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EXACT DIMENSIONALITY AND LEDRAPPIER-YOUNG
FORMULA FOR THE FURSTENBERG MEASURE

ARIEL RAPAPORT

ABSTRACT. Assuming strong irreducibility and proximality, we prove that the
Furstenberg measure, corresponding to a finitely supported measure on the
general linear group of a finite dimensional real vector space, is exact dimen-
sional. We also establish a Ledrappier-Young type formula for its dimension.
The general strategy of the proof is based on the argument given by Feng for
the exact dimensionality of self-affine measures.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and the main result. Let V' be a real vector space with 2 <
dimV < oo. Fix an inner product (-,-) on V, and denote the induced norm by | - |.
For a linear subspace W of V' denote by P(W) its projective space. For Z,5 € P(V)
set,
1/2
_ 2
d(a:vy): (1_<$ay> ) )
where € T and y € ¥ are unit vectors. It is easy to verify that this defines a
metric on P(V).
The general linear group of V acts on P(V) in a natural way by setting,

AT = Az for A€ GL(V) and T € P(V) .

Let p € M(GL(V)), where for a standard Borel space X the collection of Borel
probability measures on X is denoted by M(X). We say that v € M(P(V)) is
p-stationary if,

v(F) = /AV(F) du(A) for every Borel set FF C P(V),

where Av is the push-forward of v via the map T — AZ. Since P(V) is compact
there always exists at least one p-stationary measure.

Write S, for the smallest closed subsemigroup of GL(V) such that u(S,) =
1. Suppose from now on that S, is strongly irreducible and proximal. The first
assumption means that there does not exist a finite family of proper nonzero linear
subspaces Wy, ..., Wy, of V such that,

A(UE,W;) = UL, W for all A€ S, .

The second assumption means that there exist A, As,... € S, and aj,a0,... €R
such that {a, A, }n>1 converges to a rank 1 endomorphism of V' in the norm topo-
logy. From these assumptions it follows that there exists a unique v € M(P(V))
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which is p-stationary. It is called the Furstenberg measure corresponding to the
distribution p. For a proof see [BL, Theorem III.3.1] or [BQ, Proposition 4.7].

The main purpose of this paper is to establish the exact dimensionality of the
Furstenberg measure, under the additional assumption of u being finitely supported.
A Borel probability measure 6 on a metric space X is said to be exact dimensional
if there exists a number a > 0 such that,

lim log 0(B(x, 1))

= « for f-a.e. x € X,
rl0 logr

where B(z,r) is the closed ball in X with centre x and radius r. If 6 is exact
dimensional then the number « is denoted dim @, is called the dimension of 6 and
is equal to the value given to 6 by other commonly used notions of dimension (see
[Fa, Chapter 10]). In particular dim 6 is equal to the Hausdorff dimension of 6,
which is denoted dimpg 6 and defined by,

(1.1) dimpy 0 = inf{dimy F : F C X is Borel with 8(F) > 0},

where dimg F' is the Hausdorff dimension of F'.

When dim V' = 2 the exact dimensionality of the Furstenberg measure v was
already established in previous works, without assuming that p is finitely supported.
It was shown by Ledrappier (see [Led|) that in this case the function,

__ logw(B(,1))
logr

)

converges in v-probability to the value hp(v)/(Ao — A1) as r — 0. Here Ao > Ay
are the Lyapunov exponents corresponding to p (see the next section), and hp(v)
is the Furstenberg entropy of v which is defined by,

//1og% ) dAv(T) du(A) .

More recently, Hochman and Solomyak [HS]| (see the discussion below) have shown
that v is exact dimensional with,

dimv = hp(v)/(Ao — A1),

whenever dim V' = 2. In a recent paper Lessa [Les| has extended these results to
disintegrations along certain 1-dimensional foliations, of stationary measures on the
space of complete flags.

In this paper we establish the exact dimensionality of v also in higher dimensions.
The following theorem is our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let p € M(GL(V)) be finitely supported, and suppose that S,, is
strongly irreducible and proximal. Let v € M(P(V)) be the Furstenberg measure
corresponding to . Then v is exact dimensional, and dim v satisfies a Ledrappier-
Young type dimension formula.

The precise formula satisfied by dim v will be given in the next section. Its name
comes from the work of Ledrappier and Young [LY], in which they have obtained
a formula, in terms of conditional entropies and Lyapunov exponents, for the local
dimensions along stable and unstable manifolds of invariant measures of C2 smooth
diffeomorphisms.

Let us provide some more background and mention other related results. A
measure # on R? is said to be self-affine if it is stationary with respect to a finitely
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supported measure p on the semigroup of affine invertible contractions of R?. If
p is supported on the semigroup of contracting similarities, then 6 is said to be
self-similar. The support of the measure p is sometimes referred to as an iterated
function system (IFS).

Self-affine measures and Furstenberg measures share various features. For in-
stance, both can be realised as the image of a Bernoulli measure on the symbolic
space under an appropriate equivariant map. In the case of self-affine measures this
map is called the coding map. For the Furstenberg measure it is called the Fursten-
berg boundary map (see the next section). Additionally, both types of measures
can be represented as a weighted average of distorted copies of themselves, which
are sometimes referred to as cylinder measures. The Furstenberg measure on the
1-dimensional projective space resembles a self-similar measure on the real line.
In higher dimensions the Furstenberg measure resembles a self-affine measure, for
which the linear parts of the maps in the IFS satisfy irreducibility and proximality
assumptions similar to ours.

Exact dimensionality plays an important role in the study of stationary fractal
measures, and the question of whether every self-affine measure satisfies this prop-
erty has received a lot of attention. In [FFH|, by introducing a notion of projection
entropy, Feng and Hu have proved that every self-similar measure on R? is exact
dimensional, with dimension given by the projection entropy divided by the Lya-
punov exponent. In fact they have shown this, more generally, for the push-forward
of any ergodic measure under the coding map.

In [BK| Barany and Kéenmiki proved that every planar self-affine measure is
exact dimensional. Moreover, they proved this for every self-affine measure on R?
with d distinct Lyapunov exponents, and showed that its dimension is given by
a Ledrappier-Young type formula. Additionally, under further assumptions, they
established this for projections under the coding map of quasi-Bernoulli measures.

Lastly, in a recent paper Feng [Fe|] has managed to provide a complete solution
for this problem, and proved that all self-affine measures are exact dimensional
and satisfy a Ledrappier-Young type formula. In fact he was able to show this
for projections of general ergodic measures and to systems which are only average
contracting. The general strategy for our proof of Theorem [[.T]is based on Feng’s
argument.

Besides their intrinsic interest, exact dimensionality and Ledrappier-Young type
formulas have played an important role in some recent and significant developments
in the dimension theory of fractal measures. Hochman [Holl [Ho2] has shown that,
under a mild exponential separation assumption on the maps in the IFS and an
additional irreducibility assumption in higher dimensions, the dimension of a self-
similar measure is equal to its natural upper bound. If p is the corresponding finitely
supported measure on the contracting similarities, this upper bound is equal to the
minimum between the dimension of the ambient space and the quotient obtained
by dividing the Shanon entropy of p by its Lyapunov exponent. To be more precise
regarding the exponential separation assumption, it requires the existence of an
€ > 0 such that for all n > 1 the distance between two distinct compositions
of length n of map from the IFS is at least €®. These works rely on the exact
dimensionality of self-similar measures.

Barany, Hochman and Rapaport [BHR] have proved for planar self-affine meas-
ures that if one assumes strong irreducibility and proximality for the linear parts
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of the maps in the IF'S, and that the supports of the cylinder measures are disjoint,
then the dimension is equal to its natural upper bound. In this case the natural
upper bound is the minimum between 2 and a quantity known as the Lyapunov di-
mension, which generalises the entropy divided by exponent formula. The condition
regarding the disjointness of the supports is usually referred to as the strong sep-
aration condition (SSC). Hochman and Rapaport [HR] have later established this
statement under a much milder exponential separation assumption instead of the
SSC. Both of these results rely on the exact dimensionality and Ledrappier-Young
formula for planar self-affine measures.

Lastly, in [HS] Hochman and Solomyak have proved their main result while re-
lying on the exact dimensionality of the 1-dimensional Furstenberg measure, which
they establish in the same paper. Stated in the notation of Theorem [IT] this result
says that if p is finitely supported, S, is strongly irreducible and proximal, and
the matrices in the support of u satisfy an exponential separation condition, then
dim v is equal to its natural upper bound, where v is the Furstenberg measure on
P(R?). The natural upper bound in this case is the minimum between 1 and the
Shanon entropy of p divided by the difference of the two Lyapunov exponents.

In Section [[3] we introduce a value dimpy g, which we call the Lyapunov di-
mension corresponding to p. It extends the aforementioned upper bound for dim v
in the 1-dimensional case, and is analogous to the Lyapunov dimension of a self-
affine measure. From the dimension formula stated in the next section it will follow
easily that dimry p is always an upper bound for dimv. Considering the results
mentioned above, it is reasonable to expect for these two values to be equal under
an additional exponential separation assumption. The results of this paper should
be a necessary ingredient in the proof of such a statement.

1.2. Dimension formulas. In this section we provide a precise statement for the
dimension formula satisfied by the Furstenberg measure v. We also give similar
formulas for typical projections and slices of v. First we need some more definitions
and notations.

Let p € M(GL(V)) be finitely supported. Then there exist a finite index set
A, distinct elements {A;}en of GL(V), and a probability vector p = (p;)iea with
strictly positive coordinates, such that

w= ZPZCSAZ .
leA

Here §4, € M(GL(V)) is the Dirac mass at A;. As before, denote by S, the
smallest closed subsemigroup of GL(V') such that x(S,) = 1, and suppose that S,
is strongly irreducible and proximal. Let v € M(P(V)) be the Furstenberg measure
corresponding to u.

Write Q = A% and equip  with its Borel o-algebra, generated by the cylinder
sets. Let 8 be the Bernoulli measure on {2 corresponding to the probability vector
p, that is 8 = p?. Let 0 : Q — Q be the left shift map, i.e.

(ow)p =wpy1 forweQandneZ.

From our assumptions on S, it follows (see [BQL Lemma 2.17 and Proposition
4.7]) that there exists a Borel map 7 :  — P(V) such that,

(1) w depends only on the nonnegative coordinates of €;
(2) 7w = Ay, mow for B-a.e. w;



(3) the distribution of 7 with respect to § is equal to v, that is 78 = v;
(4) for B-a.e. w,
lim Awo c -Aan = 57r(w)a

n—oo
where 0 (,,) is the Dirac mass at 7(w) and the convergence is in the weak-*
topology.
The map 7 is often called the Furstenberg boundary map.
By the Oseledets’ multiplicative ergodic theorem [O], applied to the ergodic
system (€, 8,071) and the matrix cocycle w — A,,_,, there exist positive integers
s,dp, ...,ds, real numbers A\g > ... > A; and linear subspaces,

V=V 1o5V> .. >V={0} forweQ,
such that,

(1) dim V! = ZZ:H_l dp for we Qand —1 <1 < s;
(2) the map w — (V})5__, is Borel measurable and depends only on the neg-

ative coordinates of €2;
(3) Vi, = A, V] for p-a.e. wand each —1 <i <'s;
(4) for p-a.e. w and each 0 <14 < s,
1 . ,
lim —log|Ay_,...Au_, x| =\ for x € VIT1\ V.
n—,oo M

The numbers g, ..., As are called the Lyapunov exponents corresponding to u. For
0 < ¢ < s the integer d; is called the multiplicity of A\;. Note that from our
assumptions on S, it follows that dy = 1 (see [BLL Theorem IIL.6.1]). We set,

S\i:)\i—)\oforlgigs.

Remark 1.2. Let 6 be the distribution of the random flag (V?)5__;. That is, for
every Borel subset B of the flag manifold,
0(B) = p{w : (Vi)ie_1 € B}.
Write p~ for the distribution,
ZplzsA;l e M(GL(V)).
leA

Then from the identities V;,lw = Aw71V£ it follows that 6 is p~-stationary. Note
that in general, our assumptions do not guarantee the uniqueness of a u~-stationary

measure on the flag manifold.

