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ROBUST MINIMALITY OF STRONG FOLIATIONS FOR DA
DIFFEOMORPHISMS: CU-VOLUME EXPANSION AND NEW
EXAMPLES

JANA RODRIGUEZ HERTZ, RAUL URES AND JIAGANG YANG

ABSTRACT. Let f be a C? partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms of T3 (not
necessarily volume preserving or transitive) isotopic to a linear Anosov diffeo-
morphism A with eigenvalues
As <1< Ae < Ay
Under the assumption that the set
{2 ] 108 det(Tf | peu () |< log Au}

has zero volume inside any unstable leaf of f where E°“ = E° @ EY is the
center unstable bundle, we prove that the stable foliation of f is C'! robustly
minimal, i.e., the stable foliation of any diffeomorphism C? sufficiently close
to f is minimal. In particular, f is robustly transitive.

We build, with this criterion, a new example of a C'! open set of partially hy-
perbolic diffeomorphisms, for which the strong stable foliation and the strong
unstable foliation are both minimal.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we will study the dynamics of certain types of partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphisms as well as the properties of their invariant foliations. One of the
most classically studied properties is transitivity. A diffeomorphism is transitive if
it admits a dense orbit. Transitivity is said to be C" robust (or stable) if it holds
for every diffeomorphism ¢ in a C" neighborhood of f.

The first known examples of robustly transitive diffeomorphisms were the tran-
sitive Anosov diffeomorphisms. This is a consequence of their structural stabil-
ity. It was not until the late 60’s that nonhyperbolic robustly transitive examples
appeared. First it was Shub [42] who gave examples on T4. A few years later
Maiié [35] presented a new class of examples on T3. These examples are called
DA diffeomorphisms and are defined below in more detail. Mané’s examples are
strongly related to the results of this paper. New advances in the study of robustly
transitive diffeomorphisms occurred only in the 1990s.

Bonatti and Diaz [5] developed a new tool, called blender, which made it pos-
sible to produce numerous new examples. For example, they showed that some
perturbations of certain products of Anosov diffeomorphisms (defined below), and
certain perturbations of the time one map of transitive Anosov flows are robustly
transitive. All of these examples, including those from [42] and [35], have a common
property: they are partially hyperbolic. A diffeomorphism f of a closed manifold
M is partially hyperbolic if the tangent bundle TM splits into three invariant sub-
bundles: TM = E* @& E¢ ® E* such that all unit vectors v? € E°(x) (0 = s,¢,u)
with x € M satisfy :

(1.1) T fo°| < [T fo°| < [Ty fo"

for some suitable Riemannian metric. Here T, f is the tangent map of f at the
point z. The stable bundle E* must also satisfy | Tf|g-|| < 1 and the unstable
bundle, ||Tf~ ! g«|| < 1. The bundle E€ is called the center bundle. Both bundles
E" and E° are non-trivial. For further use, let us denote E* = E°¢ & E" and
E°® = E° @ E°. When the center bundle E° is zero-dimensional, the diffeomor-
phism is called Anosov or hyperbolic.

Diaz, Pujals and Ures [I5] proved that, in three-dimensional manifolds, robust
transitivity implies partial hyperbolicity. However, the unstable bundle E* or the
stable bundle E* could be trivial, though not both at the same time. See also [0]
for a higher dimensional version.

It is well known [I0], 28] that there are two invariant foliations, the stable and
unstable foliations, which are tangent, respectively, to £ and E*. We refer to these
foliations as the strong foliations. However, E° is not always integrable, not even
in the case where it is one-dimensional. There are examples, even in 3-dimensional
manifolds, of partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms where the center bundle is not
tangent to an invariant foliation, see [25, [9]. If there are invariant foliations JF°
with i = sc, cu, ¢ tangent, respectively, to the bundles E?, then the diffeomorphism
is called dynamically coherent. A non-dynamically coherent partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphism is sometimes called incoherent.
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If the strong stable -or the strong unstable- foliation of a partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphism is minimal, then the diffeomorphism is transitive. Recall that a
foliation is minimal if every leaf is dense in the whole manifold. The dynamical
properties of these foliations are of great importance since they are intimately re-
lated to the dynamical properties of the diffeomorphism and of some of its most
relevant invariant measures, such as physical measures, u-Gibbs measures, entropy
maximizing measures, etc. Discussing the exact nature of this relationship is beyond
the scope of this paper, but the interested reader may consult, for instance, [16] [12].

There are few results concerning the robustness of the minimality of the strong
stable foliations. Bonatti, Diaz and Ures [7] showed that either the strong stable
or the strong unstable foliation is robustly minimal for three-dimensional robustly
transitive diffeomorphisms. In [24] there is also a version for partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphisms in higher dimensions, with one-dimensional center bundle. Pujals
and Sambarino [39] proved that if each unstable leaf of f contains a point whose
w-limit set is uniformly hyperbolic, and if the diffeomorphism itself admits a min-
imal strong stable foliation, then diffeomorphisms in a C' neighborhood of f also
have minimal strong stable foliations.

In [7] the robust minimality of both the strong stable and the strong unstable
foliation is obtained by adding the following hypotheses: f is dynamically coherent,
all bundles E®, E¢ and E" are orientable and T f(z) preserves their orientation,
and there is a periodic compact center leaf.

Up to now, all known partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms for which both strong
foliations are robustly minimal fall into two categories: either they have a compact
and periodic central curve as mentioned above, or they are dynamically incoherent.
Examples of the latter type were obtained in [9].

When the derivative T f(z) is expanding on the center bundle E°¢ defined above,
the diffeomorphism is Anosov. Even in this paradigmatic case, it is not known
whether the strong unstable foliation is minimal. This is an open question even
for Anosov diffeomorphisms of the 3-torus. Is the strong unstable manifold ro-
bustly minimal in this case? The numerical studies performed in [20] suggest that
the strong unstable manifold of the fixed point is dense for perturbations of a
certain linear example. Furthermore, in [26] Theorem 6.1] it is proved that for 3-
dimensional Anosov diffeomorphisms, there is always a dense strong unstable leaf,
though this leave is not necessarily the strong unstable manifold of the fixed point.
A foliation is called transitive when it contains a dense leaf.

In this work we will study the robust minimality of these foliations for DA dif-
feomorphisms, which we define as follows: let A be a linear Anosov diffeomorphism
over T3 with three distinct real eigenvalues. Then any C” (r > 1) partially hyper-
bolic diffeomorphisms in the isotopy class of A will be called a DA diffeomorphism.
We denote them by D"(A). In particular, Mané’s construction in [35] leads to DA
diffeomorphisms. The largest eigenvalue of the linear Anosov diffeomorphism A,
denoted by A,, plays a key role in the study of ergodic measures of DA diffeo-
morphisms: for any DA diffeomorphism, its ergodic measures with entropy larger
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than log \,, have the same structure as those of the linear Anosov diffeomorphism.
Indeed, the semiconjugacy (for the precise definition, see Section between the
DA and the linear Anosov diffeomorphism A is an isomorphism when restricted to
this set of measures. The interested reader may consult [44]. In this paper, we will
further explain how A, provides topological information about the diffeomorphism.
We will also give examples for which both foliations are robustly minimal.

1.1. Statement of the main result. We will show that, for DA diffeomorphisms,
if the volume along the cu-bundle has a non-uniform expansion (with respect to
the constant log A, ), then the stable foliation of this diffeomorphism is robustly
minimal.

Although this result may seem somewhat unexpected as we do not assume tran-
sitivity of the original diffeomorphism, it was already conjectured by the second
author in [43] (see the Introduction and Question 6.6 therein) that all DA diffeo-
morphisms are transitive. In some sense, the hypotheses in the previous results on
the robust minimality of the stable foliation is replaced here by the diffeomorphisms
being in an isotopy class of A and having non-uniform volume expansion on E".
This implies that every such 3-dimensional DA diffeomorphism really admits some
type of hyperbolic structure, which is mainly related to the constant log A,,. We are
able to prove the previous conjecture in the case the diffeomorphism is sufficiently
close to one having enough cu-expansion along unstable leaves. Here is our main
result:

Theorem A. Let A be a linear Anosov diffeomorphism of T% with eigenvalues
0<As <1< A< Ay

Let f € D*(A) and suppose the set B(f) = {z : [det(Tf |geuis))| < Au} has zero
leaf volume inside any strong unstable leaf, then the strong stable foliation of f is
robustly minimal.

Remark 1.1. Although the bound by log A, for the metric entropy of measures is
sharp in [44] (see Propositions and , our condition here is not, since the
hypothesis above does not hold under perturbations. However, the strong stable
foliation remains robustly minimal.

In the volume preserving setting the knowledge about these diffeomorphisms is
more complete. Obviously, transitivity in this situation is easier to obtain. In case
the DA diffeomorphism is conservative, transitivity is a consequence of the results
of [23]. There is even a more complete description as Gan and Shi [I9] have shown
that these diffeomorphisms are ergodic.

1.2. Structure of the proof of Theorem[A]l Usually, when proving that a stable
foliation is robustly minimal, the proof, roughly speaking, can be divided into two
steps:
(a) for every open set U the forward iteration of U contains a set that has
uniform size along the center-unstable direction;
(b) every (strong) stable leaf must intersect this set.

In [7] this is achieved by showing the existence of an s-section, that is, a two-
dimensional surface that transversally intersects every stable leave. In [39] the
authors proved the step (a) under the assumption that for every x € M, there is
a point y in F*(x) whose center bundle is uniformly expanding. In the meantime,
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f having a minimal strong stable foliation implies that the strong stable leaves for
every nearby C! diffeomorphism g are e-dense, thus satisfying the step (b).

