions, there are also results. In [BI], Benveniste
shows that any isometric action of any cocompact lattice in a group J
as above is C°>* locally rigid. The interested reader should refer to the
introduction to [FM2] for a discussion of earlier, weaker results by Zim-
mer concerning (certain) perturbations of isometric actions of groups
with property (7"). In our previous paper [FM2], we have proven:
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Theorem 1.5. Let G be locally compact, compactly generated group
with property (T). Let (X, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold, and
let p be an action of G on X by isometries. Then the action C°>
locally rigid and is C**=* locally rigid for any k>2 and any k > 0.

We remark that Theorem holds for a much broader class of groups
than Theorem [T}

The proof of Theorem [[T] uses a foliated generalization of Theorem
also proven in [FM2]. This result is recalled below in section E
where it is applied in the course of our proof.

For actions which are neither weakly hyperbolic nor isometric all
previous results, due to Nitica and Torok, concern affine actions which
are products of Anosov actions and trivial actions [NTTL [NT2l [TY. For
example, take the standard action of SL,(Z) on T" and let p denote
the action obtained on T"xS! by taking (¢, s) = (7t,s). Then Nitica
and Torok show that, given k > 0, any C'* action p’ that is sufficiently
C? close to p is conjugate to p by a C° small, C* diffeomorphism.
(This result does not imply C* local rigidity because the size of the
perturbation must be made smaller to obtain more derivatives in the
conjugacy.) Their full result is more general, allowing one to replace
the standard action of SL,(Z) on T™ by any so-called T'N.S action of
a higher rank lattice on a torus. They also prove some more general
results for deformation rigidity, but always for products of TN.S and
trivial actions.

We note here that non-locally rigid volume preserving actions of
higher rank semisimple groups and their lattices on compact manifolds
have been constructed, first in [KL2] and later and more generally in
[B2]. Those in [B2] are even shown to have smooth volume preserving
deformations. See also [E2] for a more general construction and another
proof that the deformations are non-trivial. A weaker result is shown
in [KL2.

2. Affine actions, perturbations and quotients

This section primarily recalls results from [FMT]. Let J be the uni-
versal cover of J and I' the pre-image of I' under the covering map
J—J. Any action of J or I' can be viewed as an action of J or T
respectively, so we assume, without loss of generality, that J is simply
connected.

2.1. Describing affine actions. In this section we recall from [EMI]
another description of the actions we are considering. This description
provides an extremely simple description of the derivative cocycle for



LOCAL RIGIDITY OF GROUP ACTIONS 5

the action which allows a simple description of the dynamical foliations
for elements of the acting group, as well as of the central foliation of
the entire group.

Throughout this section H will be a connected real algebraic group
and A < H will be a cocompact lattice. We now recall three technical
results from [EMI].

Theorem 2.1. Let p be an affine action of J on H/A. Then the
action p is giwen by p(7)[h] = [mo(j)h] where 7y : J—H is a continuous
homomorphism.

This is a special case of [EMIl, Theorem 6.4]. As indicated there, the
result holds with the weaker assumption that J has no compact simple
factors.

The analogous result for I' actions is more complicated and can re-
quire that we view H/A as a homogeneous space for a different Lie
group. The following is a rearrangement of [FMI, Proposition 6.3].
Given a Lie group L, we denote it’s automorphism group by Aut(L).
Since Aut(L) is a closed subgroup of GL(dim(L)) it is a Lie group.

Proposition 2.2. Given a real algebraic group H there is a connected
cover p : H'—H and a realization of H' as a connected real algebraic
group, such that

(1) the connected component Aut(H")° of Aut(H') has the structure
of a connected real algebraic group,

(2) Aut(H')" < Aut(H') is a finite index subgroup,

(3) Aut(H')® acts rationally on H'.

The key point is to choose the algebraic structure on H’ so that the
connected component of the center of H' is contained in the unipotent
radical. It follow that Aut(H’)°x H' is a connected real algebraic group.

Let A’ be p~!(A). Tt follows from the construction given in [FNT]
that, possibly after passing to a finite index subgroup IV in I', any affine
action p of I" on H/A remains affine when we view H/A as H'/A'. For
the remainder of this paper, we assume that we have replaced our group
H with a group H' as described in Proposition 222

Before giving the analogous description of affine I' actions, we need
to recall a consequence of the superrigidity theorems [MIl, M2]. In
[MT], IM2] these are only stated for J algebraic, but the extension to J as
assumed here is sketched in [, Theorem 7.12], see [EMI] for detailed
proofs. We will use the notation introduced here in the statements be-
low. If J is as above and I' < J is a lattice, and L is an algebraic group,
we call a homomorphism 7 : I'—L superrigid if it almost extends to



6 D. FISHER AND G.MARGULIS

a homomorphism of J. This means that there is a continuous homo-
morphism 7% : J—L and a homomorphism 7% : ['— L with bounded
image such that m(v) = 7%(7)7¥(y) and 7¥(T") commutes with 7 ().
The superrigidity theorems imply that any continuous homomorphism
of I' into an algebraic group is superrigid. This can be deduced easily
from Lemma VIL.5.1 and Theorems VII.5.15 and VIL.6.16 of [M2].

Theorem 2.3. Let p be an affine action of I' on H/A. Then there is a
finite index subgroup I'" < I' and a homomorphism my : ["— Aff(H) =
Aut(H)x H such that p(y)[h] = [mo(y)h]. Furthermore, we can assume
that mo(I") is contained in Aut(H)°x H and that mo(v) = 7 (y)m& (v)
where nf © J— Aff(H) is a homomorphism and 7l : T'— Aff(H) is
a homomorphism with bounded image, and the images of ©t and 7l
commute.

This is a rephrasing of [FMIl Theorem 6.5]. The final conclusion con-
cerning the fact that my is the product of a the restriction of a homo-
morphism of J and a homomorphism with bounded image follows from
the superrigidity theorems discussed above.

We can now describe the central foliation for a quasi-affine action
p of either J or I We will denote the central foliation §. If p is a
J action, and M is trivial, then the central foliation is just the orbit
foliation for the left action of Z = Zy(mo(J)) on H/A. If M is non-
trivial, we have a projection H/AxM—H/A and the central foliation
is given by the pre-images in H/AXM of Z orbits in H/A.

Let I be the subgroup of finite index given by Theorem and
further assume that I is normal. Let A be the connected component
of Aut(H), and let L = AxH. Note that L is an algebraic group.
In this case, we let Z = Zp(znf(I"))NH. If M is trivial, the central
foliation for the action, which we denote §, is then defined to be the
foliation given by orbits of Z on H/A. If M is non-trivial, we have
a projection H/AxM—H/A and the central foliation is given by the
pre-images in H/AxM of Z orbits in H/A.

We will refer to the tangent space of the central foliation § as the
central distribution for the group action.

We now want to define a Riemannian metric on H/AXxM so that the
p action is isometric along leaves of §. Since M is assumed in Definition
to be Riemannian manifold with Riemannian metric g5s, and p is
defined to be isometric along M fibers, it suffices to define a Riemannian
metric on H/A for which the affine action on H/A is isometric along Z
orbits. Let h be the Lie algebra of H. An inner product on § defines
a right invariant Riemannian metric on H and therefore a Riemannian
metric on H/A. For the case of J actions, we have that the derivative
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action on H/A is given by Dp(j)([h],v) = ([mo(j)h, Adu(mo(j))v) for
Jj€J. Since Ady omgly is the trivial representation of J, it is clear that
any inner product on h defines a Riemannian metric with the desired
property. Let m be an Ad(m(J))]y invariant complement to 3. For
simplicity in arguments below, we choose a metric on b such that m is
orthogonal to 3.

For I' actions, we need to be slightly more careful. Let [ be the Lie
algebra of L, which contains b as an ideal. We denote by Ad, the
restriction of the adjoint action of L on [ to h. Recall that #%(I'") < C
where C' < L is compact and take an Ady(C') invariant metric on b.
This then defines a Riemannian metric on H/AxM for which p(I") is
isometric along the central foliation defined above.

We perform one further modification to the metric to guarantee that
the action of all of I', and not just I, is isometric along the central
foliation. Since the image of my of I” is semisimple, we can choose
an Ady(m(I'")) invariant subspace m < b orthogonal to 3 such that
h = 3dm, and we can choose an inner product on b for which 3 is or-
thogonal to m. There are corresponding subbundles of T'(H/A) which
we can write as H/Axm and H/Axj3. Note that because these bundles
are I'" invariant and I can be chosen to be normal in I', they are also
I invariant. Given a vector space V, denote by S% (V) the cone of pos-
itive definite symmetric two tensors on V. The Riemannian metric on
H/A is a section gy of H/AxS% () which lies in the subbundle given
by H/AxS2(3)®S52(m) or equivalently as the sum in H/AxS2(h) of a
section of g;€ H/Ax S (3) and a section of gne€ H/AX ST (m). Since g; is
I invariant, and IV < I'is finite index, we can average g; over coset rep-
resentatives for T'/T” to obtain a I' invariant section g} in H/AxS? (3).
Replacing gy by g;EBgm we have a Riemannian metric on H/A such that
the entire I' action is isometric along the central foliation.

2.2. Semiconjugacy. Let H, A, T"and J be as in the preceding subsec-
tion, let G = J or I" and let p be a quasi-affine action of G on H/AXx M.
Then by Theorems 1] and there is a subgroup G’ < G such that
pler is defined by a continuous homomorphism 7 : G'— Aut(H)x H.
It follows that the G’ action lifts to Hx M. As explained in [FMI],
following the statement of Theorem 6.7, for any small enough C° per-
turbation p’ of p, the G’ action defined by p’ also lifts to HxM. (We
note that this is trivially true for actions of connected groups.) By the
discussion in subsection EZT] there is a unique subgroup Z in H which
is the maximal subgroup of H such that the derivative of p on Z cosets
is an isometry for an appropriate choice of metric on H/A. The de-
scription given there shows that the lift of p(G’) to HxM descends
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to an action p of G’ on Z\H. We denote by p the natural projection
HxM—Z\H.

Theorem 2.4. Let H/AXM, p,G', Z and p be as in the preceding para-
graph. Given any action p' sufficiently C* close to p, there is a con-
tinuous G'x A equivariant map f : (HxM, p')—(Z\H,p), and f is C°
close to p. Furthermore if p'—p in the C* topology then f—p in the
C° topology.

This is [FMT, Theorem 1.8]. We note that f—p in the C° topology
means that d(f(z), p(x))—0 uniformly on HxM. There is some am-
biguity in this, since there is no A invariant metric on Z\ H, but it is
true that d(f(x), p(z))—0 in the metric on Z\ H which makes p a Rie-
mannian submersion. For the remainder of this subsection, we assume
that G' = G. 3

The map f defines a partition § of H x M into sets of the form f~1(z)
where z is in Z\H. Since f is A equivariant, this partition defines to
a partition § of H/AxM. We will show that, as a consequence of
Theorem EZ4] there is a A equivariant map 6 : H x M — H x M mapping
§ to § and intertwining the actions of G on § and §’, but first we need
some definitions.

If P is a partition of a topological space X and p is an action of a
group D on X, then we say p preserves P, if for any set VP, the set
p(d)V is in P for any d in D.

Given two actions p and p’ of a group D on a topological space X
and two partitions P and P’ of the space X where p preserves P and p/
preserves P’, we call a map ¢ : X—X a partition semi-conjugacy from
(X, p,P) to (X, pP’) if for any subset VEP we have

(1) ¢(V) is an element of the partition P’ and,
(2) ¢(p(d)V) = p'(d)p(V') for any d in D.

If ¢ is a homeomorphism, we call ¢ a partition conjugacy between
(X,p,P) and (X, p'P"). Similarly one can refer to actions as being
partition (semi-)conjugate.

To be consistent with the vocabulary of [HPS], when we are given
two actions p and p’ of a group D on a topological space X where p
(resp. p') preserves a foliation § of X (resp. a foliation §F’ of X), a
partition (semi-)conjugacy from (X, p,§) to (X, p/,F’) will be called a
leaf (semi-)conjugacy. Similarly, when we do not want to make explicit
reference to the (semi-)conjugacy, we will say that two actions are leaf
(semi- )congugate.

We now construct a map 6 : HxM—HxM using f and p. The
space HxM is a smooth locally trivial fiber bundle over Z\H with
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fiber Zx M, so given z€Z\ H, we can find a neighborhood U of x such
that p~!(U) is diffeomorphic to Ux Zx M. We can therefore introduce
coordinates on p~'(U) of the form (z,y) where z is in U and yeZx M.
In these coordinates, p(z,y) = x. We can further write y = (z,m)
where z€Z and meM.

Moreover, if we let m be the G invariant complement of 3 in b,
then the tangent space to HxM at any point (x,z,m) can be writ-
ten as T(HXM) @ .m)y = m @ 3 ® TM,,. We can further choose the
local product structure on p~'(U) such that (U, y) = exp, W where W
is the product of a fixed small ball in m with a small ball in T'M,,.
By shrinking W and therefore U slightly, we obtain a trivialization of
p~Y(U) that extends to a trivialization of p~*(U’) for U’ an open set
strictly containing U.

By choosing p’ close enough to p, we can arrange for f to be ar-
bitrarily C° close to p, uniformly on HxM. This implies that given
any compact set K in HxM, by restricting to sufficiently small C!
perturbations p’ of p, we can make the Hausdorff distance between
f~Hx)NK and p~!(z)NK as small as desired for every z in f(K)Np(K).
Since f and p are A equivariant and the A action on H xM is cocom-
pact, for small enough perturbations we have f~'(z)Cp~*(U). Then
for a point (x,y), we let A(z,y) = (U,y)"p~'(f(z,y)). Therefore
0(f'(x)) = p~'() for any z€Z\H. Since § is A equivariant by con-
struction, we have a map 6 : H/AxM—H/AxM and have established
the following:

Corollary 2.5. Let p' be an action of G on H/AxM sufficiently C*
close to p. Then there is a C° small map 0 : H/AXxM—H/AxM with
the following properties.

(1) If p'—p in the C* topology then 6—1d in the C° topology.

(2) 0(F)=3F

(3) the map 0 is a partition semi-conjugacy from (H/AXM, p, ')
to (H/IAXM, p, ).

Remarks:
(1) One can deduce Corollary directly from the proof of Theo-
rem 24

(2) The argument there proves more. It shows that the set of maps
{0op'(9)|g€G} defines a G action on H/Ax M that is C° close
to p.

(3) Remark (2) can be deduced easily from [EMI Theorem 6.7],
but to avoid introducing additional notations and defintions,
we do not do this here.
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(4) The conclusion of Remark (2) will follow once we show, in sub-
section B3, that # is a C° small homeomorphism.

3. Hyperbolic dynamics and stability modulo central

directions
In this section, we show that the map 6 : H/AxM—H /A x M defined
in the last subsection is a homeomorphism. Since 0(F') = F, this

implies that § is a foliation. We further show that §’ is a foliation
by C" leaves where r depends only on the C* size of the perturbation.
The map 6 is then easily seen to be C" along leaves of §. For technical
reasons involving the last steps of our proof, once we have shown that
6 is a homeomorphism, we prefer to work with ¢ = 6.

We now briefly outline the argument of the section. Some of the
terminology used here is defined below in subsection Bl First in sub-
section Bl we recall some definitions concerning partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphisms and a theorem of Hirsch, Pugh and Shub. In sub-
section B2 we prove some basic facts concerning the dynamics of the
affine actions of G that we are considering and produce a finite subset
® of G such that the intersections of the central foliations of p(g) for
g in @ is the central foliation for G defined above in subsection X1l In
subsection B3, we show that the map 6 : H/AXM—H/AXxM defined
in subsection is a homeomorphism and we let ¢ = 61, It then fol-
lows that § = ¢(§) is p/ invariant foliation. Finally in subsection B4,
we show that any leaf £ of § is the transverse intersection of central
leaves W, for the diffeomorphisms p'(g) where g is in ®. Since the
theorem of Hirsch, Pugh and Shub implies that each foliation W;,( 9
is by C" leaves, it follows that §' is a foliation by C" leaves, where r
depends only on the C! size of the perturbation p'.

