
ar
X

iv
:2

20
1.

01
32

5v
3 

 [
m

at
h.

D
S]

  2
3 

D
ec

 2
02

2

DENSITY OF NON-ZERO EXPONENT OF CONTRACTION FOR

PINCHING COCYCLES IN Hom(S1)

CATALINA FREIJO AND KARINA MARIN

Abstract. We consider pinching cocycles taking values in the space of homeo-
morphisms of the circle over an hyperbolic base. Using the Invariance Principle
of Malicet, we prove that the cocycles having non-zero exponents of contrac-
tion are dense. In this article we generalize some common notions an results
known of linear cocycles and cocycles of diffeomorphisms, to the non-linear
non-differentiable case.

1. Introduction

A continuous cocycle over a transformation f : X → X is a map F : E → E ,
where E is a fiber bundle which fibers N are topological spaces, such that the
following diagram

E
F
−→ E

↓ ↓

X
f
−→ X

commutes and the action on the fibers Fx : Ex → Ef(x) is an homeomorphism. In
this case its orbit takes the form

Fn
x = Ffn−1(x) ◦ . . . ◦ Fx.

In this paper, we consider the particular case when the fiber N = S1 and the
maps Fx are bi-Hölder homeomorphisms. In this context we prove, that under
certain conditions, the hyperbolicity of the base map f induces contraction prop-
erties in the fibers. This generalizes known results of linear cocycles and cocycles
of diffeomorphisms.

When studying linear cocycles, we consider the trivial bundle X × Rd and a
cocycle defined by Fx being linear maps acting on Rd. In this case, the Lyapunov
exponents,

lim
n→+∞

1

n
log ‖Fn

x v‖, v ∈ Rd,

provides information about the asymptotic behavior of the dynamics on the fibers.
Furstenberg proved in [5] that for random product of matrices the case of non-

zero Lyapunov exponents is open and dense. This result was extended to linear
cocycles over uniform hyperbolic maps by [2] and when the base is non-uniformly
hyperbolic by [14].

For cocycles of diffeomorphisms, that is, when the fiber N is a manifold and
the maps Fx are diffeomorphisms, we still can obtain information of the dynamic
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through the Lyapunov exponents,

lim
n→+∞

1

n
log ‖DvF

n
x ξ‖, ξ ∈ TvEx.

In this context, characterization of the set of cocycles with non-zero Lyapunov
exponents has been studied in [1].

The principal tool that is used for understanding the structure of cocycles with
zero Lyapunov exponents is the Invariance Principle. The Invariance Principle
was originally proved by Furstenberg [5] and Ledrappier [8] in the linear case and
adapted to the non-linear differentiable context by Avila and Viana in [1]. This
result states that if the Lyapunov exponents vanish, then the fibers carries some
structure that remains invariant by a family of homeomorphisms acting between the
fibers. The center question is whether by perturbation of the cocycle this structure
can be broken.

Malicet introduced in [10] a version of the Invariance Principle for continuous
cocycles of circle homeomorphisms. This result uses the notion of exponent of
contraction,

lim sup
q→p

lim sup
n→+∞

log(d(fn
x (p), f

n
x (q)))

n
, p ∈ S1,

which generalizes the concept of Lyapunov exponent and provides information
about the dynamic on the fibers.

The Invariance Principle of Malicet was used in [10] to conclude several results
about random walks of homemorphisms of the circle and has been applied by other
authors to different settings, see for example [3] and [4].

In the present work, we use the Invariance Principle of Malicet to study cocyles
whose action on the fibers are circle homeomorphisms and extend the known results
of non-zero Lyapunov exponents to the non-linear non-differentiable case using the
notion of exponent of contraction.

2. Preliminaries and statements

Let Ω ⊂ {1, ..., k}Z be a sub-shift of finite type and σ : Ω → Ω denote the left-shift
map defined by σ(xn)n∈Z = (xn+1)n∈Z.

For every ρ > 1, we can define a distance in Ω by dρ(x, y) = ρ−Nx,y , where
Nx,y = max{N ≥ 0;xn = yn for every |n| < N}. Since the topologies given by the
different constants ρ are equivalent, from now on we consider ρ fixed and denote
this distance as dΩ.

Let P s : Ω → Ω+ be the projection onto the positive coordinates and Pu : Ω →
Ω− the projection onto the negative coordinates.