The proof in our paper also follows this path, albeit with a completely different
technique:

To achieve the step (a), we mainly deal with the cu-bundle. We show that a
diffeomorphism under the assumptions of Theorem [A] has mostly expanding center
(Section . Thus, by a general technique for diffeomorphisms with mostly ex-
panding center introduced in Section [3| for each nearby C' diffeomorphism, the
forward orbit of Lebesgue almost every point is eventually expanding along the
center direction. See [47] for more details.

The main tool to study diffeomorphisms with mostly expanding center is a subset
of the invariant probability measures which we denote by G(f). To be more precise,
we consider the following set of invariant measures:

GU(f) = {11 € Mano(f) : hy(f. F*) = / log(det(T [ | (o)) ds(x)}

G () = {1 € Min() s u(F) = [ og(det(T e (o) dila)}
and consider their intersection:

G(f) = G*(f) N G™(f).

The definition of h, (f, F*), the partial entropy along the foliation F*, can be found
in Section Here we collect some properties of G*(f), G*(f) and G(f) which
will be important to us. The precise statements of those properties can be found
in Section |3] For any C! partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms f (see [29)):

(1) The set G*(f) is non-empty, convex and compact. If f is C? then G*(f)
is the set of Gibbs u-states of f. G*(f) varies upper semi-continuously in

C! topology: if f, <, f then limsup, G“(f,) C G*(f). G“(f) contains
all the weak-* limit points of the Ceséro limit at Lebesgue almost every x.
And the extremal elements of G*(f) are ergodic.

(2) Furthermore, the set G°“(f) is non-empty and convex and contains all the
weak-* limit points of the Cesdro limit at Lebesgue almost every .

(3) Finally, if f has mostly expanding center, then:

G(f) is compact and contains all the physical measures of f. The ex-
tremal elements of G(f) are ergodic. The measures in G(f) have only
positive center exponents and satisfy Pesin’s entropy formula. G(f) varies
upper semi-continuously in the C' topology.

The last two properties of G(f) allow us to apply the Pliss Lemma and hyperbolic
times argument to nearby C' diffeomorphisms. This shows that the local unstable
manifolds at certain iterations along typical orbits must have uniform size. See
Lemma

The proof of the step (b) is more involved. We have to deal with the strong
stable foliation without any assumption on minimality or even transitivity of f. We
show that, for any C'' DA diffeomorphism, and any ergodic measure with positive
center exponent and with entropy larger than log A\,, the Pesin unstable manifolds
at regular points, whose existence is given by the Pesin’s theory, coincide with
Fe%(z). The Pesin unstable manifold of a regular point © € M consists of the
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points y € M such that
lim d(f™"(z), f™"(y)) = 0.

n—oo

The Pesin unstable manifold W*(z) is dynamically defined, whereas F°"(z) is
topologically defined. In general W*(x) C F(x), but they are not necessarily
equal. In Proposition|5.2| we prove that for certain points  both manifolds coincide.
This part heavily uses the results in [44] on the classification of measures with large
entropy for DA diffeomorphisms. Since the lift of F¢* and F* to the universal
covering space form a product structure, it follows that the Pesin unstable manifolds
are s-sections, intersecting every stable leaf.

1.3. New examples. Let us observe that the previous method only works for
the minimality of the strong stable foliation, the minimality of the strong unstable
foliation is still an open question, even when the partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism
is Anosov. But with the criterion above we may provide the following:

Theorem B. There exist DA diffeomorphisms on T3 such that both strong stable
and unstable foliations are robustly minimal.

The construction is quite different from the one used by R. Mané in [35]. Mané
carefully performed the perturbation near a fixed point so that the perturbed diffeo-
morphism remains partially hyperbolic. Hence the modification is mainly supported
inside a small ball, and the non-hyperbolicity is local. In our construction, we need
to modify the dynamics of the linear Anosov diffeomorphism in a cylindrical neigh-
borhood of a long center segment which could eventually become e-dense for a small
€ > 0. Therefore we need to carefully choose the linear Anosov diffeomorphism,
and a subtle analysis is required. Indeed, we will choose a sequence of linear Anosov
automorphisms Ay so that their center Lyapunov exponent converge to zero. Such
a sequence has been firstly considered in [37]. In this manner we obtain a new
way of reaching the boundary of the set of Anosov diffeomorphisms, at least in the
isotopy classes of Ay, for k sufficiently large.

Can we perform this construction in the isotopy class of any hyperbolic auto-
morphism of the 3-torus? Concretely, we have the following:

Conjecture 1.2. Let A be a linear Anosov diffeomorphism of T with eigenvalues
0< A <1< A < Ay

There is a C'! open set of partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms I/ isotopic to A, such
that for any diffeomorphism g € U, both its strong stable and unstable foliation
are minimal.

1.4. Structure of the paper. This paper is organized in the following way.

In Section [2] we give some necessary background.

In Section [3] we go beyond the scope of DA diffeomorphisms, and introduce
a general theory for diffeomorphisms with mostly expanding center direction. In
particular, we provide the main tool for the study of such diffeomorphisms: a special
space of probability measures, denoted by G(f), which is defined using the partial
entropy along unstable leaves. See Deﬁnition and . Then we verify that the
diffeomorphisms we are considering have mostly expanding center. This is carried
out in Section [f] Lemma [£.2]
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Section [f] consists of a different theory which only applies for DA diffeomor-
phisms. We show that any ergodic probability measure with large entropy is hy-
perbolic, and moreover, the unstable manifold of a typical point coincides with the
corresponding center-unstable leaf of the partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism. See
Proposition [5.2

Theorem [A] is proven in Section [ and in Section [7] we build the examples of
Theorem [Bl

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we introduce the necessary background for the proofs. Throughout
this section we keep the same hypothesis as in the first section; that is, A is a three
dimensional linear Anosov diffeomorphism with eigenvalues 0 < Mg < 1 < Ap < Ay.

2.1. Dynamical coherence. A partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism is said to be
dynamically coherent if it admits invariant foliations F?, i = cs, cu, c, tangent to
the corresponding bundles at each point.

By Franks [18], for every DA diffeomorphism f € D(A), there exists a continu-
ous surjective map ¢ : T? — T3 that semi-conjugates f to A, that is, o f = Ao ¢.
The following properties of ¢ hold for f € D!(A):

Proposition 2.1. Suppose f € DY(A). Then f is dynamically coherent, and the

Franks’ semi-conjugacy ¢ maps the strong stable, center stable, center, and center
unstable leaves of f into the corresponding leaves of A. Moreover,

(a) ¢ restricted to each strong stable leaf is bijective;

(b) there is K > 0 only depending on f, such that for every x € T3, ¢~1(x)
is either a point, or a connected segment inside a center leaf with length
bounded by K.

Proof. By Potrie [38], f is dynamically coherent. Items (a) and (b) are proven in
[43] (see also [44], Proposition 3.1] for a proof of (b)). O

As a consequence of (b), we have:

Corollary 2.2. For any f € D'(A), ¢ preserves the metric entropy; that is, for
any tnvariant measure p of f:

hu(f) = ho.u(A).
Proof. For every x € T3, one has

fl@™ (@) = ¢~ (Ax)
which has length bounded by K, and can be covered by no more than 2K /3 many
B-balls. For each 8 > 0, denote by r,(x, ) the minimum cardinality of (n, 5)-
spanning sets of ¢~!(z). Then
ron(x,8) < 2Kn/p.

This shows that htep(f, ¢! (x)) = 0 for all z € T3. Then the corollary follows from
the Ledrappier-Walters’ formula [32]. O

Denote by f the lift of f to the universal covering space R3 and by ]}} (i =

s, ¢, u, ¢s, cu) the lift of the corresponding foliations of f to the universal covering
space.
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Definition 2.3. We say f (or f) has global product structure if for any two points
T,5 € R, .7:“( )ﬂ}"cs( ) consists of a unique point, and .7-""“( ) ﬂ}'s( ) consists

of a unique pomt
The following result was proved in [38, Proposition 7.3]:
Proposition 2.4. Every f € D'(A) has global product structure.
As a direct corollary we have that:

Corollary 2.5. For any x € T?, F*(z) = Uyef;(z) FHy).

Moreover, in Lemma[2.6 below we obtain a uniform control on the global product
structure. A fundamental domain of the lift of T3 to its universal cover is a closed
set B with B = Cl(Int(B)), such that its image under the covering map 7 : R3 — T3
is T3, and such that = is injective when restricted to the interior of B.

For R > 0, we define F%(x) to be the R-ball inside the leaf F7(z), o =
S, C, U, CS, CU.

Lemma 2.6. For any f € D*(A), any & € R®, and any f?fndamental domain T3
of the lift of T%, there is Rz > 0 such that for any § € T, F*(g) h Fg* (&) # 0.

Proof. By Proposition for any #,7 € R3, there exists R(§) > 0 such that
F5(j) M ]:"gfg)(i:) # (). Because both foliations F* and F°* vary continuously with
respect to points, the previous intersection still holds for points in a neighborhood
U; of g. Since T3 is compact, we may take a finite open cover U; (i =1,--- , k) of
T3, and take R; = max{R;}* ;. The proof is complete. a

Remark 2.7. By projecting on T3, it trivially follows from the lemma above that
for any x € T?, there is R, > 0 such that for any y € T?, F*(y) h Fg* (x) # 0.