3.1. Hyperbolic dynamics and foliations. The use of the word
foliation varies with context. Here a foliation by C* leaves will be
a continuous foliation whose leaves are C* injectively immersed sub-
manifolds that vary continuously in the C* topology in the transverse
direction. To specify transverse regularity we will say that a foliation
is transversely C". A foliation by C* leaves which is tranversely C* is
called simply a C* foliation. Note our language does not agree with
that in the reference [HPS] where our foliation by C* leaves is a C*
unbranched lamination and sometimes a C* injective leaf immersion.
Given a foliation §, we denote the leaf through a point = by §(x).
Given a foliation by C! leaves, §, of a manifold X, a diffeomorphism
f is said to be r-normally hyperbolic to the foliation § if there exists a
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continuous f invariant splitting TX = Ey®TFD L} such that for every
reX,

(1) 1D fel g1t > D fal5]l" and,

(2) 1D falesll < IDfuls™HI7"
For any invariant subbundle V of T'X and any fixed Riemannian metric
on X, the norm above is the operator norm of Df,|y,. See [HPS,
chapter 1, for a more detailed discussion of normal hyperbolicity. There
r-normally hyperbolic is also called “immediately, relatively r-normally
hyperbolic.” Also the definition given there is slightly different, and
applies also to non-invertible f. That the definitions are equivalent for
f invertible is the content of the remark following Definition 1 in the
introduction to [HPS].

We note that f being r-normally hyperbolic to § is equivalent to the
existence of constants a,b > 1 with a > b" and a continuous f invariant
splitting TX = Ey®TFDE; such that

(1) D (o) Za" v for all vHe Y,

(2) [|IDf™(v*)[|<a™"||v?|| for all v*€E} and

(3) 7|10 < || Df(0°)]| <0 |00 for all v°€T'F and all integers
n.

Ej

The definition of r-normally hyperbolic is motivated by the theory
of partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms. Given an automorphism f
of a vector bundle F—X and constants a > b>1, we say f is (a,b)-
partially hyperbolic or simply partially hyperbolic if there is a metric
on E and a constant and C'>1 a continuous f invariant non trivial
splitting £/ = EY©EFOE} such that:

(1) | f" (") ||=Ca™||v"]| for all veEY,

(2) [If"(v*)[|<C~a™"||v*|| for all v*€E} and

(3) C7Ho |00 < [ ()| <CB™|[|v°]] for all v"€ £ and all integers

n.

A C" diffeomorphism f of a manifold X is (a,b)-partially hyperbolic
if the derivative action Df is (a,b)-partially hyperbolic on T'X. We
remark that for any partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism, there always
exists an adapted metric for which C' = 1. Note that E% is called
the central distribution of f, EY is called the unstable distribution of
[ and Ej the stable distribution of f. We will also refer to the sums
Ef" = EY®FE} and £ = E3@ES as the weak unstable and weak stable
distributions, respectively.

Integrability of various distributions for partially hyperbolic dynam-
ical systems is the subject of much research. The stable and unstable
distributions are always tangent to invariant foliations which we call
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the stable and unstable foliations and denote by W} and Wy. If the
central distribution is tangent to an f invariant foliation, we call that
foliation a central foliation and denote it by Wj. If there is a unique
foliation tangent to the central distribution we call the central distribu-
tion uniquely integrable. For smooth distributions unique integrability
is a consequence of integrability, but the central distribution is usually
not smooth. For general partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms, unique
integrability of central foliations is difficult to establish. If the central
distribution of an (a, b)-partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism f is tan-
gent to an invariant foliation W%, then f is r-normally hyperbolic to
Wi for any r such that a > b".

Given C* partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism f which is l-normally
hyperbolic to a central foliation, for k,1>1, it follows from [HPS, Theo-
rem 6.8] that there are foliations tangent to the weak (un)stable distri-
bution, which we call the weak (un)stable foliation and denote by W¢*
and W§*.

In subsection B4l we need to use the work of Hirsch-Pugh-Shub on
perturbations of partially hyperbolic actions of Z. We state a special
case of some of their results from [HPS].

Theorem 3.1. Let f be an (a,b)-partially hyperbolic C* diffeomor-
phism of a compact manifold M which is k-normally hyperbolic to a
C* central foliation Wi. Then for any 6 > 0, if f"is a C* diffeomor-
phism of M which is sufficiently C* close to f we have the following:

(1) f"is (', V)-partially hyperbolic, where |a—a'| < 6 and |b—10V| <
0, and the splitting TM = E},®ES®E; for f'is C° close to
the splitting for f;

(2) there exist f' invariant foliations by C* leaves W4 tangent to
ES@E:, WS tangent to E$ O LY, W4, tangent to'Ef'u, W}% tan-
gent to EY, and W4, tangent to EY,, and each foliation is close
in the natural topology on foliations by C* leaves to the corre-
sponding foliation for f.

Statement (1) is standard. Statement (2) follows from [HPS] Theorem
6.1 statement f, see also Theorem 6.8 of that book for more details.
(The exact results in [HPS] are more general.)

3.2. Dynamics of affine actions. For the remainder of this section
the group G is either a connected, simply connected, semisimple Lie
group, J, with all simple factors of real rank at least two or a lattice
I' < J. We fix a manifold M, a real algebraic group H, and a cocom-
pact lattice A < H and fix a quasi-affine action p of G on H/AxM. We
recall from subsection 1] that there is a finite index subgroup G’ < G
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such that p is defined by a homomorphism 7 : G'— < Aut(H)xH
where 7 = 7F7K | where 7 is a continuous homomorphism of J, the
homomorphism 7TK has bounded image, and the images of 7% and 7%
commute. For the remainder of this section, we assume that G' = G.
As above we let L be the product of the Zariski closure of 7(G’) and
H and let Z = Z;(7®(J)) N H and 3 be the Lie algebra of Z. (Note
that when G = J, L is always just H.) According to the discussion in
section 2], we can fix a Riemannian metric on H/AXx M such that p(g)
is an isometry of the metric restricted to the tangent space of §. Given
g€G there is a natural choice of p(g) invariant sub-bundles of T'(H/A)
with respect to which p(g) is partially hyperbolic whenever Ad(7(g))|s
has an eigenvalue off the unit circle. We first describe the case of affine
actions. Writing coordinates on T'(H/A)=H/Axb as ([h],v) with [h]
in H/A and veh we have Dp(g) = (p(g)([h]), Ady(7(g))v). We let f3
(resp. f},)) be the subspace of b for which Ad(7(g)) has all eigenvalues
of modulus less than one (resp. all eigenvalues of modulus greater than
one) and ff, be the subspace of h where Adj(m(g)) has all eigenval-
ues of modulus one. We can then define sub-bundles of T'(H/A) as
E;(g H/ Axf(p p(g = H/ Axf?p(g)) and E;(g) = HJ Axffp(g))' It
is straightforward to verify that p(g) is partially hyperbolic with re-
spect to this splitting whenever this splitting is non-trivial. For the
remainder of this paper, whenever we refer to p(g) as a partially hy-
perbolic diffeomorphism, we mean partially hyperbolic with respect to
this choice of splitting. We collect here some basic consequences for
the dynamics of the action p.

Proposition 3.2. For any affine action p of G on H/A and any geG
there are Lie subgroups Fps(g), Fp“(g) and ch(g) in H such that the folia-
tions Wy, W,y and We ., consist of orbits of the corresponding group

acting on the left on H/A. Furthermore

(1) the groups E, cmd F,) are nilpotent,
(3) for every point in H/A the orbit map for F,  and F

or every . plg) 4T
m]ectwe 1MmMmersions.

Proof. That F* ()’ F and F (g) 1€ subgroups, as well as claims 1 and
2 are consequences of the fact Foe)r Torg) @0d 5, are Lie subalgebras of
h. This is true since if v and w are eigenvectors of Ady, omgly(g) with
eigenvalues A and p, then [v, w] is an eigenvector with eigenvalue Apu.
We prove 3 for W;’(g), the proof is identical for W;j( 0 Assume 3 is

false, then there is an element of fEAﬂh_les(g)h. Since f is in A, f
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is an element of 7;(H/A), which we can represent by a curve f lying

entirely in h='F ~(o)1- Since p(g) is a contraction on F » and therefore

h='F o)/, for some large n, the curve p"(g)f is small and therefore

contractible, a contradiction, since p"(g) is a diffeomorphism and f is
not contractible in H/A. O

We now discuss the case of a quasi-affine action p. We denote by p
the affine action of G' from which p is defined. We can define a split-
ting of T(H/AxM) as E} \ = H/AXfy, 0, H/AXES = §(, ) and
ES ) = H/AXf{;,)<xT'M. Again it is easy to see that p(g) is par-
tially hyperbolic with respect to this splitting whenever this splitting
is non-trivial. These sub-bundles are tangent to foliations where W;( 9)
consists of F 59 orbits, Wg( g) consists of F 59) orbits, and W;( g) Con-
sists of products of F 5(g) Orbits with M. Tt follows that all dynamical
foliations for any quasi-affine action are smooth.

We define E)(G) to be the distribution H/Ax3xTM which is tan-
gent to the foliation §. We state a lemma here which says that there are
finitely many elements in the acting group the sum of whose (un)stable
directions is the complement of ES(G) and that, therefore, the inter-

section of their central distributions is exactly ED(G).
Lemma 3.3. There exits a finite set ® of elements in G such that

T(H/AxM) = H/AX(ZE;(Q)) x 3 xTM.

ged

Proof. The derivative of p on T(H/AXM) leaves invariant T'M and
h. We let Ad be the adjoint representation of L. It follows from the
description of affine actions in subsection 1], that 3 is invariant under
Ad |p(7(@Q)), that there is an Ad |y(7(G)) invariant complement m to 3
and that Ad |n(7(g)) is Ad |m(7¥(g)7% (g)) where the J representation
7F does not contain the trivial representation.

Recall from [FMI], Subsection 3.8] that for any element g of GL,(R),
there is a unique decomposition of ¢ = us = su where v is unipotent
and s is semisimple. Further, we have a unique decomposition s =
cp = pc where all eigenvalues of p are positive and all eigenvalues of
¢ have modulus one. We refer to p as the polar part of g and denote
it by pol(g). As remarked there, one can define the polar part of an
element for elements of any real algebraic group and this definition is
independent of the realization of the group as an algebraic group.

By [EMI), Lemma 3.21] there is a finite collection ¥ of elements in G’
whose polar parts are Zariski dense in J. Combined with the fact that
the representation Ad o], of J does not contain invariant vectors,
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this implies that mN(f5,, = 0. Letting ® = UNU ! completes the
proof. O

As above, we let p be the action on Z\H defined by lifting p to an
action on H x M and looking at the action on the leaves of the central
foliation there.

To describe some further properties of the dynamics, we recall the
local product structure on H x M as a bundle over Z\ H from subsection
Recall that the sub-bundle Hx M xm of T(H x M) is a G invariant
complement to H x3xT M. Letting exp be the exponential map for our
fixed metric on HxM and letting By,(0, ) be the ball of radius ¢ in
m, by choosing ¢ small enough, we can guarantee that exp,(Bum(0,¢)
defines a family of manifolds transverse to the fibers of p. Furthermore
if we write W, = exp,(Bn(0,¢)) then, for small enough e, we have a
local product structure on HxM given by

P~ (We)2Bw(0,€)xp~ " (2)
=Bn(0,e)x(ZxM).
We define a Riemannian metric on Z\H so the map p : HxM—Z\H
is a Riemannian submersion. The next lemma says that for any small

enough perturbation p’ of p, points on the same transversal to p~*(z)
can be moved apart.

Lemma 3.4. There exists ¢ > 0 depending only on p such that for x
i HxM and y, zeW,, there is ge® and a non-negative integer n such

that d(p(p'(9)"z, p'(9)"y) > c.

Proof. As this is a special case of a fairly standard fact from (partially)
hyperbolic dynamics, we merely sketch the proof. It suffices to consider
points yeW, with d(z,y) < ¢, since otherwise the lemma is true for
any ge® and n = 0. We assume c is small enough that B(z,c) is a
convex, normal neighborhood of z. Therefore the geodesic between z
and y is entirely contained in B(z, ¢) and we can pull the geodesic back
to the T,(H/AXxM) where it can be approximated to first order by a
segment on a straight line which we denote by V., ,.

Since W, is transverse to §, by Lemma B3, we can choose ge® such
that the angle between V., and W7 ) (z) is bounded away from zero
for all sufficiently small p/. The dynamics of p'(g) then force the an-
gle between Dp'(g)"V.,, and W7, (p'(9)"x) to be uniformly bounded
away from zero. This implies that || Dp'(g)"V. || grows at an exponen-
tial rate controlled by the uniform lower bound on the angle, on the
constants a, b for which p(g) is (a, b)-partially hyperbolic and the C*
size of the perturbation p’. By choosing ¢ small enough, the first order
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behavior of d(p'(¢)"z, p'(g)"y) is given by ||Dp'(g)"V.4||, so possibly
after shrinking ¢ again, we can assume that when || Dp'(g)"V,,| > 2¢
then d(p'(9)"z, p'(9)"y) > c. O

Corollary 3.5. There is a constant ¢ depending only on p such that
for any x,ye€ Hx M with p(z)#p(y) and any p' sufficiently C* close to
p, there exists ge® and a non-negative integer n such that

d(p(p(9)"(x)), p(p(9)"(y))) > ¢

Proof. Since we are only concerned with the distance between projec-
tions under p, to prove the corollary, it suffices to consider y€W,. This
case is immediate from Lemma B4 O

3.3. Fiber structure. Throughout this subsection, we keep the no-
tations and assumptions of subsection B2 In this subsection we show
that the map 0 is a homeomorphism. As an immediate consequence,
3§ is a foliation and € is a leaf conjugacy between (H/AXM, p',§') and
(H/AXM, p,5).

Theorem 3.6. The map 0 : H/ AXxM—H/AXM defined in subsection
23 is a homeomorphism.

Recall that our assumptions, stated in subsection B2, imply that the
G action on H/AxM defined by p lifts to HxM. As remarked in
subsection Z2 if p lifts to H x M then all small enough perturbations
of p also lift to Hx M.

Proof. We show that 6 is a homeomorphism by showing it is a homeo-
morphism on each fiber f~!(x).

We first show 6| ;-1(,) is injective by a dynamical argument. Assume
0 -1(x) 18 not injective, then there are two distinct points, w, ze f~!(z)
such that 0(z) = 0(w). This forces p(z)#p(w) since otherwise z = w.
Since, w, z€W,, by definition, it follows from Lemma that for some
g€G the distance between d(p(p'(g)(2)), p(p'(g)w)) is greater than some
constant ¢ depending only on p. Since f can be made arbitrarily C°
close to p by restricting to small enough C' perturbations p’ of p,
we know that d(f(p'(9)z), f(¢'(g)w)=5 so f(p'(9)2)#f(¢'(g)w). By
equivariance of f we have p(g)f(z) # p(g)f(w) which implies that
f(2) # f(w), a contradiction.

We now show that 0| f-1(z) is surjective. Let 7y be composition of
the restriction of 6 to p~'(U) composed with projection on the sec-
ond coordinate. We can then look at the set V, = mp~!(y). Given
(z,y)ep~'(U), we show that the map f : V,—U is onto. This has the
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desired implication, since if 6];-1(,) is not surjective then there exists
y such that 7~ (y)Nf~*(z) is empty and therefore z¢ f(V,,). Since f
is CY close to p, the map 1)}, is C° close to projection on the second
coordinate. Therefore, after identifying V, with a subset of (U’,y) by
a vertical projection, f : V,—U’ is C" close to the identity map. Our
result now follows from the following general topological lemma.

