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OSELEDETS SPLITTING AND INVARIANT MANIFOLDS ON FIELDS OF
BANACH SPACES

M. GHANI VARZANEH AND S. RIEDEL

ABSTRACT. We prove a semi-invertible Oseledets theorem for cocycles acting on measurable fields
of Banach spaces, i.e. we only assume invertibility of the base, not of the operator. As an
application, we prove an invariant manifold theorem for nonlinear cocycles acting on measurable
fields of Banach spaces.

INTRODUCTION

The Multiplicative Ergodic Theorem (MET) is a powerful tool with various applications in dif-
ferent fields of mathematics, including analysis, probability theory and geometry, and a cornerstone
in smooth ergodic theory. It was first proved by Oseledets [Ose68] for matrix cocycles. Since then,
the theorem attracted many researchers to provide new proofs and formulations with increasing
generality [Rag79, [Rue79, Rues2, Mus3, [This7l (Wal93, LL10, Doa0d, Blul6, GTQLS).

In [GVRS], the authors gave a proof for an MET for compact cocycles acting on measurable
fields of Banach spaces. Let us quickly recall the setting here: If (2, F,P) denotes a probability
space, we call a family of Banach spaces {E, },cq a measurable field if there exists a linear subspace
A of all sections I,cqF, and a countable space Ay C A such that {g(w) : g € Ag} is dense in
E, for every w € Q and w — |g(w)| g, is measurable for every g € A. Note that this definition
implies that every Banach space E,, is separable. On the other hand, every separable Banach space
defines a field of Banach spaces by simply setting F,, = E. This structure is similar to a measurable
version of a Banach bundle with base €2 and total space 11, cqF,, in which every space E,, is a fiber.
However, the fundamental difference is that we do not put any measurable (or topological) structure
on the bundle II,cqF,, itself! In fact, the existence of the set A is a substitute for the measurable
structure and will help to prove measurability for functionals defined on Il ,cqF,, as we will see
many times in this work. If (Q, F,P, ) is a measure preserving dynamical systems, a cocycle acting
on the field {E, },ecq consists of a family of maps ¢, : E, — Eg,. Setting ¢ := pgn-1,0---0¢,,
we furthermore claim that w — ||¢!(g(w))|| E,.,, is measurable for every g € A and every n € N.

There are numerous examples in which it is natural to study cocycles on random spaces. In
[GVRS], our motivation was to study dynamical properties of singular stochastic delay differential
equations in which the spaces E,, are (essentially) spaces of controlled Brownian paths known in
rough paths theory [FHI4]. In the finite dimensional case, linearizing a C*-cocycle on a manifold
yields a linear cocycle acting on the tangent bundle [Arn98|, Chapter 4.2]. In the context of stochastic
partial differential equations (SPDE), cocycles on random metric spaces were studied, for instance,
when uniqueness of the equation is unknown and one has to work with a measurable selection
instead, cf. [FS96] in the case of the 3D stochastic Navier-Stokes equation. Other examples in the
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situation of SPDE can be found in [CKS04] [CGASQT]. In the deterministic case, a similar structure
appears when studying the flow on time-dependent domains [Lio61]. More recently, scales of time-
dependent Banach spaces where introduced to study dynamical properties of non-autonomous PDEs
in [DPDT11l [CPT13].

We will now restate the MET [GVRS| Theorem 4.17] in a slightly simplified version.

Theorem 0.1. Let (0, F,P,0) be an ergodic measurable metric dynamical system and ¢ be a
compact linear cocycle acting on a measurable field of Banach spaces {Ey}ueq. For p € RU{—o0}
and w € Q, define

. 1 n
F,(w):={z€E, : hmsupg log [|¢% ()] < p}.
n—oo

Assume that
log™ [[¢wll € L'(9).

Then there is a measurable forward invariant set Q C Q of full measure and a decreasing sequence

{piti>1, pi € [—00,00) with the properties that limy, oo i, = —00 and either p; > fliy1 or [t =
Wiy1 = —oo such that for every w € (Q,
. . .1
(0.1) v € B @)\ Fyupy (@) if and only i lim ~log ¢ (@) = i
Moreover, there are numbers my,ma, ... such that codim F),, (W) =mi+...+mj_1 for everyw € Q.

Let us mention here that, motivated by our example of a stochastic delay equation, we proved
this theorem for compact cocycles only, but it should be straightforward to generalize it to the
quasi-compact case as in [GTQ15]. Consequently, we believe that all our results in this work will
hold for quasi-compact cocycles, too.

The numbers {u;} are the Lyapunov exponents, the subspaces F),(w) are sometimes called slow-
growing subspaces and the resulting filtration

E,=F,(w)DF,(w)D...

is called Oseledets filtration. Is is easily seen that the slow-growing spaces are equivariant, meaning
that ¢, (F,, (w)) C Fj,(fw). In the proof of this theorem, no invertibility of 8 or ¢ is assumed,
in which case a filtration of slow-growing subspaces is the best one can hope for. However, things
change when we assume that the base 6 is invertible. In this case, it is possible to deduce a splitting
of the spaces FE,, consisting of fast-growing subspaces which are invariant under . Such a splitting
is called Oseledets splitting, and the corresponding theorem is called semi-invertible MET. Let us
emphasize that we only need to assume invertibility of the base § and no invertibility of the cocyle
. In the context of SPDE or stochastic delay equations, these assumptions are quite natural: 6
usually denotes the shift of a random trajectory (which can be shifted forward and backward in
time) and the cocycle denotes the solution map, which is not injective if the equation can be solved
forward in time only.

Our first main result is a semi-invertible MET on a measurable field of Banach spaces. We state
a simplified version here, the full statement can be found in Theorem below.

Theorem 0.2. In addition to the assumptions made in Theorem [0, assume that 6 is invertible
with measurable inverse o := 0~ and that Assumption L1l holds. Then there is a O-invariant set
Q of full measure such that for every i > 1 with p; > pir1 and w € Q, there is an m;-dimensional
subspace H! with the following properties:



OSELEDETS SPLITTING AND INVARIANT MANIFOLDS ON FIELDS OF BANACH SPACES 3

(i) (Invariance) ¢%(H.) = H},  for every k > 0.
(ii) (Splitting) H., & F,,,,(w) = F, (w). In particular,

E,=H.® - @ H,®F,,, (v).

(iii) (“Fast’ growing subspace) For each h,, € H.,

.1 n _
nlgrolo - log ||¢0 (hw)|l = 15
and

.1 noo\—
lim —log [[(¢gn.) ™" (he)ll = =115

n—o00 M

Moreover, the spaces are uniquely determined by properties (i), (ii) and (iii).

Clearly, the Oseledets splitting provides much more information about the cocycle than the
filtration.

Let us discuss some important preceeding results. In the finite dimensional case, an MET for
cocycles acting on measurable bundles can be found in the monograph [Arn98, 4.2.6 Theorem] by
L. Arnold. In [Mn83], Manié proved an MET with Oseledets splitting on a Banach bundle, assuming
a topological structure on 2 and continuity of the map w — ¢,,. He also assumed injectivity of .
Besides these results, we are not aware of any METs for cocycles acting on a bundle-type structure.
Lian and Lu [LL10] prove an MET for cocycles acting on a fixed Banach space, assuming only a
measurable structure on 2, but injectivity of the cocycle. This assumption was later removed by
Doan in [Doa09] without giving an Oseledets splitting, however. In [GTQ14], Gonzilez-Tokman
and Quas used this result as a “black-box” and proved that an Oseledets splitting holds in this
case, too.

Let us mention that our result is not only the first which provides a splitting on a bundle structure
of Banach spaces without using a topological structure on 2, it also weakens the measurability
assumption on ¢ significantly in case we are dealing with a single Banach space E only. In fact, the
standard measurability assumption, for instance in [GTQ15], is strong measurability of ¢, meaning
that for fixed = € E, the map

(0.2) Q3w g,(z) €E

should be measurable. In contrast, our assumption means that the maps

Q3w loh (@) — ghno (@)l €R

should be measurable for every n,k € Ny and x,z € S where S is a countable and dense subset of
E. This assumption is clearly implied by (0.2]).