For a proper linear subspace W of V write Py . for the orthogonal projection
onto W+. Note that Py, defines a map from P(V) \ P(W) to P(W+) by setting,

PyiT=Py.z forzeP(V)\P(W).
Let (w be the partition of P(V) \ P(W) such that for # € P(V) \ P(W),
w (@) ={y e P(V)\P(W) : Py.y=Py.7}.
Here ¢ (Z) denotes the unique element of (i which contains Z. Since W # V| and
because S, is strongly irreducible, is follows that v(P(W')) = 0 (see [BL, Proposition

I11.2.3]). Hence Py, 1 defines a Borel map on P(V) outside a set of zero v-measure,
and the disintegration

{V%W }EEP(V) C M(P(V)),



of v with respect to the measurable partition (y, is v-a.e. well defined (see Section
23). Note that if W is of codimension 1 then V%W = v for v-a.e. T.
Denote by P the partition of €2 according to the 0-coordinate, that is

P={{weQ :wy=1} :1€A}.

Write B for the Borel o-algebra of P(V). For a proper linear subspace W of V,
write Hg(P | 7r_1PI;,1L B) for the conditional entropy of P given w‘lPV;lLB with
respect to 8 (see Section 2.2)). It is well defined since the identity 75 = v implies
that the composition Py,1 o 7 defines a Borel map on 2 outside of a set of zero
B-measure. Thus for 0 < i < s we can set,

(1.2) H, — /HB(P |7 BR) L B) dB(w)

Note that since the subspaces V.9 are of codimension 1, the o-algebras wflp(;/lo) B

are trivial with respect to 3. This implies that Hy = H(p), where H(p) is the entropy
of the probability vector p. Also observe that, since V1 C V! for 0 <i < s and
w € (Q, the o-algebras which appear in the definition of H;;; are finer than the ones
which appear in the definition of H;. This implies that H; 11 < H; for 0 <1 < s.

We are now ready to state our dimension formulas for v, its projections and its
slices.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that 1 is finitely supported, and that S, is strongly irredu-
cible and proximal. Let v be the Furstenberg measure corresponding to p. Then, in
the notations above, for B-a.e. w € Q, v-a.e. T € P(V) and every 0 <i < k <'s,
the following statements are satisfied.

(1) v is exact dimensional with,

s—1
Hjr1 —Hy

=0 Aj+1

dimv =
(2) Pryryrv is ezact dimensional with,

dim P(Vj)J_l/ =
=0 Aj+1
Cvi . . . .
(3) v @ is exact dimensional with,
—1
¢vi ~=Hjp—Hj
dim " = Z e
j=i
Cyi
(4) Pryrys v is evact dimensional with,
o,k
dimp(vj)J.l/EV‘}’ = Z

i=i

Hj —H;
Aj+1
Remark 1.4. For every w € Q the subspace V is trivial and V is of codimension

¢
1. Hence Fys)+ is the identity and va“(’) = v for v-a.e. T. Thus in order to prove
Theorems [[L3 and [[L1] it is enough to establish part ] of Theorem
6



The above theorem yields a dimension conservation result for the Furstenberg
measure. Let W be a proper linear subspace of V, and let § € M(P(V)) be with
O(P(W)) = 0. Following Furstenberg [Ful, we say that 6 is dimension conserving
with respect to Py. if,

dimg Pyy1 0 + dimpyg H%W = dimpg 6 for f-a.e. T,

where dimy is as defined in (II). The following corollary follows directly from
parts ([I)-@) of Theorem

Corollary 1.5. Assume the conditions of Theorem are satisfied. Then v is
dimension conserving with respect to Pyiy. for B-a.e. w € Q and every 0 <1 <'s.

For self-affine measures results analogous to Corollary [LH were obtained in [BK]
and [Fe|. It is worth pointing out that in [FJ] Falconer and Jin proved that self-
similar measures on R? with finite rotation groups are dimension conserving with
respect to any orthogonal projection. For self-similar sets with finite rotation groups
this result was first obtained by Furstenberg [Ful|, who introduced this notion.

1.3. The Lyapunov dimension. In this section we introduce the upper bound
for dim v, which was mentioned in the discussion at the end of Section [[LII We
continue to use the notations from the previous section, and assume the conditions
of Theorem [[ 3] are satisfied. As before write H(p) for the entropy of the probability
vector p. We also set,

le—ZS\JdJ fOI‘OSiSS.
j=1
Definition 1.6. Let m = m(u) be such that,
m=max{0<i<s: H(p) > L;},

and write,

H(p)—Lm .
Z}n:l d; + 75;05\)7)1“ ,ifm<s

dimV —1 Jifm=s

We call the number dimry @ the Lyapunov dimension corresponding to p.

dimpy p = {

This definition is analogous to the one given by Jordan, Pollicott and Simon in
[JPS] for the Lyapunov dimension dimry @ of a self-affine measure 6 on R?. It was
shown there that dimpy 6 is always an upper bound for dimg @, and that if the
linear parts of the maps in the IFS are fixed and all have norm strictly less than
1/2, then

dimg 6 = min{dimry 6, d}
for Lebesgue a.e. selection of the translations.

Now let A be the set of numbers of the form — E;l 5\;1:171-, where 1, ..., x5 are
nonnegative real numbers which satisfy,

in <H(p) and z; < —Nd; for1<i<s.
i=1

From,
0>XA>..>X and Y d;j=dimV —1,

i=1
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it follows easily that,
(1.3) dimpy ¢ = max A .
On the other hand, as a simple consequence of part (@) of Theorem [ (see

Lemma [6.7)),
(14) 0<H,; — Hi+1 < _5\i+1di+1 for0<i<s.
Also note that,

s—1

H(p) = Ho > Z(Hz —Hita).

i=0
Combining the last inequality with (I4) and part () of Theorem [[3] we obtain
that dim v is a member of A. This together with (I3)) yields the following corollary.

Corollary 1.7. Assume the conditions of Theorem[L.3 are satisfied, then dimv <
dimLy M.

As mentioned in Section [[1] it is reasonable to expect for the equality dimv =
dimry g to hold under an additional exponential separation assumption.

1.4. About the proof of Theorem [I.3l The starting point of the argument is
the observation that, under our standing assumptions, the matrices

Av w1 =Au - Au_,

contract the projective space, outside of the set P(V), for S-a.e. w and for n > 1
large. Here V0 is the linear hyperplane obtained by the Oseledets’ theorem. This
contraction property follows from the fact that the multiplicity of the top Lyapunov
exponent is equal to 1, and it makes it possible to employ techniques used in the
study of self-affine measures on R?.

As mentioned before, the general idea of the proof is based on Feng’s argument
for the exact dimensionality of self-affine measures. Nevertheless our proof contains
nontrivial differences and new features. Some of these come from the fact that the
matrices A,_, . ._, only contract most of the projective space. In the self-affine
case, or even in the more general average contracting case considered in [Fe|, these
matrices uniformly contract all of the Euclidean space for f-a.e. w.

In order to deal with this issue, for S-a.e. w we use the Oseledets splitting of V' at
w (see Section [2.6) in order to construct a coordinate chart for P(V'), whose domain
contains 7w and on which the matrices A,,_, . . _, are uniformly contracting. Recall
that 7 is the Furstenberg boundary map. For this approach to succeed we have
to make sure that, for n > 1 large, the lines mo"w do not become to close to
the boundary of the coordinate domains. This is achieved by applying a result of
Guivarc’h [Gul (see Section [ZH]). It yields a regularity property for the Furstenberg
measure v, which controls the v-measure of neighbourhoods of projective spaces of
linear hyperplanes of V.

As in [Fe|, a key part of the argument involves the estimation of the so-called
transverse dimensions, which are the local dimensions of projections of certain
conditional measures of 5. These conditional measures correspond to measurable
partitions &, ..., & of €, which are similar to the ones constructed in [Fe|. When
they are projected via 7, one obtains the conditional measures of v which appear in
the statement of Theorem[[.3l In order to deal with the estimation of the transverse
dimensions we employ an idea used in [Fe|, which involves an induced dynamics and
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makes it possible to focus on trajectories where the angles between the Oseledets
subspaces are not too small.

The result of Guivarc’h, which provides the regularity property for v, requires the
strong irreducibility and proximality assumptions. These assumptions also insure
that the multiplicity of the top Lyapunov exponent is 1, a fact which is crucial
for our development. Strong irreducibility also implies the necessary fact that
v(P(W)) = 0 for every proper linear subspace W of V', though this may be regarded
as a very mild form of the regularity property. The assumption of u being finitely
supported is needed in order to cary out entropy computations and to guarantee
the integrability of a certain dominating function (see Lemma and Remark
following it). It seems reasonable to expect for the exact dimensionality of
p-stationary measures to hold under weaker assumptions than ours, but this will
probably require a different method of proof.

Structure of the paper. In Section 2l we develop necessary notations and back-
ground. In Section Bl we construct the coordinate charts mentioned above, and
prove some related auxiliary results. In Section Ml we construct the measurable
partitions &g, ..., £s, and derive some necessary properties of them. In Section [ we
estimate the transverse dimensions. In Section Bl we complete the proof of our main
result Theorem [L.3]

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. General notations. For a metric space X, x € X and r > 0, we denote by
B(z,r) the closed ball in X with centre z and radius r. Given a set Y, a map
$:Y — X,y €Y and r > 0, we often write B%(y,r) in place of ¢~ (B(¢(y),r)).

It will sometimes be convenient to use the little-o notation. For parameters
Qq, ...y O W€ WIite 04, ... o, () in order to denote an unspecified function f : N — R,
which depends on oy, ..., o, and satisfies %f(n) — 0 as n — .

2.2. Conditional information and entropy. We give here the definitions and
basic properties of the entropy and information functions. For more details see [Pal,
Section 2] for instance.

Let (X, B, p) be a probability space. For a sub-c-algebra F of B and f € L'(p)
we denote the conditional expectation of f given F by E,(f | F). Given a finite
measurable partition £ of X we write I,(£ | F) for the conditional information of
& given F. That is,

(| F)=- Z lplogE,(1g | F),
Eeg

where 1g is the indicator function of E. The conditional entropy of £ given F is
denoted H, (& | F) and defined by,

(& | 7) = [ 1| F)dp.

When F is the trivial o-algebra we write H,(€) in place of H,(€ | F).
If G is a sub-o-algebra of F,

(2.1) Hy(€ | F) <H,(€1]9).
9



If L(p) is separable as a metric space, and C is another finite measurable partition
of X,

(2.2) LEVC|F)=LE|F)+IL,(C|FVE).

Here £ v C is the common refinement of £ and C, and € is the o-algebra generated
by £. Integrating the last equality we obtain,

~

(2.3) H,(EVC|F)=H,(E|F)+H,(C|FVE).
If T: X — X is measure preserving,
(2.4) LE|F)oT=1,(T ' | T F).

2.3. Disintegration of measures. We give the necessary facts regarding disin-
tegration of measures. For more details see [EW] Section 5].

We call a measurable space (X, B) a Borel space, if X is a Borel subset of a
compact metric space X and B is the restriction of the Borel o-algebra of X to X.
We denote the collection of probability measures on (X, B) by M(X). If p € M(X)
we say that (X, B, p) is a Borel probability space.

Suppose (X, B) is a Borel space. Given a partition £ of X into measurable sets
and z € X, we write £(z) for the unique element of £ which contains z. A subset F
of X is said to be ¢-saturated if it contains &(z) for every « € F. The sub-o-algebra
of B determined by ¢ is denoted E and defined by,

E= {F € B : F is &saturated} .

We say that £ is a measurable partition if it is generated by a countable collection
of measurable sets. That is if there exist Fy, F5,... € B such that,

()= () Fan [ (X\F,) forallze X .
x€F, c¢ Fp
If (Y, F) is another Borel space, ¢ is a measurable partition of Y and ¢ : X — Y is
measurable, then
p =0 (Y)Y eY)
is easily seen to be a measurable partition of X. In particular this is the case for
the partition {¢ " {y}},cy into level sets of (.

Theorem 2.1. Let (X, B, p) be a Borel probability space and let & be a measurable
partition of X. Then there exists a collection {pS}rex C M(X) such that,

(1) for every f € L*(p),
/fdpfc =E,(f| &)(x) for p-a.e. x;

(2) p5(E(x)) =1 forz € X;
(3) P& = oS for 2,y € X with £(x) = £(y).
Moreover, these properties uniquely determine {pS}zcx up to a set of zero p-

measure. We call the collection {pS}.cx the disintegration of p with respect to
the partition .