Lemma 3.7. Let B be the ball or radius r about zero in a Euclidean
space E. Let I be any continuous map from B into E such that
d(F(x),x) < € for all xt€B. Then F(B) contains the ball of radius
r — 2e about 0.

Proof. This generalizes the key point in the proof of the Browder fixed
point theorem: we assume the map is not surjective and use this to
construct a deformation retract from a closed ball onto it’s boundary.
Let B’ be the ball of radius r—2¢ and z a point in B’. Assume x¢ F'(B).
Let B. = B(x,2¢) and look at F(B.)CB. Let S*~! be the boundary
of B(x,2¢) Define a map from B, to S¥~! by taking y€B. to F(y) and
then projecting to S¥~! along the ray from x to F(y). This gives a
continuous map F from B* to S¥~! which, when restricted to S*~! is
C° close to the identity. The map F is C° close to the identity on S¥~*
and so is of degree one and homotopic to the identity. Therefore we
can define a map from B* to S¥~! which is the identity on S*~! as
follows. Take B* and embed it in a larger closed ball BY. Let S*!
denote the boundary of B* and S¥~! denote the boundary of B¥. Our
map is defined by first taking F to get a map from Bf to Bf\Int(B¥)
and then compose with the deformation retract from BY\Int(B*) to
S+ described by the homotopy from F to the identity. This then
gives a new map F’ which is a deformation retract from Bf to SF~'.
This is impossible since m;_1(S*7!) = Z and m,_1(B) = 0. Therefore
zeF(B). O

O

3.4. The leaves of § are smooth. This subsection is essentially a
proof that §' is a foliation by C* leaves, as defined at the beginning of
subsection Bl The degree of smoothness will depend on the C?! size of
the perturbation p’ or, more precisely, on the largest r such that p'(g)
is r-normally hyperbolic for all ge® where ® is as in Lemma For
technical reasons both here and in later sections, we let 1 = 6~ and
work with 1 rather than 6.

Theorem 3.8. Given k, there is a neighborhood U of p in the space
Hom(G, Diff'(H/AxM)) such that for any o'€U the homeomorphism
Y HIAXM—H/AXxM defined above has the following properties.
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(1) The central foliation § of H/AXM for the action p is mapped
by 1 to a foliation § of H/AXM that is central for the action
.

(2) The leaves of §' are C* and v is CF along leaves with k-jet
depending continuously on H/AXM.

(3) the homeomorphism ) is a leaf conjugacy between (H/AXM,§, p)
and (H/AXM,§', p').

(4) The map 1) is C° close to the identity and also C* small along
leaves,

The main point is the improvement in the regularity of leaves of §,
and all other conclusions follow quickly from this one. The key fact is:

Lemma 3.9. If ¢ is as defined above and p(g) is partially hyperbolic,
then p(Wiig)) = Wig, ¥Wii)) = Wity and pWVt,)) =

r'(9) r'(g)
Proof The proof proceeds in two steps. First we show that any leaf V'
of Wi (resp. Wi g)) is a union of leaves of §’. Second, we show that
for any leaf V' of W7 ) (resp. of Wi ))there is a leaf V of WiE » (resp.
of Wiit)) such that V'Ct(V). Interchanging the roles of p" and p in the
argument proves the reverse inclusion, forcing (V) = V'. Since any
leaf of Wy ) is a transverse intersection of leaves of W  and Wit ,
and [HPS, Theorem 6.8] implies that any leaf of W, () 1s a transverse
intersection of leaves of W ,“( o) and W7 this immediately implies that
for any V" of W, . there is a leaf V of Wy s such that V' = ¢(V).
To prove all of these statements, we will use the construction of leaves
of Wil (resp. W;,“(g)) from [HPS], which we recall in the following
paragraph.

Following [HPS], section 6, we pick a smooth local transversal 7 to
the tangent bundle S, to the foliation Woi)- As noted there, this
can be chosen to be a smooth approximation to E? oo )@E (0)" Since in
our setting, ES(Q)GBE“( ) is smooth, we let n = E? oo )EBE (o) We denote
by V' the manifold which is the disjoint union of all leaves of W¢ ()"
Note V' does not have a countable base and may not be separable, see
[HPS, Examples 2 and 2’, page 68] and following for related discussion.
Let ¢ : V—H/AXM be the inclusion and pull n back to a bundle
7*n. Note that there is a metric on n and therefore ¢*n defined by
our choice of Riemannian metric on H/AxM and let i*n(l) be the
bundle of discs of radius [. Then as described in [HPS], there are
numbers r > 0 and g9 > 0 such that expoi, : i*n(eg) >H/AXM is a
diffeomorphism when restricted to i*n|p(,,y where x€V and B(x,r) is
a ball of radius r in a leaf of W¢ . (In [HPS], the sets B(z,r) are
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replaced by plaques of a plaquation of V. In our context, i.e. when
the action of p(g) is isometric along V, it is easy to see that one can
find a plaquation by small enough balls.) Now for any £ < &g, we can
pull back the action of p(g) (resp. p'(g)) on H/AXM to a (partially
defined or overflowing) i*p(g) (resp. i*p'(g)) action on i*n(e), see [HPS,
pages 94-95] for details. As in [HPS], we define a submanifold W;f(g)

of i*n(e) by W;f(g) = Nu<oi*p'(9)"(i*n(e)). By [HPS, p.107] this is
a C* submanifold of i*n(e) such that exp oi*(W;f( g) 1s the foliation

W22, Replacing p'(g) by p'(g71), gives Wi = Nuxoi*p'(9)"(i"(¢))
a C* submanifold such that exp oi,( ~;,“( o) is the foliation Wgi . As
in [HPS, Theorem 6.8] the intersection W;,“(g)mW;f(g) is transverse and
the image of a section 0,(5) : V—i*n(e) such that exp oi 00,4 (V) is a
leaf of W,y

Note that there is a foliation *F (resp. i*§’) of i*n(e) defined on
each component of V' by pulling back §Nexp(n(e)|y) where VEW] .
Note that we consider the leaves of these foliations to be connected
components of pre-images of leaves rather than entire pre-images of
leaves. This foliation is preserved by i*p(g) (respectively i*p'(g)) for
any g in G.

Since 1) is a C° small homeomorphism, for any leaf Vews and any
x€V, we have

Wexp((5)] By ) € xPO(E) )

and so we can pull back ¢ to a map i*¢ : i*n(5)—=i*n(e).
We now have the following diagram of Z actions:

(*n(5), 7 p(g9)) —— (H/AxM, p(g))

exp Oty

g |

(i (n)(€), 1"p'(9)) —,(H/AXM, p/(g))

exp Oty

where the horizontal arrows are equivariant and the vertical arrows are
leaf conjugacies.

We first show that each leaf of W;,S( 9 is a union of leaves of §'.
Given a leaf U of §, we can find a leaf £ of Wy, such that UCL.

Note that for the leaf £ of WJ ., we have that ngg)ﬂi*n(€)|£ =



20 D. FISHER AND G.MARGULIS

(exp oi,) 1 (V)Ni*n(e)|, where V is the unique leaf of Wi,y contain-
ing £. Furthermore, from the definition of W;f o) 1t then follows that
£

(i*oexp) ™ U)NiI*n(e) [ Ci"p(g)" (I*n(3))

for all n < 0. Since %1 is a leaf conjugacy, possibly after shrinking ¢,
we have

(i oexp) THU)NIN(e)] L Ci*p' (9)" (' (<))
for all n. This implies that

Y ((i*oexp) T U)NIN(e)| ) = (Foexp) T (W (U))NIN(e) |

is contained in W;,S( o0 n(e)|c. This then implies that (i) is con-
tained in W7 as desired.

Now the fact that i*1) is a leaf conjugacy, the definition of W;f(g)
and ngg) and the fact that each leaf of ;ls( 9 (res;z. Wii,y) is a union
of leaves of § (resp. §) implies that *¢(Wie ))CW;3 ). This implies
that for any VEW;*(g) there is V'eWg(g) such that ¢(V)CV'. In-
terchanging the roles of p and p’ and replacing ¢» by ¢!, the same
argument proves that for any V'€W;7(g) there is V'€Wg*(g) such that
Y~ (V')CV”. These two facts then imply that for any VEWS®(g) there
is V€W (g) such that (V) =V".

A similar argument using ¢~! in place of ¢ implies that for any
Vewst) there is V'eWg i such that (V) =V'. As remarked above,
it then follows that for any leaf V of W/ ) we have (V) = V' where
V' is a leaf of W, ) . -

Remark: The proof of Lemma does not depend on all of our
assumptions and the statement could be made more axiomatic. All we
require is that v is a leaf conjugacy and that any leaf of Wg( g s a
union of leaves of § for any ge®.

We recall two definitions and a lemma from [MQ)] page 145-6:

Definition 3.10. (1) Let N be a smooth Riemannian manifold and
N1, Ny two immersed C* manifolds. We say that Ny and N
intersect s-transversely if Ny\NNy a manifold N’ of dimension
dim (T Ny (x)NT No(x)) for any x€N1NN3.

(2) Let N be a smooth Riemannian manifold and Ny, ...,N; a col-
lection of C* immersed submanifolds. We say that the fam-
ily Ny, ..., N; intersects s-transversely if ﬂg;llNi intersects s-
transversely with N; for j =2,...1.
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Definition 3.11. Let N be a smooth manifold and Ny, ..., N; a collec-
tion of C* manifolds. We call a collection N, ..., N, of C* submani-
folds of N a topologically trivial e-perturbation of Ny,..., N; if there
1s @ homeomorphism h : N—N such that
(1) Nj = h(N;)
(2) d(h(z),z) < € for all zeN, and
(3) for any x€N and any i, let B;(x) (resp. Bi(h(x))) be the unit
balls in the tangent space TN;(x) (resp. TN!(h(z))). Then
Bi(z;) and Bi(h(z)) are within an e neighborhood of each other
i T'N.

Remark: On [MQ), p.145], the same notion is called an e-perturbation.
We choose to modify the terminology, since the original terminology is
somewhat deceptive.

Lemma 3.12. Let N be a compact manifold and Ny, ..., N, be C*
submanifolds intersecting s-transversely, then
(1) Nt_,N; is a C* submanifold, and
(2) there exists e > 0 depending only on N, such that if N{, ..., N| is
any topologically trivial e-perturbation N7, ..., N] of Ny,..., Ny,
then Ny, ..., N] intersect s-transversely.

Point (1) for [ = 2 is Lemma 5.5(1) of [MQ], where C* replaces
the word smooth. The proof is the same. As noted on page 146 of
[MQ], the case of I > 2 follows by induction. Similarly part (2) fol-
lows from [MQ), Lemma 5.5(2)] and induction. The proof of [MQ),
Lemma 5.5(2)] implicitly uses that if Ny, Ny are C* submanifolds of N
and Nj, N are a topologically trivial e-perturbation of Nj, Ny then
dim(T N (z)NTNj(z)) = dim(N{NNj) for every x in N. A priori
dim(7T'N{(z)NT Nj(z)) could drop, but it is in fact bounded below by
dim(N{NN3). This can be deduced from standard facts about transver-
sality using an argument similar to the proof of [MQ), Lemma 5.5(1)].
This is not noted explicitly in [MQ)].

Since we will need to know not just that the leaves of § are C¥
submanifolds but that § is a foliation by C* leaves, we require a slight
strengthening of Lemma BI2 also remarked on [MQ) page 146]. Let
T1,...5 be foliations by C* leaves of a compact manifold N. We say
that the §; intersect s-transversely, if for each z€N, leaves §;(z) in-
tersect s-transversely and the dimension of the intersections N/_, ()
is independent of z for any j from 2 to [. We say that a collection of
foliations §7,...,5; of N is an e-perturbation of §,...,§; if:

(1) there exists a homeomorphism h : N—N with A(F;) = §, for i
from 1 to [ and d(h(x),z) < € for ever xEN;
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(2) for any x€N and any 4, let B;(x) (resp. Bi(h(z))) be the unit
balls in the tangent space T'§;(x) (resp. T3F.(h(x))). Then
B;(z;) and Bj(h(z)) are within an € neighborhood of each other
in T'N.

As remarked in [MQ)], a slight modification of the proof of Lemma
shows that

(1) if §1,...,5; are s-transverse foliations by C* leaves, then the
foliation defined by intersections of leaves of §1,...,§; is a foli-
ation by C* leaves, and;

(2) if N is compact, there exists £ > 0 such that any e-perturbation
of §1,...,38; is s-transverse.

Lemma 3.13. Given k, if p' is a sufficiently C* small, C* perturbation
of p, the leaves of the foliation §' are the s-transverse intersections of
leaves of W5 for ge®. Therefore §' is a foliation by C* leaves.
Furthermore, the foliation §' is close to § in the natural topology on
foliations by C* leaves.

Proof. We fix a neighborhood U of p in Hom(D, Diff*(M)) such that
(1) for ged, p(g’) is close enough to p(g) to satisfy the hypotheses
of Theorem BT],
(2) the map ) = 6~ constructed in subsection EAsatisfies d(¢(z), ) <
e (or equivalently d(0(x),z) < €) for € as in Lemma
Let £ be an arbitrary leaf of § and let £ = ¥~1(£'). Note that
the leaf £ of § is the s-transverse intersection of leaves V;( 9) of W;(g)
for ge®. By Lemma B3, for every ge®, we know that ¢(Vy ) is a
leaf V;,(g) of W;,( 9) and therefore by Theorem Bl a C* submanifold
of H/AxM which is C* close to some leaf of Wiy- Since ¥ is a

homeomorphism and can be made arbitrarily small by choosing p’ close
enough to p, Lemma BT2(2) implies that ¢(Vy ) = V5, intersect s-
transversely in a C*¥ manifold. Since

Naeat(Vy(g)) = ¥(Naea Vi)

= p(g) = &

it follows that every leaf £ of § is a C* submanifold of H/Ax M. The
remarks following Lemma the imply that ¥ is a foliation by C*
leaves. U

Proof of Theorem[Z8. The homeomorphism ¢~ = 6 is constructed in
subsection and shown to be a homeomorphism in Theorem B.6.
Since =1 is given by projecting from leaves of §' to leaves of § via a
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smooth transversal, and leaves of §' are C* by Lemma B3, the map

1 is C* and C* small along fibers.
The remaining conclusions follow from Corollary EZ3 and Theorem
O

We will eventually need one additional fact concerning v which is
now straightforward. To state this fact about ¢, we need to define
some additional dynamical foliations. Let Eg,(G) be the distribution
tangent to §'. Given ge®, we take the distributions ES(G)GBE;(Q) and
Eg,(G)@E;,(g). Recall that § is tangent to EJ(G). For the p action
there is a smooth foliation tangent to Eg(G)@E;( g)» Which we denote
by S@WZ( o) To see this, one notes that the group Z normalizes the
group F ps( 9 and so the product Z Fps( 9) is a subgroup of H. For the case
of affine actions, the foliation S@WZ( g) 18 just the orbit foliation for the
left action of ZF} » on H /A. For quasi-affine actions, we recall that
there is a natural projection H/AxM— M and the foliation SOV
is given by pre-images in H/AXM of the ZF, , orbits in H/A. We
note that the lift of any leaf of S@W;(g) to HxM is of the form of
p~'(V) where V is a leaf of W5 .