The proof of Theorem [0.2 pushes forward the volume growth-approach advocated by Blumenthal
[Blul6] and Gonzdlez-Tokman, Quas [GTQ15] which provides a clear growth interpretation of the
Lyapunov exponents. In a way, our result complements these two works in case of a single Banach
space E. In particular, we are not imposing any further assumptions on E like reflexivity or
separability of the dual as in [GTQ15].

A typical application for an MET is the construction of stable and unstable manifolds, cf.
[Rue79, [Rue82, [Mn83]. Here, the existence of the Oseledets splitting is crucial. Our second main
contribution is an invariant manifold theorem for nonlinear cocycles acting on fields of Banach
spaces. We state an informal version here, the precise statements are formulated in Theorem [Z.10]
and Theorem 217
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Theorem 0.3. Let ¢ be a nonlinear, differentiable cocycle acting on a measurable field of Banach
spaces {E, Yuea. Assume that Y, is a random fized point of v, in particular ¢, (Y,) = You. Then,
under the same measurability and integrability assumptions as in Theorem[UZ the linearized cocycle
Dy, ., has a Lyapunov spectrum {{in}n>1. Under further assumptions on ¢ andY, there is a 6-
invariant set Q of full measure, closed subspaces S, and U, of E, and immersed submanifolds
Sioc(w) and Ujpe(w) of E,, such that for every w € Q,

TY(w)Sloc(W) =S, and TY(w)Uloc(W) = Uy
and the properties that for every Z,, € Sioc(w),

. 1 .
limsup —log [0 (Zw) = Yorwl| < pjo <0

n—oo N

and for every Z,, € Ujpe(w) one has ¢%n,,(Zonw) = Z, and

) 1
lim sup — log || Zonw — Yonu|| < —pig, < 0.
n—oo N
Here we have set pj, = max{y; : p; < 0} and px, = min{ur : px > 0}. In the hyperbolic case,
i.e. if all Lyapunov exponents are non-zero, the submanifolds S; .(w) and UP (w) are transversal,
i.e.

Ew - TYw Ulqj)c(w) S TYw Sﬁ)c(w)'

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section [[, we prove a semi-invertible MET for
cocycles acting on measurable fields of Banach spaces. This result is applied in Section [2] to deduce
the existence of local stable and unstable manifolds for nonlinear cocycles.

Notation.

e For Banach spaces (X, || - ||x) and (Y,] - |ly), L(X,Y") denotes the space of bounded linear
functions from X to Y equipped with usual operator norm. We will often not explicitly write
a subindex for Banach space norms and use the symbol || - || instead. Differentiability of a
function f: X — Y will always mean Fréchet-differentiability. A C™ function denotes an m-
times Fréchet-differentiable function. If A, B C X, we denote by d(A, B) := infocapep |Ja—
b|| the distance between two sets A and B. We also set d(x, B) := d(B, z) := d({z}, B) for

reX,BCX.
e Let X, Y be Banach spaces. For z1, ...,z € X, set
k
(0.3) Vol(zy, xa, ooy ) o= || [ [ dlwi, (2)15<)-
i=2

For a given bounded linear function 7': X — Y and k > 1, we define

Dy(T) := sup Vol (T'(z1), T(x2), ..., T (x1)).
llzill=1i=1,....k
e Let E be a vector space. If we can write F as a direct sum E = F & H of vector spaces, we
have an algebraic splitting. We also say that F is a complement of H and vice versa. The
projection operator Iy g (e) = f with e = f +h, f € F, h € H, is called the projection
operator onto F' parallel to H. If E is a normed space and Il g is bounded linear, i.e.

I

el = ;
I ferheH, f+h0 |+ 1l
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we call E = F @ H a topological splitting. For normed spaces, a splitting will always mean
a topological splitting.

Let (2, F) be a measurable space. We call a family of Banach spaces { £, }wecq a measurable
field of Banach spaces if there is a set of sections

AC H E,
weN
with the following properties:
(i) A is a linear subspace of [] ¢ Fw-
(ii) There is a countable subset Ay C A such that for every w € Q, the set {g(w) : g € Ag}
is dense in FE,,.
(ili) For every g € A, the map w — ||g(w)|| g, is measurable.
Let (2, F) be a measurable space. If there exists a measurable map 6: Q@ — Q, w — fw,
with a measurable inverse =1, we call (9, F,0) a measurable dynamical system. We will
use the notation 0"w for n-times applying 6 to an element w € Q. We also set §° := Idg
and =" := (9")~!. If P is a probability measure on (2, F) that is invariant under 0,
ie. P(071A) = P(A) = P(0A) for every A € F, we call the tuple (Q,F,P,0) a measure-
preserving dynamical system. The system is called ergodic if every f-invariant set has
probability 0 or 1.
Let (92, F,P,0) be a measure-preserving dynamical system and ({E, },eq,A) a measurable
field of Banach spaces. A continuous cocycle on {E, }.cq consists of a family of continuous
maps

Yw: By — Fay,.
If ¢ is a continuous cocycle, we define ¢ : E,, — Egn,, as
Pl 7= Pon—14, 0"+ O Pu.
We also set ¢?, :=1dg,. We say that ¢ acts on {E, },eq if the maps
w = flo(n,w, g(W))llggn,,, n €N

are measurable for every g € A. In this case, we will speak of a continuous random
dynamical system on a field of Banach spaces. If the map ([0.4) is bounded linear/compact,
we call ¢ a bounded linear/compact cocycle.

1. SEMI-INVERTIBLE MET ON FIELDS OF BANACH SPACES

In this section, (2, F,P,6) will denote an ergodic measure-preserving dynamical system and we
set 0 := 071 Let ({Ew)wea, A, Ag) be a measurable field of Banach space and let v,,: E,, — Ep,, be
a compact linear cocycle acting on it. In the sequel, we will furthermore assume that the following
assumption is satisfied:

Assumption 1.1. For each g,§ € A and n,k > 0,

W = [V (V5 (90) = Fore) | By,

18 measurable.

We will always assume that

log™ [[¢ull € L (9).
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Under this condition, the Multiplicative Ergodic Theorem [GVRS] Theorem 4.17] applies and yields
the existence of Lyapunov exponents {u > p2 > ...} C [—00,00) on a 6-invariant set of full measure
Q C Q. More precisely, there are numbers Ay € [—00,00) such that

Ak = lim l1Ong(1/):j), k Z 1
n—oo N

for every w € Q. Setting Ay = Ay — Ag_1, the sequence (ux) is the subsequence of (\x) defined by
removing all multiple elements. For any u € [—00, 00), we define the closed subspace

: 1 n
Fule) = { € B tmsup * tog [92(6)] < 1}
n—oo
Note that v is invariant on these spaces in the sense that
Q/JZ|FH(W): Fu(w) — FH(H"W).
We also saw in [GVRS), Theorem 4.17] that there are numbers m; € N such that m; = dim (F),, (w)/Fj,., (w))

for every w € Q. 5
If not otherwise stated,  C ) will always denote a #-invariant set of full measure. Note that we
can always assume w.l.o.g. that a given set of full measure 2y C € is f-invariant, otherwise we can

consider
) 0" (Q0)
kez
instead.

Next, we collect some basic Lemmas. Recall the definition of Vol and Dy.

Lemma 1.2. Let X,Y be Banach spaces and T : X — Y a linear operator. For k € N, there exist
positive constants ci,Cl depending only on k such that

(1.1) Cka(T) < Dk(T*) < Cka(T)
where by T* : Y* — X* we mean the dual map of T.

Proof. |GTQ15, Lemma 3]. O
Lemma 1.3. For a Banach space X and k > 1, the map
Vol: X¥ — R
(1.2) k
(21,22, e, zp) = [z T ] dlis (2)1<5<0)

i=2
18 COntinuous.
Proof. |LL10, Lemma 4.2]. O

Lemma 1.4. For every g € A and j > 1, the map
w = d(g(w), Fu, (w)))

is measurable.

Proof. As in the proof to [GVRS| Lemma 4.3]. O
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For a Banach space X and a closed subspace U C X, the quotient space X/U is again a Banach
space with norm

Ilelllxse = inf fla = ull.