Lemma 2.2. Let (X, B, p) be a Borel probability space and let § and ¢ be a meas-
urable partitions of X. Suppose that £ is finer that ¢, that is £(x) C ((x) for all
x € X. Then for p-a.e. x,

(05)5 = (p5)5, = i for ps-a.e. y.
10



Lemma 2.3. Let (X, B, p) and (Y, F, 1) be Borel probability spaces, let T : X —Y
be measure preserving and let & be a measurable partition of Y. Then,

Tpgflg = Tém for p-a.e. .

We say that a complete separable metric space Y is a Besicovitch space if the
Besicovitch covering lemma (see e.g. [Mat]) holds in Y. Besicovitch spaces include,
for instance, Euclidean spaces and compact finite-dimensional Riemannian mani-
folds. The following lemma is stated in [Fe, Lemma 2.5]. Its proof for the case
Y = R? is given in [FH, Lemma 3.3]. Recall the notation B?(z,r) from Section
Z1

Lemma 2.4. Let ¢ : X — Y be a measurable mapping from a Borel probability
space (X, Bx,p) to a Besicovitch space Y. Denote by By the Borel o-algebra of Y.
Let £ be a measurable partition of X and let A € Bx. Then for p-a.e. © € X,

p5(B% (1) N A)
o pi(B(x,r))

=E,(1a] £V ¢~ (By))(x).

2.4. A metric on the projective space. Recall that V is a real vector space with
2 <dimV < co. Fix an inner product (-,-) on V, and denote its induced norm by
| - |. Given a linear subspace W of V', write P(W) for its projective space and Py
for the orthogonal projection onto W (by definition P({0}) = @). For 0 #z € V
denote by T the unique element of P(V) which contains z. For 0 < k < d write
Gr(k,V) for Grassmannian manifold of k-dimensional linear subspaces of V.

Let V* be the dual of V. Denote by A?(V) the vector space of alternating
2-forms on V*. Let (-,-) be the inner product on A?(V) which satisfies,

(x1,91)  (@1,92)
(x2,91)  (@2,92)

We denote the norm induced by this inner product by |- ||. Given an endomorphism
T of V, write A2T for the endomorphism of A?(V) which satisfies,

(2.5) A*T(z Ay) = (Tz) A (Ty) for z,y € V.

(a:l/\xg,yl/\y2>—det( ) for z1, @2, y1,92 € V.

It is easy to verify that if P:V — V is an orthogonal projection, then A%P is also
an orthogonal projection (defined on A%(V)).

For Z,5 € P(V) write,

1/2
d(fv y) = (1 - <Ia y>2) )
where z € T and y € ¥ are unit vectors. It is easy to verify that this defines a
metric on P(V'). Note that,
d@,7) = 2|y Hx Ayl forany 0 #x €T and 0 £y €7 .
For a subset Y C P(V) we set,
dz,Y)=inf{d(z,7) : yeY}.

The following simple lemma will be used is Section

Lemma 2.5. Let W # {0} be a proper linear subspace of V and let T,5 € P(V).
Suppose that T,7 ¢ P(W), then

d(Pwz, Pwy) < d(@, P(W*)) " d(y, P(W))"'d(z,7) .
11



Proof. Let x € T and y € § be with |z]| = |y| = 1. If T € P(W),
|Pwz| = |z| =1 =dE@,P(W)).
Itz ¢ P(W),
(T, P(W)) < d(T, Py T) = [Py oz lo A Py oz
= |Pyrz| Y |Pwz A Pyox| = |Pwz| - d(PwT, Py.T) = |Pwz]| .

Similarly we always have |Pyy| > d(7, P(W+)). Additionally, since A2Py is an
orthogonal projection,

1Pwa A Pwyll = [A* P (x Ayl < lla Ayl

Hence,
d(PwT, Pwg) = |[Pwa|"'|Pwy|™!|Pwz A Pwyll
< d@P(WH) (g PWH)) e Ayl
= d(@ P(W)"td(m, P(WH)) " d(z,7),
which completes the proof of the lemma. O

2.5. The Furstenberg measure and the boundary map. Recall from Section
[C2 that A is a finite index set, {A4;}1ea are distinct elements of GL(V'), p = (p1)iea
is a probability vector with strictly positive coordinates and,

p="> pba € M(GL(V)).
leA
As before, let S, be the smallest closed subsemigroup of GL(V') such that p(S,) = 1.
We shall always assume from now on that S, is strongly irreducible and proximal.
Let v be the Furstenberg measure corresponding to p, which means that v is unique
p-stationary member of M(P(V)).
Write Q = A% and let o : Q — Q be the left shift map. That is,

(ow)p =wpyr forw e QandneZ.
Denote by P the partition of € according to the 0-coordinate, i.e.
P={{weQ: :w=1}:1e€A}.

For integers m < n set,
n
Pr = \/ oIP.
Jj=m

The atoms of these partitions are called the cylinder sets of 2. We equip €2 with
the o-algebra generated by its cylinder sets, which makes it into a Borel space. Let
8 be the Bernoulli measure on €2 corresponding to the probability vector p, that is
B = p”. The triple (2, 3,0) is an invertible ergodic measure preserving system.
As mentioned in Section[[2] from our assumptions on S, we obtain the following

statement. Given a finite word l;...l,, over the alphabet A, we write A;,. ;, in place
of Al1 cee Al .

n

Theorem 2.6. There exist a Borel set Qo C 2, with 0() = Qo and () =1,
and a Borel map 7 : Qo — P(V), called the Furstenberg boundary map, such that:
(1) w depends only on the nonnegative coordinates of €;
(2) 7w = Ay, mow for w € Qo;
12



(3) the distribution of m with respect to B is equal to v, that is 78 = v;
(4) for every w € Qy,

lim Ay w,V = 0r() in the weak-* topology .
n— o0

The following theorem, due to Guivarc’h [Gu, Theorem 7’|, is used in Lemma
2.8 to bound the mass given by ¥ = 78 to neighbourhoods of projective spaces of
hyperplanes. A proof of this theorem can also be found in [BQ, Theorem 14.1].

Theorem 2.7. Assume, as we do, that p is finitely supported and that S,, is strongly
irreducible and proximal. Then there exist 0 < a < 1 and 1 < Cy < oo such that
for ally € V with ly| =1,

/<| <C|CT33|4> |)a drp(x) < C .

Remark. Theorem 2.7 remains true if instead of assuming that p is finitely suppor-
ted it is assumed that it has a finite exponential moment.

Lemma 2.8. There exist 0 < a < 1 and 1 < C' < oo such that for every W €
Gr(dimV —1,V) and r > 0,

wB{Z : d(z,P(W)) <r} <Cre.
Proof. Let o and Cy be as in Theorem 27 Fix W € Gr(d —1,V) and 0 < r < 1.
Let y € W be with |y| = 1, and 2 € V be with |z| = 1 and d(z, P(W)) < r. There
exists w € W which satisfies |w| = 1 and d(Z,w) < r. We have,
r? > d7, W) =1 (z,w)’ = (1 — (z,w))(1 + (z,0)).
Thus, by replacing w with —w if necessary, we may assume that 72 > 1 — (z,w).
Hence,
|z —w]* =2 -2 (x,w) <2r%
and so,
ol =t () | = o —w,y) | < o —w| <2V
From this we get,

Blw: drw, PW) <1} < w8 {T: fal | (o] <2/}
= w3{T : ol (@) [0 2 2720

< 2 [ (o] || )” dns(@)
< 2&/200Ta,
which completes the proof of the lemma with C' = Cp2%/2. O

2.6. Oseledets’ multiplicative ergodic theorem. The following statement fol-
lows directly from Oseledets theorem (e.g. see [Rul Section 3]), applied to the
system (£, 3,071) and the matrix cocycle w — A,_,, and by removing a set of
zero (B-measure from €y without changing the notation (while still maintaining

a(Q0) = Qo).

Theorem 2.9. There exist positive integers s, dy, ..., ds, with dimV = dg + ... + ds,
and real numbers \g > ... > Ag, so that for every w € Qg there exist linear subspaces
ES,...,E3 CV such that,

13



(1) V = @i_F}, and dim B, = d; for 0 < i < s;
(2) Bl .\, = Ay El for 0<i<s;

(3) for0<i<sand0+#x € E!,
1
lim —log ’Aw,n...w,lﬂi‘ = A\,
n—oo N

with uniform convergence on any compact subset of EX, \ {0};
(4) for0<i<s,

1
lim — max log‘Awo,,,wnflx‘ =\,
n—oo n zGE:,.nww‘z‘:l
lim — min log‘Awo___wnflx‘ =\

n—oo N geEt

le,\m\:l

(5) liril Llogk(o™w) =0, where for n € Qq
— 00

k(n) = min{d(Z,7) : 0£z € @ieIEfz, 0#y¢e @jeJE% and INJ =0}
(6) the map w — E! is Borel measurable for each 0 <i < s.

Remark 2.10. By the strong irreducibility and proximality of S, it follows that
dp = 1 (see |BL, Theorem II1.6.1]). This fact will play an important role in our
development.

Remark 2.11. The numbers Ag, ..., As are called the Lyapunov exponents corres-
ponding to pu. For 0 < ¢ < s the integer d; is called the multiplicity of A;. The
decomposition V = @3_,E! is called the Oseledets splitting of V at w. The sub-
spaces E°, ..., ES are called the Oseledets subspaces corresponding to w.

Remark 2.12. Property () of Theorem is not stated in [Ru| in its present
form. On the other hand, it follows from the development carried out there that
forweQ,0<i<sand0#z€ E,
.1 -1 —1
nlggo n log | A, - Ay w| ==X,
with uniform convergence on any compact subset of E? \ {0}. This together with
property (2] easily imply property (@).

For 1 <1 < s write 5\1 =X —Ag. For 0 <i<sandwe Qg set Vj ZGBZ:Z-HEf).
Note that V0 is of codimension 1. Also note that V,* = {0} and that for 0 < i < s,

i 1
(2.6) Vi={xeV: nll}ngo - log ‘Awfn___wflzzr| < Ait1}-

This shows that the Borel maps w — V.’ depend only on the negative coordinates
of w. It is worth pointing out that this is not true for the Oseledets subspaces
E° .. ES.

w

3. CONSTRUCTION OF LOCAL COORDINATES

In this section we use the Oseledets splittings V = @5_,E’ in order to con-
struct coordinate charts g, for P(V), whose domains are P(V) \ P(V,0). We then
derive some useful properties for these charts. First we show that the domains just
mentioned are neighbourhoods of the points ww, and that mo™w does not escape
exponentially fast to the boundary of the domains as n — oco.

14



3.1. Coordinate neighbourhoods for 7w.

Lemma 3.1. We have,

Blw : mw e PV} =0.
Thus, by removing a subset of zero B-measure from Qg without changing the nota-
tion, we may assume that tw ¢ P(V2) for all w € Q.

Proof. Since S,, is strongly irreducible we have 73(P(W)) = 0 for W € Gr(dimV —
1, V) (see [BLL Proposition II1.2.3]). Recall that 7 depends only on the nonnegative
coordinates and that w — V,? depends only on the negative coordinates. Thus, since
[ is a Bernoulli measure,

Blw : mwe P(VY)) = / TBP(VY)) dB(w) = 0,
which is what we wanted. O

Lemma 3.2. For S-a.e. w € (g,

1
(3.1) lim —logd(mo"w,P(V%.,,)) =0.

n—,oo M
Thus, by removing a subset of zero S-measure from Qo without changing the nota-
tion, we may assume that (F1]) holds for all w € Q.

Proof. Let € > 0 and for n > 1 set,
F,={weQ : dirw,P(VY)) < e ™}.