Proposition 3.14. For every ge®, there is a p' invariant foliation
S OW3 () of H/AXM tangent to E)(G)DE, ) such that p(FOW; ) =
3,@VV;’(Q)‘

Proof. We can define the foliation §'@W;, ) to be ¥(FEW, ). A leaf
V of the foliation SEW, ) is given by sets of points sharply forward
asymptotic to a leaf £ of §. Here, as in [HPS|, z is sharply forward
asymptotic to £ if d(p"(g)x,p"(L)) goes to zero at least as fast as
exp(—An) for some A > 0 depending on the dynamics. Since ® is a
leaf conjugacy it follows that a leaf V' of F'®W, ) is the given by
sets of points sharply forward asymptotic to a leaf £’ of §'. By [HPS,
Theorem 6.8 (e) and (f)], the leaves of W5, are exactly sets of points
sharply forward asymptotic to the orbit of a point on a leaf of Ja% (o)
Therefore, a leaf V' of § SW,(,) is the union of all leaves of W5
through a leaf £ of §’. This immediately implies that §’ DWW () 18
tangent to ES,(G)GBE;,( ;) and completes the proof. O

4. Property T and conjugacy

In this section, we modify the leaf conjugacy obtained at the end of
the last section to obtain a semiconjugacy. The a priori regularity of
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this semiconjugacy will be somewhat bad. In section Bl we show it is a
homeomorphism, in section @ we show it is differentiable along many
foliations and in section [ we show it is differentiable and even C'* when
p'is C*. The key ingredient in the arguments of this section is [FM2,
Theorem 2.16], so we begin by recalling some notation and definitions
from subsection 2.3 of that paper. For most of this section G will be
a compactly generated topological group, though for our applications,
G will be J or I' as above.

Throughout this section X will be a second countable, compact,
Hausdorff manifold and § will be a foliation of X by C* leaves. For
background on foliated spaces, their tangent bundles, and transverse
invariant measures, the reader is referred to [CC| or [MS].

We let Diff*( X, F) be the set of homeomorphisms of X which pre-
serve § and restrict to C* diffeomorphisms on each leaf with derivatives
depending continuously on x in X. For 1<k<oo, there is a natural Ck
topology on Diff*(X,§). The definition of this topology is straightfor-
ward and is recalled in [FM2, Subsection 2.3].

We now define a special class of perturbations of actions.

Definition 4.1. Let G be a compactly generated, topological group
and p an action of G on X defined by a homomorphism from G to
Diff** (X, ). Let p' be another action of G on X defined by a homo-
morphism form g to Diff*(X,§). Let U be a (small) neighborhood of
the identity in Diff*(X,§) and K be a compact generating set for G.
We call p' a (U, C*)-foliated perturbation of p if:

(1) for every leaf £ of § and every geG, we have p(g)L = p'(g)L

and,

(2) p'(g)p(g)~" is in U for every g in K.

We fix a continuous, leafwise smooth Riemannian metric gz on 7T'F,
the tangent bundle to the foliation and note that gz defines a volume
form and corresponding measure on each leaf £ of §, both of which
we denote by vz. (Metrics gz exist by a standard partition of unity
argument.) Let G be a group and p an action of G on X defined by
a homomorphism from G to Diff*(X,§). We say the action is leafwise
isometric if gz is invariant under the action. When G = Z and Z =<
f >, we will call f a leafwise isometry.

For the remainder of this section, we will assume that the foliation
has a transverse invariant measure v. By integrating the transverse
invariant measure v against the Riemannian measure on the leaves of §,
we obtain a measure p on X which is finite when X is compact. In this
case, we normalize gz so that u(X) = 1. We will write (X, §, gz, p) for
our space equipped with the above data, sometime leaving one or more
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of §, gz and p implicit. We will refer to the subgroup of Diff*(X,§)
which preserves v as Diff*(X,§). Note that if p is an action of G
on X defined by a homomorphism into Diff*(X,F) and p is leafwise
isometric, then p preserves u. Furthermore if p is an action of I' on X
defined by a homomorphism into Diff*(X, &) and p' is a (U, C*)-leafwise
perturbation of p, then it follows easily from the definition that p is
defined by a homomorphism into Diff*( X, §) since the induced map on
transversals is the same.

Before stating one of the main results of [EM2], we will need a coarse

quantitative measure of the C* size of C* map. We denote by Bg(x,r)
the ball in £, about x of radius r. For a sufficiently small value of r > 0,
we can canonically identify each Bg(x,2r) with the ball of radius 2r
in Euclidean space via the exponential map from 7§, to £,. We first
consider the case when k is an integer, where we can give a pointwise
measure of size. Recall that a C* self map of a manifold Z acts on
k-jets of C* functions on Z. Any metric on TZ defines a pointwise
norm on each fiber of the bundle of J*(Z) of k-jets of functions on Z.
For any C* diffeomorphism f we can define ||j*(f)(z)|| as the operator
norm of the map induced by f from J*(Z), to J*(Z)(). For a more
detailed discussion on jets and an explicit construction of the norm on
J8(Z)., see [ENI2, Section 4]. We say that a map f has C* size less
than § on a set U if ||j¥(f)(2)|| < & for all z in U. If k is not an integer,
we say say that f has CF size less than § on U if f has C*' size less than
§ on U where k' is the greatest integer less than k and j* (f) satisfies a
(local) Holder estimate on U. See [EM2, Section 4] for a more detailed
discussion of Holder estimates.
Remark: This notion of C* size is not very sharp. The size of the
identity map will be 1, as will be the size of any isometry of the metric.
We only use this notion of size to control estimates on a map at points
where the map is known to be “fairly large” and where we only want
bounds to show it is “not too large”.

For the following theorem, we assume that the holonomy groupoid
of (X,3§) is Hausdorff. This is a standard technical assumption that
allows us to define certain function spaces on “pairs of points on the
same leaf of (X,§)”. See [EM2, Subsection 6.1], [CC] and [MS] for
further discussion. All the foliations considered in this paper for the
proof of Theorem [Tl are covered by fiber bundles, and in that case the
holonomy groupoid is Hausdorff. We now recall [EM2, Theorem 2.16].

Theorem 4.2. Let G be a locally compact, o-compact group with prop-
erty (T'). Let p be a continuous leafwise isometric action of G on X
defined by a homomorphism from G to Diff’(X,§). Then for any
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k>3,k > 0 and any ¢ > 0 there exists a neighborhood U of the identity
in Diff*( X, §) such that for any continuous (U, C*)-foliated perturba-
tion p' of p there exists a measurable map ¢ : X—X such that:

(1) ¢op(g) = p'(g)o¢ for all g€G,

(2) @ maps each leaf of § into itself,

(3) there is a subset SCX with u(S) = 1 —¢ and I'-S has full
measure in X, and a constant reR™, depending only on X,§
and gz, such that, for every xz€S, the map ¢ : Bz(x,r)—L,
is C*=1=%_close to the identity; more precisely, with our chosen
identification of Bg(x, 2r) with the ball or radius 2r in Fuclidean
space, ¢ — Id : Bg(x,r)—Bg(x,2r) has C*=1=% norm less than
¢ for every x€S, and

(4) there exists 0 < t < 1 depending only on G and K such that the
set of v€X where the C*=17% size of ¢ on Bg(z,r) is not less
than (1 + <)t has measure less than t's and,

Furthermore, for any >k, if o' is a C*'=**1 action, then by choosing U
small enough, we can choose ¢ to be C' on Bg(x,r) for almost every x
in X. In particular, if p is C™ then for any I>k, by choosing U small
enough, we can choose ¢ to be C' on Bg(x,r) for almost every x in X.

Remarks:

(1) Since p' is a foliated perturbation of p, the transverse measure
v is p/ invariant. This is because p’ defines the same action on
transversals as p.

(2) The map ¢ constructed in the theorem is not even C° close the
identity on X. However, the proof of the theorem shows that
for every 1<g<oo, possibly after changing U depending on ¢,
we have [ (d(z, ¢(x))%du<s.

We now proceed to show how Theorem can be applied in the
proof of Theorem [Tl As before, we fix a semisimple Lie group J with
all simple factors of real rank at least two and a lattice [ in J and let
G be one of J and I'. We also fix an algebraic group H, a cocompact
lattice A < H, a compact manifold M and a quasi-affine action p of G
on H/AXxM. Once again, we assume that p lifts to HxM. We fix the
foliation § of H/AxM by central leaves for p(G) as in subsection 1
We further assume that the G action defined by p lifts to an action on
HxM. We note that there is a transverse invariant measure v to §
defined by lifting to H x M and identifying local transversals with their
projections to Z\ H.

Proposition 4.3. Let U C Hom(G, Diff*(H/AxM,§)) be a neighbor-
hood of p, there is a neighborhood V' of p in Hom(G, Diff' (H/Ax M))
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such that if p'€V is a CF action and 1) is the homeomorphism from
Theorem [Z8, then 1~ oporp is in U. Furthermore, given m>k, by as-
suming p' is C™ and possibly after shrinking V', we can also guarantee
that 1~ oporp is in Hom(G, Diff) (H/Ax M, F)).

Proof. This is immediate from the definitions and Theorem O

Theorem 4.4. For every k>3,k > 0 and s > 0, there is a neighborhood
V of p in Hom(G, Diff*(H/AxM)) such that if p'€V then there exists
a measurable map ¢ : H/AXM—H/AXM such that:

(1) wop(g) = p'(g)op for all geG,

(2) ¢ maps each leaf of § into a leaf of §F,

(3) p(FEW, ) = SEW,(,) on a set of full measure in H/AXM
for any geq,

(4) there is a subset SCX with u(S) =1—¢ and I'-S is of full mea-
sure in H/AxM, and a constant reR™, depending only on X, §
and gg, such that, for every x€S, the map ¢ : Bz(x,r)—=F(x)
is C*=1=%_close to the identity; more precisely, with our chosen
identification of Bg(x, 2r) with the ball or radius 2r in Euclidean
space, o — Id : Bg(z,r)—Bz(z,2r) has C*~1=% norm less than
¢ for every x€S, and

(5) there exists 0 <t < 1 depending only on I and K such that the
set of v€X where the C* 17" size of ¢ on Bg(w,r) is not less
than (14 <)t has measure less than t's and,

Furthermore, for any >k, if o' is a C*'=**1 action, then by choosing U
small enough, we can choose ¢ to be C' on Bz(x,r) for almost every x
in X. In particular, if p is C™ then for any [>k, by choosing U small
enough, we can choose ¢ to be C' on Bg(x,r) for almost every x in X.

Remark: Conclusion (4) combined with equivariance of ¢ and the fact
that the central foliation is the quotient of the fibers of a bundle, imply
that for almost every x, the map ¢ is C*~1=* along §(x) and that the
derivative Dy : T§(x)—TF () is an isomorphism at all points of F(z).

Proof. By Proposition E3] we can apply Theorem to the actions
p and 1 ~top'or)p. This produces a map ¢ satisfying the conclusions of
Theorem We let ¢ = 1po¢ which satisfies (1) and (2) by construc-
tion. Since 1 is uniformly C* small when restricted to any leaf of §, the
estimates in (4) and (5) follow from the estimates in Theorem (3)
and (4). Point (3) follows from Proposition B4, the fact that ¢ maps
almost every leaf of § to itself, and the fact that leaves of S@WS( g) are
unions of leaves of §. O
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The majority of the remainder of this paper is devoted to a proof that
the map ¢ constructed above is a small diffeomorphism with regularity
depending on the regularity of p’. This suffices to prove Theorem [l
in the case when the p action lifts to HxM. An additional argument
in subsection completes the proof. With this in mind, we fix:
Notation for the remainder of this paper: As above J will be a
semisimple Lie group with all simple factors of real rank at least two
and I' < J will be a lattice. We will fix G to be one of J and I'" and
also fix a quasi-affine action p of G on H/Ax M. Until subsection B3,
we will assume that the G action p lifts to HxM. In subsection B3,
we explain how to remove this assumption. In addition, we will fix
an integer k and p’ will always denote a perturbation of p which is
sufficiently C* small so as to be able to apply Theorem B4, and ¢ will
be the resulting semi-conjugacy. We allow the possibility that p’ is C*
for some [>Fk, including [ = oo, so as to be able to prove the C'*° case
of Theorem [LT We also fix the maps ¢ and ¢ from Theorems and
E2 the projection p : HxM—Z\H and the map f : HxM—Z\H
from Theorem 24

5. Continuity along dynamical foliations

In this section, we show that ¢ is a homeomorphism by showing that
it is a homeomorphism when restricted to certain dynamical foliations.
To do this we show that for any ge®, ¢ maps contracting leaves for the
action p(g) on H/Ax M to contracting leaves for p’(g) and deduce from
this that ¢ is a homeomorphism along those foliations. Throughout
this section, all notation is as fixed at the end of the section Hll or as in
subsection Bl Once we have shown that ¢ is a homeomorphism, we
show, in subsection B3] how to remove the assumption that the action
p lifts to a G action on H x M.

5.1. Equivariance of contracting foliations. We use the equivari-
ance of ¢ to show that:

Proposition 5.1. For every ge® and almost every x€X, the map ¢
defined in Theorem[{.4 maps a set of full measure in the leaf W;(g)(x)

into the leaf W, (¢()).

The proof of this proposition takes up the rest of this subsection.
If © were continuous as well as equivariant, this would follow easily
from standard dynamical arguments. We begin by introducing some
terminology and notation. Fix a finite set ® of elements in G as in
Lemma for the remainder of this section. We introduce a function
which measures the extent to which ¢ does not take stable leaves to
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stable leaves for a fixed element ge®. We define this function on a
H/AXMXFS( , where F, < H is as in Proposition We denote
the identity in F by er. We note that p(g) induces a contracting
automorphism of F o(g) Which we denote by o(g). We denote the dif-
feomorphism (p(g), o(g)) of H/AxMxF} , by p(g). The projection
T HIAXMXF, —H/AXM is equlvarlant for the Z action gener-
ated by p(g) on H/AxMsz and the Z action generated by p(g)
on H/AxM. First note that 1f we take the leaf of F'®W;,, through
a point x in X, this is foliated by stable leaves, each of Which inter-
sects the leaf of § through x in exactly one point. Given a point y on
the leaf of § @W;,( 9 through = we will look at it’s projection to the
leaf §'(x) through x defined by this unique intersection point, call this
point pg (y). We denote the restriction of the fixed Riemannian metric
on H/AxM to the foliation § by gz. Note that the bounds on the
derivatives of ¢ along § from Theorem E4(4) and (5) imply that for
almost every x in H/AxM, there is a small ball Bz(x,e(x)) such that
¢ is a C*~1=* diffeomorphism when restricted to Bg(z,e(x)), where s
depends only on the size of the perturbation. For z in S as defined
in Theorem E4l point (4), the number ¢ is very close to the number r
specified in that theorem. For general x, the number € depends on the

bound from (5) of Theorem EEAl Regardless, whenever pg (¢(fx)) is in
©(Bg(x,e(x)) we define:

5(5(7, f) :dS’(((P‘B? :ca:c))_l(pﬁ’( ( )))7‘T)

And let 6(z, f) = oo otherwise. While the fact that £(z) is not p(g)
invariant prevents us from concluding that d(x, f) is p(g) invariant,
we do have the following weaker condition on 5( f,z). Since ¢ and
7 are G equivariant, p(g) is isometric along § and py is p(g) equi-
variant, it follows that if §(z, f) < oo and d(p(g)zx, 0(g9)f) < oo, then
Sz, f) =0(p(g)z, 0(g9)f). It is clear that é(x,er) = 0 for almost every
x€H/AXM.

We recall some basic facts concerning density points. For more dis-
cussion of the density points, including a proof of the density point
theorem, see [M2, IV.1]. First, we need to specify a b-metric on
H/AXMxF; . Recall that given a number b > 1, a b-metric on a

topological space Y is a map d : Y xY —R=? satisfying the usual ax-
ioms of a metric, except that the triangle inequality is replaced by
d(z,y)<b(d(z,z) + d(z,y)). Our b-metric will be the sum of the met-
ric induced by our choice of Riemannian metric along H/AXxM with a
metric on the fiber analogous to the one introduced in the proof of [M2,



30 D. FISHER AND G.MARGULIS

Corollary IV.1.6]. Given a ball B in F (o) e define a right invariant

2-distance function on E;( a) by letting:

ng(fi, f2) = max{n€Z|(f"" f2)€0(9)"(B)}

dp(f1, f2) = g naUf2),

This is an addition invariant 2-distance function by the proof of [M2,
Corollary IV.1.6]. Given dp and the distance dg/axy induced by
adapted metric on H/Ax M, we define a 2-distance function on H/AxMx E7
by letting

d((z1, f1), (22, f2)) = dH/AxM(fL"bf@) +dp(f1, f2).

