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DENSITY OF NON-ZERO EXPONENT OF CONTRACTION FOR
PINCHING COCYCLES IN Hom(S%)

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 diffecomorphisms, to the non-linear
non-differentiable case.

1. INTRODUCTION

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

s L5 ¢
{ +
x 4 x

commutes and the action on the fibers F,: £, — & f(z) 18 an homeomorphism. In
this case its orbit takes the form

an = an—l(w) o ...OFm.

In this paper, we consider the particular case when the fiber N = S' and the
maps F, are bi-Holder 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 x R? and a
cocycle defined by F, being linear maps acting on R%. In this case, the Lyapunov
exponents,

1
Jm = log | Fyvfl, v e R?,
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 F, are diffeomorphisms, we still can obtain information of the dynamic
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through the Lyapunov exponents,

lim Llog | D,ENE], € € T,
n—+oo n
In this context, characterization of the set of cocycles with non-zero Lyapunov
exponents has been studied in [I].

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 [§] in the linear case and
adapted to the non-linear differentiable context by Avila and Viana in [I]. 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 [I0] a version of the Invariance Principle for continuous
cocycles of circle homeomorphisms. This result uses the notion of exponent of
contraction,

s i sup 122U 0. 12(@)

g—p n—+oo n

,pe S,

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

The Invariance Principle of Malicet was used in [I0] 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 Q C {1,...,k}?Z be a sub-shift of finite type and o: Q — Q denote the left-shift
map defined by o(z,)nez = (Tn+1)nez-

For every p > 1, we can define a distance in Q by d,(z,y) = p~ where
Ny = max{N > 0;z, = y, for every |n| < N}. Since the topologies given by the
different constants p are equivalent, from now on we consider p fixed and denote
this distance as dq.

Let P%: Q — Q7T be the projection onto the positive coordinates and P“: ) —
Q™ the projection onto the negative coordinates.

For every i € {1,...,k}, denote [0;i] = {z € Q : xy = i} and ®; the homeomor-
phism

NI".’J
)

$i: PU([054]) x P*([0;2]) — [054].

Definition 2.1. Given a o-invariant measure p, define p® = P2p and p® = PPp.

The measure 1 18 said to have local product structure if there exists a continuous
function p: Q — (0,00) such that for every i € {1,....,k} and every measurable set
E C [0;4] we have

WE) = /(XE o) pdu® x dp®.
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It has been shown in [6] and [9], that in the setting of this paper, equilibrium
states of Holder potentials have local product structure.

Let Hom(S!) be the set of homeomorphisms of the circle and Hg(S') C Hom(S?!)
be the set of 8-Holder maps which inverse is also S-Holder.

We consider Hg(S!) with the metric

dmax(f1, fo) = max{dg(f1, f2). ds(fi ", f5 )},

where dg is the usual Holder distance. This means,
dp(f1, f2) = sup d(fi(p), f2(p)) + [Hs(f1) = Hs(f2)],
pe

where Hg(f) denote the Holder constant of f and d is the standard distance on S?.

Let Ho (2, Hp(S')) be the set of a—Holder maps defined from (£,dq) to
(Hp(S1), dmax) endowed with the usual Holder distance d,.

The cocycle induced by f € Hq(Q, Hp(Sh)) is the skew-product Fy: Q x St —
Q x St defined by

Fy(z,p) = (o(2), f2(p))-

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

Using the notation

f;l:fgnfl(m)o...ofz, V.IEQ,
the iterates of F are given by F"(z,p) = (6" (x), f2(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
1 d n n
Aeon (F,z,p) = lim sup lim sup og(dlfz (). (Q)))

g—p n—+oo n

If m is a F- invariant probability measure, the erponent of contraction of m is
defined as
)\con(Fu m) = / )\con(Fawap)dm(x7p)'
QxSt
Note that A.op is F-invariant, then A.,, is constant m-almost everywhere if m

is ergodic.
Theorem A. Let f € Ho(Q, Hp(SY)) and p be a o-invariant measure satisfying
the following assumptions:

(a) w is ergodic, fully supported and has local product structure.

(b) Fy is a pinching cocycle, that is there exists a periodic point of o, xg, such

that fffr(mo) has two fized points: one attractor and one repelling.
(c) Fy is su-dominated, this means that there exists a constant ¢ < 1 such that

max{H,(f.)p~*? : f. is a fiber map of Fy or F;7'} <c.

Then for every open neighborhood U of f in Ha (2, He(S1)), there exists an open
set YV C U such that for any g € V and any Fy-invariant measure m projecting to
w, we have

Aeon(Fyym) < 0 01 Aeon(F, "' m) < 0.
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3. PROOF OoF THEOREM A

For simplifying the notation we develop the proof assuming @ = 5 = 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(Q2, Lip(S')) and p satisfying the hypotheses of
Theorem A.

We say the cocycle F; has stable holonomies if there exists a collection of -
Holder homeomorphisms hj , : S I — 81 with uniform Hélder constant, defined for
every y € W (x) satisfying

(a) hy .oh; , =h; , and h; = Id;
() B y.o0p) = Ty o iy © fah
(¢c) (z,y) = h , is continuous for every z € Q and y € W} (z).