As in the proof of the previous lemma, since § is a Bernoulli measure,

8(E) = [w{m  dlm, V) < &) dB(w)
Let o and C be as in Lemma [Z.8 Then since o preserves 3,
Ble™"F,) = B(F,) < Ce ™.
Thus, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, for S-a.e. w there exists N¢ ., > 1 such that,
d(ro"w,P(VE.,)) > e " for all n > N,
which completes the proof of the lemma. (I

3.2. The coordinate maps g,. For w € Q¢ and 0 < i < s let qu be the linear
projection of V onto E! with respect to the splitting EBz:OEf). That is for z € V,

x = ZL;(:C) with L% (z) € E for 0 <i <s.
i=0

Write,
Lo (2) = (Lg(2), ., L, () -
For every w € Qq fix a unit vector u2 in EO. Recall that dim E? = 1, and so
E? = span{ul}. Let f9:V — R be the linear functional with,

LO(z) = fo(x)ul forz € V.
Note that fO(x) = 0 if and only if x € V. For 7 € P(V) \ P(V?) set,
0h(7) = L)/ o) for 0 < i < s,

and

3

90(T) = (9(T), ., 95(@)) -
15



Many times we shall use the fact that L, (z) = ¢,(T) for € T with f2(z) = 1.
Given a vector v = (v°,...,v°), with v* € E? for 0 < i < s, write

[v]loc = max [v"] .
0<i<s

Note that [|gw(T)|leo > 1 for all T € P(V) \ P(V?).
3.3. Useful properties. Recall from (2.6]) that the subspaces V! can be charac-
terised in terms of the growth rate of |A,_, . .._,x|- The following lemma provides

a similar characterisation for certain foliations of P(V'), which are defined in terms
of the maps g,. Recall from Section that for 1 <17 < s we write \; = \; — Ag.

Lemma 3.3. Let w € Qo and T,7 € P(V) \ P(V?) be withT #7Y. Let 0 <i < s be
such that,

9. (@) # 9., (@) and g5(T) = g5(y) for 0 <k <ii.
Then,

1 ~
hrn — log(d(Awfnmwflf, Aw,n...w,ﬁ)) = )\1‘+1 .

n—oo N

Proof. Since T,y ¢ P(V?) there exist x € T and y € § with fO(z) = fo(y) = 1.
Write,

i s
vz:ZLﬁx, Wy = Z Lf,a:, vy—ZLwy, Wy = Z L
k=0 k=i+1 k=i+1
By the definition of ¢ we have v, = v, hence
(3.2) TAY = Vp AUy + Vg AWy + Wy AUy + Wy AWy
= Up A (wy —wz) +wy Awy .

For n > 1set Ay = Aw ,..w ,. Note that LOv, # 0 and L5 (w, —w,) # 0
by the definition of i. Additionally,

Lf,wszf,wy=Of0rO§k§i.

Combining these facts together with part [B) of Theorem 2.9 gives,

(33) |Aw,nvz| _ e">‘0+0w,f,g(n),

(34) |Aw,n(wy — wm)| — e">\1+1+0w (n)7

and,

(35) ||Aw,nww A Aw,nwa < e2n>‘i+1+0w,i,y(n) -
Note that,

v, € Dh_oEY  and  wy —w, € ®)_; 1 EF,
so by part (2 of Theorem 2:9]
Ay vy €D%_oE*_, . and A, (w, —w,) € @Z:iHEf,nw )
Hence by part (@) of Theorem 2.9]
H w, nVzx Aw,n(wy - w:l))
|[Aw vzl [Awn(wy — wy)
Thus by 3] and 34),

HAw,nvz A Aw,n(wy - wm)” = en(>\0+)\i+1)+0w,i,§(n) .
16
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From this, (3:2)) and &3],
(36) ”Aw,n-f A AW,ny” — en()\0+>‘i+1)+0w,i,y(n) '
From L%z # 0, LYy # 0 and part (@) of Theorem 2.9

|Awnz| = emrotouz(n)  ang |Au ny| = eMrotouz(n)
Hence by (3.6),
d(Aw,nfa Aw,ny) = |Aw,nx|_1|Aw,ny|_l||Aw7nx A Aw,ny”
en()\i+1*)\o)+0w,i,g(n) .
Since 5\1-+1 = A\i+1 — Ao, this completes the proof of the lemma. O

In the remaining part of this section we show that d(Z,P(V)) is comparable
with |lg.(Z)||>} in a manner depending on k(w). For this we need the following
lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let w € Qo and x € V be given. Then,
] > 272 (w)*[| Lo () | oo -

Proof. For 0 < k < s set zj, = Zf:o L¢ (x). We show by induction that for every
0<k<s,

(3.7) el = 272 (w)* | Lo () oo -

Since x5 = x this will prove the lemma. Note that ||L,(20)|/cc = |Zo|, hence B.1)
holds for k£ = 0.

Let 0 < k < s be such that (3.7)) is satisfied for k. If L¥*1(z) = 0 then z341 = x4,
and so (37) holds also for k£ + 1. If zx = 0 then |z4y1| = || Lw(Tk+1)|loo, and so
(D) clearly holds for k + 1. It follows that we may assume that LET!(z) # 0 and
Tk 75 0.

Write u = LE(2)/|LF (z)| and v = 21 /|xk|. From u € EFY v € oF (B!
and the definition of k(w),

d(u,v)?

1= u,v)| = T (0] > K(w)?/2.
Thus,
|z > = ok + LET (@), 2 + LT (2)
> g+ LS (@) P = 2k - [LET ()] - [0, u)]
= (o + [LEF @) ) (A = [(v, w)]) + [0, )] (Jax| — [LE (2)])?
> 27 (W) (k| + | LET (2)]?) -

From this and since (3.7) holds for k,
wen? > 27 (W) (27 K(w) ) Lo (an) 3 + ILET (2)1%)
> 27 (W)Y Lo (2 1% -

This shows that ([B.1) holds for k 4 1, which completes the induction and the proof
of the lemma. O

Lemma 3.5. Let w € Qg and T € P(V) \ P(V9) be given. Then,

d(z,P(V))) < s2°K(w) g @)% -
17



Proof. Write M for ||gw(T)||co- If M = 1 the statement is trivial, so we may assume
that M > 1. Let « € T be with fJ(z) = 1landset y = >0, L’ (z). From f8(z) =1
and M > 1 it follows that g, (T) = L, (z) and ||L,(y)|lcc = M. Thus by Lemma
3.4

], [yl > 272 w(w)*M .

Additionally,

S

ehy=(@ul+y)Ay=ulAy=> (ul ALL(x)).
=1

Hence,
le Ayl <D llud A L (@) < sM
i=1
From y € V0 and these estimates we obtain,
d(z,P(VY) < d(@,7) = |z~ |yl "Mz Ayll < 2°m(w) "M,

which completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 3.6. Let w € Qg and T € P(V) \ P(V9) be given. Then,
d(z, P(Vy)) > (25) " w(w)]| 9w @) I -

Proof. Let x € T be with fO(z) = 1, y € V0 be with |y| = 1 and z € (V,2)* be with
|z| = 1. Recall that V) is of codimension 1, so z spans (V,%)*. For every w € V9
with 0 < |w| <1,

0 d(ung)z 2
1-— ‘<uw,w/|w|>‘ = m > r(w)/2.
Hence,
[(ud, w)| < [(ud,w/|w|)| <1-r(w)?/2.
From this and,
ug = <ug,z>z+PV£ug,

it follows,
1=ul)? = <ug,z>2 + (ud, Pyoud) < <ug,z>2 +1—r(w)?/2.
This together with fO(z) = 1 implies,
[{z,2)] = }<ug,z>} > k(w)/2.
Now since [z Ayl =1, (y,2z) =0 and |y| =1,

(3 G )=tz

lz Ayl > [z Ay, 2 Ay)| =

From this and since,
|2 < 8[| Le(2)loo = 5|9 (T) oo,
we get,
d(z,7) = 2|~ o Ayl > (25) 7 s(w)llgw @) -
Since y is an arbitrary unit vector in V.V this completes the proof of the lemma. [
18



4. CONSTRUCTION AND PROPERTIES OF MEASURABLE PARTITIONS

In this section we construct measurable partitions for €2y, similar to the ones
defined in [Fel Section 4]. We then establish some useful properties for these par-
titions and their corresponding conditional measures.

4.1. Construction. Let & be the partition of 2y according to the negative co-
ordinates. That is for w € Qq,

w)={neQ : nj =w; for j <-—-1}.
Recall that for 0 < i < s the Borel map w — V! depends only on the negative
coordinates (see Section 2.6). Thus V! =V, whenever &(w) = &(n). Also recall
that mw ¢ P(V0) for all w € Qp (see Lemma B.1]). Hence for each 0 < i < s the
map which takes w € Qg to Pyiyrmw € P((V)") is well defined. It is clear that

this map is Borel measurable. For 1 < i < s let & be the partition of £y such that
for every w € Qy,

&(w) = {’I] € fo(w) : P(VJ)J.TF’I] = P(VJ)J_WW} .
It is easy to see that for every 0 < ¢ < s there exists a Borel space Y; and a Borel

map ; : Q9 — Y;, such that the partition {p; '{y}},ey; into the level sets of ¢; is
equal to &. Thus &, ..., & are measurable partitions (see Section 23)).

4.2. Properties of the partitions. The following lemma shows that it is possible
to describe the partitions &; in terms of the coordinate maps g,,.

Lemma 4.1. Let 0 < i < s and w,n € Qg be given, and suppose that &y (w) = &o(n).
Then & (w) = &(n) if and only if g&(7n) = gk(rw) for 0 <k <.

Proof. Since g°(mn) and g% (rw) are both equal to u?, the lemma holds trivially
when ¢ = 0. Since V3 = {0}, we have & (w) = &;(n) if and only if 7w = 7, which
clearly holds if and ouly if g, (1) = g, (7w). Thus the lemma is also clear when
i = s, and so we may assume that 1 <17 < s.

Let z,, € 7w and z, € ™ be with fO(z,) = fO(z,) = 1. Since LEx,,, Lz, € V!
for each 1 < k < s,

(41) P(Vg)wa = Z P(VJ)J-LZ?IW and P(VZ,)J"IU = ZP(VJ)J‘LEI'IU .

k=0 k=0
Moreover, it is not hard to see that,
(4.2) Pyiy: is injective on E* for each 0 < k <4,
and that,
(4.3) V =V ® (®rooPvi)- EL) .

We have §;(w) = &(n) if and only if Pry:y1mn = Pry:).mw, which holds if and
only if Pyiyray = cPyyiy1a, for some 0 # ¢ € R. By (&) this holds if and only
if,

ZP(VJ')LLE).IU = ZCP(VJ‘)LL‘]:;.IW for some 0 # c € R.
k=0 k=0
But by &2), @3) and fS(z,) = f2(x,) = 1 this holds if and only if there exists
c # 0 with g&(mn) = cgk(nw) for 0 < k < 4. Since ¢°(m) = ¢°(7w) = u this
completes the proof of the lemma. (Il
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The following lemma describes the partitions o~"¢;. Its proof is similar to that
of [Fel, Lemma 4.4(1)]. Recall the finite partitions P} from Section

Lemma 4.2. Let w € Qy, 0<i<s andn > 1 be given. Then,
&i(w) NPy Hw) = o "(&i(0"w)) -

As a consequence,
n—1 —-n
gi \Y 7:0 =0 fi .

Proof. Let n € &(w) NPy~ (w), then n; = w; for j < n and by Lemma F1]
gr(mn) = gk (nw) for 0 <k <.
Thus, since Ayg..w,_, = Ano..nn_1, by Part @) of Theorem 2.6 and by Lemma B.3]

lim
m—oo N+ 1m

logd(As_,, ., 70", Aw_,, . 0, TO"W)
= mlgm00 %log d(Aw_,,. w TN Aw_,, o Tw) < 5\i+1,
(where 5\S+1 is interpreted as —oo in the case ¢ = s). Now another application of
Lemma [3.3] gives,
GFn(ma™n) = gk, (mo"w) for 0 < k < i.
This together with Lemma [£1] implies ¢ € &;(c™w), which shows
(W) NPy Hw) C o7 (&(0"w)) -

The reverse containment is proven similarly, which completes the proof of the
lemma. (]

For n > 1 and € > 0 set,
(4.4) Qne={weQ : dirolw,P(VY ) > eI for j > n}.

For 1 <i<s,we Qyand r > 0 write,
(4.5) Li(w,r) ={n € §o(w) : d(Pyiyrmw, Pyiyrmn) <r}.

The following proposition, whose statement resembles that of [Fel Lemma 4.4(2)],
will be used in Section [6] when we prove our main result.

Proposition 4.3. Let 1 < j < s and 0 < i < j be given. Then for every e > 0
there exists a Borel map N : Qo — N such that for w € Qy and n > N(w),

Qn,e N& (W) N ’Pg_l (w) C Fj (w7 en(S\i+1+5E)) )

Proof. Let 0 < € < —:\1/3 and w € Qp be given. Let n > 1 be large with respect
to € and w in a manner described during the proof. Since the maps 7 and w — EF
are all Borel measurable, it will be clear that the conditions imposed on how large
n should be, are all Borel measurable as well.