For an element = € E,,, we denote by [z], its equivalence class in the quotient space E,,/F),(w).
From the invariance property of ¥, the map

n Fpu;(w) £y, (0"w) n n

[ww]ﬂj+1 : F = — (9 w)? [ww]ﬂj+l([x]) = [ww(w)]ﬂj+1

Hi+1 (w) #J+1

is well-defined for every j > 1 and n € N. Note also that [¢]],, , is bijective for w € Q. In-
deed, injectivity is straightforward and surjectivity follows from the fact that F),, (w)/F),;,, (w) and
F,, (0"w)/F,,,, (0"w) are finite-dimensional with the same dimension m;.

Lemma 1.5. For j,m,n € N, the maps
fi(w) == D (g |F,, ) and  fa(w) := Dim([5],,, )
are measurable.
Proof. 1t is not hard to see that
(13) A) = i ot [ s Vol (Ul (E)|

l— k—
e °° L{et Yicexm CBE" (1y)

where

l)) and

Bt ug) = {€ € B 16l =1, 1WA < exp (ki +

d(gaF z(w)) < exp (k(u] _Mi—l))vl <1 <j}7

cf. the proof of [GVRS, Lemma 4.3]. Let {g:}1<t<m C Ao and C(g) := {w : gi(w) € BL*(u;)}.
As a consequence of Lemma [[.4] these sets are measurable and we have

sup Vol (YL(EL), - W(ED)) =

{€8 i<eam CBE  (115)
n ( ) n m w )
sup Vi g XC(g:
{9thr<t<m CAo ( (Hg ( )”) (Hgm w) 1<1t1m (o0
which implies measurability of f;. For fs, note first that
Vol ([ (&} seeny [WD(ETM)] .
fo(w) = lim liminf [ sup (v )]MH t[ ( )]MH)}
=00 k=00 | ety oo CBYR (1)) H1gtgm 11[€5] ks

where we set % := 0. Again as before

o Vol ([U (€0 r oo [(E),0,)
(€L} 1<eem CBE" () Micrcm 1161 |

Vol ([1/13(91((*)))] y ey Wfﬁ(gk( #z+1 H
sup XC(g+
{9t} 1<t<m CAo ngtgm d(gt(w)v Flii (w)) 1<t<m (@)

Hit1
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It remains to show that for g € A, d(¢(g(w)), F},,., (#"w)) is measurable, which can be achieved
using Assumption [Tl with a proof similar to Lemma [I.4] O

Lemma 1.6. For every i > 0, there is a constant M; > 0 such that
i | < Ml |

for every w € Q.

Proof. Since dim[%] = m,, we can choose H, C F),, (w) such that
(1.4) H,®F,  (wv)=F,(w) and ||HHWHFM+1(UJ)|| <ym;+2=: M,

cf. [Wojo9ll, II.B.11]. Let &, € Fy, (w)\ F,., (w) with corresponding decomposition &, = hy, + fu, €
H, ® F,,,(w). From (L), we know that el < My and consequently

MEuTnisa]
S ) O 77 00) PO R 1Y 1

M < M; < M)

||[§w]m+1|| o ||hw|| ”th |W) ”

The claim follows.
O

Lemma 1.7. Assume that { fn(w)}n>1 is a subadditive sequence with respect to 0 and set gn(w) :=
fn(o™w). Assume fi (w) € LY(Q). Then there is a 0-invariant set Q € F with full measure such
that for every w € 0,

.1 .1
0, (@) = Jig, S9n(w) €[00, 00)
where the limit does not depend on w.

Proof. We can easily check that {g,(w)},>1 is a subadditive sequence with respect to o. Since f,,(w)
and g,(w) have same law, the result follows from Kingman’s Subadditive Ergodic Theorem. O

As a consequence, we obtain the following:
Lemma 1.8. There is a 0-invariant set of full measure Q € F such that
(1.5) Jim —log Dy (¥2) = Jim ~log Dy (Yhny,) = Jim —log Dy ((2n,)*) = Ak
and

n

.1 . 1
i 2 1og D (V5 Ir, ) = lim 2 1og Di(¥5ns |1 (o) )
(1.6)

. 1 mn * —_
= nlgréo g ]~Og Dy, ((dja”w) |(Fu1 (an))* ] = Ak"l‘mi—l - Amifl
where mo = 0 and m; = Elgtgimj fori>1.

Proof. We already noted that lim,,_, %1og Dy, (1/13) = Aj. The equality

.1 n
(1.7) nh_)ngo - log Dy, (¢7 B @) ) = Dty — Ay
was a partial result in the proof of Theorem |[GVRS| Theorem 4.17]. The remaining inequalities
follow by a combination of all Lemmas -7 O

From now on, we will assume that  is the set provided in Lemma [[.8
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Lemma 1.9. Fiz i > 1 and w € Q. Let (Esn0)n be a sequence such that Egny, € F,, (0"w) \
Fu. (0"w) and ||[€onw)p,i || = 1 for every n € N. Then

Hi41

n

.1
(1.8) Jim —log [[Y5ne, (€omw)luir | = Hi
on a B-invariant set of full measure.

Proof. By applying Lemma [[L5] Lemma and Lemma [[.7, Kingman’s Subadditive Ergodic The-
orem shows that

lim -~ log Dy ([47]

n—oo N Hit1

! 0
) — nh_)n;o ﬁ logDm([ U"w]qu)

exist for every k > 1. Let H,, be a complement subspace for F},  , (w) in F,, (w). Using a slight
generalization of [GVRS, Lemma 4.4], we have that

.1
nlgr;o E ].Og ”ng(Hw)HFuiJrl (gnw)H =0.
For &, € F,(w) \ F,,, (w), since

1G5,y @) (Gl

< | Mynz)1F, . (0mw)l
I )]s | VN P2 07)
it follows that
.1 "
(19) nhﬂnéo g log H ij (gw)]uzurl ” = M-
Let
.1 " .
k := max {m : nlgrolo - 1ogDm([¢w]w+1) = m,ul-}.

We claim k& = m,;. Indeed, otherwise from [GVRS| Proposition 4.15], there exists a subspace

F, C Fiifu&) with codimension k such that for every &, € F,,
. 1 n
lim sup —log ({2 (§) iy || < -
n—oo T
Since dim| F?" (U(JU)J)] = m,;, we can find a non-zero element in F,, which contradicts (L3). Hence we
141

have shown that

.1 n _
Jim —log D ([¥5], ) = mapss.
Therefore, for every n € N, we can find {¢1.,,}1<j<m, C Fy, (0™w) such that [162])isn || = 1 and
(110) lim — Vol ([ U”w(éénw)]#wrla ) [ a'”w( a"w)]#i+1)] = My i

n—oo N

Using the definition of Vol, it follows that for every 2 <t < m;,

1 .
(111) lim _logd([ gnw(éﬁ;)]#ﬁla <[ g"w( i"w)]#i+1>1<j<t*1) = [

n—o00 N,
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We have §ones = D21 ¢ icm, ;.. mod F, +1(0"w). In the proof of [GVRS| Lemma 4.7], we already
saw that the the Vol-function is symmetric up to a constant. By our assumption on &,n,,, we can
therefore assume that a,,, > le Finally from (1)

1 v i
hm - log H[ ( U”w)],ui+1|| = nhHl - [d(W( OTLZM)]#i+17 <[ gnw(éi’"w)]#i+l>1<]‘<mi*1) = Mi-

—oon

O

Definition 1.10. Let X be a Banach space. We define G(X) to be the Grassmanian of closed
subspaces of X equipped with the Hausdorff distance

dy (A, B) := max{ sup d(a, Sg), sup d(b,Sa)}.
beSp

a€Sa
where Sy ={a € A : |ja| =1}. Set
GL(X)={A € G(X) : dim[A] =k} and G*(X)={Ae€G(X) : dim[X/A] = k}.

It can be shown that (G(X),dy) is a complete metric space and that G (X) and G¥(X) are
closed subsets [Kat95, Chapter IV]. The following lemma will be useful.

Lemma 1.11. For A,B € G(X) set
0(A, B) := sup d(a, B).
a€Sa

Then the following holds:

(i) du(A, B) < 2max{d(A, B),d(B,A)}.