Whenever discussing density points in H/AXMXFy  (resp. F, or
H/AxM) we mean density points with respect to balls in the metric d
(resp. dp or dx). For dg,dx and d, we will denote by By(z,¢) (resp.
Ba,(x,€) or By, (x,¢)) the d ball about z of radius .

Given a topological space Y, a b-distance function d on Y, a measure

pon Y, and a measurable set C'CY', we call a point y€Y a density point
of C'if

lim w(CNBy(x,€))

=0 pu(Ba(z,€))
Note that this conclusion is most reasonable in the case where p is
a regular Borel measure which is d-finite dimensional in the sense of
[M2, IV.1]. The generalization of the classical density point theorem
as stated in [M2, Theorem IV.1.5] says that if Y, d are as above and
that if p is d-finite dimensional, then the subset of C' consisting of
density points of C' is of full measure in C'. We do not give a more
detailed discussion here, since we will use the density point theorem
only through the following consequence, which is a special case of [M2,
Corollary IV.1.6].

=1.

Proposition 5.2. Let F' be a locally compact, compactly generated
topological group, o : F—F' a contracting automorphism of ' and CCV
a (Haar) measurable subset. Then if er is a density point of C, the
sequence {0(g) ™" (C) }nen converges in measure to F.

Proof. In the proof of [M2, Corollary IV.1.6], it is shown that the sets
{0(9)™™(f~1C)}nen converge in measure to F whenever f is a density
point of C'. This implies the desired conclusion. O

Let Vs be the set of points of in H/AXMxF5, such that é(z, f)<f3

and let Ug be the set of points z in H/AxM such that e(z) < 8. We
now show that for any 8 > 0, the set V3 is of full measure in Ugx F’ )

Note that by the conclusions of Theorem B4, the set Ug—H/AxM in
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measure as —0. The proof of the lemma below is complicated by the
fact that we need to work with points x that are density points both
in H/AxM and along the leaf of W5 (z).

Lemma 5.3. For every 8 > 0, the set Vs is a set of full measure in
Usx Fg)-

Proof. We fix 8 and Ug. Fix a constant 7 > 0. Then by Theorem
EZ(5) there is a number C and a set Uy CUg with pu(Uy)>(1—n)u(Us)
where for any ze€U,, ¢|y, is differentiable and ||D(x)|z||<Ch.

By Luzin’s theorem, we can can choose a set UyCH/AXM with
w(Uy)>1 —n and a continuous map 0 : H/AxM—H/AxM such that
@ =6 on U, Let U3 = UiNUsNUp and note that p(Us)>(1—2n)u(Up).

Define the map II : H/A><M><Fs —>H/A><M by II(z, f) = fz. We

define ¢ = oIl and 6 = @oIl. As a result we have ¢ = 6 on II71(U,).
The manifold H/AxM XFPS(g) is equ1pped with a product measure
uxv where v is Haar measure on Fps(g). Note that there is no diffi-

culty in applying Fubini’s theorem to this product measure. For all
feFy,, we II(H/AxM, f) = H/AxM, and II(-, f).p0 = p and there-
fore p(I1(-, £)7'U;) = ().

By Fubini’s theorem and the density point theorem, the set U, of
points which are density points for UsN(zx F}y ) are of full v measure
in Ugﬂ(:ch ) for almost all ze H/Ax M. Applying Fubini again, im-
plies that U4ﬁ(H/A><M><{f}) is of full p measure in UsN(H/AxMx{f})
for almost every f with (z, f)eIl"}(Us) for some z€H/AxM. By
changing basepoint by translating by f, we can assume that Us; =
UN(H/AxMx{er}) is of full measure in UsN(H/AxM x{er}) and
that p(Us)>(1 — 27)u(Us).

Let Ng(x) = {i|p(g)"*z€Us}. The set Ng(x) is infinite for almost
every x€Us by the Poincaré Recurrence Theorem. Given f S let

Nr(z, ) = Nr(z)n{jle(9) ™ fe(Usn({p(g) 7 (2)} x Fj ) }- The for »
almost every f€F) ), Proposition B2 implies that N R(SL’ f) is infinite
for almost every 93 1n Us.

For z€Us, f€F;,y = fx and n€Ng(z, f), it follows that

since the definition of Ng(x, f) implies that p(g) "z and p(g) "y are
in UQ.

The definition of Uy, the fact that p(¢g)~"(z) is in U; and compactness
of H/AXM imply that there exists a constant C' depending only on
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the geometry of H/AxM such that
d3 (B3 (@)~ Py (0(y)), ) =

d5((] By wet@y) " (3 (2(p(9)"y))), plg) " 2) <

CCid(o(p(g)"x), 0(p(g)"y) = CC1d(0(p(g) "x),0(p(g)"y))

whenever z€Us and n€ Ng(z,y). Since 6 is uniformly continuous and
d(p(g) "z, p(g) "y)—0 as n—o0, by choosing n€ Ny(z, f) large enough,
we can guarantee that

CCid(0(p(g)"x),0(p(g) "y)) <.

Since the choice of 7 is free, this proves the Lemma. O

Proof of Proposition [l Take the sequence Vi. Then V = (2, V1 is
a set of full measure in H/AXM x F oo and is also a set of full measure
in almost every fiber. By definition of V3, for any x€Ujs such that V' is
of full measure in the F o(9) fiber over x, ¢ takes a set of points of full
measure in W, (z) to points in W5, (¢(z)). O

5.2. ¢ is a homeomorphism. In our setting, ¢ = ¢o1) is not a priori
a homeomorphism since ¢ is not even a priori continuous. However, we
will show that ¢ is agrees almost everywhere with a homeomorphism
when restricted to the leaves of any of the foliations Wi for ge®. We
will then use this fact to prove that ¢ is in fact a homeomorphism. We
begin with some definitions. Recall that if X is a Riemannian man-
ifold with a foliation §, there is a natural volume on the leaves of §
defined by the restriction of the Riemannian metric to T'§. We will call
a map of a non-compact space uniformly small if it is uniformly close
to the identity on all compact sets. Similarly, we say that two home-
omorphisms h, g are uniformly close if hg~' is uniformly small and we
say that a sequence of homeomorphisms h,, on a non-compact converge

uniformly to a homeomorphism A if the maps h,h ! is uniformly small.

Definition 5.4. Given a Riemannian manifold X equipped with a fo-
liation § by smooth manifolds and a map h : X—X, we say that f
18:

(1) essentially continuous along § if for almost every x€X the re-
striction of h to §(x) agrees almost everywhere with a continu-
ous map,

(2) essentially a homeomorphism along § if for almost every xeX
the restriction of h to §(x) agrees almost everywhere with a
uniformly small homeomorphism and,
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(3) essentially uniformly continuous along § if it is essentially a
homeomorphism along § and for every sequence x,—x with
h(z,)—h(z), the maps hlze,) agree almost everywhere with
maps which converge uniformly to a homeomorphism h : §(z)—F(h(z)).

The first step in proving continuity of ¢ is proving:

Proposition 5.5. For any ge® the map ¢ is essentially uniformly
continuous along Wy .

Before proving the proposition, we require a lemma that follows im-
mediately from the definition of ¢). Recall that ¢ is continuous and is
covered by a map v such that:

(HXMap) —12)> (HXM>p/)

(Z\H, p)

where all maps are right A equivariant and p and f are left G equivari-
ant. As an immediate consequence of this and the fact that f and p
are uniformly C° close and A equivariant we have:

Lemma 5.6. Let V' be a leaf of W, and V' the lift of V' to HxM.
Then f : V'—f(V') is homeomorphism onto a leaf of W, Further-
more if V is a leaf of W;(g) with lift V to HxM, and
(1) V is close to V' and,
(2) F(V) =p(V)
then f : V'—f(V') is uniformly close to p: V—p(V).
Since ¢ preserves the foliation of H/Ax M which is covered by fibers

of p, we have that ¢ commutes locally with the projections f and p,
i.e. that for any UCH/Ax M, we have

U——>>¢(U)

| A

p(U)

where the arrows p and f are defined by viewing U and ¢(U) as subsets
of Hx M. With this in mind we can now proceed to prove Proposition



34 D. FISHER AND G.MARGULIS

Proof of Proposition L. By Proposition Bl for almost every x, we
have that

(W) (2)) EW5 ) (p()).
By the commutative diagram above, for almost every x there is a neigh-
borhood U of x such that f(p(W;,(x)NU)) = p(W;,(¢())Ne(U))
and therefore o(W5  (z)NU) = W,y (¢(2))Ne(U). Furthermore, since
by Lemma f|W;,(g)(¢(x))nU projects W, (¢(z))NU homeomorphi-
cally onto f(W5,,\(#(x))Np(U)), we can write MW;‘(Q)(SE) as

-1
Plows, @newnof lws,  eennew)
which is clearly a homeomorphism. The fact that f |(Ws/( (e(@Nne(U) is
Pl (g

C? close to p|W;(g)(x)_1ﬂU by Lemma B0 implies that ¢ is essentially
a homeomorphism along W;( )"
That ¢ is essentially uniformly continuous along Woi follows from

the fact that f and p are C° and uniformly C? close on all of Hx M, are
homeomorphisms when restricted to leaves of W and W5, (g) Tespec-
tively and the fact that the foliations W and W, ) are continuous.

O

At this point we want to conclude that since ¢ is a essentially a
homeomorphism and essentially uniformly continuous along foliations
whose tangent spaces span T(H/AxM) at each point, ¢ is a home-
omorphism. However it is unclear that ¢ should agree with a single
well-defined global homeomorphism. Our proof of this uses that the
foliations involved are smooth, or at least absolutely continuous, in
order to use Fubini’s theorem repeatedly. We first give two general
lemmas from which we will deduce continuity of . To avoid technical-
ities concerning integrability, we will prefer to work with 1 dimensional
foliations. For our application we need only the second statement in
the following lemma, but we state and prove the first statement since
it makes the ideas involved clearer.

Lemma 5.7. (1) Let X be an n dimensional compact Riemann-
tan manifold and Vi, Vs, ...V, smooth nowhere vanishing vector
fields such that T X, = & ,V;(x) for every x€X. Let §; be the
foliation tangent to V;, and let h : X—Y be a measurable map
which is essentially uniformly continuous along each §;. Then
h is a homeomorphism.

(2) Let X be as above, let V...V, be nowhere vanishing vector fields,
and let §¢ be a smooth foliation of X by manifolds of dimension
n — k such that TX, = @F_ Vi(x)®TF(x). Let h: X—=Y be a
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measurable map that is essentially uniformly continuous along
each §;. Further assume that we can cover X by foliation charts
U; for §¢ such that h is a small homeomorphism along most
leaves of §¢ in U;. Then h is a homeomorphism.

Remark: An examination of the proof indicates that we could make
slightly more general assumptions on the vector fields V; provided we
choose a collection of vector fields which spans the tangent space of X
at every point and such that the foliations §; are absolutely continuous.
We only state and prove the version needed for our applications to avoid
unnecessary technicalities.

Proof. We first prove (1) and then explain how to modify the proof
to prove (2). We work in a chart U that is a foliation chart for each
§; and can in fact assume that U = R™ and that the foliation §; is
given by lines parallel to the line ; where z; = 0 for j#i. We de-
note the line parallel to [; passing through the point y by l~,(y) Let
W, =11 xlyx---xl; and let Wj be a j plane parallel to W; specified by
coordinates (2,41, - -, x,). We prove by induction that h agrees almost
everywhere with a homeomorphism 71]- (x;+1,---, x,) along almost ev-
ery j plane Wj. By assumption h agrees almost everywhere with a
small homeomorphism along almost every line parallel to l;. Assume h
agrees almost everywhere with a continuous function h; along almost
every j plane Wj parallel to W;. Then by Fubini, for almost every such
7 plane Wj, we have that for almost every yEWj, the map h agrees
almost everywhere on ;.1 (y) with a small homeomorphism h,. We
define a map hjy (249, ..., 2,) on Wjy by letting h; = izy where that
map agrees almost everywhere with A. This map extends continuously
to a homeomorphism on WjH since h is essentially uniformly continu-
ous and therefore the maps ﬁy are uniformly continuous. The map h,,
is a small homeomorphism that agrees almost everywhere on U with
h. That h, is independent of the chart chosen follows easily from the
definitions.

For (2) we use induction to prove a slightly weaker statement which
still suffices. We re-index our vector fields as Vj,1,...,V, and re-index
the resulting foliations similarly. We work in a foliation chart U for §°
and §, such that ¢ is given by planes Wy, of the form R¥ x (Tka1s- oo Tn)
and for k£ 4+ 1<i<n, each foliation §; is given by lines [/; as above. To
begin our induction, we use that h agrees with a small homeomorphism
along most of the planes W. The induction follows as before, with
the change that at each step we only assume that h agrees almost
everywhere with a homeomorphism on most planes W, show that h
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agrees almost everywhere with a homeomorphism on most planes Wj+1
O

We now need a lemma to show that in the setting of our applications
we can apply Lemma B

Lemma 5.8. Let X be a compact Riemannian manifold, § a smooth
foliation of X and V a nowhere vanishing smooth vector field on X
such that V (x)€TF, for every x€X. Let Fy be the foliation tangent to
V. If h : X—=Y s essentially uniformly continuous along §, then h is
essentially uniformly continuous along §v .

Proof. 1t suffices to work in a chart U which are foliation charts for
both § and §Fy. We can choose coordinates on such a chart so that
U = R”, and the foliation § is given by R¥xy where y€R"! and the
foliation §y is given by Rxz where 2€R™ 1. We are assuming that h
agrees with a homeomorphism h of RFxy for almost every y, and by
Fubini’s theorem this implies that h and h agree almost everywhere on
R xz for almost every z. U

We are now prepared to prove continuity of ¢.

Theorem 5.9. The map ¢ constructed in the proof of Theorem
agrees almost everywhere with a C° small homeomorphism.

Proof. We will apply Lemma B to ¢. In doing so, we let § be §.
It follows from Theorem EZI(4) that by restricting to small enough
perturbations, we can cover H/AxM by foliation charts where ¢ is
C*=1=* small on most leaves of § for some k<1, and therefore that ¥
satisfies the hypotheses on §¢ in Lemma b7 We choose elements V;€h
such that each Viefs o) for some ge® and such that &V; &3 = 6. Then

each V; defines a smooth non-vanishing vector field V; on H/AxM,
and T'(H/AxM), = &V;(z)®TF. By Lemma B8 and Proposition B3,
we have that ¢ is essentially uniformly continuous along the foliation
S tangent to V; for each i. Therefore, we can apply Lemma B to ¢
which implies that ¢ is a small homeomorpism. O

5.3. Additional arguments in the case of discrete groups. In
the case of I' actions, we have been assuming that the unperturbed I"
action lifts to the cover Hx M. As remarked above, this is always true
on a finite index subgroup I of I" which depends only on p. We have
constructed a continuous C° small conjugacy for the I actions with ad-
ditional regularity along § and we now explain how to replace this with
a C° small conjugacy for the I" actions with the same additional regular-
ity along §. The passage to I is required in the proof of Theorem 2.
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In that proof, when we conjugate the p’ action by 1) we only know that
the I action defined by ¢ ~top’ot) preserves § and therefore is in small
neighborhood of p in Hom (I, Dift*(H/Ax M, F). Neither of these facts
is clear for the full " action. In fact it suffices to show that ¢~top’ot)(T)
preserves §, since closeness to p in Hom(T, Diff®(H/Ax M, §) then fol-
lows from the definition of 1. Therefore the remainder of this subsec-
tion is dedicated to a proof that 1) ~top'oy)(T") preserves §. Without
loss of generality, we assume I is normal in T'.