Let 7 € Q. N&(w)NPH(w). From Lemma @2 it follows that o™y € & (o™w).
Thus V., = Vi, and by Lemma ET]

(4.6) gFu(mo"w) = gk, (mo™n) for 0 <k <.

Let @ony, € mo"w and Ton, € mo™n be with £, (Tonw) = fony, (Tony) = 1.
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By part (@) of Theorem 229] and by assuming that n is sufficiently large with
respect to € and w, we get k(c"w) > e /(25 From n € Q,., Vouy = Viu, and
Lemma [3.5]

e " < d(na"n, P(Vpu,,)) < 52°K(0"w) 72| gonw (ma™n) || -
Thus,
(47) ||La’"wxcr"n||oo - ||ggnw(ﬂ'0'n77)||oo S 52562n€ .

From Lemma B2l and by assuming that n is large enough with respect to w and e,
we get d(mo"w,P(VY,,)) > e "¢. Hence the same argument as above gives,

(48) ||L0"w$a'"w||oo — ||ga"w(7TUnCU)||OO < 8256277,5 )

Write A, ,, for Ay,...w, ., and note that from n € Pgil(w) it follows that A, ,, =
Aoy Il ¢ P((V7)1) then,

> k(w)?/2.

1Pl =1 ‘<ug,PVjug>‘ _ d(ul,, Pyul)?
w )
Thus,
1= [u)|* = |Pyyul | + |PVJ)Luw|2 <1-k(w)?/2+|P i) Lull?,
which gives |Py,;) Lul| > k(w)/2. Note that this inequality holds trivially if v’ €

P((VZ)4). By part @) of Theorem 2 it follows that A, ,u%.,, € u0, hence

1
|P(V3)LAw7nu2nw| > gli(w)|Aw1nugnw| )

Now from this, from part (@l) of Theorem [Z9 and from (@7,

0 k
Py AwmTornl = [Pyyi AwntiSng + Y Py AwnLEn,zony]
k=1
1 S
2 3 K(w )|Awnuo"w| Z|Aw,nL§nwxdnn|
k=1

s
— en)\g+ow (n) _ E en)\kJrow (n)|L§ang"n|

Y

s

€n>\0+0“’ (n) _ E en)\kJrow (n)82562ne
k=1

— en)\g+ow (n)

3

where the last equality follows from € < —A; /3. Similarly by using (48] we obtain,
|Prvgys Awnona| > emotoatm

Next we estimate the norm of,
A%P (v~ (Aw,nxcr"w A Aw,nzonn)a

where A? Piygy. is defined in @3). Write,

1
vgnwzg Lf;nw(xgnw and wgn,, = E L w(Tonw),

k=i+1
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and similarly,

i S
Vgny = Z LE. (xony) and won, = Z LE. (zony) .
k=0 k=i+1

From (AG) we get vgny, = vUony. Hence,

Tony A xa’"n = (vg"w + ’wgnw) A (Ugnn + T.Ugnn)

(49) = VUgny A\ Wgny 4+ Wony A\ Vony —+ Wony, A\ Wonq -

By applying part (@) of Theorem and then ({1, it follows that for each 0 <
k <s,
n(Ap+2€)+ou(n)

3

nAg+ou(n) |Lk:

on

|Aw)nL§an‘gnn| =€
and similarly by (L8],

wiEgnn| S €

|A(—d nngn n(>‘7€+25)+0w(n) )
Thus from [@9) we get,

[ AwnZonw A Aunony|| < enPotAetiotos(n)

wTonw| < e

Since P(VJ)L is an orthogonal projection the same holds for A2P(V3)L. Hence,
1A2P ) (Aunions A Aunony)| < "Ootis i ot
Now set T' = P(Vj) L Ay.n. Then from the last inequality, from part (2) of Theorem
and by the lower bounds on |Txony| and |Txsn,| obtained above,
d(P(VJ)J_ﬂ'w, P(Vj)J_wn) = dTrno"w,Tno"n)

= |T{Eo-nw|_1|T.’I]a-n»,7|_l||T(Eo-nw /\T.’I]a-nnn
6—271)\0—1-0W (")e"(>‘0+)‘i+l +4e)+ou(n)

IN

en()\i+1 +4€)+ou(n) )

Thus, by assuming that n is sufficiently large with respect to w and e we get,
77 c FJ(W, e"(j‘i+1+5€)),
which completes the proof of the proposition. O

For 0 < i < s we write H; in place of Hg(P | &), where recall that the last

expression is the conditional entropy of P given the o-algebra &; (see Sections
and 23). It is easy to verify that this definition of H; is consistent with the one
given at the introduction in ([2]) (see Lemma [64). The proof of the following
Lemma is similar to that of [Fel Lemma 4.6].

Lemma 4.4. Let 0 < i < s, then for f-a.e. w € Qg and each n > 1,

n—1

(4.10) —log 85 (Pg ' (@) =Ts(Pg " | &)(w) = D_Ts(P | &)(0w),
j=0

and,

(4.11) - li7rln % log B5 (Py~'(w)) = H; for B-a.e. w.
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Proof. By Lemma[Z2 we have £; VP = o~ 1§;. It is easy to verify that this implies,
GVP =076,
S 5 3

which means that for every B € & V P there exists B’ € o~ 1§; with B(BAB') =0

and vice versa. From this, together with (2:2) and ([2) in Section 22 it follows
that for n > 1,

Py &) = Is(P|&)+1s(Pp~t &V P)
(P &) +1s(c 'Py2 | 07 1&)
Ig(P | &) +15(Py 2 | &) oo

Iterating this we get,
n—1

Iﬂ(Pg_l |gz): Zlﬂ(’P|@)OUj.

Jj=0

Additionally, by the definitions of the conditional information and measures (see
Theorem 2.7]),

~log A5 (Py ™! () =15(Pg " | &)(w) for frace. w,
which gives (£10). Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem combined with (ZI0) implies (ZIT]),
which completes the proof of the lemma. O

The following two lemmas will be used in Section [6l when we prove our main
result. Recall the sets @, ¢ from (4.

Lemma 4.5. Fore >0 and 0 <i <s,
B (@uen Py (w)

AP W)
Proof. From Lemma and Theorem 2.1 it follows that for n,m > 1,
B5 (Qm.e NPG (W)

5 (P (W)
Note that the sequence of o-algebras,

eV}

n>1

=1 for B-a.e. w € Q.

(4.12) =Es(1g,.. | & \/ggj)(w) for f-a.e. w.

increases to the Borel o-algebra of Q. Thus, from (£IZ) and the increasing mar-
tingale theorem (see [Pal, Section 2.1]),

i N n—1
im B (Q;me ?io (w))
nroo o (Py~ (W)
Additionally we have Qpn,,c C Qn,c Wwhenever n > m, hence
i n—1
lim inf B (Qéné i 7)10 )
e o (P (w))
Now since by Lemma [3.2]

=1g,..(w) for f-ae. w.

> 1g,.. (w) for f-ae. w.

Q0 = UleQm,eu
this completes the proof of the lemma. O

Recall the sets I'y(w, ) from (@H).
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Lemma 4.6. Let 1 <k <s and 0 <i < s be given, and let F C ¢ be a Borel set.
Then for B-a.e. w € F,

B Tk ) N F)
o B (Culw.)

Proof. Define a map ¢y : Qo — P(V) by ¢x(w) = Pyryrmw. Recall that 7w ¢

P(V?) for each w € Qp, so ¢y is well defined. Since 7 and w — V* are Borel
measurable the same holds for ¢j. It follows directly from the definitions that for
r >0 and w € Q,

>0.

Fk(wa T) = 50(“) N B (va)v

where the notation B?*(w,r) was defined in Section Il Write B for the Borel
o-algebra of P(V). Then by Lemma 24 it follows that for S-a.e. w,

B8 (Tu(w,r) O F)
o BE (Tulw, 7))

Now, by the definition of the conditional expectation, it follows easily (see [FHL
Lemma 3.10]) that for S-a.e. w € F,

=Es(lr | &V ;' B)(w) .

Es(lp | &V 65 B)(w) > 0,

which completes the proof of the lemma. O

The following lemma, which is similar to [Fe, Lemma 4.5(3)], will be used in the
next section.

Lemma 4.7. Let 0 < i < s and n > 1 be given. Then for f-a.e. w we have for
any Borel set F' C §)g,

BS (07" F NPT W) = B (F)BS (P (W) -
Proof. By Lemma 23]
(4.13) o "B, = B9 "6 for Bae. w.

By Lemmas and it follows that for S-a.e. w,

n

—ng. VPRt NEVPYT! :
BZ = pr 0 = (le)n ’ for ﬁf}—a.e. m-

Thus for $-a.e. w and any F' C €y Borel,

_BFENPTwW)
(P W)

From this and (@I3)) it follows that for S-a.e. w and any F' C Q¢ Borel,

Bg H(F)

BE(e " Fn Py (w))
5 (P (W)

=82 (0T F) = 07" B, (07 F) = By, (F),

which completes the proof of the lemma. (I
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5. TRANSVERSE DIMENSIONS
In this section we prove an inequality for the transverse dimensions. Recall that,
H, = Hg(P | &) for 0< i <s,
and that for 1 <¢ <s, w € Qg and r > 0,
Li(w,r) ={n € &o(w) : d(Pvy)mw, Pyiyemn) <r}.

We also set,
57271

1 w Fz )
¥i—1(w) = lim inf og S (Li(w, 7)) .
rl0 logr

Following [Fe| we call ¥y, ..., ¥s_1 the transverse dimensions of 5. The purpose of
this section is to prove the following proposition. Its proof is a modification of that
of [Fe, Proposition 5.1].

Proposition 5.1. For 1 <i < s and -a.e. w,

H; —H,—
7.91'71((&)) Z 5\71 .

5.1. Preparations for the proof of Proposition 5l For 1 <i < s, w € Qo
and r > 0 set,

Ti(w,r) ={n € &i—1(w) : |gi(mw) — gl (mn)| <7}
In this subsection we mainly study the relation between the sets I';(w,r) and

T;(w,r). Later we establish other facts which will be needed for the proof of Pro-
position 5.1l We start with the following containment.

Lemma 5.2. Let 1 <i<s,w € Qg and r > 0 be given. Then,
Ti(w,r) C Ty (w, 5323“||gw7rw||oo/£(w)*2572r) )

Proof. Let n € T;(w,r), and let ., € 7w and z,, € 7 be with fO(z,) = fo(x,) = 1.
First we show that,

(5.1) |Prviye@ol, |Pyiyeay| > 57127172 g (w)s
We prove this inequality only for x,, the proof for x,, is similar. By Lemma [3.4]
jg| 2 2725 (w)°|| gumn]| o -
If 7y € P((V2)1) then since ||gumn| s > 1,
Psysag| = lo] > 27 20(w)",
and so we may assume that 71 ¢ P((V)*). Now since Py:mn € P(V)9),
d(mn,P(V,))) < d(mn, Pyimn)

|$n|71|PVj$n|71H$n A PV;mn”

IN

252 (w) " * | gl 2 Pys g | M I Pvsy g A Pysay |

2%/25(0) | gl 2 Py ]
This together with Lemma gives,
(25) " R(@) ol < d(mn, P(VD) < 272k(w) ™| gumnll | Prvsyr 2,

which implies (5.1).
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Now set M = ||gumw||s and let us show that,
(52) ||P(V$)LIW A P(VJ)LIHH < 2sMr.