(ii) If A, B € Gi(X) with d(A,B) < 1 for some k € N, we have

kdé(A, B)

1—Fk6(A,B)

Proof. |[Blul6, Lemma 2.6]. O

5(B, A) <

Proposition 1.12. Fizi > 1 and w € Q. For every n € Z, let Hn,, C Fy, (0"w) be a complemen-
tary subspace for .., (w) satisfying (CA). Set H? := ¢ (H,,). Then the sequence {H"},>1
is Cauchy in (G, (Fy.,(w)),dr) on a O-invariant set of full measure.

Proof. From (L4), we can deduce that for every n € N and &,n,, € Spn

onw’
1

(1.12) M < H[&T"w]#y‘ﬂ” < L.

Note that = ¢F.,|mn, is injective for any k > 1, therefore dim(H") = dim(H?. ) = m;. Since
(w) = {0} and since dim[%] = m,;, we obtain that

it1 < pi, we know that ﬁ" NF,

Mit1 F,

i1 (W
HZ} ® F,ui+1 (w) = F#i (w)

for any n € N. Let {fgnw}lgjgmi C SF, (onw) be a base for Hi.,,. Then for {,n+1y, € Sp, (gn+10) N
H™FL | there exist {8;}1<j<m, C R such that

gn .— 1/}:7er+llw(§tf"+1 Z Bi U" ga'nw)
J

= FM (w)
“ H/‘p:jjlw(&‘r"*lw)n 1<j<my Hwonw(ganw)” o
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It follows that

1/)171+1 (€Un+1w
Y, = —2 Bj——="=—— € F,,, (c"w)
A o (e || 1<Jz<:ml ||¢C,nw( m)ll - ’
thus
5"" ||¢ n+1 ||
Bj——=2——|| < My, |1F,,,, (7o) AR
1<jz<m1 HU)O’” (ganw)” onw 41177 ||¢::_J}1w(§cr"+lw)”
} 9ol
(2
g, (Eoner)|
and so
(1.13)
||¢ W|Fu1+1 Unw)||||w;—n+lw||

d( 1/)::;11 (50”*1 )
[, (Eon i)

Note that lim, .0 L log [[th3n
for k£ =1, we have

z w)\nznn—nwm( Jl< O+ 1)

1o, (Eont)l

| = 0 from Birkhof’s Ergodic Theorem. Using Lemma [[.7 and (7))

wl

. 1
limsup —log ||vhgn,|F,,, , (emw) | < Hita-
n—oo N

From Lemma [[9] the estimate [[12] and Lemma [[LTT] (LI3) implies that for ¢ > 0 small and large

n,

dp (H?, H2 ) < Mexp (n(pis1 — pi +¢))
for a constant M > 0. The claim is proved. |

Next, we collect some facts about the limit of the sequence above.

Lemma 1.13. Assume ﬁ:} du, H,,. Then the following holds:
(i) flw is invariant, i.e. V¥ (H,) = Hyx,, for any k > 0.

(it) Ho N Fyyypy (@) = {0}
(iii) H, only depends on w. In particular, it does mot depend on the choice of the sequence

{H Y nz1-
Proof. By construction, H,, is invariant. We proceed with (ii). Consider the dual map
( gnw):i s (F, (w))* — (Fm(onw))*.
It is straightforward to see that (¢ W)*i enjoys the cocycle property. From (L) and [GVRS|

Proposition 4.15], we can find a closed subspace G}, | (w) C (F (w)) such that dim[(F),, (w))*/ G}, , ()] =

m; and for £ € G5, (w), limsup,,_, . +log || (47 )M(ﬁj)H < fig1- Set

(F#i+1 (w))#i = {5:1 € (F#z(w))* : §$|FM+1("") = O}

By Hahn-Banach separation theorem,

dim [(FMI(M))H = dim [F),, (w)/Fp., ()] = mi.
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Let & € ( Fli(w )) NG} . (w) and assume that £ # 0. Then for some &, ¢ F),, (w) \ Fj,,, (W),

Hi+1
(€F,€,) = 1. Using surJect1V1ty of [y, for every n € N, we can find &ny, € HJn,, such that

"w(fo"w) = gw mod F,u +1( )
Consequently, ((Vgn,,)}, (€5), §onw) = 1. From Lemma [L9,

é‘a”w )]

T — ’_ lim —
||[ U"w]#i+1”

.1 " Il [€eo] s |
(1.14) nh_)rI;O g log H [wo'”w( #z’+1‘ Jim n H || i1 | H

:“'J+l|

Hence for € > 0 and large n,

H [&T"w]li]url ” < exp(_n(ﬂi - 6))

which is a contradiction since [|(¢¥2n,,)%, (€5)|] < exp (n(pit1 + €)). Thus we have shown that

(115) (Flti (W))A< = (F#iJrl(w))# S5 GZZJA( )
Now let &, € H,NF,,,, (w) and assume that ||, = 1. From [[T5, we can find &, € Gy, (w) such
that (£%,&,) = 1. By definition of H,,, there exist %, € Sur,  such that m — &, as

n — oo, and consequently

* g"w( gnw) n * * gnw
ST T Ten n/ — onw Wl I len NI 1
o s o) = (W) ) ey =

as n — oo. With Lemma [[.9and a similar argument as above, this is again a contradiction and we
have shown (ii). It remains to prove (iii). For {, € H,, C (F,, (w))*™, & € G, (w) and a sequence
&2, chosen as above,

g"w(gz?”w) *
BorwlSorw) _ exy
T )
as n — oo. Therefore, H, C (GZ i ( ) = {&r € (FL (w))** & Gp @) = 0} and since
dim [(G7, (W ))i‘] = m,;, we obtain
(1.16) = (G, @),
which proves (iii). O

So far, we have shown the following: There is a 6-invariant set Q C Q of full measure such that
for every ¢ > 1 with p; > piy1 and w € Q, there is an m;-dimensional subspace H such that
e H.® F,,,, (w) = F,, (w) and
o YL(H) = Hu,
In particular,
In the remaining part of this section, we study further properties of the spaces Hi. We start
with a measurability result.

m: 1s injective for every n > 0.

Lemma 1.14. For every i > 1 the maps
fi(w) = Tuz)p,,, @l and fo(w) =g, @)l

are measurable.
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Proof. We prove the claim for i = 1 first, i.e. dim[E,,/F},(w)] =m; for w € Q. Let
{(gkU' . . 7gkm1) ke N} = ABnl

Fix n € Nand w € Q. We define {U¥._}x>1 to be the family of subspaces of E,n,, given by
Uk, = (g, (0"w))1<i<ma,gr, €00, By the same technique as before (cf. e.g. the proof to Lemma

o"w

[LH), the map
k n _ n
W Gk(anw) _ || Uky 1 Fus( a"w)” Uanw @.Fllz (U W) - FMl (U W)
00 otherwise

is measurable. Set ¥, (w) := inf{k : G(c"w) < M1} which is clearly measurable. By Proposition

12 ﬁo’j = (Uﬁﬁg )) A, HJ, and consequently HHEHFuz(w) — HHZ;HFM(w) as n — oco. Thus
it is enough to show that for every g € A,
(1.17) w = (Mg 5, @) 9 W)l

is measurable. Let H? = ()%, (gi(0"w)))1<i<m, , therefore,
W15, @)9(W) = > (W) (gi(o"w)).
1<t<my
We have to prove that each w — «;(w) € R is measurable. Assume my = 1 first. Since g(w) —
a1 (W)Y, (91(0"w)) € Fluy (w), we have [|[g(w)],el| = [e1 (@)[[[$5n.(91(0"w))][| and therefore
_ d(9(w), Fur ()
|laa (w)] = o
d(Porw(91(0mw)), Fy, (w))

Set
do(w) :==d(g9(w), Fuy(w))  and  dy(w) = d(¢one(g1(0"w)), Fuy (w)).
As before (cf. Lemma [[4]), we can see that do(w) and d; (w) are measurable, and we have