2.2. Measure-theoretical information. Given any diffeomorphism f: M — M,
let Min,(f) be the set of f-invariant probability measures on M, and M (f) C
Minv (f) be the set of ergodic probability measures.

Let ¢ : T2 — T3 be the semiconjugacy defined in Subsection Since ¢ is not
injective in general, the map

QS* : Minv(f) — MiIlV(A)

is usually not injective either. Surprisingly, it is proven in [44] Theorem 3.6] that
if one restricts ¢, to the set of ergodic measures with large entropy:

w i {1 € Merg(f) : hu(f) > log Ay} = {v € Merg(A) : hy(A) > log Ay},

then it is bijective. Moreover, the following two properties were proved in [44],
showing that the constant log A, is important to classify ergodic measures with
large entropy. We should note that, as explained in [44], the constant log A, is
sharp here.

Proposition 2.8. [44, Theorem 3.6] Let f € D'(A) and pu be an ergodic probability
measure pu of f with h,(f) > logAy. Then for p almost every z, ¢~ o ¢(z) = {x};
that is, ¢ is almost surely bijective on the support of ergodic measures with entropy
larger than log A, .

In Proposition 2.8 the support of the above mentioned ergodic measures could
be a priori closed f-invariant sets that are not the whole manifold. Moreover, it is
not known in general whether a DA diffeomorphism is necessarily transitive.
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2.3. Partial entropy along an expanding foliation. Let p be a probability
measure and let £ be a measurable partition of M. Then for p-almost every x € M
there exists a conditional probability measure u$ such that for any measurable set
A, the map x + pf is measurable and

H(A) = / 1 (A)du(x).

The collection of the conditional measures {uS} is called the dzsmtegmtzon of p with
respect to &. See [40] for more details. The conditional measure yu$ actually depends
only on the element of the partition £(x) that contains x, so we may sometimes
denote it by ug(x)

Let C1,C5, ... be the elements of the partition £ that have positive y-measure
(if any). Then the entropy of the partition £ is defined by

Zu )log 1(Ch)

if W(M\U,, Cn) =0 or by H,(§) = oo otherwise.

Given two measurable partitions £ and 7, for every set B € n the partition £
induces a partition g of B. The mean conditional entropy of & with respect to n is
defined by

J(€l) = /M/ H,py (€5)duy(B),

where M/n is the quotient of M by the partition 1, u7} is the probability p!! for
any x € B, and p, is the quotient measure.

For two partition £ and 7, we write £ < n if 7 is finer than &, i.e., if every element
of n is contained in some element of £&. We also denote by £ V 7 their join, i.e., the
partition formed by taking the intersection between their elements. If {n,}22 ; is a
sequence of measurable partitions, we will denote n,, 1 7 if

® M <N =...,
(oo}
o Vozifn =1
If ¢ and 7n,, are measurable partitions for n = 1,2,... such that n, 1 n and

H,(&|m) < oo, then
H,(&lnn) L Hu(€ln)-

See for instance [41], Subsection 5.11]. Given any measurable partition £, we define

hu(£.6) = Hu(§ |\ £7€)

A measurable partition & is increasing if f€ < €. If a partition £ is increasing, then

hu(f,€) = Hu(€]£E)-

An f-invariant foliation F is expanding if the derivative of f along F is uniformly
expanding. Given an invariant probability measure p and an invariant expanding
foliation F of f, a measurable partition & is p-subordinate to the foliation F if for
p-almost every z it satisfies

(1) &(x) € F(z) and &(x) has a uniformly bounded from above diameter inside
F(x),

(2) &(z) contains an open neighborhood of z inside the leaf F(z),

(3) £ is an increasing partition.
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Such a partition always exists if F is expanding, see [31] and [46].

Given an invariant probability p, an invariant expanding foliation F, and any
p-subordinate measurable partition £, we define the partial entropy of f along F,
which we denote by h,(f,F), as:

hu(fa ]:) = hﬂ(f’ g)

It is well known that the definition above does not depend on the choice of the
partition &, see for example [33].

Proposition 2.9. [44] Proposition 2.7] Let F be an expanding foliation, 1 be an
ergodic probability measure, and {u, : x € M} be the disintegration of p with
respect to any measurable partition € that is p-subordinate to F. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:
(1) hu(f,F) >0
(2) for p-almost every point x, the measure p,, is continuous; that is, it has no
atoms.

Moreover, if (1) (or (2)) is satisfied, any full p-measure subset Z intersects almost
every leaf of F at an uncountable set.

The definition of expanding foliation does not require the foliation to be the
strong unstable foliation. A particularly important case is the center foliation F§
of the linear Anosov diffeomorphism A. This foliation is an expanding foliation,
which means that its partial entropy is well defined. We will need the following
proposition, which is a direct consequence of [44, Proposition 2.8].

Proposition 2.10. [44] Proposition 2.8] Let A be a linear Anosov diffeomorphism
of T3 with eigenvalues 0 < Ay < 1 < A\e < Ay and v an A-invariant measure with
hy(A) > log\,. Then

hy (A, FS) > hy(A) — log Ay > 0.

3. DIFFEOMORPHISMS WITH MOSTLY EXPANDING CENTER

Our proof depends heavily on measure-theoretical arguments. In this section we
are going to precisely state the properties of G¥(f), G(f) and G(f). We will also
collect some basic background on diffeomorphisms with mostly expanding center,
introduced in [2] [46], 47].

In this section f will be a C'! partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism unless other-
wise specified. It is well-known that there is an invariant foliation F* tangent to
E* which is expanding, see for instance [10] [2§].

3.1. G* states. First, recall that for a C? partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism,
following the work of Pesin and Sinai [36], a Gibbs u-state is an invariant probability
measure whose conditional probabilities (in the sense of Rokhlin [40]) along strong
unstable leaves are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure
on the leaves. The set of Gibbs u-states plays an important role in the study of
physical measures for C2 partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms. More properties for
Gibbs u-states can be found in [§, Subsection 11.2], see also [16] [I7].

Below we are going to define a natural generalization of Gibbs u-states for C*
partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms.
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Definition 3.1. We define:
(B1)  GU(f) = {1 € Mino(f) : h(f. F*) > / log(det(Tf | (o)) ds(x)}

Remark 3.2. (a) When f is C?, by Ledrappier [30], G"(f) is the set of Gibbs
u-states of f.
(b) By the Ruelle’s inequality for partial entropy (see for instance [45]), one
can replace the inequality in the definition of G* by equality:

G*(f) = {n € Mino(f) : hu(f, F*) = /log(det(Tf |5 (@)))dp ()}

The following property that was already known for Gibb"“(f), also holds for
G*(f)-
Proposition 3.3. [29, Propositions 3.1, 3.5] For any C* partially hyperbolic diffeo-
morphism f, G*(f) is non-empty, convexr, compact, and varies in an upper semi-
continuous way with respect to the partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms endowed
with the C1 topology. Moreover, for any invariant measure u € G"(f), almost
every ergodic component of its ergodic decomposition belongs to G*(f).

3.2. Other invariant measure subspaces.

Definition 3.4. Let E°* = E¢@® E“. Define
G (f) = {1 € Mins () h(f) > / log(det(Tf |eu (o)) dia(a)}-

Note that G(f) is defined similarly to G"(f), but using the metric entropy
h,(f) instead of the partial entropy. Also note that measures in G™(f) may have
negative center exponent. In fact, if © € G*(f) has only negative center exponents,
then

h(f) > hu(f, FY) > / log(det(TF | (o)) dpa() = / log(det(T'f | gen(e)))dii(x),

and therefore p must belong to G™(f).
Finally, we denote

(3.2) G(f) = G (/)N G=(f).

The most important property of the space G(f) is that it contains all physical
measures of f. An invariant probability measure p of f is a physical measure if
its basin B(p) = {z;lim, 00 L Z?;()l di(z) = p} has positive volume. The limit in
the definition of the set B(u) corresponds to the weak* topology. The measure §,
denotes the Dirac probability measure supported at x.

In the proposition below it is shown that G(f) is always non-empty and that
the space G(f) contains all the physical measures. However the space of physical
measures could be empty in general.

Proposition 3.5. [29, Theorem A][46, Proposition 2.12] Let f be a C partially
hyperbolic diffeomorphism. Then there is a full volume subset I' such that for any
x € T, any limit of the sequence %Z?:_ol di(z) belongs to G(f).

In general, the structure of G(f) is not as clear as that of G*(f); for instance, it
is not always true that the extreme elements of G(f) are all ergodic. This is due to
the presence of measures with negative center exponent. This changes under some
extra hypotheses, see next Subsection.
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3.3. Diffeomorphisms with mostly expanding center. From now on, we will
assume that f is C2.

Diffeomorphisms with mostly expanding center were introduced by Alves, Bon-
atti, and Viana [2] using a technical definition regarding the Lyapunov exponents
on sets with positive leaf volume. Later, a narrower definition was given by An-
dersson and Vasquez [3]. The two definitions are not equivalent. Here we use the
definition of [3].

Definition 3.6. f has mostly expanding center if all the center exponents of every
Gibbs u-state of f are positive.

Proposition 3.7. [47, Proposition 5.17] Suppose f is a C? partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphism with mostly expanding center, then there is a C' neighborhood U of
f such that, for any C* diffeomorphism g € U, G(g) is compact and convex, and
every extreme element of G(g) is an ergodic measure. In particular, almost every
ergodic component of v € G(g) is also in G(g).