Given two (closed) subsets A, B of a metric space (X,d), we let
ds(A, B) = infaeA,beB d(CL, b)

Definition 5.10. Let a group D act on a manifold X preserving a
foliation §. We call the action c-leafwise expansive if there exists a

constant ¢, such that if £ and £' are distinct leaves of § and there is
fEF such that ds(p(g)L, p(g)(L)) > c.

Note that many foliations, e.g. any foliation with a dense leaf, do not
admit leafwise expansive actions. We will be applying Definition B.T0
to the lift of p to Hx M, which is c-leafwise expansive by Corollary B3,

Lemma 5.11. Let ¢ > 0 and p be a c-leafwise expansive action of a
group D on a foliated metric space (X, d,§). Let h be a homeomorphism
of X such that:
(1) d(h(x),z) < ¢ for all ze X
(2) h(p(9)L) = p(g)(R(L)) for any leaf £ of § and any dED, i.e. h
and p commute as actions on leafs of §.
then h(L) = £ for every leaf £ of §.

Proof. Assume h(£)#L. Then there is a point x€£ with h(x)¢£. By
our assumptions, there exists geD such that ds(p(9)(Snw)), p(9)Fz) >
c. But then ds(h(p(9)(8z)), (p(9)(Fz))) > ¢ which contradicts (1)
above. O

We define a subgroup Homeo(H /Ax M, §) of Homeo(H /A x M) which
consists of all homeomorphisms which map each leaf of § to itself.

Proposition 5.12. Given a quasi-affine action p of I on H/AXM
which lifts to HX M, any small enough homeomorphism in the central-
izer in Homeo(H /Ax M) of p(I") is an element of Homeo(H/AXM, ).

Proof. If f is a small homeomorphism commuting with p(I"), the there
is a unique lift f of f to Hx M such that f is small as a homeomorphism
of HxM. Since f is small, for any small enough vEI” we have that
[ 1, p(7)] is a small homeomorphism of HxM covering the identity on
H/AxM and so f and p(v) commute. Since I is finitely generated this
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implies that f commutes with IV on HxM. Let § be the lift to H x M
of the foliation §. Since Corollary B implies that the §'(I") action on
H x M is leafwise expansive, Lemma B TTl implies that f maps each leaf
of § to itself. This then implies that f maps each leaf of § to itself. [

We need one more purely algebraic lemma. For simplicity, we will
write p”(7y) for p=top/(7) o ¢ and state the lemma only in the form
needed for our applications. The lemma is true for any pair of homo-
morphisms from a group D to a group H which agree on a normal
subgroup in D.

Lemma 5.13. If v, is in T, then the diffeomorphism p(vo)op” (7o) ™"

commutes with p(y) for all vel.

Proof. For any g€I” and ¢TI, we have oy, *€l” which implies that
2" (o) = p(10770 ). Expanding gives:

P (0)p(1)p" (0™ = p(r0)p(V)p(v0 ™)

which can be rearranged as

-1 n

(P(v0) 10" (7)) p(7) = p(7) (p(r0™")P" (0))

proving the lemma. l

We choose a set of coset representatives 7, ...,v; for I'/I'" and as-
sume that p’ is close enough to p so that p(v;)p”(v;) ! is sufficiently C°
small so that LemmaB.T3 and Proposition BT imply that p(v;)p” (7:) ™!
is close to the identity in Homeo(H /A X M, §). This implies that p”(v;) £
p(7:)£ or that p'(7) o p(£) = @op(g;)(£) for all v€T".

We know that ¢ = ¢ot) where 1 is the homeomorphism constructed
in Theorem B8 This implies that ¢ is also a homeomorphism, which,
by construction is in Homeo(H/Ax M, §). Combined with the conclu-
sion of the last paragraph, this implies that p/(7v)o(£) = op(v;)(£)
for all yeI'. This suffices to allow us to apply Theorem EE2 to the entire
I action in the proof of Theorem E4], rather than just to the I action.
This constructs a map ¢ such that ¢ = ¢ot) is I' equivariant and ¢
satisfies all the conclusions stated in Theorem E4l
Remarks:

(1) We can now re-apply the arguments of subsections Bl and
to show that ¢ is a C° small homeomorphism.

(2) Tt is not clear that the ¢ constructed from the I' action is
actually equivariant for I'. In applying Theorem to the T'
action, we may be finding a different conjugacy.
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(3) Due to the arguments of this subsection, for the remainder of
this paper, we no longer assume that p lifts to an action of G
on HxM.

6. SMOOTHNESS ALONG DYNAMICAL FOLIATIONS

In this section, we adapt the method of Katok-Spatzier to show that
 is differentiable along certain special expanding and contracting folia-
tions by constructing transitive C* group actions along those foliations.
All notations are as in the previous section.

6.1. Some other important dynamical foliations. In this subsec-
tion we define some additional important foliations related to the group
actions p and p’. These foliations are the ones to which we will apply
the method of Katok-Spatzier, building transitive smooth actions of
Lie groups, along the leaves, that are intertwined by . First we define
the relevant foliations in the unperturbed setting. The exposition here
is similar to the exposition in section 5.1 of [MQ)].

Recall that G = J or I'. Let S be a maximal R split torus in J and
T be a maximal torus containing S. The foliations we are now defining
depend on the choice of T" and in the case of I" actions, we will make
restrictions on that choice below.

Recall from Definition[C2Athat p is a skew product action on H/Ax M.
More precisely, the action on H/AxM is defined by an action on H/A
and a cocycle ¢ : GXH/A—K over that action where K < Isom(M).
Recall from Theorems 2Tl and that, possibly after passing to a sub-
group of finite index when G = T', the action on H/A is defined by a ho-
momorphism 7 : G—L where L = Aut(H)°x H is an algebraic group.
Note that H is normal in L, so b is invariant under Ad L. We have an in-
variant splitting of the tangent bundle T(H/AXxM) = (H/Axh)xTM
and all elements of G are isometries along T'M. The derivative cocycle
leaves h and T'M invariant, and, again after passing to a subgroup of
finite index if G = I" the restriction to b is given by the representation
o = Ady|yom of G on h. From now on when describing the action and
the derivative cocycle, we assume that if the acting group is [' we have
passed to a finite index subgroup for which this description holds. We
recall that myp = 7nf where n§ is (the restriction of) a representation
of J, 7 has bounded image, and the images of 7/ and 7 commute.
Therefore we can write 0 = oZ0 where o is (the restriction of) a
representation of .J, % has bounded image and the images of o and
o commute.

For geTNG, define the Lyapunov exzponents of o(g) as the log’s of the
absolute values of the eigenvalues of o(g). We obtain homomorphisms
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X : TNG—R which extend to homomorphisms y : T—R. The y are
exactly the absolute values of the weights of the representation o for
the torus T, and we will refer to them as generalized weights. There
is a decomposition of h into generalized weight spaces F,, h = @, E,.
Corresponding to this there is a decomposition of the tangent bun-
dle to H/AXM into invariant subbundles for the derivative action,
T(H/AxM) = ((H/Ax(®Ey))xTM. We call H/AxMxE, a Lya-
punov distribution for the GNT action defined by p.

The set Q of all generalized weights for (o, T") can be decomposed into
disjoint subsets [x] such that x'€[x] if and only if x’ = tx for some pos-
itive real number t. We fix a set QC( of representatives for the subsets
[x]. If x = 0 identically, we call H/AxMxEqr the central distribu-
tion for the action GNT'. It is integrable, and we denote by Wy 1 the
corresponding foliation. It is clear that Ny Eyr = Ey defines an inte-
grable distribution and that H/Ax Eo@®TM = El ) Other Lyapunov
distributions may or may not be integrable, but H/AxMxE,; =
Oacp H/AXMxEy is always integrable. We denote the integral fo-
liation on H/AxM by W, suppressing the dependence on p and 7" in
the notation.

We now describe the choice of T for the case G = I'. The reader
should note that if we choose T so that TNI" = e, then all of § is in
FEy. To obtain a more useful set of Lyapunov distributions, we need
the following theorem which we derive from results of Prasad and Rap-
inchuk from [PRp]. Without loss of generality, we assume that I is the
direct product of a finite number of irreducible lattices I';. We write
J = [I;Ji where I'; < J; is irreducible, and for any maximal torus
T < J, we can write T' = [ [, T; where T; < J; is a maximal torus.

Theorem 6.1. Let J and I' be as above. Then there is a mazimal
torus T in J such that:

(1) T contains a maximal R-split torus S

(2) ¥ =INT is cocompact in T,

(3) For any T; there is no proper algebraic torus T! < T; such that
T!NI is a lattice in T.

Furthermore if pu : J—-GL,(R) is any linear representation of J and
o€Y. projects to an infinite order element in each T';, then £(o) is not
a root of unity for any nontrivial weight & of .

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the theorem for I'; < J;. The first two as-
sertions follow from |[PRp| Theorem 1] and the assertion immediately
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preceding the proof of that theorem. The third assertion is an imme-
diate consequence of two facts. First I['; is arithmetic, and therefore
I'; < G(k) for some field k. Combined with [PRp, Proposition 1(ii))]
this implies that any infinite order element of I'; generates a Zariski
dense subgroup of T;. The last statement follows from [PRp|, Proposi-
tion 1(i77)] and the fact that p necessarily agrees with a homomorphism
of I'; on subgroup of finite index and so must be defined over a finite
extension of k. O

From now on we assume that we have picked 7T satisfying the conclusion
of Theorem Bl We do not use all the properties of T" here, but will
need them in subsection

The following lemma is analogous to [MQ), Lemma 5.2].

Lemma 6.2. Fixz a mazimal torus T as above. Let E(T') be the sum of
Epy for all non-trivial weights x for (0,T). Then there exists a finite
subset VCG such that:

T(H/AxM) =TMx (depr(g)(H/AxE(T))) x B

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that
T(H/A) = Z ,Dr(9)(H/AXE(T))) B Ey).

We know that the derivative of p is given by linear representation o :
G— Ad(L). The structure of o implies that h = hF®HE where oF
(resp. o) is trivial on b¥ (resp. h¥). From the definitions, it suffices

to see that
= 3" Dplg) (H/AXE(T)).

gew
The inclusion of the right hand in the left hand side is clear. If the left
hand side contains a subspace V' not contained in the right hand side,
then we have that V is in the zero weight space for o |gnr with respect
to our choice of maximal torus 7" for J. For G = J, this is only possible
if the representation of |V is trivial, contradicting our assumptions.
For G = T, the contradiction follows since we have chosen a T as in
Theorem O

Fix a non-trivial generalized weight xq for (6%, T'). Then there exists
go€TND such that xo(go) < 0. It follows that for all x"€[xo], X'(90) <
0. For every g€TNG with xo(g) < 0, note that ®,g)<oF) is the stable
distribution E;(a). This distribution is tangent to the foliation W;(a)
It is clear that E7 ) contains Ej,,). We call an element of T' regular if

for all non-trivial weights x for (¢, T), x(a)#0. Combined with the
usual descending chain arguments, this yields the following lemma.
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Lemma 6.3. Let xo be a non-trivial weight for (¥, T). Then

E[XO] = ﬂE;(a)
where the intersection is taken over all reqular a with xo(a) < 0. Fur-

thermore, there exist regular elements ay, ...a,€TNG with xo(a;) < 0
such that we can take the intersection just over ES -

We now define a finite collection of foliations andidistributions which
we will use below. Fix a maximal torus 7" and a set QCS2 as above. Also

fix a collection of elements ay, ..., a,€T as in Lemma B3 Given gEG
let EY, = p(9)Ep, Wi, = rly )W[X],Ege ) = P9 By, and WL
p(g)WS . We can also define Eg’(a) = p’(g)E;,(ai and Wi

P (g (a . We will show that ¢ is smooth along each Wg for gE\II
and y€A. To do this, we first need to identify the image of WX under
©.

Proposition 6.4. For every m > 0, if p' is sufficiently C' close to
p, for every x the intersection W =W g’s ) 15 a C* submanifold

tangent to the distribution Ep, = ﬂES’g Furthermore pWy (@) =
W[x]( (x)) for every xeX.

Proof. Tt suffices to consider the case where ¢ is the identity, since
other cases follow by translation. We will show that the intersection
is s-transverse and then apply Lemma B.I2(1). Since dimension of in-
tersection of the distributions ES ;) can only be smaller than for the
corresponding intersection of E;(ai) , it suffices to show that dimensions
of the intersections of the foliations does not decrease. This is immedi-
ate from the fact that f projects A% (@) homeomorphically onto W;(ai)
by Lemma .6 and p projects W;(ai) homeomorphically onto Wg(ai) by
definition. So dimensions of all intersections of foliations are equal in
the perturbed and unperturbed cases and therefore the intersection
(Wi, is s-transverse.

The final claim follows from the fact that @V}, | (2)) = Wi, (o(z))
which is true for each a; for almost every x by Proposition Bl and
therefore also true for all x by Theorem and Lemma B0 It is also
possible to prove that p(WJe | (z)) = Wi, (¢(z)) for all z directly by
a dynamical argument. O

The rest of this section describes a variant of the method of Katok-
Spatzier which we use to show smoothness of ¢ along the foliations
W[gx] for geW and x€A. The outline here is close to that of [KSI]

or [MQ)] , but there are two additional difficulties. First, we need to
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have estimates on the C* size of various maps in both the normal form
theory of Guysinsky-Katok [GK], [Gu] and in the work of Montgomery-
Zippin [MZ]. In both cases, these estimates follow from examination
of the existing proofs, as is explained below. Secondly, we will need
to show that ergodic components consist of entire leaves of ng for a
more general class of actions than those considered in [MQ).

The precise statement we prove is:

Theorem 6.5. We use the notation introduced before. Let n be the
dimension of W[gx]. Let 0 : D"x D™ "X be a smooth foliation chart

for W[gx]. Then there is a number ki depending only on p such that for
all k>ky and all p' sufficiently C* close to p:
(1) the map ¢ : Wiy (x)%W[X}(x) is a C* injective immersion
(2) the map Q : D™ "—Emb*(D", X) given by ¢ob(-,y) is con-
tinuous and C° close to the map Qo induced by the identity on
H/AXM.

Furthermore if p' is C* for some >k then
(1) the map ¢ : Wiy (x)%W[X}(x) is a C' injective immersion
(2) the map Q : D™ "— Emb'(D", X) given by ¢ob(-,y) is contin-
uous.

6.2. Theory of non-stationary normal forms. Before giving the
construction of the groups acting transitively on foliations, we outline
the theory of non-stationary normal forms that will be used to show
smoothness of the group actions on the leaves for the perturbed action.
The theorems we use are due to Guysinsky and Katok and the refer-
ences are [Gul, [GK]. Some of our definitions are slightly different from
those of [Gul, IGK].

Consider a continuous extension F of a homeomorphism f of a com-
pact connected metric space X to a vector bundle V over X which is
smooth along the fibers and preserves the zero section. Let F' = DJF
where the derivative is taken at the zero section in the fiber direc-
tion. Fix a continuous family of Riemannian metrics on the fiber
of V. Consider the induced operator F* on the Banach space of
continuous sections of V' endowed with the uniform norm, given by
Fro(z) = F(v(f~'(z))). Fori=1,...1, let A; = [\;, ;] be a finite set
of disjoint intervals on the negative half line with A\;y; > ;. Assume
that V splits as a sum of subbundles V' = Vi®---®V}, such that the
spectrum of F* on the space of sections of V; is contained in the annu-
lus with inner radius exp();) and outer radius exp(p;). If 1 < 0, then
the map F is a contraction with respect to the continuous family of
Riemannian metrics chosen above.
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Remark:When F is a contraction it also makes sense to consider
F which is only defined in a neighborhood of the zero section in V.
Theorem .8 below holds in this generality, and with some care a version
of Theorem can be stated in this context as well.

We say that F has narrow band spectrum if p; + p; < A; for all
1=1,...,1.