For every i ∈ {1, ..., k}, denote [0; i] = {x ∈ Ω : x0 = i} and ψi the homeomor-
phism

ψi : P
u([0; i])× P s([0; i]) → [0; i].

Definition 2.1. Given a σ-invariant measure µ, define µs = P s
∗
µ and µs = P s

∗
µ.

The measure µ is said to have local product structure if there exists a continuous
function ρ : Ω → (0,∞) such that for every i ∈ {1, ..., k} and every measurable set
E ⊂ [0; i] we have

µ(E) =

∫

(χE ◦ ψi) ρ dµ
u × dµs.
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It has been shown in [6] and [9], that in the setting of this paper, equilibrium
states of Hölder potentials have local product structure.

Let Hom(S1) be the set of homeomorphisms of the circle andHβ(S
1) ⊂ Hom(S1)

be the set of β-Hölder maps which inverse is also β-Hölder.
We consider Hβ(S

1) with the metric

dmax(f1, f2) = max{dβ(f1, f2), dβ(f
−1
1 , f−1

2 )},

where dβ is the usual Hölder distance. This means,

dβ(f1, f2) = sup
p∈S1

d(f1(p), f2(p)) + |Hβ(f1)−Hβ(f2)|,

where Hβ(f) denote the Hölder constant of f and d is the standard distance on S1.
Let Hα(Ω,Hβ(S

1)) be the set of α−Hölder maps defined from (Ω, dΩ) to
(Hβ(S

1), dmax) endowed with the usual Hölder distance dα.
The cocycle induced by f ∈ Hα(Ω,Hβ(S

1)) is the skew-product Ff : Ω× S1 →
Ω× S1 defined by

Ff (x, p) = (σ(x), fx(p)).

For the rest of the work we use the notation F when there is not needed to specify
the map f .

Using the notation

fn
x = fσn−1(x) ◦ . . . ◦ fx, ∀x ∈ Ω,

the iterates of F are given by Fn(x, p) = (σn(x), fn
x (p)).

In this context we introduce the notion of exponent of contraction due to Malicet
[10]. This quantity measures the contracting exponential rate of the action on the
fibers.

Definition 2.2. The exponent of contraction of F at the point (x, p) is the non
positive quantity

λcon(F, x, p) = lim sup
q→p

lim sup
n→+∞

log(d(fn
x (p), f

n
x (q)))

n
.

If m is a F - invariant probability measure, the exponent of contraction of m is
defined as

λcon(F,m) =

∫

Ω×S1

λcon(F, x, p)dm(x, p).

Note that λcon is F -invariant, then λcon is constant m-almost everywhere if m
is ergodic.

Theorem A. Let f ∈ Hα(Ω,Hβ(S
1)) and µ be a σ-invariant measure satisfying

the following assumptions:

(a) µ is ergodic, fully supported and has local product structure.
(b) Ff is a pinching cocycle, that is there exists a periodic point of σ, x0, such

that f
per(x0)
x0

has two fixed points: one attractor and one repelling.
(c) Ff is su-dominated, this means that there exists a constant c < 1 such that

max{Hα(f∗)ρ
−αβ : f∗ is a fiber map of Ff or Ff

−1} ≤ c.

Then for every open neighborhood U of f in Hα(Ω,Hβ(S
1)), there exists an open

set V ⊂ U such that for any g ∈ V and any Fg-invariant measure m projecting to
µ, we have

λcon(Fg,m) < 0 or λcon(Fg
−1,m) < 0.
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3. Proof of Theorem A

For simplifying the notation we develop the proof assuming α = β = 1, that
is, we suppose the maps are Lipschitz continuous. However, the proof still works
without this consideration.

From now on we consider f ∈ H1(Ω,Lip(S
1)) and µ satisfying the hypotheses of

Theorem A.
We say the cocycle Ff has stable holonomies if there exists a collection of γ-

Hölder homeomorphisms hsx,y : S
1 → S1, with uniform Hölder constant, defined for

every y ∈W s
loc(x) satisfying

(a) hsy,z ◦ h
s
x,y = hsx,z and hsx,x = Id;

(b) hsσ(x),σ(y) = fy ◦ hsx,y ◦ f
−1
x ;

(c) (x, y) 7→ hsx,y is continuous for every x ∈ Ω and y ∈W s
loc(x).

A unstable holonomy for Ff is defined analogously for points in the same local
unstable set.