Moreover, the map G : g — G(g) restricted to U is upper semi-continuous under
the C* topology.

If we combine the definition of the space G (f) and Ruelle’s inequality, we have
that:

Corollary 3.8. Suppose f has mostly expanding center, then there is a C* neigh-
borhood U of f, such that for any C* diffeomorphism g € U, every probability
u € G(g) satisfies Pesin formula:

ulg) = [ log(det(T [ppuio)i() = 30 Ailug)
Ai(p,9)>0
Later, we will use this corollary to obtain a lower bound of the metric entropy

for measures in G(g), which will enable us to apply Propositions and

4. POSITIVE CENTER EXPONENT

Throughout this section let f be a C2 partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism sat-
isfying the assumptions of Theorem [A] We are going to show that f has mostly
expanding center.

By the assumption of Theorem [A} the set B(f) = {z : [det(Tf |geu(a))| < A}
has zero leaf volume inside any strong unstable leaf. Therefore, since the conditional
measures of Gibbs u-states along the unstable leaves are equivalent to the Lebesgue
measures on the corresponding leaves, we have

Lemma 4.1. For any Gibbs u-state p of f,
(1) N )+ NG ) = [ 1og]det(T [pew(oldue) > log A

More importantly, we obtain the uniform positivity for the center Lyapunov
exponent:

Lemma 4.2. The diffeomorphism f has mostly expanding center. That is, for any
Gibbs u-state p of f, the center Lyapunov exponent of p, A\(u, f), is positive:

(42) N ) = [ 1og | det(TF [5eco)lde) > 0.
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The proof of this lemma follows from the following theorem:

Theorem 4.3. [44] Theorem A| Let v be an ergodic invariant probability measure
of f € DY(A) with h,(f) > log\,. Then every full p-measure set Z C M intersects
almost every center leaf in an uncountable subset. Moreover, the center Lyapunov
exponent along the center direction is non-negative, and even strictly positive if f is
C?.

Proof of Lemmal[{.2 Suppose that A\°(u, f) < 0. Since p is a Gibbs u-state, it has
an ergodic component p’ such that A°(y/, f) < 0 and it is also a Gibbs u-state (see
Proposition . As a consequence of Lemma we have that h,/(f) > log Ay.
Then we can apply Theorem above to 1/ and since f is C?, we arrive to a
contradiction. We therefore get that the center exponent is positive. (I

Observe that the integration in and depends continuously on the
measures since the integrand is a continuous function. On the other hand, the
space of Gibbs u-states is compact. As a result, there is @ > 0 such that for any
Gibbs u-state p of f, we have:

(43) N )+ NG ) = [ 108 detTS |esey)ldu(e) > log A+ 20,
and
(4.4) A f) = [ 1og | det(TF (o)) > 2a.

((4.3) follows from (4.1) and (4.4) follows from (4.2]), we then take a minimum
a>0).
By Proposition [3.7] and Corollary [3.8] we also get:

Lemma 4.4. There is a C' neighborhood U of f, and a > 0 such that for any C!
diffeomorphism g € U, and any invariant measure v € G(g),

ho(g) = N0, 9) + A(r g) = / log | det(Tg | e (o)) |d() > log Ay + a,

and A(v,g) = /log|det(Tg Be(2))]dv(z) > a.

Proof. By Proposition G(f) is compact. Since [log|det(T f|geu(s))|dp(z) and
Jlog | det(T f|ge(x))|dpu(x) depend continuously on p and f, and imply
that there exist open neighborhoods V of G(f) in the space of probability measures
and U of f such that, for v € V and g € U, we have [log|det(Tg|geu(y))|dv(z) >
log Ay + a and [log|det(Tg|ge(y))|dv(xz) > a. The upper semicontinuity of the
function g — G(g) (Proposition implies that G(g) C V for every g € U if U
is small enough. This gives the two inequalities of the lemma. The Pesin formula
(Corollary gives the first equality of the first equation. O

5. ERGODIC MEASURES WITH LARGE ENTROPY

Throughout this section let f be a C' DA diffeomorphism and let p be an f-
invariant probability measure such that
(1) p is ergodic,
(2) A°(u, f) >0, and
(3) hu(f) > log .
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5.1. Local unstable manifold for C' diffeomorphisms. Depending on the cen-
ter exponent, Pesin unstable manifolds may be different from strong unstable mani-
folds. We will denote the Pesin unstable manifolds by W} _(x) or W*(z), depending
on whether they are local or global manifolds, respectively. We denote the strong
unstable manifolds by F“(z). We call the intrinsic topology of F*(z) the topology
given by the restriction of the Riemannian metric of the ambient manifold to F*(x).
By (2) and a C! version of the Pesin theory [I, Theorem 3.11], we have that:

Lemma 5.1. For u almost every x, there is an open set under the intrinsic topology,
WE (x) C F(x) containing x, such that for every y € W (z),

T d(f " (y). £ (x)) = 0.

5.2. Global unstable manifold. Recall that for any point z € M, its global Pesin
unstable manifold is defined by

W () = {y; lim d(f~"(y), f"(x)) = 0}.

Remember that F°* is the invariant foliation tangent to E°* (see Subsection [2.1)).
Our main result of this section is the following:

Proposition 5.2. Let f € D(A) and pu be an invariant measure satisfying (1) to
(8). Then for p-almost every point x, F(x) = W*(z).

Proof. First we will see that it is enough to show that F<(z) C W¥%(x) for u-
almost every z. In general, we can get the other inclusion from Lemma [5.1] but, in
this particular case, F°*(x) = W"(z) can be obtained from the fact that F°*(x)
is a complete immersed submanifold. Indeed, assume that F¢*(z) C W*(x). On
the one hand, since F(z) is a surface without boundary, it is an open subset of
W*(x) with the topology induced by the restriction of the ambient Riemannian
metric (observe that both manifolds have the same dimension for p-almost every
point z). On the other hand, since F“(x) is complete, its boundary as a subset of
W*(z) is empty. The fact that W*(z) is connected implies F¥(z) = W"(x).

Now we proceed to the prove that F<(x) C W*(z) for y-almost every z.

By Corollary for any point x € T3,

Fii(x) = Uyere@) Ff (y)-

Hence we only need to show that for u-almost every point x, ]-'}?(x) is contained in
the unstable manifold of x.

The center foliation of the linear Anosov diffeomorphism A is orientable. Also,
for every point z € T® the pre-image of  under the semi-conjugacy ¢ is either a
point or a connected center segment of f, see (b) of Proposition Therefore the
orientation of the center foliation of A induces an orientation on the center foliation
of f. Once this orientation is fixed, we choose left and right sides with respect to
it. We denote by F7'(z) (i = right,left) the points of F¢(z) which are located
on the right and left of = respectively. Next, we will show that for u-almost every
point x, ]-'Jf’right(x) belongs to the unstable manifold of x. The proof for the left
side is similar.

Recall that ¢ is the semiconjugacy discussed in Section By Proposition 2.8
and Lemma [5.1] we may take a full u-measure subset A such that for every x € A:

.« 671 (6(2)) = u;

e W*(z) contains an open neighborhood of z inside F§ ().
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Now we take a compact subset Ag C A and rp > 0 such that for any = € Ay,
F§ (@) C W (z), where F§, (x) denotes the ball inside the center leaf 7§(z) with
center = and radius 9. We may take 7y small enough such that p(Ag) > 0. Indeed,
if A, is the set of z € A such that F§ (z) C W*(x), then we have J, A, = A,
so there is rg > 0 such that p(A,,) > 0. There is a compact set Ag C A,, whose
measure approximates p(A,,) as much as we wish. We may further assume the set
Ay is contained in a compact center foliation box B.

Next, we will prove that there is a positive measure subset of Ag, on which
QS(]-';::ZQM(:U)) has uniform size in W4 (4(x)).

For this purpose, we write A,, C Ay the set of points such that for any = € A,,,
such that (b(fc::;ght(x)) contains a segment of F§(z) with length strictly larger
than % By the continuity of the center foliation, A,, is (relatively) open inside Ay,
hence measurable. By the definition, A; C Ay C ---, and then the complement of
Ao = U,>0A, is a compact set.

Lemma 5.3. p(Ap\ Ax) =0.

Proof. In order to prove the lemma, it suffices to show that

This is because ¢ is an isomorphism between p and ¢.p.

For each point y € Ag \ Ao, denote by ligne(y) C }"Jf’”ght (y) the segment with
length r¢ and having y as an endpoint. Then by the choice of Ag, ligne(y) C W*(y).
Moreover, since y € Ag \ Ao, the image of l,;4n¢(y) under the semi-conjugacy ¢
must be a single point, which is ¢(y).

Now we claim that for any two different points y1,y2 € Ao \ Ao, lrignt(y1) and
lright(y2) are disjoint. This is because, if lyignt (Y1) N lrighe(y2) # 0,

A(lrignt(y1)) = d(y1), and ¢(lright(y2)) = d(y2)

must have non-trivial intersection, which implies that ¢(y1) = ¢(y2). Since ¢ |5 is
bijective, we arrived to a contradiction.

Recall that any one-dimensional segment contains at most countable many dis-
joint non-trivial intervals. By the claim above, we conclude that in the center
foliation box B, the intersection of Ag\ A with each center leaf is at most count-
able. Since the semi-conjugacy maps every center leaf of f to a center leaf of A
(Proposition , d(Ao \ Ao) intersects every center leaf of A at countably many
points.