Write y = 22;10 gkrw. From n € T;(w,r) C &-1(w) and Lemma @111t follows,

i—1
y=> gbmn and |gimw—glmn <r.
k=0
Since g¥mn € V2 for all i < k < s,

Pryiyray = Pyaye > ghmn = Py (y + glmn) -

k=0

Similarly,
Pyiyraw = Pyiyi(y + go,mw) -

Since FPyiy. is an orthogonal projection the same holds for A2P(V$')L (which is
defined in (2.3)). Hence,
[A2Pryiye ((y + ghmw) A (y + gimn)) |
1y + gimw) A (y + gomn)|
ly A (gemn — gomw)l + llgemw A (gemn — gomw)l
lyl - lgimn — gomw| + gl - [ge,mn — gl mw
2sMr .
Combining (G with (52]) we obtain,

||P(V$)L./L'w A\ P(VJ)LJ;WH

(VAN VAR VAN VAN

d(P(VJ-)Lmu, P(VZ)J-WT/) = |P(V$)wa|_llp(vj)i-xn|_l ||P(V$)J-:Ew A\ P(VJ)J- {EnH
< S3BTIM - k(W) T2,
which completes the proof of the lemma. O

The containment in the other direction, which is proven in Lemma [5.5] requires
a bit more work. For w € Qy and 0 < ¢ < s we write W}, for @Z:OEIJ-

Lemma 5.3. Let 1 < i < s be given, then for every ¢ > 0 there exists § = 6(e) > 0
such that the following holds. Let w € Qg be with k(w) > e. Then for every
x,y € W,

[A2 Pyiys (@ Ay)ll = dllz Ayl -

Proof. Since Vi = {0} for every w € g, the lemma holds trivially when i = s.
Assume by contradiction that the lemma is false for some 1 < 7 < s and € > 0.
Then for every n > 1 there exist w, € Qg and z,,y, € W;n such that k(w,) > ¢,
|2 A ynll = 1 and ||A2P(V$n)L(fL'n Ayn)ll < L. Note that from ||z, Ayl =1 it

follows that,

Ty N Yp = |xn|_1|PHLyn|_1($n A Pe—iyn) .
From this, from Pr—.y, € W‘f,n and by replacing the vectors z,, and y, with the
vectors |z, | @y, and |Pet yn| ' Pe—1yy if necessary, it follows that we may assume
to begin with that |x,| = |y.| = 1.

Recall that by part () of Theorem we have dim EF = d; for w € Qg and
0<k<s Setq =i odi and g2 = > r—iv1 di, then Wi € Gr(q1,V) and
Vi € Gr(qe,V) for n > 1. By moving to a subsequence without changing the
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notation, we may assume that there exist W € Gr(¢q1,V), U € Gr(ge,V) and
x,y € W such that Wj)n 5w, an AU, 2, = o and y, — y. Since k(wp) > € for
n > 1, it follows from the definition of x that,

dw,u) >cforallm e WandueU.
In particular we have V. =W ® U. From,

1
||A2P(V$n)L(In Ayn)|l < - and ||zn, Aynl =1 forn > 1,

it follows that Pyix A Pyiy =0 and x Ay # 0.

Since Pyrx A Pyry = 0 there exists ¢;, ¢, € R, not both 0, such that ¢, Py.x +
¢yPyry =0, and so Py. (cgz+cyy) = 0. From Ay # 0 it follows that cyz+c,y # 0,
which shows that the restriction of Pyi to W is not injective. But this clearly
contradicts V =W & U, which completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.4. Let 0 < i < s be given, then for every e > 0 there exists 6 = §(e) > 0
such that the following holds. Let w € Qo, w € W7 and v1,v2 € V! be with k(w) > e,
e<|w| < et and |v1]| < et Then,

H(’LU+1)1) /\UQH Z 5|w+v1| . |’UQ| .

Proof. Assume by contradiction that the lemma is false for some 0 < i < s and
€ > 0. Then for every n > 1 there exist w, € Qo, w, € W, and v ,,v2, € V
such that k(wp) > €, € < Jwy| <€t [vi,| < el |va,| =1 and,

1
| (wn + Ul,n) A U2,n|| < E|wn + Ul,n| .

Set 1 = 22:0 di, and g2 = ZZ:iH di. By moving to a subsequence without chan-
ging the notation we may assume that there exist W € Gr(q1,V), U € Gr(qo, V),
w € W and uy,us € U such that Wj,n LN W, Vufn LY U, w, NLY w, V1,p 2wy and
V2.n ﬁ> us.

As in the proof of Lemma (3] since k(w,,) > € for n > 1 we have V. =W @ U.
From |wy,| > € and |vg | = 1 for n > 1 it follows that w # 0 and ug # 0. Since,

1
—|wp, +v1,n| <2/(en) for n > 1,
n

it is also clear that (w+wu;)Aug = 0. Thus there exists ¢ € R such that w = cus—u;.
But this contradicts V= W & U and w # 0, which completes the proof of the
lemma. [l

Lemma 5.5. For every € > 0 there exists M = M (e) > 1 such that the following
holds. Let 1 < i < s, w € Qo and r > 0 be given. Suppose that k(w) > ¢,
lgumwl|loo <€t and r < M1, then

Fi(w,r)N&—1(w) C Ti(w, Mr) .

Proof. Let € > 0, let 6 > 0 be small with respect to € and s, and let M > 1 be large
with respect to 6. Let 1 <4 < s, w € Qp and r > 0, and suppose that x(w) > e,
lgumw|loo < €t and r < M~ Let n € Ty(w,r) N&—1(w) and fix z, € 7w and
z, € ™ with fS(z,) = fo(z,;) = 1.

Write y = 2_:10 gkrw. From n € &_1(w) and Lemma A1l it follows that y =
Z_:lo gkmn. Since g¥rw, gkan € Vi for alli < k < s,
P(Vj)LJJw = P(V;)L(y + giﬂrw) and P(Vj)an = P(Vj)L (y + gZﬂTT]) .
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Thus, by Lemma [5.3] and by assuming that § is small enough with respect to e,
[Prviyrao A Prysyragll = [A* Py ((y + gomw) A (y + glmn) |l

Sy + gomw) A (y + gomn)|

6[l(y + gomw) A (glmn — gomw)|| -

(5.3)

Y

By Lemma B4 and |LOy| =1,
[y = 27 26(0)° | Lu(y) oo = 272,

From ||g,mw||oo < €1 it follows that |y| < se™! and |¢g),7w| < e~1. Thus by (E.3),
Lemma [5.4] and by assuming that ¢ is small enough with respect to € and s,

| Pviyetw A Pysyeay | > 62|y + glmw| - |glmn — glmw] .
From Lemma [3.4] we get |y + ¢/ nw| > 2-5/2¢5. Hence we may assume that,
| Prviye o A Py > 6% |ghmn — glmwl .
Additionally,
|PviytTwl <7w| < (s + Dl|gumwlleo < (s + Det <6t
Thus from 7 € T';(w, ),

r > d(Pyiyrmw, Pryiyomn)

(5.4) [Py ol " Py g T I Py A Pryiysay||

Y

§* | Pryiyran| = - lglmn — ghmw] .

Now assume by contradiction that |g¢,7n| > 2||gu7w| s, then
, . . 1 .
1971 = gl 2 g = llgumwlloo 2 Flgemnl -
Also, by assuming that § is small enough with respect to € and s,
|Prveyeay| = |Piye (y + gbmn)| < lyl + [glmnl < 6 glmn] .
Hence by (5.4),

r> 6% gLyt %Igfﬂml =0°/2.
But by assuming that M > 2575 this contradicts 7 < M !, and so we must have
lgemn] < 2 gumwlloe < 271
This gives,
|Pyiyean| < [yl + lgimn] < (s +2)e ' <67,
and so by (£.4),
r > 6%gimn — gomwl .
Assuming M > §75 this gives n € T;(w, Mr), which completes the proof of the
lemma. (|

The advantage of working with the sets T;(w,r) is that they behave relatively
well with respect to the shift ¢. This is displayed by the following lemma. For
1<i<s,weQyandn >0 set,

1

o= T min Al
| wo...wn—1Ugnw| TEEL ., |z[=1
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Lemma 5.6. Let 1 <i<s,weQy, n>0 andr >0 be given. Then,

Ti(w,al, ;1) NPEHw) C o "Ti(0"w,r) .

Proof. Write A, for Au,..w,_,- By part ) of Theorem [Z9]
(5.5) EF = A, Ef. for0<k<s.
Since dim E,07 =1 for all n € Qy, there exists b, = £1 such that,

0
Awmuo'nw =b 0
w,nUy, -

|Aw,nu<07nw| B

Let n € Ti(w,al, ,r) N Py w) and fix Ton, € o™y with . (Ten,) = 1. We
have,

S
0 k
ApnZony = Aw)nugnw—i—g AvnLgn,xony
k=1
S
0 0 E k
= ‘Aw)nugnw bw7nuw + Aw,nLgnw:EU"n .
k=1

From this and (5.5,
LiAw,nxgn,, = Aw,anjnwxgnn and fB(Aw,n;vUn,,) = ‘Aw,nugnw‘ bun -
Now note that mn = A, n,mo™n, and so 0 # A, nxsny € 1. This implies,
gfﬂm = (Li;Aw,non"n)/fB(Aw,nxdnn)

— 0 |71l;-1 i

- ‘Aw,’ﬂug”w bw,n ’ AmeU"wa"ﬁ

_ 0 |71;-1 i n

- ‘Awynuanw bw,n : Awmganw(ﬂ-o 77) .

A similar argument gives,
gfuﬂ'w = ‘Awﬁnugnw‘_l b;}n . Awynggnw(mf"w) .
From these formulas, the definition of af, ,, and 7 € T;(w, al, ,r), we get
Ay = |gmw — g
= Aunton] " [Aun (G5 (10™0) = Ghu (r0™ )|

ai},n'er"w(ﬂ—Unw) - gfyw(ﬁgnnﬂ .

Y

This, together with Lemma 2] implies that o"n € T;(c"w,r), which completes
the proof of the lemma. O

The following theorem, which will be used in the next subsection, is due to Maker
[Mak].

Theorem 5.7. Let (X,B,p,T) be an ergodic measure preserving system and let

h,hi,ha,... € L' (p). Suppose that h,(x) = h(zx) for p-a.e. x and that sup |hy,| is
n>1
integrable. Then,

n—1

1 ; n,
— E hp—j o T (x) —>/hdp for p-a.e. x.
n

i=0
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5.2. Proof of Proposition 5.1l We are now ready to begin the proof of Propos-
ition Bl Let 0 < € < 1 be small and let M > 1 be large with respect to € and s.
Set,
Fo(e) = {w € Qo : k(w) > e and ||gomwleo < € 1},

then B(Fy(e)) > 0 by assuming that e is sufficiently small. By part (@) of Theorem
2.9 there exist an integer N = N (e, M) > 1 and a Borel set F' = F(e, M) C Fy(e),
such that B(F) > (1 —€)B(Fo(€)) > 0 and for every 1 < i < s,
(5.6) M~'>al,, > M exp(n(X; —¢)) forw e Fandn> N .
It is clear that S(F) — 1 as ¢ — 0. Thus in order to prove Proposition [5.1lit suffices
to show that for each 1 < i <'s,

H; —H;
>l

(5.7) ¥i—1(w) for f-a.e. we F.

/\i — €
By the Poincaré recurrence theorem, and by removing a Borel set of zero 8-
measure from F', we may assume that

(5.8) #{n>1:0"VweFl=ccforallwe F.

Let o : F — F be the transformation induced by ¢ on the set F. That is
or(w) = oV @) (W) for w € F, where

re(w)=inf{n>1: c"NweF}.
Let Br be the Borel probability measure on F' which satisfies,
Br(D) = B(FND)/B(F) for any Borel set D C F'.

Since (Q, 0", B) is an ergodic measure preserving system the same is true for the
system (F,op,fr) (e.g. see [EW| Lemma 2.43]).
For we Fand 1 <i < s set,
Uw) = Nrp(w) and p(i,w) = exp(f(w) (A — €))
In the proof of the following lemma we are going to use the auxiliary results obtained
in Section [B.11

Lemma 5.8. Letwe F, 1 <i<s and 0 <r <1 be given. Then,

&i—1(w)NT(w, pli,w)r) N Pé(w)_l(w) c ot (opw, ).

Proof. Write,
L= &i1(w) NTi(w, pli,w)r) NP ()
By (56) and since ¢(w) > N,
Mt > ai},f(w) > Mp(i,w) .
1

Since F' C Fy(e), we have k(w) > € and ||gomw||co < €' From this, p(i,w)r <
M~!, Lemma [5.5 and by assuming that M is sufficiently large with respect to e,

L C Ti(w, MY?p(i,w)r) NP5 (w) .
Thus from Mp(i,w) < af, ,,, and Lemma 5.6,

(6:9) L T M2al, 1) WPE ) € 0T (o, 1112

Write,
R = 53232 g 0wr ym0 ]| so k(0 w) 72572
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Then by Lemma 5.2
(5.10) Ti(0"“w, M~Y2r) € Ty(c"@w, RM /%) .