M () 9() = G(w)doﬁ § 91(0"0))

where G(w) takes values in {—1,0,1}. Set ho(w) = g(w) — Z?EZ; " o(g1(0"w)) and hy(w) =

g(w) + d?gzg »(g1(0"w)) and define

Jo(w) := lim —logH@[Jm(ho )H Ji(w) == lim —logHw ( ))H

m— 00 m—oo M,

It follows that Jy and J; are measurable. Finally,
Wm0 9(@) = (1= X{g()e Py ()}) [9(@) = Xz (Jo(w)) ho (@) = X (J1 (@) ) b (w)]
which proves measurability of ([LI7) for m; = 1. For my > 1, we invoke the same technique: Let
do(w) = d(g(w), Fuy (w) & (¥gn,(9¢ (0" w)))2<t<m, ),
dh () = d(Vgn, (91(0"W)), Fup (@) & (7n,(95(0"w)))2<tsm, ) -
For ho(w) = g(w) — 23, (g1 (0"w)) and b (w) = g(w) + 292, (g1(0"w)) let
dio(w) := d(hi(w), Fly (W) & (¥5ne,(9:(0"w)))3<e<m, ), i € {0,1}
dor(w) = d11(w) = d(Wgny,(92(0"w)), Fiuy (W) © (Y5n, (96 (0" w)))3<t<ma ) -
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For i € {0,1} define

doo(w)
ho; = h 1)t
0, O(W) + ( ) d01 (w) (92(0 OJ))
1 d10(w)
hii=h —yt S0y (92(07w).
1, 1(LU)+( ) dll(w) o w(g2(0 (U))
We repeat the same procedure with our four new functions. Iterating this, We end up with 2™
functions {I;(w)}1<i<2mi for which we define J;(w) := limy, 00 = —log me (It (w H Since

17 ()9(@) = (1= X{g@)eFm@)) |9@) = Y Xpa (Je(w)) Li(w) |

0<t<2™
measurability of (LI7) follows for arbitrary m;. As a consequence,
(1.18) {1 (9(w)) = g € Do}
is a dense subset of F},,(w) and for g € A and k > 0,

5 (HFM @I H3 (g(w))) H

is measurable. For k& = 0, we obtain measurability of f for i = 1. We can now repeat the argument
above for ¢ = 2 using the dense subset in ([LIR)) instead of Ay to see that f; and fo are also
measurable for ¢+ = 2. The general case follows by induction. O

w =

Remark 1.15. With the same strategy as in Lemma [.T4] we can see that for each 1 <1 < j and
k>0,

filw) == ||H@Z<Z<JH SFu; (w H fa(w) == HHFMJ- (Wl®i<i<iHE and f3(w) := ||7/’£|EBL@<]-H3;”

are measurable.

Lemma 1.16. For a measurable and non-negative function f:Q — R

1 1
lim —f(0"w) =0 a.s. if and only if lim —f(c"w) =0 a.s.
n—,oo N

n—,oo N

Proof. The main idea is due to Jack Feldman, cf. [LPP95, Lemma 7.2]. Assume that lim,,_, = f(0"w) =
0 on a set of full measure Q°. Let ¢ > 0 and set

6.1’
Qn::{weﬂo Vi>n A .o.)) <€}
i
Fom our assumptions, for some ng € N,
9
P(Q, —.
Qo) > 75

From Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem, there is a set of full measure Q! such that for every w € Q!, we
can find mo = my, such that for m > my,

1 , 9
(1.19) ~ > X0, (070) > 25

0<j<m
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W.Lo.g., we may assume that Q° = Q. Now for k > max{3ng,mo}, set m = [2k] + 1. Then from

CI9)

%[ DY X (dlw) Y XQnO(UjOJ)]>1—90.

0 < A m<j<m

Consequently, there exists 4Tm < j < m such that 0/w € Q,,. Set i := j —k > ng. Then by the
definition of Q,,,

f'olw) _ flotw) _
i ji—k =

Since j — k < %k 4+ 1 and € is arbitrary, our claim is shown. The other direction can be proved
similarly. g
As a consequence, we obtain the following:

Lemma 1.17. For each 1 <1< j and w € Q,
1 .1
(1.20) im - log Mg, _, 1y, 117, (0mwn || = M - log Mg, _,mt, 1R, (mw)|l = O-
Proof. Follows from a straightforward generalization of [GVRS| Lemma 4.4] and Lemma O

The following lemma characterizes the spaces H! as ‘fast’ growing subspaces.

Proposition 1.18. For w € Q, everyi > N and &, € HY,

(121) i log ()] = Tim  log [ | =

and

(1.22) lim ~ log [|(17,) " (€)1] = Tm_ = log |62, L)1l = —ps
n—,oo N, n—,oo N, w

Proof. The equalities (IL.2T)) follow by applying the Multiplicative Ergodic Theorem [GVRS| The-
orem 4.17] to the map ¢7|y: : H., — Hjn,,. It remains to prove (L22). By definition, for every

o€ HY,

@) € M5 (W5 ED] W) ey i
Ml (@) (€ | M02) T EaN e | Honal P (o)
From Lemma [[.9,
lim l . inf H[ ?ng(&w)]mﬂﬂ — lim l”[ ?nf(&w)]umﬂ = 1,
N0 N £on,€HE, H [&T"w]uwrl ” nmeen H [&T"w]uwrl ”

where &,n,, € H. I is chosen such that
H[ gn(;u(ganw)]uwrl ” = min_ ”[ g"c:;(gdnw)]ltHl H
||[§G’nw]ui+1 || g‘THWEH;nw ||[§UHW]N/'L+1||

Consequently, from (T20),

. 1 _
limsup — log || (¥ | ai ) <~
n—oo N
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n

Finally, from inequality [|& || < |00y |mi, I(%20) " (€0, Lemma [l and (L2I), the equalities
(C22) can be deduced. O

Lemma 1.19. Let w € Q and i < k. For every i < j < k, let {€. Yer, be a basis of HI. Set
I :=Ui<j<rl; and assume & e ng Then

1 ’
(123 Tim Loz a(u(€h), (A Evena) = 1
and
(124) nh_)IIOlO % log d(( gnw)_l(gi))v <( g"w)_l(g(i/»t’el\{t}) = —Hj-

Proof. We will prove (L.24)) only, the proof for (L.23) is completely analogous. First, we claim that
the statement is true for j = ¢ and k = ¢ 4+ 1. Indeed, in this case we have the inequalities

1 < AW5n,)THE) (( ) " € ven )
gnela, |l d(&h, (€ venyey)
and we can conclude with Proposition [[LI8 For arbitrary k and j = 7, we can use the inequalities
1< d((Pgn,) (€L, (( g7lw)_1(§z)/)>t/eli\{t}) < |y |
= n \— n \— ’ X Hip ||Fp, , (omw)lls
A((W3n)HEL). (W) €D venny) el (o)

Lemma [[L.T7 and our previous result above. The definition of Vol allows to deduce that

< Wgne) " s |

(1.25) lim_ — log Vol (((100) ™ (€))sey, soos (B €N sey) = 32 =milLyl

n—oo n
1<j<k

Since Vol is symmetric up to a constant, the claim ([[24)) follows for arbitrary j.

The following theorem summarizes the main result of this section.

Theorem 1.20. There is a O-invariant set of full measure Q0 such that for everyi > 1 with pi; > f1is1
and w € Q, there is an m;-dimensional subspace H. with the following properties:

(i) (Invariance) k(HL) = H},  for every k > 0.
(ii) (Splitting) H & F, ., (w) = F,,(w). In particular,

E,=H.® -®H ®F,, (v).

(iii) ("Fast’ growing subspace I) For each h,, € H.,

.1 "
lim ~ log [473(h.,)I| = w5-

n—o00 N,

(iv) ("Fast’ growing subspace II) For each h, € H.,

: 1 n —1 _
Jim —log [[(Ygne,) ™ (ha)ll = —p;.
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(V) If {fﬁ,}lgtgm is a basis of @1gi<jHZ), then

1
S log Vol (0L, (€M) = > mips and

1<isy

lim llOgVOl (( gnw)_l(giv)a"'v( gnw)—l(é-:)n)) = Z —M -

n—oo 1
1<igy

(1.26)

Proof. Properties (i) and (ii) are proven in Lemma [[T3 (iii) and (iv) are shown in Proposition
[[I8 and (v) can be deduced from Lemma [[.T9] using the definition of Vol and symmetry modulo
a constant of this function. O

Remark 1.21. Property (iv) seems to be new in the context of Banach spaces. Note that properties
(i) - (iv) uniquely determine the spaces H!,. In fact, an inspection of the proof of Lemma [[T3]
reveals that these properties are sufficient to establish the equality (LI6]).