Note that ¢, preserves metric entropy (Corollary . By the hypothesis of
Proposition [5.2]

h¢*/L(A) > lOg >\u
By Proposition the partial entropy along the center foliation F§ of A is
positive. Then it follows from Proposition that the disintegration of (¢).u
along the center leaf is continuous (in the sense that it contains no atoms), which
implies that (¢).u(p(Ao \ Ax)) = 0, as we claimed. The proof of this lemma is
complete. ([

Let us continue the proof of Proposition Since Ao, has full measure in Ag,
we can take m sufficiently large, such that u(A,,) > 0. By the definition of A,,,
we have that for y € A,,, the image of l,;4:(y) under ¢ has size larger than 1/m.

We claim that the whole right branch of the center leaf, 7, ,,(z), is contained in
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W(x) for p-almost every x € A,,. Although so far our argument has been local, no
more than this is required. Indeed, the set of points « for which F7; ,, (x) C WH(x)
is f-invariant, and A,,, a positive y-measure set, is contained in it. Ergodicity of u
implies it has full y-measure.

The proof of the claim uses the uniform expansion of W}. By Poincaré recurrence
theorem, for p almost every point « € A,,, there is a sequence of integers 0 < n; <
ng < --- such that f~"(z) € A, for any ¢ € N. Because lygn:(f~")(x) C
WH(f=™i(x)), f™ (Lrigne(f~™)(x)) C W*(x). By the semi-conjugacy,

O™ (Urigne(F ") (@))) = A™ (9Lrign (/) (@)))

satisfies

; —n, n; —n, n; 1
length(A™ (¢(lrignt(f ") (2)))) > Al* length(¢(lrigne (f ") (2)))) = Ac’%,
which is unbounded in 7. Hence

¢(U S (rigni (f77) (@) = U " (rigne (f 7" )(@))) = FA rignt (0(2))-

This shows that
Lan7 (lright(f_ni)(x)) = ;?,right(m) - Wu(x)

The proof of Proposition [5.2]is complete. O

Remark 5.4. The assumption (3) in Proposition [5.2]is likely a sharp condition. See
the discussion in [44].

6. ROBUSTLY MINIMAL STABLE FOLIATION

Finally we are ready to prove Theorem [A] Due to the non-uniform expansion on
Fe*, we need the notion of hyperbolic times. These are the times when sufficient
hyperbolicity is achieved along a given orbit. We will prove that, for any given
open set U, there is always some point & € U whose forward iteration (up to
the hyperbolic times) has large unstable manifold. Then Propositions and
show that under further iteration this unstable manifold will become an s-section,
intersecting every stable leaf. Ergodic measures in G(g) satisfy the hyphotesis of
Proposition because they have large entropy by Lemma[£.4] As a result, it will
be enough to show that when such hyperbolicity is achieved, the point itself must
be close to the support of some measure in G(g).

Let & be the C! neighborhood of f and a > 0 be the constant provided by
Lemma Let g € U be a C! diffeomorphism. Given U any open set of the ambi-
ent manifold T3, it suffices to show that every stable leaf has nonempty intersection
with U.

By Proposition there is a full volume subset I' C U such that for any z € T,
any limit of the sequence of + 22:01 d4i(z) belongs to G(g). Fix such an z € T, then

. I _
hmsupﬁZIOgHTg 1 ‘Eg(gi(z)) | < —a.
i=1

Because all the subbundles E° (i = s, c,u) are one-dimensional, after changing the
metric, we may assume that they are orthogonal. This means that, after changing
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the constant a, we have:

: RN -
(6.1) lim sup - Zlog |Tg~! |Beu(gi(a)) | < —a
i=1
Definition 6.1. For b > 0, we say that n is a b-hyperbolic time for a point x, if

1 -
Z Z log 79" | geu(hi(a) || < —b, for any 0 < k < n.
j=n—k+1
By the Pliss Lemma (see [8, Lemma 11.5])), one can show that the set of b-
hyperbolic times have positive density:

Lemma 6.2. There is p = p(a,U) > 0 such that for any g € U and x satisfying
(6.1)), there are integers 0 < ny < ng < --- which are §-hyperbolic times for x.
Moreover,

#{i:n; <n}

liminf ——— > p.
n

Write v, = i Z?;'b*l d4i(z)- We may assume that

Nm —1
. 1
limv,, =lim— E Ogi(a) = V-
m m Ny, “ 5
1=

By Proposition we have v € G(g).
For each m, define the set

T = {9°(2); nmp/2 <i < ny, is a hyperbolic time of x}.

By Lemma liminf,, v, (T'ym) > p/2. Take Ty any Hausdorff limit of the
sequence I',,. For simplicity, passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may assume
that imT',,, = T'g. Then v(T'g) > p/2. The measure v could be non-ergodic. How-
ever, we claim that there is an ergodic component v’ of v such that v/(Tg) > p/2.
Otherwise we would have that v(Tg) < p/2, a contradiction. So we take an ergodic
component v’ of v such that v/(T'g) > p/2. Since v € G(g), by Proposition we
can choose v/ in such a way that v/ € G(g).

By Lemma hy(g) > log A,. Then Proposition shows that for v/-almost
every point y € I'o, Wi (y) = F;*(y). By Poincaré recurrence theorem, we may
also assume that the negative orbit of y visits I'g infinitely many times.

By Remark there is R = R, such that F"z(y) intersects each stable leaf of
g. Because W' (y) = F"(y), there is a sufficiently large s such that g=*(y) € I,
and g~*(W' g(y)) has arbitrarily small size, but also intersects every stable leaf of
g.

On the other hand, since g~*(y) € 'y = limT,, there is a subsequence n;, of
hyperbolic times of x, such that I, > x,,, = g"m (z) = g~°(y) as i — oo.

Let D be any two-dimensional C* disk. We use dp(-,-) to denote the distance
induced on D by the restriction of the Riemammian metric of T3. We call 1/2
center-unstable cone the set of vector fields v such that Z(v, E*) < 3. Since the
splitting E° & E°* is dominated, the vectors in the sub-bundle E°* are expanded
exponentially faster than vectors in the sub-bundle E?. It then follows that:

Lemma 6.3. Suppose g € U and D is a disk tangent to the 1/2 center-unstable
cone, then g(D) is also tangent to 1/2 center-unstable cone.
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More importantly, one sees sufficient backward contraction on a large size sub-
disk of g¥*(D) when k is a hyperbolic time:

Lemma 6.4. [2| Lemma 2.7] There is 6; > 0 depending on U and a such that, for
any diffeomorphism g € U, giwen any C* disk D tangent to the 1/2 center-unstable
cone field, x € D and n > 1 an a/2-hyperbolic time for x, we have

dgn (D) (9" (), 9" F(2)) < e dgn ) (9" (2), 9" (),
for any point y € D with dgn(py(9"™ (), g™ (y)) < 61.

Take D C U any two-dimensional disk which is tangent to the 1/2 center-
unstable cone and contains € T' as an interior point. By Lemma [6.3] and [6.4]
for any sufficiently large n; which is a/2-hyperbolic time for z, D,,, = g™ (D) is
tangent to the 1/2 center-unstable cone, and contains a sub-disk with center z,,
and radius d; with respect to the distance dyn; (p).

Since 9; > 0 only depends on a > 0 and U, one can take a large enough s
such that g=*(W'z(y)) is much smaller than §; > 0. Then, because z,, can be
taken arbitrarily close to g7*(y), all the stable manifold of points of g=*(W ' r(y))
intersect Dy, . Indeed, observe that the disks D, —are uniformly transverse to
F, and contain disks with uniform radius centered at x,, , while the diameter of
g~ *(W, r(y)) can be taken arbitrary small. Then the continuity of the strong stable
foliation implies that all the stable manifolds of points of g=*(Wr(y)) intersect
Dy, as stated. Since g7*(W ' p(y)) intersects every stable leaf of g, D, —also
does, and so does D. The proof of our main result is complete.

7. EXAMPLES

In this section we will build the new examples mentioned in Theorem [B] For
this we will first consider the sequence of hyperbolic automorphisms {A;} on T3
presented in [37]. In fact we will take their inverses. Each automorphism in this
sequence has three distinct positive eigenvalues. The center eigenvalues are greater
than one and tend to one as k — oo. This means that the central expansion is
getting arbitrarily weak. This will allow us to make a perturbation on a sufficiently
long center segment so that the new diffeomorphism is the identity on this segment,
and has center expansion elsewhere. We have to make the perturbation taking
two precautions. On the one hand, we want the perturbed diffeomorphism to be
partially hyperbolic. On the other hand, we want the expansion in the strong
unstable direction not to be affected in order to apply Theorem [A] In this way, we
will obtain the robust minimality of the strong stable foliation.

In addition, we need the strong unstable foliation also to be robustly minimal.
To achieve this we require that the center segments in which the perturbations
occur are long enough to apply the arguments of [7]. This is possible thanks to a
density estimate for long center segments given by Lemma [7.11]

7.1. The hyperbolic automorphisms in [37] and a change of coordinates.
For each k € Z, we define the linear automorphism Ay : T2 — T2 induced by the
integer matrix

k-1 -1 -1
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For simplicity of the notation we identify both the automorphism and the linear
matrix by Ag.
The inverse of Ay, is

0 0 1
0 1 -1
-1 -1 k

which is the matrix discussed in Section 4 of [37]. The characteristic polynomial of
Ak is
pp(r) =2 —ka? + (k+ 1)z —1=0.