We call two extensions C* conjugate if there exists a continuous
family of C* diffeomorphisms of the fibers V(x), preserving the origin
which transforms one extension into the other. The following two the-
orems on normal forms and centralizers are from [Gul IGK]. We remark
that to avoid unnecessary definitions we did not state the theorems in
their full generality, but these are sufficient for our applications.

Theorem 6.6. Let f be a homeomorphism of a metric space X and
suppose that F is C' extension of f which is a contraction, that the
linear extension DJFy has narrow band spectrum determined by the vec-
tors X = (A1,...,N) and p = (py, ..., ), and that F is C* close to
DJFy in a neighborhood of the zero section. There exists a constant
ki = ky(\, ) such that if k>ky there exist
(1) a finite dimensional Lie group G, which is a subset of all poly-
nomial maps from R™ to R™ of degree less than or equal to d
for some d < oo,
(2) an extension F such that for every x€X, the map

Flv : V@)=V (f(z))

is an element of Gy ,; )
(3) a C! conjugacy H between F and F which is C* small.

Theorem 6.7. Suppose g is a homeomorphism of the space X com-
muting with f and G is an extension of g by C' diffeomorphisms of the
fibers commuting with the extensions F and that F satisfies all of the
hypotheses of Theorem 6@ and k>k,. Then H conjugates G to a map
of the same form, i.e. one where:

Glvi : V(z)=V (f(x))

is a polynomial of degree at most d and is in fact in the group G,
from Theorem [GA.

Proof. The only statement which is not justified explicitly in the proofs
of [GKL IGu is the bound on the size of H. Recall that H is constructed
in two steps. First one constructs a conjugacy between F and an ex-
tension F' of f such that F’ is C* tangent to F at the zero section. In
this step one proceeds by solving an iterative equation for the conju-
gacy, see |[Gul, Proof of Theorem 1,Step 1, page 851]. It is clear from
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the formula that if 7 and DJFj are close, then this conjugacy is small
and F' is also C* close to DF,. (We note that in [GK], this step is
broken into two steps, first finding the Taylor series of the conjugacy
at the zero section, and then proving that one can find a conjugacy
with this Taylor series.) In the second step, one constructs an action
F on a set of local changes of coordinates, and applies a contraction
mapping argument to find the conjugacy H between F' and and F. If
F' = DF, it is clear from the construction that this contraction F' has
unique fixed point the identity map, and that if 7' is C* close to DF
then this unique fixed point of F' will be C* close to the identity. [

Remark: The number k; is explicitly computable in terms of the spec-
trum of the contraction F, see [Gul, [GK] for details. The computation
yields that Theorem 6.6 and are true for

Mg Ay

H2afbs: -t
For some special choices of A; it is possible to achieve much lower
values of k.

k1>

6.3. Smoothness along contracting foliations. In this subsection
we retain the number k; is as in the last subsection and ¢ is the map
constructed in Theorem B4, which we know to be a C° small home-
omorphism and a conjugacy between the unperturbed and perturbed
actions. We first show that to prove Theorem B3 it suffices to verify
the following lemma.

Lemma 6.8. For k>ky there is a connected Lie group A and, for each
x€H XM, there is an open set UyCH xM which contains x and is the
union of leaves of Wy, such that:

S1 there is a locally free C™ action d : AxUy—Uy such that 6Wp(y) =

Wi (y) and A acts transitively on Wy (y) for all yeUy;

S2 the set p(Uy) = Uy’ is the union of leaves of Wbd and there is
a locally free C° action d' = AxUy'—Uy' such that $Wy(2) =
Wiy(2) for all zeUy'

S3 for all 6€A, the map d'(0) : Uy'—=Uy' is C' when restricted to
every leaf of W[x}; and all partial derivatives along the leaf are
globally continuous. Furthermore, the k-jet of d'(§) along leaves
of W[x} tends to the k-jet of d(d) along Wy as p'—p.

S4 ¢ is a A equivariant map from Uy to Uy'.

We temporarily defer the proof of Lemma and first show how it

implies Theorem We state a variant of the results of Bochner and
Montgomery which we will use in the proof.
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Theorem 6.9 (Bochner and Montgomery). Let k be a continuous ac-
tion of a Lie group @) on a manifold N1x Ny such that the action is
trivial in the second factor. If for each q€@Q,and no€Ns, the map
k(q) : Ny xny— Ny xny is Ct with all derivatives continuous in N1 X Ny,
then the map k : QX Nyx{no}— Ny x{ny} is C' for each ny in Ny and
depends continuously on ny in the C' topology. Furthermore if k and
k' are two such actions which are C° close, such that k(q) and £'(q)
are C* close as maps of Ny for all g€Q, then the actions k and k' are
C* close as actions on Nix{ny} for any ny€Ny.

Proof. All statements follow from the proof of the results of Bochner
and Montgomery given in [MZ, Chapter V, sections 1 and 2.]. The
possibility of adding the N, factor along which the action is trivial is
already noted in [MQ) Proof of Lemma 5.12]. That the actions are
actually C* close follows from the explicit formulas for derivatives of x
along @) given in [MZ, V.2.1]. O

Proof of Theorem from Lemma[G8. Possibly after shrinking Uy, we
can assume that Uj is a product of a leaf V,; and a small transverse
neighborhood V. (We will in fact construct the A action on such a
neighborhood.) The hypotheses S1 — S4 imply that the map ¢ inter-
twines two actions d and d of the group A such that orbits of d(A)
(resp. orbits of d’'(A)) are leaves of Wy (resp. W[X].) and such that,
for each §€A and vep(Vy), the map &'(d) : Wy x{v} =Wy x{v} is
C* with all derivatives depending continuously on v. Combined with
Theorem B, this implies d’ : Ax W x{v} =W x{v} is a C' action
depending continuously on v€p(V;), which suffices to prove Theorem
E5(1). Since S3 and Theorem [ also imply that d and d’ are close as
actions which are C* along orbits with all derivatives transversely con-
tinuous and that d’ tends to d in the natural topology on such actions
as p'—p, Theorem E0)(2) follows as well. O

The remainder of this section is devoted to a proof of Lemma B8
We begin by constructing the group A and it’s actions on Uy and Uy’
Recall that we have identified the tangent bundle to H/AxM with
H/AxbhxTM. We note that Ej, is a nilpotent Lie subalgebra of b.
Let F},; denote the corresponding Lie subgroup of H. The smooth
foliation of H x M by left cosets for Fjj is tangent to H x M x Ej,; and
the projection of this foliation to H/AXM is exactly W,,.

Fix ze HxM and an orthogonal complement E[fd to Epy in T'X,.
Note that we can pick E[i] to be a direct sum of a subspace of Ehlcb

and TM. Let O be a small open disc in Ey-. Let U; = exp,(O)CH. For
any point x€ HxM we let x = (x1,z3) be coordinates for the product
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structure and chose a small open neighborhood Uy of x5 in M. Then
Uy = F,yU, x U, is an open subset in HxM containing x. If O is small
enough then each leaf of W), contained in U, has a unique expression
as (Fpguwy, xh) where uelU; and x5€U,. We then let A = Fj,; and let
A act on Uy via (0, four)—(fodtuz). This clearly defines a A action
on Uy which is C°, free and transitive along the leaves of W},; and
establishes S1.

We need to understand the derivative of the A action. Note that
T(H/AXM)|y, = FgUixhxTM|y,. Also note that the A action is
trivial on the second factor. The fact that we identify the tangent
space to H with right invariant vectors and that d(d) acts on the right
on Fj,) orbits, implies the following:

Lemma 6.10. For all fo€Fjy), ucU;,veh, meM, and weT M, we have
Dd(8)( fou,v,m,w) = (fod tu,v, m,w)

The following lemma records the fact that leaves of W, are in-
jectively immersed in H/AXxM and remain injectively when lifted to
HxM and projected to Z\ H.

Lemma 6.11. The projection of Fyyx to H/AxM, H/A or Z\H is
an injective immersion.

Proof. This is immediate from the fact that F},) < F, | and that the

plai)
leaves of W, are injectively immersed in H/AxM, H/A or Z\H by
Proposition B2 O

We choose a lift ¢ of ¢ to a map from HxM to HxM and let
Ul = @(Up). Let A act on Uy’ by letting d'(8)(z) = ¢(d(8) (¢~ (z))) for
every v€lU,’" and every €A. The properties S2 and S4 are immediate
from this definition.

We now show how to realize the action A differently, in a way that
will allow us to use Theorem to prove S3.

We first explain why it suffices to consider the case of I' actions. In
the case when p is a J action, we fix a lattice I' < J. As a consequence
of Theorem [6.TJland Zariski density of I' in J we can choose the elements
¥ from Lemma and the elements ay, ..., a, in Lemma to be in
I' even when p is a J action. For the remainder of this section, we can
therefore restrict our attention to the case of G =T

Let T be a torus as given by Theorem and restrict p and p’
to ¥ actions. We then form the induced T actions p;, and p;,’ on
(TxH/AxM)/%. The map ¢ can be extended to an equivariant
map which we denote ¢;, from X;, = ((T'xbase)/%, pin) to X' =
(T'xH/AXM)/%, pin'). Let t be the Lie algebra of T' and identify
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T((TxH/AxM)/Y) with (TxHxTM)/A)/Exbxt. Thereis a p;,(T)
invariant smooth foliation of Xj, given by Vy4[t,z] = [t, W}j(x)] tan-
gent to a p;, (1) invariant distribution Vj,y which is Ep; viewed as a
subbundle of T(T'xH/AxM)/%). Furthermore there are analogously
defined foliations and distributions fﬂ[x] and V on X;, and Vi APS
every leaf Vi,[t, 7] to the leaf Viyj(pin(t, 2)).

As in [KST] and [MQJ, we will verify S3 by verifying it for these
induced actions. It is clear that the actions of A on U, and U’ defined
above can be extended to neighborhoods in the universal cover of X,
and X;,’ simply be taking the trivial action on the first factor. It is also
clear that individual leaves of V},; and f}[x] are still injectively immersed
in X;, and X;,’.

Lemma 6.12. Let ¢; be any non-trivial one parameter R-split subgroup
in S that is in the kernel of x and which has noncompact image when
projected to any simple quotient of J. To prove S3 it is sufficient to
prove that any leaf of the foliation Vi is contained in the support of
an ergodic component of ¢; acting on X;,.

Proof. We proceed by giving a different description of the group A
acting on X;,. Since ¢; is in the kernel of y, it follows that the
maps p(c;) : V(@) =V}(c(x)) are isometries with respect to the
metric on the leaves. Since every ergodic component consists of en-
tire leaves of V},j, for any point y€V}j(x) there exists a sequence
t; such that lim; .. p(c;;)r = y. By passing to a subsequence, we
may assume that p(c;) : Vi (x) =V (p(ct, )x) converges to an isometry
0 Vi (@) =V () which takes  to y. The group A, generated by such
limits is clearly transitive on V},j(x). Note also that the tangent map
Dp(et,)(z,v) = (p(et, )z, v) and so the tangent map Dé(x,v) = (0, v).
Since A and A, both act by isometries with trivial derivative on V},)(x)
it is clear that they are equal. (For further discussion of this construc-
tion see [MQ)] or [KST].)
We note that, by equivariance,

d'(0)a = lim @inopin(cr,Jopim ™ (x)
1— 00
Therefore, d'(6) = limy, 00 o}, (ct;). We let s€T be an element with
x(s) < 0, so the natural extension of p/(s) to the tangent bundle of Vj
is a contraction with narrow band spectrum which is close to it’s linear

part. This follows because this contraction is close to the one defined
by p(s) which is linear. By Theorem as long as k>k; there is a
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number d depending only on the dynamics of p(t;), and continuous,
C* small along fibers, conjugacy H between p/(s) and a polynomial of
order less than d. Furthermore, since p'(¢;) commutes with p(s), by
Theorem the conjugacy H conjugates each p/(¢;) to a polynomial
map of order less than d. Since d'(9) = limy, o0 0}, (ct, ), it follows that
in the coordinates along a fiber given by H, the map d’(4) is given by
a polynomial of order less than d. Identifying leaves with fibers we
see that d'(d) is C* along each leaf, that the k-jet of the d’(5) depends
continuously on the leaf, and that the k-jet is close to the one for d(§),
since it is given by composing a map close to d(d) with a change in
coordinates which is C* small.

We also see that if p is C! for some [>Fk, then d'() is C! since it is
a uniform limit of maps C' conjugate to polynomials. U

6.4. Ergodic components and dynamical foliations. We retain
all notation from the previous subsection. To prove Theorem it
now suffices to prove the following:

Proposition 6.13. Let T be the torus described in the last section and
rin T a regqular element for the representation o. For any one param-
eter subgroup c¢; of S which is in the kernel of x and which projects to
a noncompact subgroup of each simple factor of J, the ergodic compo-
nents of pin(g:) consist of entire leaves of W;m( ) and therefore of entire
leaves of V.

T

We first note an alternate description of p;,. Throughout this sub-
section, we assume that we have passed to a finite index torsion free
subgroup of I'. We will also need to pass to further finite index sub-
groups of I', but will abuse notation by retaining the notation I'" for
each of these successive subgroups. We recall some facts from [FEMI].
First by [EMI), Theorem 6.5], the homomorphism 7 : I'— Aut(H)x H
defining the action p on a subgroup of finite index is a product of
two homomorphisms 74 : I'= Aut(H) and my : '—=H whose images
commute. It follows from the proof of [FMIl Theorem 6.5] that after
changing the algebraic structure on H as in Proposition Z2 and passing
to a further subgroup of finite index, that 7(I') is actually contained
in Aut(U) where U is the unipotent radical of H. Fixing a Levi com-
plement L for U in H and letting L = ZM where Z is a central torus
and M is semisimple, the superrigidity theorems imply that (again af-
ter passing to a subgroup of finite index) m4(I') < M. After passing
to another finite index subgroup, the restriction of 74 to ¥ = I'NT
extends to a homomorphism 7% : T— Aut(U) and the restriction of mx
to X extends to a homomorphism 77, : T—M. These homomorphisms
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are not quite canonical, but suffice for our purposes. It is clear that
the images of these homomorphisms commute and so we can define a
homomorphism 77 (t) = mAmH (t).

We can now give a simple description of a finite cover of the induced
action. In the description in the last paragraph, we passed to a finite
index subgroup of I', which also causes us to pass to a finite index
subgroup ¥ < . The map (¢, h)—(¢t, 77 (t)h) descends to a map from
(T'xH/A)/¥ to (T'xH)/(X'xA) where the semidirect product is de-
fined by 74 and 74 (3) normalizes A by definition. This map conjugates
the induced action to an action defined by pr(to)[t, h] = [tot, 7L (t)h].
We summarize this discussion with the following Proposition.

Proposition 6.14. (1) If p is an affine action, then there is a fi-
nite index subgroup Y such that the lift of the action p;, to
(T'xH/A)/Y is smoothly conjugate to a left translation action
pr of T on (TxH) /(X' xA) as described above.

(2) If p is a quasi-affine action, then there is a finite index subgroup
¥ in ¥ and a left translation action pr of T on (T'x H) /(X' X A)
as above and a cocycle v : Tx(TxH)/(XxA)— Isom(M), such
that the lift of pi, to (T'xH/AXxM)/Y' is smoothly conjugate to
the skew product action over pp defined by t.

We begin by showing that, even for quasi-affine actions, it suffices to
consider the action on (T'xH)/(3' xA).

Lemma 6.15. For any one parameter subgroup g; of T', and any reqular
element r in T, if the ergodic components of the left translation action
gr on (I'xH) /(X' A) consist of entire leaves of W, .y then the ergodic

components of pin(gi) consist of entire leaves of WZT(T).