The domination condition in item (c) allows us to use the classical graph trans-
form methods for obtaining stable laminations for the cocycle Ff . This technique
was developed in [7]. Observe that su-domination is an open property, then there
existsW an open neighborhood of f inH1(Ω,Lip(S

1)) such that Fg is su-dominated
for every g ∈ W . In Proposition 5.1 and 5.2 of Avila and Viana [1], the authors
proved that in the present context the holonomies exist and vary continuously with
the cocycle. This means that the map f 7→ hs,fx,y is continuous in W for every x, y
in the same stable set.

Let g ∈ W . For every Fg-invariant probability measure m, denote by mx the
Rokhlin disintegration into conditional probabilities associated to the partition
{{x} × S1}x∈Ω. That is, {mx}x∈Ω is a measurable family of probability measures
such that mx({x} × S1) = 1 for µ-almost every x ∈ Ω and

m(E) =

∫

mx(E ∩ ({x} × S1))dµ

for every measurable set E ⊂ Ω× S1. See [12].
We say that a Fg-invariant probability measure m projecting to µ admits an

s-invariant disintegration if there exists a µ-full measure set E satisfying

my =
(

hs,gx,y

)

∗
mx,

for x, y ∈ E and y ∈ W s
loc(x). The measure m is called an s-state if it admits an

s-invariant disintegration. The definitions of u-invariant and u-state are analogous.
We say that m is an su-state if it admits a disintegration which is both s and

u-invariant.
Next we state two proposition that will allow us to prove Theorem A.

Proposition 3.1. There exists g arbitrarily close to f such that Fg does not admit
su-states.

Proposition 3.2. Let m be a Fg-invariant probability measure projecting to µ. If
λcon(Fg,m) = 0 and λcon(F

−1
g ,m) = 0, then m is an su-state.

We explain how to conclude the proof of Theorem A from these propositions. Let
g be given by Proposition 3.1. We can prove that there exists an open set V ⊂ U
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with g ∈ V such that for every element h ∈ V , the cocycle Fh does not admit
su-states. This is done by contradiction. Suppose that the claim is not true, then
we can find a sequence gk converging to g such that every Fgk admits an su-state
mk. Because of the compactness of the weak∗ topology, we know that there exists
m a Fg-invariant probability measure and a sub-sequence of mk, that we continue
denoting mk, such that the sequence mk converges to m in the weak∗ topology. In
Corollary 5.3 of [1] (see also [13]) it is stated that the limit of su-states is also an
su-state. This contradicts the conclusion of Proposition 3.1 for Fg. Therefore, there
exists V , neighborhood of g, with the desire property. Moreover, by Proposition 3.2,
we have that for every h ∈ V and every Fh-invariant probability measure projecting
to µ,

λcon(Fh,m) < 0 or λcon(Fh
−1,m) < 0.

This finished the proof of Theorem A. �

In the following, we present the proof of the propositions.

Proposition 3.1. In the hypotheses of Theorem A, there exists g arbitrarily close
to f such that Fg does not admit su-states.

Proof. The pinching condition in item (b) guarantees that there exists a periodic

point x0 such that f
per(x0)
x0

has an attracting point a and a repelling point r. For
simplifying the notation we assume that x0 is a fixed point.

Let z ∈ W s(x0)∩Wu(x0) be a homoclinic point of x0, and sinceW s(x0)∩Wu(x0)
is dense, we can assume that z is not in the same cylinder as x0.

By definition, there exist two integers k1, k2 > 0 such that σk1(z) ∈ W s
loc(x0)

and σ−k2(z) ∈Wu
loc(x0). Therefore, since su-domination is an open condition, there

exists an open set W such that for every g in W , it is possible to define the maps
ηi,g, with i = 1, 2, as follows

η1,g =(gk1

z )−1 ◦ hs,g
x0,σk1 (z)

,

η2,g =gk2

σ−k2 (z)
◦ hu,g

x0,σ−k2 (z)
.

Let U denote an open neighborhood of z in Ω such that x0 6∈ U and σn(z) 6∈ U for
every n 6= 0 and let V be an open neighborhood of z such that V ⊂ V ( U . Since
Ω is a compact metric space, there exists a Lipschitz bump function, φ : Ω → R

such that |φ(x)| ≤ 1 for every x ∈ Ω, φ(x) = 0 in U c and φ(x) = 1 in V .
Fix ε > 0 such that the d1-ball centered at f and with radius ε is contained in

U ∩ W . Let δ ∈ R satisfying the following properties: 0 < δ < ε/(2H1(φ)) and if
Rδ is the rotation of angle δ, then

Rδ({η1,f (a), η1,f (r)}) ∩ {η2,f(a), η2,f (r)} = ∅.