Moreover,

Lemma 7.1. [37, Section 4] For all k > 5, Ay has real eigenvalues
o1 :
0<)\;<E<1<>\;<>\}g
which satisfy A \, 0, AL \y1 and A} /0o as k — oo. The eigenvectors are

1 1
v =1, ——,— ],0=s,cu.
A7 =17 A7

Remark 7.2. It is easy to see that for k sufficiently large, one has

pr(0) =—-1<0,
Pk %) = ?13 >0,
pr(1)

- _E kb k<o,
pr(k) = k2 +k—1>0.

Therefore we can locate the eigenvalues of Ay on the real line as follows:

o o o 0 0 0o o
RS
EX
A~ S~~~

1 1 k
(7.1) 0<)\;<%<1+%<>\§<2<§<)\};<k.

Let e7 = v7/|v7| and denote by Ef = span{e}} the eigenspaces, where o =
s,c,u. Then we have, as k — oo, the following limits:

0 0 1
(7.2) e, > | 0|, ef—=[ 1], ef—1]0
1 0 0

To simplify our computations we consider the representation of the matrix Ay
under the basis By, = {e}., e, e} }, which is

AL 00
A= 0 x 0
0 0 A

Henceforth, unless otherwise specified, we will use B as the coordinate basis for
R3.
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7.2. A perturbation of the identity inside a cylinder. In this subsection we
will construct a perturbation W, . 4 inside a solid cylinder 7, 4 with length a > 1
and radius d > 0:

(7.3) Toa=A[xv,%B, 1y € [—a7a],x2 +22< d2} c R

We will also take ¢ € (—1,0) and b € (0, a), whose purpose will become apparent
soon. We remark that all constants a, b, c and d, as well as the basis By, depend on
k; however, since our construction is carried out for all k sufficiently large and to
improve the readability, we will suppress the dependence on k for now.

We begin with a C'* bump function pg : [0,d] — R such that

(a1) pa(0) = 1 and }(0) = 0;

(a2) pald) = 0 and pl(d) = 0;

(a3) pa(z) is decreasing;

(ad) =5 < pl<0for0<a<d.
A typical choice is

0, r=1

and rescaled to [0,d] by pa(x) = p1(z/d).
We will use a bump function ¢, ., obtained in the lemma below, to construct
the perturbation W, 4 . 4 along the center of the cylinder 7, p:

S PR

Lemma 7.3. Givena > 1, b€ (0,a) and ¢ € (—1,0) there exists a C* function
bab.e: [—a,a] = R such that:
(b1) ¢apc(x) = ca for x € [=b,b];
(b2) Gap.c(a) = ¢apc(—a) =0, and ¢, (a) = ¢/, , (—a) = 0;
(b3) ¢ < ¢ p.(x) < 2-b—|c| for all x € [—a,d], Gopo(r) = c if and only if
x € [—b,b];
(b4) |¢a,b,c(m)‘ < 2b|C|

Proof. We will only construct ¢, on [0,a] and extend it to [—a,a] as an odd
function.

Let € > 0 be sufficiently small so that b+¢ < a —e. We begin with the piecewise
linear function:

cx, T E (_OO,b—Fe’;‘);
Lupeclo) = {0 TR
;Ebbtez)g (z — (a—¢)), otherwise.

The function Lg p . (x) is continuous with

—(b+e)c b
a—b—2e¢ <2afb|cl
if £ > 0 is small enough. See Figure
To obtain ¢g 4, we fix e > 0 and define

(ba,b,c = La,b,c;a * Qe

where . (x) is a symmetric mollifier whose support is (—¢,e) and * denotes the
convolution. It is straightforward to check that ¢q p.c [0, satisfies all the required
properties. [
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FIGURE 1. The piecewise linear function L, p ¢ restricted to [0, a].

We define a C* map W4 pcd: Ta,a — Ta,a by:
(74) Wa,b,c,d([£7 Y, Z}B) = [.13, Yy + pd(r)¢a,b,c(y)a Z]Ba

where r = V22 + 22 and T, 4 is the cylinder defined in (7.3)). Its derivative (under
the coordinate basis B) is given by:

1 0 0
(7.5) [TWapedls = Gabc@py(r)s 14 pa(r)dy, (¥) Gape(y)py(r)Z
0 0 1
1 0 0
= C1 C C3 |,
0 0 1

where Cy,Cy and C5 are smooth functions of [x,y, 2]5.
The lemma below follows now immediately from (7.4) and (7.5).

Lemma 7.4. For any a > 1, b € (0,a), ¢ € (—=1,0) and d > 0, the following
properties hold:

o Voved : Taa = Tad is a C™ diffeomorphism isotopic to identity that
preserves any line parallel to the y-axis;
‘Ija,b,c,d |37': td and T\Ija,b,c,d |37—: Idz
TV p.ca preserves any 2-dimensional linear subspace which is parallel to

the y-axis;
o detTW,pcq>1+c>0. The equality holds if and only if x = 2 = 0 and
y € [—b,b].
[ ]
8b
(7.6) 1+c§02§1+2a_b\c| and  max{|C1],|Cs3]} < EM

7.3. The perturbed map f;. We are now ready to construct the perturbed map
fr. For each k € Z we take:

o ap > 1;

e 05 € (0,(A)71] such that by := Opay > 1;
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o ¢, =(N\)2—1€(-1,0);
e d;, > 0 small enough such that the projection 7 : R® — T3, restricted on
Tay.dy» 18 injective.
The properties above and Lemma [7.4] show that ¢ := W4, p, e, .4, can be viewed
as a C™ diffeomorphisms on T? with ¢, = id outside 7 (Tar,d ). We also define the
following center segments:

(7.7) Ji = U teg, and I = U teg.
te[—ag,ar] te[—bs,bx]

It follows that Ay (Ix) C Jx C Ta, 4,- From Lemma we see that:

(1) 9 fixes the center leaves of Ay;

(2) Ty, preserves the bundle £ ;

(3) Ttr |ze> 14 cx = (M) 2. The equality holds only on Ij.

Finally we define

(7.8) fr = Ap oty o Ayg.
We state the following proposition which immediately implies Theorem

Proposition 7.5. There is ko > 0 such that for every k > kg, the diffeomorphism
fr defined by (7.8)) is partially hyperbolic and is contained in the isotopy class of
the linear Anosov diffeomorphism By, = (Ay)?. Furthermore:

(a) B(fx) = {z : |det(T f |Egu (@) < Au = (A)?} coincides with Iy, the cen-
ter segment defined by 1) ; consequently, fr has robustly minimal stable
foliation;

(b) HTfk‘E;k(a:)H =1 for every x € Ij;, and HTfk:|EJ$k(m)|| > 1 otherwise;

(c) if in addition there exists C > 0 such that |cg|/d = (1 — (X§)72)/dx < C
for all k large enough, then for k sufficiently large, there exists an open
set Uy, containing fi, in its closure, such that every g € Uy has a minimal
unstable foliation.

Moreover, it is possible to choose ag, by and dy such that length(Ix) — oo as
k — oo, and limy I, = T3.

The fact that B(fy) = {z : |det(T fi E;Z(z))| < Ay = (A¥)?} coincides with
Ij, and item (b) follow directly from the construction of fi (in particular from the
choice of ¢x). In Section we establish the partial hyperbolicity of fi. After
this is done, the robust minimality of the stable foliation follows directly from
Theorem since the leaf volume of B(fy) = I inside any strong unstable leaf
is zero. The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of this proposition: The
partially hyperbolicity of fj is proven in Section The robust minimality of the
unstable foliation is proven in Section And the length and denseness of I, are
proven in Section [7.6

7.4. Partial hyperbolicity. In this subsection we show that for k sufficiently
large, fi is partially hyperbolic.

We use the following classical criterion, whose proof is standard and can be found
in the Appendix.

Lemma 7.6. Suppose f € Diff(T?) admits two invariant two-dimensional subbun-
dles E and G which are transverse to each other at any point. Denote by ' = ENG
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which is a one-dimensional invariant subbundle. Suppose f admits closed cones
CP C E and C% C G both transverse to F, such such that T f(C%) C Int(C®) and
Tf=Y(CF) C Int(CF). Then f admits a dominated splitting TT?> = E' ® F & G’,
where E' = Np>oTf"(CF) and G' = Np>oTf(CY). Moreover, f is partially
hyperbolic if for any x € T3 :

|det T'f |p() | < [detTf [p@) | =T [p@) |
(7.9) and
|detTf |Gy | > |det Tf |pe) | = 1T |r@) -
We will apply this criterion to establish the partial hyperbolicity of f for suffi-

ciently large k, where fi is defined in (|7.8)). Recall that under the coordinate basis
By, the derivative T has the form

1 0 0
[Tyl = | Cf CF Cy
0 0 1

where CF,Ck and C} are the smooth functions of [z,y, 2], defined in (7.5). This
means that

(A)? 0 0
[Tfils, = [ MARCE  (AD)?CH AACY
0 0 (A3)2

We will let E and G be the XY and Y Z-plane, respectively in the By coordinates.
Then FE and G are both invariant under T'f;, and F = E N G is the y-axis.

Recall that by, = Oray with 0, € (0,(A$)7!), and ¢, = (A§)72 — 1. Then we
obtain the following bounds of C¥ from

(\)2<0h <

S(1-007)

(/\”) A+ DO -1

S 1 + 2 c c
— () (AR)?
AL +1
=14+2""++
(A2)?
Noting that Af \, 1 as k — oo, for k large we have
(7.10) (M) ?<Cy <6

We first build the cone family transverse to F' inside the fiber bundle E. Then
we only have to consider the restriction of T'f; to E, which has the form:

()\“) 0

For K" > 0 which will be specified later, we consider the cone inside F =

Creuw = {“} u;«éObuchthatH
U 1B, lul ~

Claim. For Ki! > 0 sufficiently large, Ckyp is invariant under T fy, that is,
Tfk(CK;:) C Int(CK;:).