2. INVARIANT MANIFOLDS

Let {E, }wen be a measurable field of Banach spaces and ¢ a nonlinear cocycle on acting on
it, i.e.
(/732 E, — Eygng,
P () = P (91 ())-
Definition 2.1. We say that ¢, admits a stationary solution if there exists a map ¥ : Q@ —
[I.cq Ew such that
(i) Y, € E,,
(i1) ©2(Y,) = Ypn, and
(i) w — ||Y,|| is measurable.
Stationary solutions should be thought of random analogues to fixed points in (deterministic)

dynamical systems. If ¢ is Fréchet differentiable, one can easily check that the derivative around
a stationary solution also enjoys the cocycle property, i.e for (.) = Dy, ¢0(.), one has

() = Vgme (VI (1))
In the following, we will assume that ¢ is Fréchet differentiable, that there exists a stationary
solution Y and that the linearized cocycle 1 around Y is compact and satisfies Assumption [T}
Furthermore, we will assume that
log™ ||y |l € L1(9).

Therefore, we can apply the MET to 1. In the following, we will use the same notation as in the
previous section.

2.1. Stable manifolds.

Definition 2.2. Let Y be a stationary solution, let {... < p; < pj—1 < ... < p} € [—00,00) be
the corresponding Lyapunov spectrum and Q the f-invariant set on which the MET holds. Set
i, = max{u; : p; < 0} and pj, = —oo if all finite p; are nonnegative. We define the stable
subspace

Sy = Fy, (w).
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By the unstable subspace we mean
U, = @1§i<j0H(i.
Note that dim[E,,/S,,] = dim[U,,] =: k < oo for every w € Q.
Lemma 2.3. Forw € Q and € € (0, —puj,), set
F(w) := sup exp[—p(uj, + o)l[[PE]s.. I

p=0
Then
: 1 + n _
(2.1) nhﬁrr;o - log® [F(8"w)] = 0.
Proof. Follows from (7). O

Lemma 2.4. Letw € Q, U, = (€} )1<i<k and n,p > 0. Then

5 5 o e [ZAGA] [CA(CAll

( ) ||[‘/’0 ] ||L[U9n+pw;Ue wl 1<tz<k ||7/1n+p(§fu)” X d( Z+p(§i),< n+p(§t )>t/;£t)
and

(2.3)

Il gnw]_IHL[Udn,pw,Uanw] <

1(¥gn) T EDIL (g 2n )" (€ _
HEDN (@) 2,,) 7 EL) (Wt ) T HED)) v t)

1<t<k ||( on— Pw)

t
Proof. Choose u € Ups,, and assume that u = Y3, ; ut%. Then

'] _ 5 ()] _
[lall = d(WB(EL), (Wh(EL)) )

_ Ll e | vl (L)
From gp,u =321 i v TWEEI Wi P (et )]l and 2.4),

|u’] 15 195 P (€]l
n g n+p x n+p n+p ’
Wl ST (g (EL), (W& (€0)) v t)
and (Z2)) follows. The estimate (Z3]) is proven similarly.

(2.4)

Definition 2.5. For w € Q set X3, := Hj>0 Ey;,,. For v > 0 we define
XY= {F €3, : ||l = sup [||Hfuf|| exp(vj)} < oo}
j=0

where TT, : H@o FEgi, — Eyj,, denotes the projection map.
One can check that X7, is a Banach space.

Lemma 2.6. Letw € Q and 0 < v < —p;,. Define
P, : E, — Ey,
o = (Yo + &) — 00 (Yo) — 9L (6)-
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Let p: Q@ — R* be a random variable with the property that
1
lim inf — log p(8"w) > 0
n—oo M
almost surely. Assume that for ||&, |, 1€ < p(w),
(2.5) 1Pu(€w) = PulG)ll < 16w = Eall F@)R(lIEu ] + 1)

almost surely where f : Q — R is a measurable function such that lim,_, . %long f("w) =0

almost surely and h(z) = x"g(x) for some r > 0 where g : R — RT is an increasing C* function.
Set

(2.6) p(w) := inf exp(nv)p(6"w).

nz
Then the map
I:S,x3NB0,pw)) =X,
wz(vw) + EOgjg."_quEL/}gbéw ° HS91+]MI|U91+] ]PGJW(HZJ [F])
11 [Iw(vw,l")] = - Zj}n “ énﬁ ] o HUgHj“,Ingij]P(’@( F]) formn =1,
Y = EjZO [Wtﬂfl]il © HUgijHSgHjJPWw (HZJ [F]) Jorn =0.

is well-defined on a 0-invariant set of full measure .

Proof. We collect some estimates first. Let € € (0,—pu;,). From (L20), we can find a random
variable R(w) > 1 such that for j > 0,

(2.7) My, 115, | < Rw)exp(ed) , (s, jo,,, | < R(w) exp(ej).
Also from 1)), for n,p > 0,
(2.8) [9h0 s 50n., || < R(w) exp (ppjy + €(n + p)).-

In addition, from (L23) and 22) for n,p > 0,
(2.9) 150 ™ L0 Uor) < R(w) exp (€(n + p)) exp(—npjo—1)-
From our assumptions,
| Pose MEPD || < [T (£ (@) (ITETID]-

So for j > 0 and a random variable R(w) > 1,
(2.10) 1Py (T, [0) || < R(e) [T [T g (ITEL L)) exp(es)-
Now from 271), (Z8)), 29) and @2I0)), we obtain

TS [ s D[] < Bw) | expl(ptgo + €)m)osll+

Y. R)Rw)exp (en + 2e(1+ ) + (n = 1= o )T (D) 9| T, [T][1)+
0<j<n—1

Y Rw)Rw)exp (3e(1+7) = (7 = n + Dpjo—1) [T D)7 g (T |-

jizn
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Since g is increasing,
[T [ Lo (v, Y| < R(@) | exp (1o + €)m).[[vall+

R@)R@)ITN5E" g llsy) exp (en + 2¢ + (n = Dpgo) Y exp ((26 = o — (L+7)0))+

R(w)R(@)[IT[l555"g(IT[1s3) exp (3¢ + (n = Dpjo—1) D exp (§ (3¢ = prjo—1 — (1 +7)0)) |-

jzn

Since p1j,—1 = 0 and 0 < v < —p;,, we can choose € > 0 smaller if necessary to see that

sup |13 (1 1 )] expom)| < .

As a result, I, is well-defined . O
Lemma 2.7. With the same setting as in Lemmal2.8, for T' € ¢ N B(0, p(w)),
(2.11) L, Tl=T <<= Vj>0:I[I] =l (Y, +&) — ¢, (Ye)
where
(212) gw = Uw - Z I:[d]i)-i_l]_l © HU91+jw||Se1+jwj|P9jw(HZJ []‘—‘])
Jj=0
Proof. The strategy of the proof is similar to [Mn83, Lemma VIL.5]. Let I,[v,,I'] = I'. Then
¢, = I°[I'] and the claim is shown for j = 0. We proceed by induction. Assume that II%[I'] =
(Y, +&w) — ¢(Y,). By definition,
n+l(y + §w) Z—H (Yw) = 90(3%; (@Z(Yw + §w)) - ‘P(lfnw(yb"w) =
Pony, (‘Pw(Yw + &) — Y(?"w) + d’é%u (@Z (Yo + &) — Y(?"w) = PG"w(HZ [I']) + 1/’5*@ (HZ [Iw(vwv F)])
Note that for j > n
¢énw o [ g;:}"‘l]fl = [ g;flw]fl 2 Ugr+iy, = Ugrtng,.
By definition
7/}9" ( w Lo (Ve F)]) = ¢Z+1(D‘U) + Z [Ung?Jw °© HSelHWHUngw]PWw(HZJ [F])_

0<yj<n—1
Z [[ 5;5]71 © HUeijllSeij]Péfw(HZz[F])'
jzn
Consequently, II" 1[I = " TH(Y,, + £,) — ¢ T1(Y,,) which finishes the induction step.
Conversely, for &, € E,, and T' € X% N B(0, p(w)), assume that for every j > 0, I/, [T'] = ! (Y, +