We construct g ∈ U arbitrarily close to f as follows: for every x ∈ Ω,

gx = φ(x) ·Rδ ◦ fx + (1− φ(x)) · fx = fx + φ(x)δ = Rφ(x)δ ◦ fx.

In particular, g0 = f0.
Observe that H1(gx) = H1(fx), this is a consequence of the following identities,

d(gx(p), gx(q)) = d(Rφ(x)δ ◦ fx(p), Rφ(x)δ ◦ fx(q)) = d(fx(p), fx(q)),
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since Rφ(x)δ is an isometry. We have an analogous result for f−1 and g−1. There-
fore,

dmax(gx, fx) = max{ sup
p∈S1

d(gx(p), fx(p)), sup
p∈S1

d(g−1
x (p), f−1

x (p))}

≤ sup
x∈Ω

δφ(x) < ε/2.

On the other hand, we need to compute H1(g). For this it is enough to observe
that

dmax(gx, gy) = max{d1(Rφ(x)δ ◦ fx, Rφ(y)δ ◦ fy), d1(f
−1
x ◦R−φ(x)δ, f

−1
y ◦R−φ(y)δ)}

≤ (H1(f) + δH1(φ)) dΩ(x, y),

then, H1(g) ≤ H1(f) + δH1(φ). Exchanging the roles of f and g, we obtain

|H1(g)−H1(f)| ≤ ε/2,

concluding that d1(g, f) < ε and then g is in the set U .
Now we prove, by contradiction, that Fg does not admit su-states. Thus, we

suppose that m is an su-state. By Proposition 4.8 of [1], if m is an su-state, then
m admits a disintegration {mx} that is su-invariant for every x ∈ Ω and such that
the function x 7→ mx is continuous. In particular, it satisfies

(gx0
)∗mx0

= mx0
.

This implies that mx0
is a gx0

-invariant measure and it must be supported in the
non-wandering set of gx0

which consists in the points {a, r}.
Moreover, observe that for this construction we have the relations

(1) η1,g = Rδ ◦ η1,f and η2,g = η2,f .

and the su-invariance implies

η−1
2,g ◦ η1,g(a) = a or η−1

2,g ◦ η1,g(a) = r.

Suppose η−1
2,g ◦η1,g(a) = a, the other case is analogous. Then, η1,g(a) = η2,g(a), and

Equation (1) implies

Rδ ◦ η1,f (a) = η2,f (a),

which contradicts the choice of the δ. Therefore, we have proved that there exists
g arbitrarily close to f such that Fg does not admit su-states. �

Proposition 3.2. In the hypotheses of Theorem A, if m is a Fg-invariant proba-
bility measure projecting to µ and λcon(Fg ,m) = 0 and λcon(F

−1
g ,m) = 0, then m

is an su-state.

Proof. We are going to prove that if λcon(Fg,m) = 0, then m is an s-state. Then,

the proposition follows by applying the argument to both Fg and Fg
−1.

We assume λcon(Fg,m) = 0. Recall that Fg is s-dominated, then we can define

a cocycle F̃g : Ω× S1 → Ω× S1 whose action along the fibers is constant on stable
sets. This cocycle is defined by,

(2) F̃g̃ = H̃−1 ◦ Fg ◦ H̃,

where H̃ : Ω× S1 → Ω× S1 is given by

H̃(x, p) = (x, hsϕ(x),x(p))
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and ϕ : Ω → Ω is ϕ(x) = W s
loc(x) ∩ Wu

loc(xi) where xi ∈ [0; i] is fixed for every
i = 1, . . . k.

We denote as m̃ the F̃g̃-invariant probability measure defined by,

(3) m̃x = (hsx,ϕ(x))∗mx,

for every x ∈ Ω.
The following result states the relation between the exponents of contraction of

the cocycle F̃g with the original one Fg. In particular, if λcon(Fg,m) = 0, then

λcon(F̃g, m̃) = 0.

Lemma 3.3. There exists a constant R > 0 such that

λcon(Fg ,m) ≤ R λcon(F̃g, m̃) ≤ 0.