RXY.



24 JANA RODRIGUEZ HERTZ, RAUL URES AND JIAGANG YANG

Proof of the claim. For any { 11} } € Cxu,

¢ { : } [ ol }
"lo g, MNAMCE + (M) Chv |
By (7.6) and (7.10]), we obtain

‘Azxm + ()% Cho

(Af)?

e\ 2 XS by
<6|Zk) Kv48ZLZE
< (Az) XM
=0,K"+ M,

(7.11) K} M, =

gives, for k sufficiently large,

AALCE + (X§)2Chv < OuKY + My — 20, 1+ 06
(A%)? -

This shows that T fx([1,v]}, ) € Int(Cx) for any [1,v]} € Cxyu, and consequently,
Tf(CK;:> C Int(CKg).

The proof of the claim is finished.
Now we build the cone family transverse to F' inside the invariant bundle G =
RYZ. The construction is analogous, with

|ul

CK{[Z] |v#0, SuchthathS}
By,

|v]
for some K° > 0.

Claim. For K} > 0 sufficiently large, Ck; is Tf,;l—invariant; that is, Tf’l(CKz) C

Proof of the claim. The proof is similar to the previous case. Direct calculation

shows that for any 1; € Cks,
By,

w __Ck
T Y| = | OpDCE  AaCE .
k 1 s\—2
By (Ak) By
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This leads to

o0 (Ggies ~ o)
FAOD2CE ANCE
A\ X, CF
<(5E) @+ £

A%
b
S OR)? K 8N e
k
=0,K° + M,
where we apply again (|7.6)) and (7.10)) to obtain the last inequality. Then the choice
of

2 L6AFAG g [ex ]
7.12 Ki=—"" M =—""2
712 A A OTE
suffices. This concludes the proof of the claim.
Now we are in a position to apply Lemma which shows that f; admits
a dominated splitting TT® = E' @ F © G'. To show that f; is indeed partially

hyperbolic, we only need to verify . However, this is easy since
[det Tfy [ | =[(\gAR)?Col
>|(A7)*Cel
=|detTfi |F |.

The other inequality from (7.9) is similar and thus omitted. With Lemma we
conclude that fj is partially hyperbolic for k sufficiently large.

Remark 7.7. Note that the size of the cones are not uniform in k. However, with
extra conditions on by and dy, it is possible to choose the same cones for all f;, with
large enough k. See Lemma in the next subsection.

7.5. Robustly minimal unstable foliations. By construction we have
By, = {z : [det(Tfi | p5n)| < ()} = I

which has zero leaf volume inside any unstable leaf. It follows from Theorem [A]
that for all k large enough, there exists a C! open neighborhood U}, of f, such that
for every g € Uy, the stable foliation of g is minimal. In particular, fj is robustly
transitive.

In this subsection we will prove the following lemma, which immediately leads
to Proposition (c):
Lemma 7.8. Under the assumptions of Proposition [7.5 and the extra condition
that |cx|/dy < C for some C > 0 and for all k large enough, there exist C* partially
hyperbolic diffeomorphisms gy, arbitrarily close to fi in the C' topology, such that
gr. has robustly minimal unstable foliation.

We need the following definition:

Definition 7.9. For a 3-dimensional partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism g, a u-
section of g is a compact surface T' with boundary such that g(T) C Int(7T'), and
w(T') :== Nyp>09™(T) is a finite union of center segments; if, in addition, Int(7") has
non-empty transversal intersection with every strong unstable leaf, then we say that
T is a complete u-section.
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The forward invariance implies that 7" is tangent to E*; the set of diffeomor-
phisms having a complete u-section is C! open, see [7, Proposition 3.1].
We also enunciate the following theorem of Bonatti, Diaz, and Ures.

Theorem 7.10. [7, Theorem 1.9] Let M be a 3-dimensional compact Riemannian
manifold and let V be an open subset of Diff' (M) such that for every g € V:

e g partially hyperbolic,
e g is transitive,
e g has a complete u-section.
Then there is a C* open and dense subset W C V such that for every diffeomor-
phism in W, the strong unstable foliation is minimal.

Proof of Lemma[7.8 We have already proved that fj is robustly transitive for large
enough k. Below we will show that under an arbitrarily small perturbation, a
complete u-section can be created.

Take a fundamental domain D of T? in its universal covering. Recall from
that for k sufficiently large the coordinate basis By, is close to the standard basis of
R3. Then we can assume that under the coordinate basis By, D C [—2, 2]3 C R3.
Let f}’k be the lift of the foliation F7 to R3, for o = s,u,c, cs, cu.

We will apply Theorem to obtain the minimality of the strong unstable
foliation. To that end, we will construct a complete u-section. In the next claim,
we begin by constructing a non-compact local u-section in the universal cover.

Claim. For any € D, ( )mUa:EInt I) ]:fk( z) # 0.

Let us assume for the moment that the claim is true. Then the map 3y, that
sends ¢ € [-2,2]® to the intersection between ]:";fk (¢) and Uielnt(lk)]:"ffk (x) is
continuous with respect to ¢ and with respect to fx, when fj varies in the C'-
topology. v, is well defined because of the global product structure on R3. As fj,
restricted to Iy is the identity, there exists a perturbation g, arbitrarily close to
fu, such that gx(Ix) C Int(I}) and that w(ly) = Ny>0g5 (Ix) is a subsegment of Ij.

Then we denote by Ty, r the projection of Ty, r = ,¢;, ﬁgk’R(x) to T3; here for

R >0, fgshR(x) denotes the R-ball in the leaf fgk (x). Since D is compact and ¢,
is continuous, ¥y, (D) is compact, so for R > 0 large enough T, g contains ¢, (D).
The continuity of 1 )(.) implies that for sufficiently close g, Ty, r contains 1y, (p)

Therefore, for all z € T, its unstable leaf Fj (x) intersects the projection Ty, r of
T or,R- It is clear now that Ty, g is a complete u-section. The proof of Lemma .

is then complete.

It only remains to prove the claim.
Proof of the claim. Firstly note that by construction fj, preserves both ES, = RYZ

and B = RXY. Secondly, recall that under the coordinate basis B; we have
Ik = {0} X [—bk,bk] X {0}
From the previous subsection, the stable bundle is contained in the cone

0
Cp = U U#Oand||||<Kk ;

v Bs
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similarly, the unstable bundle is contained in the cone:

u

Cy = v :u#OandHﬁK}j
u
0 By
Since we assume, in addition, that |cx|/dr < C, (7.11]) and (7.12)) become:
¢ 16 d DN
Kp=12k. [exl/ ’“2 b, < Clkp,,
M1 (5) Ak
(7.13) X
s s\cC 16|Ck|/dk ~\S\C1 .
Kk - )\kAk . W . bk S CAkAkbka

here C' > 0 is a constant independent of k. Since AL/AE N 0 and AJAL N\, 0 as
k — o0, (7.13)) shows that
max{ K}, Ki'} = o(bg).
Since F* is tangent to the stable cone, for k large we have

(7.14) {0} x [=(1 = o(1))bg, (1 = o(1))by] x [-1,1] € | F, ().

el

Now, for any ¢ = [Cs,Cy, (], € D, since the unstable leaf F*(¢) is tangent to
the unstable K}/-cone, we have

(7.15) FUC) NRYZ € {0} x [¢y — olbr), Gy + o(br)] x {C.}-

For k sufficiently large, taking into account that |(,| < %, and that by > 1 (recall
the choice of 0 € (0, (\$)~2) such that by = Oraxr > 1 at beginning of Section ,
we see that the set {0} x [¢, —o(bk), ¢y +0(bk)] x {¢.} of is contained in the
set {0} x [—(1 — o(1))b, (1 — o(1))bx] x [—1,1] of (7.14), which implies that

(7.16) Fiy)nRYZ e | Fj (o).
zel}
Now the proof of the claim is complete, and Lemma [7.8] follows. O

7.6. Center leaves of Aj. In this subsection, we provide a density estimation of a
long center leaf segment, which also justifies the possibility of having |ck|/dr < C.
Let us recall from Section [Z.3] that
=02 —1€(~1,0).

Furthermore, dj, > 0 is taken such that the projection from R? to T? is injective on
the cylinder 7g, 4,. Since

I A +1
(A2 (A2
it suffices to prove the following lemma.

ekl =1 — (A =1 =00 - 1),

Lemma 7.11. Let v = (1, ﬁ, )\%) For
k k

17 1 . A¢ —1

the center segment Jy, = {tef, : t € [—ar,ar]}, where e = vj/|vg|, satisfies
d(Jk,Jk + n) > 2dy,



28 JANA RODRIGUEZ HERTZ, RAUL URES AND JIAGANG YANG

for all n € 73\ {0}. Therefore, ™ : R® — T3 is injective on Ty a,. Moreover, it
holds that

7 (Jk) E2oo, T8 in Hausdorff topology.
Proof. From now on we will use the standard coordinate basis of R?. To simplify
notation, we define

ay 1 1
G = =—|—71].
gl T2 1

Then
Ji = {tv,‘; 1t e [—dk,dk]}.
We start with two observations. The first observation is that the distance between

Ji and Ji + n is invariant by translations and then, for the sake of simplicity, we
will consider the segment

by = {tv,ﬁ it e [0, Q&k]}

instead of Jg. So, we will find a lower bound for d(¢g, ¢; + n) = d(Jg, Ji, +n). The
second observation is that, since we are taking integer translations, we only need
to compute the distances in I3 = [0,1] x [0,1] x [0,1]. Call I? = [0,1] x [0, 1].