€w) — @1 (Ye). Set
U 1= o Z [Wiﬂ]il © HUelHWHSngJPf”'w(H&[FD'
j=0
Similar to Lemma [2.6] we can see that v, is well-defined. Morever,
3 [L (00, D)) = 00(E) + Y gy’ Pow (T[T
o<jsn—1
= @Z}(Yw + gw) - </7Z:(Yw) = HZ} [F]
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which proves the claim. O

Lemma 2.8. Under the same assumptions as in Lemma[2.7, set

hi(w) = sup [exp(nv)[¥5]s,ll]  and

n=0

hg(w) ‘= Ssup [GXP(TL’U) Z exp(—jv(l + T))f(ejw)||¢;lj_+{w|59j+lw H ||H59j+1w||U9j+1w ||

n=0 0<j<n—1

+ exp(nv) Z exp(—jv(l + T))f(GJW)H W?);ﬁﬂ |U9j+1 )71 H ||HU9j+1w||Sej+1w |H .
jzn

Then hY and hy are measurable and finite on a 0-invariant set of full measure Q. In addition,

lim —10g+ hi(6"w) = lim —10g+ hs(6"w) =0

n—oo n n—oo n
for every w € Q. Furthermore, the estimates
oo (v, )| < B3 (@) || + 25 @)D "g(IT))  and
1 2o (v, T) = Lo (v, D) || < B (@)R(ITI| + |IT) |IT — T
hold for every w € Q, T',T € ¥ N B(0, (w)) and v, € S.,.

Proof. The statements about hY and h§ follow from our assumption on f, (1), Lemma and
Proposition [[LI8 The claimed estimates follow by definition of I,,. ]

Recall that h(z) = 2"g(x). In particular, h is invertible and h and A~ are strictly increasing.

Lemma 2.9. Assume that for v, € Sy,

ol € oy min {5 (). )}
Then the equation
I,(v,,I)=T
admits a uniques solution T' =T'(v,,) and the bound
(2.13) 10 < min{%hl(%;(w)),ﬁ(w)} — HY ()
holds true.

Proof. We can use the estimates provided in Lemma 2.8 to conclude that I(v,,-) is a contraction
on the closed ball with radius min {%h_l(%%(w)), p(w)}. O
2

Now we can formulate the main theorem about the existence of local stable manifolds.

Theorem 2.10. Let (Q,F,P,0) be an ergodic measure-preserving dynamical systems and ¢ a
Fréchet-differentiable cocycle acting on a measurable field of Banach spaces {E,}weq. Assume that
@ admits a stationary solution Y and that the linearized cocycle v around Y is compact, satisfies
Assumption[I1l and the integrability condition

log™ ¢l € L' (w).
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Moreover, assume that [2.35) holds for ¢ and 1. Let pj;, < O cmd Sw be deﬁned as in Definition

22 For0<v < —pj,, we N and RV (w) = 2hv1 mln{ h~ th(w) (w)} with p defined as in
@9), let
(2.14) Sioe(w) = {Yo + TL[L ()], o] < R¥(w)}.

Then there is a 0-invariant set of full measure Q on which the following properties are satisfied for
every w € ):

(i) There are random variables pf( ), pY(w), positive and finite on Q, for which
(2.15) hmlnf logp (fPw) >0, i1=1,2

and such that
{Z., € E, : supexp(nv) ||l (Z,) = Yonol| < pi(w)} C Spe(w)

n>0

C{Z.eE, : sup exp(nv)|95(Ze) = Yoro|l < ps (W)}

(i) S (w) is an immersed submanifold of E,, and
TywSﬁ)c(w) = Sw.
(iii) Forn > N(w),
55 (Sioe(w)) € Sipe(0"w).
(iv) For 0 < v1 < va < —pjy,
Sige(w) € Sje(w)-
Also for n > N(w),
P (Sige(w)) € e (0" (w))
and consequently for Z,, € S%c( w),

(2.16) lim sup — logII%( w) = Yonoll < o

(v)

"(Zy) — @ (Z, . .
hmsup log [sup { o (Ze) (ew( )”, Zi F Zuy, Ly Zuw € Slvoc(w)}] < Hjo-
n—o0 1Zo — Zull
Proof. We start with (i). For the first inclusion, note that we can find a random variable p¥(w)
satisfying

1
(2.17) lim inf — 1og p1(0Pw) =0

p—00
and such that whenever ||T']] < p¥(w),

1 1

0+ B @I (I € gy min { 5h (). e} = H ).

For example, we can define
1
h% (w

pY (w) == min {h™(

))=H§(w)/27Hf(w)}
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with HY defined as in (2.13). Assume that Z,, € E,, has the property that
sup exp(nv)|| @i (Zw) = Yonwl| < pY (w)-

n>=>0
Setting
’6(41 = Zw - Yw + Z [[ng_l]_l © HU91+jw||591+jw]P0jw(HZ)[f‘])a
Jj=20
it follows that |7, < R"(w). From Lemma 27 we conclude that I,[0., Il = I'. By uniqueness
of the fixed point map, we have I' = I'(3,,), therefore Z, = Y,, + I (I'(3,)) € SP.(w). Next, let

loc

Z, €8P (w), ie Z,=Y,+1°(I(vy,)) for some |v,]| < R’ (w). From Lemma 27 and Lemma 2]
[T (veo) || = sup exp(nv)||o(Ze) — Yoru | < R (w).

n=0
We can therefore choose p¥(w) = RV(w) and the second inclusion is shown.
The second item immediately follows from our definition for S}, .(w).
For item (iii), by (2.I5]), we can find N(w) such that for n > N(w),
exp(—nv)py (w) < pf(0"w).

Now the claim follows from item (i).
For item (iv), note first that RV?(w) < RV*(w). By definition of I'Y (v, ), it immediately follows

that
Sz

loc

Now take Z, € S,\.(w). From Lemma [[.I7 and (i), we can find N(w) such that for n > N(w),
1Ty |Ugn. (€0 (Zw) — Yono) || < R (0"w).

We may also assume that exp(—nv1)p5t (w) < pi* (6"w) for n > N(w). For

(w) C S (w).

loc

Vonw = HSG"w”UG"w (@Z (Zw) - }/G"w)
let
Zgng 1= 19, (T(vgne)) + Yone, € S22

loc

(0"w) C S}

loc

(0"w).

We claim that Zgn,, = ¢7(Z,). Since Z,, € S;L(w),
sup exp(ju1) |, (912 (Z)) — Yoignul| < exp(—nv1)py! (w) < p} (07w).
Jz

So from item (i), ¢’ (Z.,) € S}, (0"w) and

Mgoneyone (Zorw — Yorw) = Hgone)jpone (05 (Ze) = Yona).-

(0"w). Remember Zyn,, € S;:

loc

(0"w) N S;2

loc

So by uniqueness of the fixed point, we indeed have

0 (Zy) = Zgny € SP2(0"W).

loc

To prove (2.I6)), let v < vy < —pp and take Z,, € S; (w). Then we know that for large enough N,
oN(Z,) € S;2.(0Nw), therefore

loc

i exp(jua) || g (Z) — Yosiw,|| < 00
12
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and it follows that
1
lim sup — log | ¢13(Z.) — Yonul| < —vs.
n—oo N

We can choose vg arbitrarily close to —pug, therefore the claim follows and item (iv) is proved.
For item (v), first by definition,
IT(ve) = T(00)]| = [ (ve, T'(0)) = Lo (0, T(00))|
< Mo (00, T(00)) = Lo (0w T(0)) | + L (0, T(00)) = L (B, T(000)) |
v ~ 1 ~

< hi(W)[ve — Ou |l + §||P(Uw) — I
for every vy, 9w € S, with |lv, ], |[|[9w]] < RY(w). Consequently,
(2.18) [T (ve) — L(0) || < 2h7 (W) |lvw — Tl
Also by definition, cf. (212,

2 (T (v)) = T @) = [lve = Tl = B (@) [T (vi) = T (@) | AT (v | + T (80 1)-

So from (ZI8)
(219)  IG(T(ve)) = T (@) > [l — Bull[1 = 2k7 (@)h (@) AT ()| + [T (@)])]-

First assume that

—_

max{||T(v,,), T(#,)||} < =h~Y(

2
Then from (2I8) and (2.19),
(2.20)

1
4hy (w)hg (W)™

IT(ve) = T'(20)l
[T, (T (ve)) = T (T (0))
Thus if Z, = Y, + 1% ['(v,)] and Z, = Y,, + I1° [['(v,,)], it follows that

I (Ze) — el (Zo)
”Zw - Zw”
for every n > 1. In the general case, we can use item (i) and that h_l(m) satisfies (2Z.13))
to see that for some N = N (w),

< 4hj(w).