Since ¢/ w € F we have,

£(w)

k(o' @w) > e and  ||gyuw) T @ w|ee < €L

Hence, by taking M to be sufficiently large with respect to € and s we may assume
that RM~1/2 < 1. From this, (5.9) and (510) we now get,

LCo @@y, r) .
Since 0/ w = opw this completes the proof of the lemma. (I
The rest of the proof of Proposition [5.1]is similar to the proof of [Fe, Proposition
5.1]. For completeness and clarity we essentially provide full details. We shall need

to establish some more lemmas before we can continue with the proof of (&.1)).
For n > 1 write,

F,={weF :rpw)=n}.
The following lemma will enable us to apply Maker’s ergodic theorem, which was
stated above.

Lemma 5.9. Let 1 < i< s be given. Then for B-a.e. w € F,

i1 L(w)—
lim lo 3 (Li(w,r) N PO( ) 1(o.))) = - g Ig(P | g‘)(UjW)
R e B
w i\, T 0<j<Nrp(w)

Furthermore, set

Si—1 (7. £(w)—1
¢(w) = —inf log 2* (Flg_“”) AL C))
>0 o (Ti(w, 7))
then ¢ > 0 and q € L*(BF).

3

Proof. For w € F and r > 0 with 85" (Ti(w, 7)) > 0 write,

i1 £(w)—1
s (Ti(w, r) NPy (w))
a(w,r) =1lo _ .

) =loe 57 (Da(w,m)

As in the proof of Lemma L6 define a Borel map ¢; : Qo — P(V) by ¢;(w) =
Pryiyrmw. Note that,

Li(w,r) = &(w) N B% (w,r) for w € Qg and 7 > 0.
From this and F' = Ug>1F}), we get that for S-a.e. w € F,
BE T (B (w,r) NPy w)
BT (B (w,r)
&i—1( Re;
(B (w, )N A
= Z Z 1p,na(w)log (B (w,r) ) .

e o,
F>1 AepEN = B (B (w, 7))

alw,r) = log

Denote the Borel o-algebra of P(V) by B. It is easy to verify that,

&/—\1\/%1(3)?@.
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From this and Lemma [2.4] it follows that for S-a.e. w € F,

lma(w.r) = Y 3 Inna@logEs(la | & v e (B)(w)

k21 aepgN—t

= Yinw Y 1aw)logBs(la]&)w)

k>1 AepgN Tt
= =) In WP &) W)
k>1
This together with (£1I0) shows that for S-a.e. w € F,
EN—1 o
lima(w,r) = -— Z 1p, (w) Z Ig(P | &) (0’ w)
o k>1 =0
> j=
= - Y LPl&H)w),
0<j<Nrp(w)

which is the first part of the lemma.
The proof of ¢ € L'(BF) is exactly the same as the proof of the analogous fact
in [Fel Proposition 5.5], and is therefore omitted. O

Remark 5.10. It is worth pointing out that if in our main result, u is only assumed
to be discrete and with finite Shanon entropy (instead of being finitely supported),
then the argument in [Fe, Proposition 5.5] which gives the integrability of ¢ does
not seem to work.

We continue towards proving (5.7). Since (2,0, 8) is ergodic, a classical result
due to Kac [Ka] gives,

(5.11) / redfr = B(F)".
F
The following Lemma follows directly from [Fel Lemma 2.11], the ergodicity of
(F, O'F,ﬁp) and (m
Lemma 5.11. Let h € L'(B) and set,

h(w) = Z h(c’w) forweF.

0<j<N7rp(w)

/BdﬁF_%F)/hdﬂ.

Recall that for w € F and 1 < i < s we write,
l(w) = Nrp(w) and p(i,w) = exp(f(w) (X — €)) .
Set po(i,w) =1 and for n > 1 set,

Then h € L'(Br) and,

n—1
pnli,w) = [ p(i, ochw),
k=0

where ok = (oF)F.
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Lemma 5.12. Let 1 <i < s be given. Then for f-a.e. w € F,
log pn (i,w)
28 Tog po_1(5,)
Proof. Let M > 1 be an integer. Since orfSr = Sr and by (511)),
ZﬁF{w crp(ohw) > M) = Z Br{rr >nM~"}

n>1 n>1

=1.

From this and the Borel-Cantelli lemma it follows that for S-a.e. w € F there exists
N, > 1 such that,

1
—rp(ohw) < M~ for all n > N,
n

which shows,

1
lim —rp(aFw) =0 for f-ae. we F.
n—oo

The lemma now follows easily from this and since — log p,, (i, w) > n(e—A;) for each
n>1. O

We resume with the proof of Proposition 5.1l Fix 1 <4 < s, and recall that our
aim is to show (&.1).
For n > 1 and ($-a.e. w € F we can set,

871 (Fi(wv pn(iv w)))

S (Ci(0pw, pui1(i, orw)))’

S (T (w, pn (6, w)) N PR (w))

Kn(w) = log

Gn(w) = log — : ;
S (Ti(w, pu (i, w)))
and,
Rw)= > Is(P|&)(0?w) forl=ii—1.
0<j<Nrp(w)

Then for S-a.e. w € F,

57 (61 (@) NTi(w, pu(,0) NP (W)

S d (Cilopw, pr_i(i, 0rw)))

K, (w) 4+ Gp(w) = log ==

Hence by Lemma [5.8]

Si—1( _—f(w . £L(w)—1
o (0 O(Di(opw, pr1(i,opw))) NPy (w))
K, (w)+ G,(w) <lo .

() Gnle) = losg B (Do, pu1 (i, 07w)))

From this and Lemma 7] we get that for 3-a.e. w € F,
K@) +Ga(w) < o B3 (P )

= Zle )log 85— (PEN () -

Thus by @I0),
Kn(w) + Gn(w) < =3 1p,(w) 3 15(P | &-1)(07w) = —Ri_1(w) .
k=1 j



It follows that for f-a.e. w € F and any n > 1,

1o A (Tu(w,pu(1:6)) = | = 2 Kumy(ohes) | —log 8553 (N0, 1)

n—1
> Knj(ohw)
§=0

—1
> (Gn—j(0hw) + Ri—1(0pw)) .
=0

By Lemma [E.I1l it follows that for [ = 4,7 — 1 we have R; € L*(3F) with,

N - N - N
R d :—/IP df = ——=Hg(P =——72H;.
[ Fudse = 5o [1(P18)d8 = TP 1 &) = 51
From this and Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem it follows that for S-a.e. w € F,

(5.12)

Y

S

.

n—1
1 ; N
st . iy — .
(5.13) nhﬁngo - ZO Ri_1(opw) 307 H_1.
By Lemma [5.9]it follows that for -a.e. w € F,
lim G,(w) = —Ri(w) and sup |G| € L'(BF) .
n>1

n—00

Thus from Theorem B.7 we get that for f-a.e. w € F,

(5.14) nh_)rrgo EnZlGn _j(ohw) / —R; dfr = —%H
Forwe Fandn >1,
log pn (i) Zlogp i) = o — ON S ()
j=0
From this, Birkhoff’s theorem and (5.I1I), it follows thatjfor p-a.e. w € F,
Jm Do) = (- 3N [ rpage = 2

Now from (512), (513), (514)) and the last equality, we get that for f-a.e. w € F,

51 1 -
i 12805 (Di(ws pui)))
e Tog pu(5,)

_ , ‘
o %(Zj:o (Gn—j(opw) +Ri—1(Ufww))) H, — H,_,
= i —Llog pu(i,w) T
This together with Lemma [5.12] shows that for f-a.e. w € F,
f log A5~ (Dy(w, 1)) s Hi —Hi
logr - N—e

which gives (5.7 and completes the proof of Proposition 5.1
34
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6. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

In this Section we complete the proof of our main result Theorem [I.3 For
1<k<s,0<i<kandweN set,
log 85 (I
¥, r(w) = lim sup log B Tk (w, 7))
’ rl0 logr
Recall that for 0 < ¢ < s we write,

T logﬁf} (Fk(war))
and li,k(w) = hril&)nf — lgr

i (T
191' (CLJ) — lim inf 1Og /Bw (FZ+1 (w, 'I")) '
40 log r

The proof of the following proposition is a modification of the argument used in
[Fel, Section 6, Proof of (C3)]. That argument in turn follows the lines of the proof
of [FH, Theorem 2.11], which was adapted from the original proof of [LY| Lemma
11.3.1].

Proposition 6.1. For 1 <k <s,0<i<k and B-a.e. w,
liJrl,k(w) +Ui(w) < Zi,k(w) :

Proof. Assume by contradiction that the proposition is false. Recall that for w € Qg
we have 7w ¢ P(V9). Since (V2)* C (V)" this implies that also Pryxyimw ¢
P(V?). Thus, since we assume that the proposition is false, there exist 1 < k < s,
0<i<k 0<e<land F C Qq, such that 3(F) > 0 and for w € F,

d(P(VJC)J_/]TCU,P(VLB)) >eandy, | L(W) +0i(w) >, (W)

There exist a > 0 and real numbers Vi ¥; such that,

Jiv1,k

Yicax T Ui > Yip T

and for any p > 0 there exists F, C F' with S(F},) > 0, so that for w € F},,

(6-1) |, (@) =2, <p/2 17, @) =7, | < p/2 and [9i(w) = i < p/2.
Fix 0 < p < /2, then there exist Ny > 1 and F, C F), with B(F,) > 0 and,

(6.2) BE+ (Tp(w,2e7™) < ¢ "™ for w € F, and n > Ny .

By Lemma [0 there exist ¢ > 0, No > Ny and F,) C F such that S(F}') > 0 and,
BE (Tp(w,e”™) N Ff'))
S (Trlw,e™)

Let w € Fé’ and n > Ny, and write
Byn={ne€&w) : &) NEF,NTk(w,e™™) #0}.
Let us show that B, ,, C T'i11(w, e 2e7"). Given n € B, ,, there exists,
Ce€&ivi(n) NE, NTx(w,e™™).
Since §o(¢) = &o(n) = &o(w),
Vi=V]=V/forall0<j<s.

(6.3) >cforwe F) andn > Ns.

If i +1 < s then from w,{ € F) C F,

d(P(Vj)LWw,P(V$+1)) > d(P(VJc)LWW,P(V‘S)) > €,
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and

(P ¢, P(V) = d(Pysyen PVS)) = d(Pryp)2mC, P(VY)) 2 €.
Since i < k we have (V1)L c (VF)L. From this and Lemma 7]
d(P(V“'JL+1)J_7T<, P(V$+1)J_7TW) = d(P(Vﬁl)J_ Py, P(VJ-H)J_P(VJC)MTW)
< € 2d(Pyiyr ¢, Prymyomw) .

Note that since V) = {0} this inequality is trivial when ¢ +1 = s. Since ¢ € &4+1(n)
we have P(VJ-H)L ™ = P(VJ-H)L m¢. Now combining these facts with ¢ € Ty (w,e™™)
we get,

d(P(V$+1)J_7T777 P(V$+1)J_7Tw) = d(P(V£+1)J_7T<, P(V$+1)J_7Tw>
< E_Qd(P(VJc)LWC,P(VJc)LWW)
< e
which shows B, ,, C Tip1(w, e 2e™™).
Next let us show that,
. 1 (Tp(w, e ™) N <e "YitirT orn € By, .
(6.4) BE (Dy(w,e™™) N Fy) < e "™ forn € B,

n

Let n and ¢ be as in the last paragraph. Since d(P(VJc)uTC, P(V&I)c)J.']TW) <e™",
Cp(w,e™™)NF, CT1(¢,2e7") .
From this, Bf,”l = ﬁg”l and (6.2)),

ﬁf]i+l (Tk(w,e”™) N ng) = BC&H (Te(w,e™™)N Fé)
< BETTR(G2e7M)
S ein(lHJ’kip)a

which gives (6.4]).
Now from (3), Bun C Tit1(w,e 2e™™) and (6.4), it follows that for S-a.e.
w € F/ and every n > N,

BE (Tk(w,e™) < ¢ 'BY (Tk(w,e ™) NFy)
= ¢! Byt (Dr(w, e™™) N Fy) dBS (n)
Bw,n
< S (D (w, e 2e))e ML)

Thus, by taking logarithm on both sides, dividing by —n and letting n tend to
infinity,

L‘,k(“}) > Ji(w) + Jiv1e P

By (6.I) we now get,

for f-a.e. w e F) .