Proof. The fact that λcon(F̃g , m̃) ≤ 0 comes from the definition. We are left to
prove the first inequality.

Observe that for every x ∈ Ω and p ∈ S1,

gnx (p) = hsϕ(σn(x)),σn(x) ◦ g̃
n
x ◦ hsx,ϕ(x)(p),

where g̃nx denotes the action on the fiber of the cocycle F̃g.
Then, for every p, q ∈ S1, we want to bound the following distance,

d(gnx (p), g
n
x (q)) = d(hsϕ(σn(x)),σn(x) ◦ g̃

n
x ◦ hsx,ϕ(x)(p), h

s
ϕ(σn(x)),σn(x) ◦ g̃

n
x ◦ hsx,ϕ(x)(q))

with an expression depending only on d(g̃nx (p), g̃
n
x (q)).

Since hsx,ϕ(x) is an homeomorphism, we can replace by hsx,ϕ(x)p = p̃ and hsx,ϕ(x)q =

q̃, and the previous expression gets reduced to

(4) d(hsϕ(σn(x)),σn(x) ◦ g̃
n
x (p̃), h

s
ϕ(σn(x)),σn(x) ◦ g̃

n
x(q̃)).

As hsϕ(σn(x)),σn(x) are γ-Hölder homeomorphism with uniform Hölder constant, we

get that there exists L > 0 such that

d(hsϕ(σn(x)),σn(x) ◦ g̃
n
x (p̃), h

s
ϕ(σn(x)),σn(x) ◦ g̃

n
x (q̃)) ≤ Ld(g̃nx(p̃), g̃

n
x (q̃))

γ .

Finally, we get the inequality

log(d(gnx (p), g
n
x (q)))

n
≤

log(L) + γ log(d(g̃nx (p̃), g̃
n
x (q̃))

n
,

in which by making n going to infinity and q approximating to p, we obtain

λcon(Fg, x, p) ≤ Rλcon(F̃g , x, p̃) = Rλcon(F̃g , x, h
s
x,ϕ(x)p),

with R = γ. When we integrate with respect to the measure m, we obtain

λcon(Fg,m) ≤ R

∫

λcon(F̃g, x, h
s
x,ϕ(x)p)dm

= R

∫

λcon(F̃g, x, p)dm̃ = Rλcon(F̃g, m̃).

�

Since F̃g̃ is constant along W s
loc(x), it is possible to project it to a cocycle over

the non-invertible shift. Recall that P s denotes the projection to the positive
coordinates of Ω. Let Ω̂ = P s(Ω) and σ̂ : Ω̂ → Ω̂ be the unilateral shift satisfying
σ̂◦P s = P s◦σ. If µ is a σ-invariant measure, then we consider µ̂ such that P s

∗
µ = µ̂.

Observe that µ̂ is a σ̂-invariant measure.



8 CATALINA FREIJO AND KARINA MARIN

Let F̂ĝ : Ω̂ × S1 → Ω̂ × S1 such that F̂ĝ ◦ (P s, Id) = F̃g where ĝ is the map

ĝ : Ω̂ → Lip(S1) satisfying ĝP s(x) = g̃x. Thus, as we are assuming that the exponent

of contraction of F̃g̃ is zero, the Invariance Principle in [10] concludes that m̂ =

(P s × Id)∗m̃ is F̂ĝ-invariant, that is

(5) m̂σ̂(x) = (ĝx̂)∗ m̂x̂.

Finally, we recover the original measure m together with the information that we
obtained from m̂ and the Invariance Principle. This is made by a well known result
of convergence of martingale sequences that relates {m̃x : x ∈ Ω} and {m̂x̂ : x̂ ∈ Ω̂}
by

(6) m̃x = lim
n→∞

(

ĝnP s(σ−n(x))

)

∗

m̂P s(σ−n(x)),

at µ-almost every x ∈ Ω, for details see [14]. Using (5) in (6), we get that m̃x =
m̂P s(x) = m̃z for µ almost every z ∈ (P s)−1(x) =W s

loc(x). Finally,
(

hsx,ϕ(x)

)

∗

mx = m̃x = m̃z =
(

hsz,ϕ(z)

)

∗

mz ,

and since ϕ(x) = ϕ(z),

mx =
(

hsϕ(x),x ◦ h
s
z,ϕ(x)

)

∗

mz =
(

hsz,x
)

∗
mz

concluding the proof that m is an s-state.
�
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