Proof. This follows two facts. The first is one of the main results of
Zimmer’s thesis. This says that if K is a compact group and K acts
on a standard probability measure space (Y, v), and p is an action of
locally compact group G by measure preserving transformations on a
standard measure space (X, p) and ¢ : GXx X—K is a cocycle, then the
ergodic components of the skew-product action of G on (X XY, uxv)
are of the from E'xL-y where F is an ergodic component of X, y is a
point in Y and L is a subgroup of K such that ¢, restricted to FE, is
cohomologous to a cocycle taking values in L.

The second fact describes dynamical foliations for skew product ex-
tensions. Again, let K be a compact group. Let X be a smooth com-
pact manifold and Y be an associated bundle to a principal K bundle
over X. Assume G is a locally compact group and that p : Gx X—X
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and p : GXY—Y be two actions which commute with the bundle pro-
jection 7 : Y—X. Then the GG action on Y is measurably isomorphic to
a skew product extension as described in the previous paragraph and
for any geG which is partially hyperbolic and normally hyperbolic to a
central foliation on both X and Y, the map = is a diffeomorphism from
each leaf of Wg( g) ONto a leaf of W;( 0 This follows from the dynamical
characterization of Wy, in [HPS, Theorem 6.8¢|

To prove the lemma, we apply these facts twice, first to the g; action
on (T'xH/AXM)/Y" covering the pe(g:) action on (T'xH/AXM)/%
and second to the actions p;, on (T'x H)/(3'xA)x M which is a skew
product action over the action p;, on (T'xH)/(X'xA). O

We are now reduced to identifying ergodic components for left trans-
lation actions on homogeneous spaces. To do this, we will use work
of Brezin and Moore [BM]. Following that paper, we note that for
any Lie group L, any finite volume homogeneous space L/A has two
special quotients an maximal toral quotient and a maximal semisim-
ple quotient. An affine quotient of the space L/A is one of the from
P/¢(A) where ¢ : L—P is a surjective homomorphism. The maximal
toral quotient is the maximal affine quotient of L/A which is a torus
and the maximal semisimple quotient is the maximal affine quotient of
L/A where P is semisimple. Given a one parameter subgroup [; in L,
we can project [; to either the torus or M and this defines a quotient of
the left translation flow of [; on L/A. Let ¢1(l;) be the quotient action
on the maximal toral quotient and let ¢,(l;) be the quotient action on
the maximal semisimple quotient. The following is a restatement of
[BM, Theorem 6.1].

Theorem 6.16. Let I; be a one parameter subgroup of L acting by left
translation on a finite volume homogeneous space L/A for a Lie group
L. Then the action of l; is ergodic if and only if both ¢1(l;) and po(ly)
are ergodic.

To prove Proposition 613, we require an additional lemma which is
an immediate consequence of Theorem [E.T1(3).

Lemma 6.17. Let ¢; be a one parameter subgroup of T which is in the
kernel of x and projects to a non-compact subgroup in each J;. Then
the action of ¢, on T /Y is ergodic.

Proof. This is immediate since an ergodic component of the action is
necessarily of the form [[, 77/(X'NT) where T} < T; is a subtorus and
¥'NT! is a lattice in 7]. This forces T/ to be the Zariski closure of
a subgroup of ¥’ and therefore to be algebraic. Theorem BEII(3) then
implies that 7} = T;. O
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Proof of Proposition 13 By Proposition and Lemma we
are reduced to showing that ergodic components of the ¢; action on
(T H)/(X'xA) consist of entire leaves of W) ). We do this by ex-
plicitly identifying ergodic components, or rather explicitly identifying
ergodic components modulo finite extensions.

Note that arguments as in Lemma shows that there is no loss
of generality in passing to finite covers, so for simplicity we pass to a
finite cover of H such that:

(1) A is torsion free,

(2) The Levi complement of L is the direct product of Z and M,

(3) M is the direct product of its simple factors and A does not
intersect the center of M,

(4) Z is a direct product of copies of S' and copies of R*.

Let oy be restriction to M of the map from L to Aut(U) defining
the semi-direct product structure of H as LxU. Let MY be the kernel
of oy and let MY be the maximal normal connected compact subgroup
of MY. Note that our assumptions imply that MY is normal in H and
that H = Hx M where H' is isomorphic to H/ME.

We write M’ as M"xC where C' is the maximal connected normal
compact subgroup of M’. It from the proof of [A, Theorems 1 and 2]
that in H,

NMpxU = Ay is a lattice in xU and projects to a lattice

1) ANMExU = Ay is a lattice in MY xU and projects to a latti
in U,

(2) the projection of A to M” is a lattice in M".

Since my is a homomorphism of I' the superrigidity theorems im-
ply that there is a homomorphism 7% : J—H and a homomorphism
78 . I—H with bounded image such that the images commute and
7 (v) = 7E(y)7K (7). Note that, after passing to a further finite index
subgroup, 7y necessarily takes values in M’ and 75 necessarily takes
values in M”. Using that Aut(U) is an algebraic group, we can also
write 74 as a product of 7% : J— Aut(U) and 7% : T— Aut(U). We
write M’ as a direct product M; M, where M is the minimal product
of simple factors of M’ such that 7% takes values in M; and the pro-
jection of A to M is a lattice. This implies that M is a direct product
of semisimple groups M| where the projection of A to M; is commen-
surable to a product of irreducible lattices A}, < M{ and such that
the projection of 7% (c;) is non-compact in each M?. This implies that
the left translation action of ¢; on M /Ay, defined by 7} is ergodic.
Since 7&, has non-trivial image in each Mj, it follows that each M}
has real rank at least 2 and so there is a compact connected normal
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subgroup M < M’ such that (M;x ME)NA = Ay, at least after re-
placing A by a subgroup of finite index. We write M| for M;x MF. It
is also easy to see that the product T-M; is a subgroup of L and that
T-MiN(E'XA) = X' Ay

We now construct a subgroup of U. The fact that Ay projects to a
lattice in U defines a rational structure on U and u. We let let p; be
the composition of ﬁg with the restriction of Adry g to u and let ug be
the minimal Lie subalgebra containing all non-trivial root subspaces of
1 and invariant under 7% (7). We let 115 be the composition of 7§ with
the representation of Aut(U) on u and let u4 be the minimal Lie algebra
containing all non-trivial root subspaces of py and invariant under 7.
Finally we let uy be the minimal rational Lie subalgebra of u containing
both uy and uy and invariant under T-M;. Let Uy < U be the Lie
subgroup with Lie algebra uy. We let K be the closure of the projection
of Ay to M¥. Form the semidirect product N = (T'x Kox M])xUy. By
construction it is clear that:

(1) NNA = Ay is a lattice in N

(2) For any regular elements r in 7', the space E7,, (r) is a subspace
of n

(3) the maximal semisimple quotient of N/Ax is M; /Ay, and

(4) the maximal toral quotient of N/Ay is T/3.

Together with Lemma and the definition of M; this implies that
any ergodic component of the action of ¢; on (T'x H)/(X'x A) contains
a translate of N/Ay in (T'xH)/(X'xA’) which suffices to prove the
proposition.

O

7. Final arguments

7.1. Elliptic operators and global regularity. In this section, we
prove that ¢ is a diffecomorphism. Here p, G and H/Ax M are as in the
remarks at the end of section @l The number & is the smallest number
that allows us to apply the techniques of subsection to show that ¢
is a diffeomorphism along foliations of the type Wﬁd. In keeping with

the statement of Theorem [[L1l we let n = w 4+ 3. We now

prove:

Theorem 7.1. There is a neighborhood V of p in Hom(G, Diff*(X))
such that if p'€V, the map ¢ constructed above is a C*~" small C*—"
diffeomorphism which is conjugacy between p and p'. Furthermore

(1) p—1d as p'—p and,
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(2) given I>k, we can choose V' so that if p' is C* and p'€V, then,
the map ¢ is C.

Remark: The proof below uses only standard facts concerning elliptic
operators and is straightforward. The result stated also follows from
the main theorem in [KS2], but as that article relies on much deeper
and harder results concerning hypo-elliptic operators, we give the proof
below.

Proof. We choose a finite cover of H/AxM by open sets U, such that:

(1) each U, is contained in a neighborhood W,,, which is coordinate
chart on H/AxM

(2) for each U,, we have o(U,,)CW,,

(3) each U, is a foliation chart for § and W[‘; | for all ge® and y in
¥ as defined in subsection B

(4) each U, is of the form Uy, xUs,, where Uy, is an open set in
H/A and Uy, is an open set in M.

g

For convenience, we denote § by §o and fix an order on the W[x}
and relabel them Fi,...,§,. We choose a basis X;; of b where X,
for 1<j<dim(Z) is a basis for 3 and X;; is a basis for §; with 1<i<g.
For U,; we choose an explicit identification with an open ball in R" and
choose a basis of constant vector fields X; where dim(Z)+1<j<dim(Z)+
dim(M).

Identifying each W, with a subset of R", we can write ¢, = ¢
Id +h,,, where h,, : U,—R" is C° small.

For any n > 0 and any !’ > k, by choosing V small enough, and
applying Theorem and Theorem EE4l we have that each h,, is

(1) C* along each leaf of § for 1<I<q with suppy,, X/\(hm) < 7
for any 0<n<k and any 1<j<dim(g;),

(2) C*7* along almost every leaf of § with [, [|X¢;(hm)(2)[Pdp <
n for any 0<n<k — 2 and any 0 < j < dim(Z) + dim(M),

(3) if p' is C* then h,, is C* along Fo and C* along each §; for
1<i<q.

Un —

We construct an elliptic operator as follows. Let ¢ be the least even
integer less than or equal to k& — 2, then the operator

q dim(F;

)
A=D2 X

i=1 j=1

is elliptic with smooth coefficients on each U;. Standard estimates, see
e.g. [Z3, Section 6.3], imply that:
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[ullzh—2 < C([AW)]2 + [|ull2)

for any u in the Sobolev space W2*~2(U);), where W2*~2(U;) is the
Sobolev space of functions with k& weak derivatives in L?, ||-||2,x—2 is the
Sobolev norm and ||-||2 is the L? norm. (For k — 2 odd, the standard
inequality involves the |[|-||2,; for both terms on the right hand side, but
we will not need this.)

We want to apply this estimate to h,,, but h,, is not a priori in
W2k=2(U,,). We let Ug, be the set of points x in U,, such that B(z,&)CU,,.
To complete the argument, we use mollifiers J. such that

(1) XijJe = JeXij fOI' Xij above and,

(2) J.u is defined on Ug, and J. maps L'¢(U,,) to C>=(UE,)
(3) J. are uniformly bounded on W2*=2(U,,)C L} (U,,).

(4) J. converges uniformly to the identity on LY°¢ as e—0.

We briefly describe the operators J. which are convolution operators
for a family of functions f.. We write the function f. = fi.fo. where
fie is a function on U;, for ¢ = 1,2. The function fi. is a standard
mollifier and define J;. by standard convolution. We define f; by taking
a standard mollifier on a small neighborhood of zero in h and pulling
back to H via the inverse of the exponential map We identify Uy, with
a small neighborhood in H and define Jo.(u) = [, foc(h)u(zh, m)dpu.
The fact that we act on the right on z in the formula is necessary to
guarantee condition (1) above. We then let J. = Ji.Jo.. It is easy to
see that J;. and JgE commute, and that .J. satisfies 1 — 4 above.
Letting ¢, = =, we have that

1(Jen = Jenin) om ||2k 2 < C([[(Jer, = Jen s )A )24 [[(Je = Tz 1) am|2)

The right hand side converges to zero, which implies that {.J., hy,}y is
a Cauchy sequence in W2*k=2(U;). Since {J., hmn}n converges in L1t
to Ay, this implies that h,,EW?>*~2 and

1hmll2p—2 < CUAGRm) |2 + hmll2)

which by the properties (1) and (2) of h,, described above, implies that
|hm||2.6—2 < Cn for a constant C' not depending on p'. By the Sobolev
embedding theorems, this implies that h,, is C*~" small where n is
dim(H/Ax M)

This then implies that ¢ is C*~" close to the identity, which implies
that ¢ is a diffeomorphism, since there is a neighborhood of the identity
in the space of C*~" maps which consists of diffeomorphisms.

To show that h,, is C' when p’ is C* follows a similar outline. We
choose V' such that h,, is C*° along each §; for 1<j<q and C" along
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$o where I'>1 + dimT(X) + 3 is even. The same argument with ¢ =" in
the construction of the elliptic operator shows that h,, is in W?! and
therefore is C'. Note that since we do not have a good bound on the
W2 norm of ¢ along § in Theorem B4 or of the C* norm of ¢ along

ng in Theorem 5, we do not obtain a bound on the C! size of . O

7.2. Smooth perturbations, smooth conjugacy, and iterations.
We keep all the notation from the previous subsection.

For notational convenience in the proof of the C'* case of Theorem
[Tl it is convenient to fix right invariant metrics d; on the connected
components of Diff'(X) with the additional property that if ¢ is in
the connected component of Diff>*(X), then d;(¢, Id)<d;1+1(p,1d). To
fix d;, it suffices to define inner products <,>; on Vect'(X) which
satisfy < V.,V >, < < V.V >,y for V€ Vect™(X). As remarked
in [FM2, Section 6], after fixing a Riemannian metric g on X, it is
straightforward to introduce such metrics using the methods of [FM2,
Section 4].

Once we have fixed the family of metrics d; and fix a generating
set K for G, it is possible to rephrase parts of Theorem [l more
quantitatively as follows:

Corollary 7.2. In the setting of Theorem [7.1, given k>ko and [>k,
for every € > 0 there exists 0 > 0 such that if p' is an action of G on
H/AXM with di(p'(g9)p(g)~",1d) < & for all geK then there exists a
C' conjugacy @ between p and o' such that di_,(p,1d) < €.

Remark: The algorithm presented below for proving smoothness is
essentially contained in the proof of the C°*> case of [EM2), Theorem
1.1].

Proof of C°° local rigidity in Theorem [T If p’ is a C* perturba-
tion of p, then there exists some k& > 1, such that p’ is C* close to p
and we can assume that k>ky,. We fix a sequence of positive integers
]{?:lo <l <lg<---<l; <...with li+1—li > n + 3 for each i. We
construct a sequence of C'*° diffeomorphisms ¢; such that the sequence
{¢no. . .0p1 tnen converges in the C'™ topology to a conjugacy between
p and p'.

We let ¢' = ¢0...0¢, and p; = ¢'op’o(¢?) ™! and construct ¢; induc-
tively such that

(1) p; is sufficiently C%~"=3 close to p to apply Corollary to p;
and p with [ = [;;, and € = 21-%,
(2) dli_n_g(QSi,Id) < 2—11 and,

(3) di,—n-3(pi(v)op(y)™,1d) < 5 for every yeK.
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To construct ¢;,1, we assume that p; is close enough to p in the
C" topology to apply Corollary with | = [;;; and € = 2% Then
we have a Cl+17"=3 diffeomorphism ;11 with 1);10p;01;11 " = p and
i1 —n—3(¥is1,1d) < 5. Using standard approximation theorems, we
can choose a C* diffeomorphism ¢; 1 with di,,, —p—3(¢i1,1d) < 2%
and p; = ¢;110p;00;41 " close enough to p in the C%+17"=3 topology to
apply Corollary L2 with [ = l;4» and € = 345 and so that (3) above is
satisfied.

To start the induction it suffices that p’ is sufficiently C* close to p
to apply Theorem [[1(2) with [ =1; and € = %

It remains to show that the sequence {¢,,0...0¢1 },en converges in the
C* topology to a conjugacy between p and p’. Combining condition (2)
with the fact that d;,(¢;, Id)<d;(¢;, Id) for all j>1;, and the fact that d,
is right invariant implies that dj,_,_3(¢;, Id) = dj;_—3(¢7, ¢’ 1)<+ for
all j>4. This implies that {¢’} is a Cauchy sequence in Diff" " 3(X)
for all 4, and so that {¢/} converges in Diff>*(X). Similarly, condition

(3) implies p; converges to p in the C*° topology. O
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