11.1]6-1-2/)21914-

But this contradicts p < /2 and Yit1k

of the proposition. O

1i+1,k ’
+9; > 7, » T which completes the proof

The proof of the following proposition follows the lines of the argument used in
[Fel, Section 6, Proof of (C2)]. That argument in turn is modified from [LY] §10.2]
and the proof of [FH, Theorem 2.11].
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Proposition 6.2. For 1 <k <s,0<1i<k and B-a.e. w,
Hivi —H; _ _ _
— > (W) = Vi x W)
Ait1

Proof. Assume by contradiction that the proposition is false. Then there exist
1<k<s,0<i<kandF CQywith 8(F) > 0 and,
Hipyn —H; _
L %‘,k(‘*’) — %‘-;-1,19(“)) forwe F.
i1
Thus there exist a > 0 and real numbers 7, , and 7, ;, such that,
Hipn —Hi _
(6.5) — e <~ Fit1n — @
Ait1
and for any € > 0 there exists B, C F with 3(B.) > 0, so that for w € B,
Fin(w) =l <e€/2  and 7,44 p (W) = Fip1 0l < €/2.
Fix0<e< —5\1-+1/6, and for w € Qp and n > 1 write,
D, =Tg(w, e”(j‘”“%é)) .

Recall the sets @y defined in (£4). By removing a subset of zero f-measure
from B, without changing the notation, it follows that there exists a Borel function
ng : Be = N such that for w € B. and n > ng(w),

log ﬁw. (Do .n)

(1) n(>\1+1+5e) <Yit1,k T 6

(2) - 1ogﬂ&“( (@) > Hisy —¢  (by Lemma BLd);

(3) Qn eN&(w)N Nw ) C Dy (by Proposition [A3));

(4) —Llog By (Qm6 ﬂ P Hw)) <H;+e¢ (by Lemmas &4 and E3);

Let Ny > 1 be such that for,
A ={we B, : no(w) < Ny},

we have S(A) > 0. By Lemma there exist 0 < ¢ < 1 and A’ C A, with
B(A") > 0, so that for w € A’ there exits n = n(w) > Ny such that,

B (Do nNA
(5) W > G
log BE (D (w,2e” Qi 1459))
(6) | n(Xip1+5€) > Yik €
R

Fix w € A’ such that all of the conditions ([I)—(7) are satisfied with n = n(w). By
(5) and (),
(6.6) Bff“ (Don NA) > Cﬂff“ (Dwn) > cexp(n(j\Hl + 55)(71‘4—1,1@ +e€)).
Write,
E={PeP} ™ : PNn&(w)NDy,NA #0},
and,
E={PecPi ' :Pn&i1(w)N Dy, NA D).
From ;41 (w) C & (w) it follows that & C £.
Given P € &’ there exists 7 € &41(w) N Dy N A with P = Py~ (n). Hence
from (@),
B (P) = B3 (PG () < exp(=n(Hiss — ).
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Thus,
BEH (Dun NA) < D B+ (P) < €' exp(—n(Hip1 —€)).

This together with (G.6)) implielsg,eg

(6.7) €' > cexp(n(Ais1 +5€)(Fisrx + ) exp(n(Hipr — €)) .
Let us show that,

(6.8) Qn,eN& (W) NP CTy(w, 26"(:\“1"’56)) for P €&,

and,

(6.9) B5(QuenNP)>e mHitd for peg.

Given P € & there exists n € PN ¢;(w) N Dy, NA. Since n € D,, ,, we have,

d(P(VJ‘)Lﬂ'Wv P(VJC)Lﬂ'w) < en(Rig145¢)

By (@) it follows,
d(Peyryrmn, PysymQ) < Q1159 for ¢ € Qn.eN&M NP ().
Thus,

Qe NE() NP = Qe N &) NPL~4(1) C (o, 2630
which gives ([G8). Since n € A it follows by (),

B (Qu.e N P) = B5 (Qn.c NPy () > e "Hite),

which gives ([6.9]).
From ([@8), [@3), £’ C £ and (1) we now get,

ﬂf} (T (w, 2en(>\i+1+56))) > Z ﬂf}l (Qne N P)
Pe&
|g|efn(Hi+e)

>
> cexp(n(Ait1 +5€)(Fig1 +€) +n(Hiyr —¢) —n(Hi +¢)).
This together with (@) gives,

cexp(n(Xir1 +5€)(Fipq 1 +€) +nHip —nH; —2ne) < exp(n(¥; , — €)(Aig1 + 5¢)) .

Now by taking logarithm on both sides and by dividing by n it follows from ()
that,

(Ait1 +56)(Fip1p +€) + Hipr — Hi = 3€ < (7, . — €)(Aig1 + 5e) .

Since this holds for arbitrarily small € > 0 we obtain,

Hit1 — H; o= _
—x 2 Yk ~ Vitlk
Ait1
which contradicts (635]) and completes the proof of the proposition. O

Combining Propositions B.1], [6.1] and together, we obtain the following.

Claim 6.3. For 1 < k < s and 0 <i <k we have,

gL
(6.10) Vig(w) =7, (W) = Z % for f-a.e. w.
’ =i j+1
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Proof. Fix 1 < k < s. We prove the claim by backward induction on i. By the
definition of & it follows that for f-a.e. w,

Pryiyrmn = Pyryrmw for Bfﬁ—a.e. 7.
From this it follows directly that 7, ,(w) = 7, , (w) = 0 for S-a.e. w, which gives

(EI0) in the case i = k.
Now let 0 < i < k and suppose that (GI0) has been proven for i + 1. By
Proposition [6.2]

Hipn —Hy  _ _
> Yik(W) = FViz1k(w) for S-a.e. w,
Ait1
by Proposition [5.1]
H;1 1 — H;
Y;(w) s for f-a.e. w,
A
it+1

and by Proposition [6.1]
11'4,11]6((“)) + 191((*}) < li,k(w) for B-a.e. w .

Combining these facts with the induction hypothesis, we obtain that for S-a.e. w,
k—1

_ H,\y —H; _ _
%‘,k(w) - Z =3 = %‘,k(w) - %‘+1,k(w)
j=i+1 Aj+1
< Hi+~1 —H;
Ait1
< di(w)
< %W =2, W)
k—1
Hip — H,
= g0 5 Bl
’ St A
This proves (6.I0) also for 4, which completes the proof of the claim. O

We are finally ready to complete the proof of Theorem [[.3] which follows easily
from the last claim. Recall from Section 25 that v = 73 is the Furstenberg measure
corresponding to pt = Y, pida,. Also, recall from Section that for a proper
linear subspace W of V' the partition (w of P(V) \ P(W) is define by,

Cw(@) ={ygeP(V)\P(W) : Pp.7=Py.T}.

By remark [[.4] in Section [[2] in order to prove Theorem [[.3] we only need to
establish part [@) of that theorem, whose statement we now recall.

Theorem. For B-a.e. w, v-a.e. T and every 0 < i < k < s, the measure

CV:};

Pryryrvg @ is ezact dimensional with,

k—1
. Cyi H;+1 —H;
dim Pryryrvg @ = Z —h e
=i Aj+1
Proof. Let Z>o and Z. denote the sets of nonnegative and negative integers re-
spectively. Write QO for the space of sequences (wy,)n>0 € AZ20, and Q~ for the
space of sequences (wy,)n<o € AZ<0. We equip each of these spaces with its Borel
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o-algebra generated by cylinder sets. Let g7 : Q — QT and ¢~ : Q — Q™ be the
projections onto the nonnegative and negative coordinates respectively. Note that
since 3 is a Bernoulli measure the maps ¢* and ¢~ are independent as random
elements on (€, 8). Write 8T and 8~ for the Bernoulli measures corresponding to
pon Q1 and Q respectively, that is ST = p?=0 and B~ = pZ<.

Recall that 7 only depends on the nonnegative coordinates. Thus there exists a
Borel map 7, : Q7 — P(V) such that 7w = 7y ¢Tw for w € Qp. Since v = 73 it
follows that v = m 37. Also, recall that for each 0 < ¢ < s the map which takes
w € Q to the V! depends only on the negative coordinates. Thus we may write
ti,w in place of V! for w € .

For a proper linear subspace W of V write &y for the partition of QF \7TJ_F1P(W),
such that for w in this set,

Ew(w) = {ne Q\n 'P(W) : Pyrmin=Pyimiw}.
Note that,
(6.11) Ew (W) = 1 Cw (myw) .
Since W # V we have,
BH(rTP(W)) = v(P(W)) =0,

so the conditional measures {(87)5% },co+ C M(QT) are BT-a.e. defined.
From v = 7y 8T, (610) and Lemma 2.3

(BT = Vf,:‘/w for ft-ae. w.

Since 8 = B~ x 31, it is easy to verify (by using [EW] Proposition 5.19] for instance)
that for each 0 < i < s,

Eyi
(6.12) BE =640 X <ﬁ+> ¢ for B-a.e. w.
qtw

From these facts together with m = 7 ¢™, it follows that for 0 < i < s and S3-a.e.

W,

(6.13) mBG = m (BY) 0 = ),
Now let 0 < i < k < s be given and write,
k—1
=S Him —H;
=i Aj+1

From Claim [6.3] and the definitions of %, ;, and Y, > it follows that for S-a.e. w,

i
o o8 B8 (Tu(w,r)
710 logr

By the definition of T'y(w,r) this implies that for S-a.e. w,

log Pyt yomB8 (B(Pyk yomw,T))
lim 4 4 =a.
10 logr
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From this and (613)) it follows that for S-a.e. w,

C i
log P(quiw)J_ (I/)ﬂ_+q+w(B(P(Vk B Tiqtw,r))

lim =q«.
10 logr

From this, since 7, ¢T3 = v and since ¢ and ¢~ are 3-independent elements, it
follows that for ™ -a.e. w and v-a.e. T,

log P(Vk)J. I/C (B(P(VJC)J.E, r))

=«.
rw log r

Cyi
Note that for ™ -a.e. w, v-a.e. T and uf “-a.e. ¥ the last equality holds with ¥ in
place of Z. Since for f™-a.e. w and v-a.e. T,

Cw Cyi Cyi
v =g for V— -a.e. 7,
this completes the proof of the theorem. O

In the next lemma we show that the different definitions for H;, given in Section
and Section M yield the same value.

Lemma 6.4. Let B be the Borel o-algebra of P(V). Then for 0 <i < s we have,
Hy(P &) = [Ho(P |7 1PL B d5(w)

Proof. We use here the notations introduced in the last proof. Let P* be the parti-

tion of QT according to the 0-coordinate. Given 6 € M(QT) it will be convenient to

write H(P*;6) in place of Hg(P"). By the definitions of the conditional measures
and entropy, and by (6I2), we get

H(P &) = [, (P)dsw)

/ H (Pﬂ (ﬂ*)i) B (wr) dB~ (w2)
= / Hy+ (PT | &) dB (w2)
= [Ba(P 7RG LBy d5(),

which completes the proof of the lemma. ([

As a Corollary of Theorem we can now prove the following lemma, which
was used in Section [[3] when the Lyapunov dimension was discussed. Recall the
numbers dg, ..., ds from Theorem

Lemma 6.5. Let 0 <1 < s be given, then

0<H; —Hi1 < —Nipdigs
Proof. For w € Qo and T € P(V) \ P(V),

Cvi(@) =PEe Vi) \P(V).
Hence,

(614) Vz+1 (CVZ (_)) C P(P(VJ*l)LE D P(Vf,*l)L V:}) .
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Note that,

dim P10 Vg = dim V) — dim Vi = dy,

and so,

P(P(V$+1)J_T@ P(V$+1)J_V‘j),

is a smooth d;1-dimensional manifold. This together with (GI4]) gives,

(6.15)

dimpr (P (G (@) < diga,

where dimpyg stands from Hausdorff dimension.
Additionally, for S-a.e. w and v-a.e. T,

Cyi _
P(VJJrl)L I/TV“ (P(Vj“)L (CVj (x))) =1.

Cyi
Hence if Py i1 Lv.% is also exact dimensional, then from (GI5) and (LI) we

obtain that its dimension is at most d;11. It now follows from part () of Theorem
[[3] that for B-a.e. w and v-a.e. T,

~ _ Coi ~
0<H, —Hj41 =—X\it1 dlmP(V:;Jrl)L VTV“’ < —Xit1dit1,

which completes the proof of the lemma. (I
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