Call Py the orthogonal projection onto the xz-plane; i.e.,

Py (x,y,2) = (z,2).

Then the projection of ¢, on R¥Z is
1
0= {Py(tug) =t (1, /\c> te [0,2ak]} c R*Z,
k

We claim that ¢} mod Z? C I? C RXZ only intersects the diagonal {(z,z) €
I? : 2 =z} at t = 0. More precisely, £} \ {0, 0} lies strictly between the lines z = z
and z = x — 1. This is because on the one hand A{, > 1, so )\ik #tfor t #0. On
the other hand,

L t=t—-1 =1 Al
AL AL —1

Therefore, ¢ mod Z? consists of two families of connected components: those
above the diagonal, and those below it. Furthermore, fky hits the horizontal lattice
{z = n} and vertical lattice {x = n} in an alternating fashion. See Figure [2 To
describe these segments more precisely we calculate the intersections of the integer
translations of Zky with the boundary of the square 9I2.

The first point of intersection of ¢} with dI?, called g, corresponds to ¢t = 0,
that is

> 2ay.

xo = (0,0) ~ (1,1) ~ (0,1) ~ (1,0),
where by ~ we mean that the two points differ in an integer vector. Since the slope
of ﬁi/ = 1/Af < 1, we get the next point of intersection of Eky with 0I2, called zp,

at t = 1, that is
1 1
=(1,— | ~1{0,—].
ZO ( A;) ( Az)

The third point of intersection of ﬁ{ mod Z? with 012, called z;, corresponds to
t= )\%, that is,
k

T = (Ai - 171) ~ (Ai - 1a0)
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To — (0, 0)

FIGURE 2. Orthogonal projection of £} to the zz-plane.

At t = 2 we obtain the forth point of intersection:

1 1
a=(Lpa-0i-m) ~ (0 50-0g-1).
k k
In this way we get two finite sequences of points:

xn = (n(Af —1),0), and

o= (1 (1=l — ).

with 0 < n < np = 2a, — 1. Then all z,,’s are Af, — 1 apart. Since for k large
enough the slope of Ei/ is very close to 1, the distance between any two segments
both above or below the diagonal of I? is greater than 2d, = (A{ — 1)/2. Finally,
the distance between the two segments closest to the diagonal is larger than the
distance to a parallel line through (1,1). Again for k large enough this is close to
V2(1 - ) > 24y

Since the distance of ,, to (1,0) ~ (1,1) is smaller than 2(\{ — 1), it is also
easy to see that ¢/} mod Z2 is 3(\¢ — 1)-dense in 1.

Now we consider the three coordinates of the segment ¢, mod Z3, and represent
it as a subset of the three dimensional cube I% = [0, 1]3. We have

6, mod Z3 C {(z,y,2) € I*: (x,2) € £} } := S.

Then S consists of rectangles, each of which projects to a connected component of
EkY mod Z2 under Py. The distance between any two of these rectangles is at least
2dy,, according to the previous argument. Furthermore, S is 3(A\$ — 1)-dense in I3.

Below we estimate the distance between two components of ¢, mod Z3 located
in the same connected component of S. Again, considering the invariance of the
distance under translations, it is enough to focus on the rectangle that contains the
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So = {(ts;k)  ste [071]}.

In order to estimate the distance between two components of £, mod Z3 inside
Sy, we have to compute at what points ¢, mod Z3 hits the right side of Sy, which
is the side contained in the plane y = 1 and is identified with the left side of Sy,
which is the side contained in the plane y = 0.

origin:

Let
L:={(t,1,t/X;) : t € [0,1]} ~ {(¢,0,t/A%) : t € [0,1]}.
In Figure [3] we draw ¢, mod Z3 inside the rectangle Sy. The vertical axis in the
figure is the line L. The horizontal axis in the figure is the y-axis.

(10.6)
k

(0,0,0) (0,1,0)

FIGURE 3. ¢, mod Z? inside S

Recall that v§ = (1,1/(A{ — 1),1/A%). Then ¢, mod Z? first hits L when t; =
Af, — 1. The corresponding point is

e —1
wy = (A;—l,l, k)\i )

Similarly, we have a sequence of points of intersection between ¢, mod Z> and L

. x¢ —1 1
wn:<n()\k—1),17n k/\ﬁ ), nzl,...,[)\i_l],

given by t, = n(A\¢ — 1). After that, £, mod Z? hits the top side of Sy at yo =
(1,1/(A5—1),1/A,) which is given by ¢t = 1, and then it jumps to another connected
component of S.
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The distance between two consecutive w, is the same for all n, and it is the same
as

(r.17 d(wl,w):wxz—l)u(ﬁil) - 0~ yT 0

k
Denote by
B = arctan (d(wy,ws))
the angle between components of ¢; mod Z? and the top/bottom side of S.

By (7.17) we have 8 — 0 as k — oo. Call my the minimum distance between
two components of £, mod Z?> inside Sy. Then for sufficiently large k,

1 1 1
my = sin B > §tanﬁk = 5(/\2 — 1)y /14 ()\z)_z > 5(/\2 —1) = 2dy.

With this we conclude the proof that d({y, ¢, + n) > 2d.

Note that from (7.17)), we have d(wy, w2) < 2(A§ —1). It follows that £, mod Z?
is 2(A{ —1)-dense in Sy, and by translation invariance, in all connected components
of S. Since S itself is 3(\{ — 1)-dense in I by the first part of the proof, it follows
that ¢, mod Z3 is 5(\¢ — 1)-dense in I®. This shows that limgy ¢x = I3, concluding
the proof of Lemma [7.11

|

Now the proof of Proposition [7.5is complete, and Theorem [B] follows.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA

We recall several well-known facts about partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms.
First, we provide an alternate definition of partial hyperbolicity as oppose to .
The equivalence of these two definitions, changing the metric if necessary, was shown
by Gourmelon [21]. We say a diffeomorphism f € Diff(T?) admits a dominated
splitting TT? = E° @ E° @& E* if there are C > 0 and A2 < A3 < A4 < A5 such that
for any x € T? and any n > 0:

ITf™ gy || < CeM2™,
(A.1) CeM" T f" |peq || < CeM™,
Ce™" <|Tf" |puga) |-

Furthermore, f is partially hyperbolic if Ay < 0 and A5 > 0.

According to our hypotheses, we have two invariant two-dimensional subbundles
FE and G which are transverse to each other at any point. We are also assuming
there are closed cones C¥ C E and C% C G that are both transverse to the one-
dimensional bundle F' = E N G. We want to establish that f admits a dominated
splitting 7T3 = E' ® F & G', where E' = N,>0Tf~"(CF) and G’ = Ny>oTf™(CY).
We will use the equivalent definition for a dominated splitting stated in .

Moreover, we want to prove that f is partially hyperbolic if for any x € T3 we
have

|det Tf |p@) | < |detTf [pa) | = ITf @) |
and

| det T'f |Gy | > [det Tf |p@) | = ITf |pe) |-
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By [, Theorem B] (see also [14], Theorem 2.6]) we see that T'f | has a dominated
splitting F' @ G’. Therefore, there exists C' > 0, \y < A5 with

(A.2) ITf" | || < Ce*™, and Ce™™ < | TF™ g |-

Similarly, applying the same argument on E, we obtain that T f|g admits a domi-
nated splitting £’ @ F', that is, for some C’ > 0 and Ay < A3,

(A.3) ITF" | || < C'e™™, and €' < |ITf" | ||

Combining and and noting that A3 < A4 otherwise ' would be empty,
we conclude that E' & F & G’ is a dominated splitting.

It remains then to show that TT? = E'® F®G’ is a partially hyperbolic splitting.
We need to prove that it is possible to take Ay < 0 and A5 > 0. We will only show
the first one; the other case is similar.

Suppose by contradiction that we cannot take Ay < 0 in . This implies
that there exists « € T® such that for any n > 0, log ||T'f™ |g(z) || = 0. Otherwise,
for each point y there is an iterate n, > 0 for which log ||Tf™|g/ ()| < 0. The
continuity of log ||T'f"|g( || for each n € N, and compactness of T3, implies that
we can choose the n, such that they are bounded. This implies that the bundle E’
is hyperbolic (contracting), contradicting our assumption.

Let x be the point obtained above. Take p to be any weak* limit of the sequence
of probability measures {% Z?;ol di(z)}- Note that p is f-invariant. The function
log |7 f|g (|| is continuous, so

(A4) / log |ITf (o) || dia() > 0.

Oseledec’s Theorem implies that the splitting E' & F & G’ coincides with Os-
eledec’s splitting for the measure pu. Therefore, at p-almost every point y, there
are well defined Lyapunov exponents k1(y) < ka(y) < k3(y) corresponding to the
bundles E’, F and G’, respectively. These exponents satisfy

Ky - / 1 (y) du(y) = / 1og |7/ |y Il duly).
Ky = / oa(y) ds(y) = / log T/ |ry) Il dpy), and

K+ K;= /log\detTf | yery) |duly) = /logldetTf |E(y) | du(y)-

By (7.9), K1 + K> < K>, which implies K; < 0. But by (A4), K; > 0, a
contradiction.
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