< dexp(—nv)hY (w)

[y

1
4hY (0N w)hy (0N w)

).

sup exp(jv) [ Phn, (95 (o)) = Yosonull < exp(=Nv)ps (w) < 5h™(
J/

Consequently, from (2.20),
exp(jv)lleltN (Zw) — e (Z)|
>0 ol (Zw) — 8 (Zo)]]
and hence for every n > N,

H()OZ(ZM) - %Z(Zw)n
120 — Z|

(2.21) < dexp((—n — N)v)hy (0N w)HE (w)

where

e (Zo) — o8 (Z)
HY () = sup{ 2 o
”Zw - Zw”

. Z F Zg, Zyy Zoy € S;gc(w)}.
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We claim that H¥ (w) is finite. Indeed, by assumption (2.5,
o5 (Ze) = 2 (Z)ll < Nl |l 1S~ (Z0) = 071 (Z0))
+F(0N0) 1ol (Zo) = 03 HZ) I (led ™ (Z) = Yon-1ll + Nl ~H(Zu) = Yon-1,]))

and we can proceed by induction to conclude. Finally, from (22I)) and item (iv), our claim is

proved. O
Remark 2.11. Assume that for w € Q the function ¢, is C™. Then, since
9]
1,(0,0) = —1,(0,0) =0,
(0,0) = £11,(0,0) =

we can deduce from the Implicit function theorem that Sy, (w) is locally C™ 1.

2.2. Unstable manifolds. We invoke same strategy for proving the existence of unstable mani-
folds. Since the arguments are very similar, we will only sketch them briefly. In this section, we
will assume that the largest Lyapunov exponent is strictly positive, i.e. that p; > 0.

Definition 2.12. Set ko := min{k : u;, > 0}, S,, Flyyir () and U, = ®i<icky HY for w e Q.
For &, := Hj20 E,i, and v > 0, we define the Banach space

¥Y = {1" €%, : ||l =sup [Hl:If,I‘H exp(kv)] < oo}
k>0

where l:Iff, : Hi>0 E i, — E_x, is the projection map. Similar to last section, we also set

hi(w) —SUP[exp(nv)ll( pnwlg,) ] and

n=0

B() = sup [exp(no) 3 exp (= vln — K1+ 7)) Fem R WS )
n=0 o<k<n—1
x ||

U(,n—l—kw”Sdn—l—kw ||

T exp(nv) 3 exp(—v(k + 1)(1 + M) w) [ s s, o, .
k>2n

Lemma 2.13. Let w € Q, 0 < v < ug, and assume that p: Q@ — RT satisfies

(2.22) lim inf — logp(a w)>0

n—00

almost surely. Define P as in Lemma and assume that 238) holds for a random wvariable
£ Q= R which satisfies limy, o f(0"w) = 0 almost surely. Set

(2.23) plw) = égfo exp(nv)p(c"w).

Then the map
I :U, x 2N B0, p(w) = XU,
(Y5 ) " (u)
- ZO<k<n 1 [[ MialTto HUdn,l,kaSgn,l,kJPo"*’“w (f[z—k[l"])
+ Yz [Whis o5 o, | Porrre, (HETHIT) forn =1,
U + Ym0 (Vo HgvkwIIUUkW]PU’““W(ﬁfJJrl[F]) for n = 0.

7 L (u,, T)] =
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is well-defined on a 8-invariant set of full measure ).

Proof. We can use Lemma [[.T6] to obtain a version of Lemma where we replace 6 by o. The
rest of the proof is similar to Lemma O

Lemma 2.14. For 0 < v < i, w € Q and T € ¥¥ N B(0, p(w)),
(2.24) L(u,T)=T <<= VY0<k<n: M 0 =gk, (I'T 4 Yony) — Yon-sy,.
Proof. Similar to Lemma 2.7 O

Lemma 2.15. For 0 < v < pig,, iﬁf and iﬁz’ are measurable and finite on a 0-invariant set of full
measure 2. Moreover,

; 1 + 7v/ _p _ 1 1 +rv.p, .\
(2.25) pILIEOEIOg hi(cPw) = pILI&EIOg hy(oPw) =0

and

1o (o D) < B (@) [l |+ P3 (@) D] g (L)

1o (e, T) = Lo (o, D) | < B (@)R(IIT]| + I TY)) T =T

hold for every w € Q, T',T € ¥ N B(0, p(w)) and u, € U,,.

Proof. As in Lemma [Z.8 O

Lemma 2.16. Assume that for u, € Uw,

1 1 1
luw|| € —=——— min {—hfl(

e " gy P

Then the equation
I,(u,,I) =T

admits a uniques solution T' =T'(uy) and the bound

D) < min {50 (=), ()}

holds true.
Proof. We can show that [ (uw, ) is a contraction using Lemma 217 |
Finally we can formulate our main results about the existence of local unstable manifolds.

Theorem 2.17. Let (Q, F,P,0) be an ergodic measure-preserving dynamical systems, o := 0~ and
© a Fréchet-differentiable cocycle acting on a measurable field of Banach spaces {E,}wea. Assume
that ¢ admits a stationary solution'Y and that the linearized cocycle ¥ aroundY is compact, satisfies
Assumption [I1] and the integrability condition

log" |||l € L' (w).

Moreover, assume that (Z3)) holds for ¢ and v and a random variable p: Q — R satisfying [2.22)).
Assume that puy > 0 and let px, > 0 and U,, be defined as in Definition [Z124 For 0 < v < fi,,

we N and R (w) := 2}17{1@) min{%hil(%;(w)),[)(w)} with p defined as in (Z23), let

(2.26) Upe(w) = {Yo + M [T(wo)], luw| < R*(w)}.
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Then there is a 0-invariant set of full measure  on which the following properties are satisfied for

every w € Q:

(i) There are random variables pt(w), p3(w), positive and finite on Q, for which

1
liminf — log p7 (¢cPw) >0, i=1,2
p—oo P

and such that

{Zw €E, : HZomwtnz1 st oy (Zonw) = Zgn-my, for all0 <m <n and

sup exp(nv) || Zyny — Yonu|| < ﬁf(w)} CUY(w) C {Zw € Ey : H{Zonwn>1 s.t.
n>=0

Ol (Zonw) = Zgn-my, for all 0 < m < mn and sup exp(nv)||Zony — Yoyl < ﬁg(w)}
n=0

(i) UY.(w) is an immersed submanifold of E,, and
Ty, Upge(w) = U
(iii) Forn > N(w),
Ulge(w) € @one, (Uige(a"w)).
(iv) For 0 < vy < vg < kg,
Uloe(@) © Upge(w)-
Also for n > N(w),
Uloe(@) € ¢5n, (Uge (0" (W)

and consequently for Z,, € UY (w),

. 1
limsup — log || Zonw — Yonu|| < — k-

n—oo T

1 Za'"w - Zcrnw ~ ~
hmsup - 1Og |:Sup {Ma Zw 7£ Zun Zwa Zw € Uﬁ)c(w)}} § —Hko-
n

n—oo | Z0 — Z||
Proof. One uses the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem [2.10 g
Remark 2.18. (i) As in the stable case, if @, is C™ for every w € Q, one can deduce that

UP (w) is locally C™ 1.

(ii) In the hyperbolic case, i.e. if all Lyapunov exponents are non-zero, if the assumptions of
Theorem and 217 are satisfied, we have S, = S, and U, = U,,. In particular, the
submanifolds S} (w) and UY (w) are transversal, i.e.

loc
Eu) = TYw Ulqj)c(w) S5 TYw Sﬁ)c(w)
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