A unstable holonomy for Fy 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 Fy. This technique
was developed in [7]. Observe that su-domination is an open property, then there
exists YW an open neighborhood of f in H; (€, Lip(S')) such that F} is su-dominated
for every g € W. In Proposition 5.1 and 5.2 of Avila and Viana [I], the authors
proved that in the present context the holonomies exist and vary continuously with
the cocycle. This means that the map f +— hi’_{; is continuous in W for every x,y
in the same stable set. '

Let ¢ € W. For every Fy-invariant probability measure m, denote by m, the
Rokhlin disintegration into conditional probabilities associated to the partition
{{z} x S'},cq. That is, {m,}.cq is a measurable family of probability measures
such that m,({z} x S*) =1 for u-almost every x € Q and

m(E) = /mx(E N ({z} x SHY)dp

for every measurable set E C  x S*. See [12].
We say that a Fg-invariant probability measure m projecting to p admits an
s-invariant disintegration if there exists a p-full measure set E satisfying

my = (h;g/)* Mg,
for z,y € E and y € W} _.(z). 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 F, does not admit
su-states.

Proposition 3.2. Let m be a Fy-invariant probability measure projecting to p. If

Acon(Fg,m) =0 and /\con(Fg_l,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 Bl We can prove that there exists an open set V C U
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with g € V such that for every element i € V, the cocycle Fj, does not admit
su-states. This is done by contradiction. Suppose that the claim is not true, then
we can find a sequence g;, converging to g such that every Fy, admits an su-state
my. Because of the compactness of the weak™ topology, we know that there exists
m a Fy-invariant probability measure and a sub-sequence of my, that we continue
denoting my, such that the sequence my converges to m in the weak* topology. In
Corollary 5.3 of [1I] (see also [I3]) it is stated that the limit of su-states is also an
su-state. This contradicts the conclusion of Proposition[Bdlfor F,. Therefore, there
exists 1V, neighborhood of g, with the desire property. Moreover, by Proposition3.2]
we have that for every h € V and every Fj-invariant probability measure projecting
to u,

Acon(Fp,m) < 0 or /\C(m(Fhfl,m) < 0.

This finished the proof of Theorem A. O
In the following, we present the proof of the propositions.

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

Proof. The pinching condition in item (b) guarantees that there exists a periodic
point xp such that fgfsr(xo) has an attracting point a and a repelling point r. For
simplifying the notation we assume that z¢ is a fixed point.

Let z € W*(xo)NW"(z0) be a homoclinic point of x¢, and since W*(z¢) "W * ()
is dense, we can assume that z is not in the same cylinder as zy.

By definition, there exist two integers k1, k2 > 0 such that o*1(2) € W (o)
and 0~*2(2) € W (o). Therefore, since su-domination is an open condition, there
exists an open set VW such that for every g in W, it is possible to define the maps
Mi,g, With 4 = 1,2, as follows

k1y—1 ¢
M,g :(gzl) © hioqplq (2)’
k 5
Mg =G5 k2 ) © Moyl ra 2)-

Let U denote an open neighborhood of z in €2 such that zy ¢ U and 6™ (z) & U for
every n # 0 and let V be an open neighborhood of z such that V' .C V C U. Since
) is a compact metric space, there exists a Lipschitz bump function, ¢: & — R
such that |¢(z)| <1 for every x € Q, ¢(x) =0in U® and ¢(x) =1 in V.

Fix € > 0 such that the dj-ball centered at f and with radius ¢ is contained in
UNW. Let § € R satisfying the following properties: 0 < § < ¢/(2H1(¢)) and if
Rs is the rotation of angle §, then

Rs({m.g(a),m s (r)}) N {nz,p(a),n2,¢(r)} = 0.
We construct g € U arbitrarily close to f as follows: for every x € €,
gz = ¢(£L‘) “Rso fm + (1 - ¢(£L‘)) : fm = fm + ¢($)5 = qu(z)é © fm

In particular, go = fo.
Observe that Hi(g,) = H1(fz), this is a consequence of the following identities,

d(gx(p); 92(q)) = d(Rg(2)5 © fu(p), Rg(a)s © f(q)) = d(f(p), f2(q)),
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since Ry(y)s is an isometry. We have an analogous result for f~* and g~'. There-
fore,

dmax (9, f2) = max{ sup (9= (p), f=(p)), sup d(g, " (p), £ ' (p))}

< supdp(x) < e/2.
€N

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

dmax (9 9y) = max{di (Re(2)s © fa, Re(y)s © fy):di(fa ' © Rogwyss [y "0 Rog(y)s)}
< (Hl(f) + 5H1(¢)) dQ(Ia y)v
then, Hi(g9) < Hi(f) + 0H1(¢). Exchanging the roles of f and g, we obtain

[Hi(g) — Hi(f)] < /2,

concluding that di(g, f) < € and then g is in the set U.

Now we prove, by contradiction, that F, 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 {m,} that is su-invariant for every x € Q and such that
the function x — m, is continuous. In particular, it satisfies

(gwo ) Mgy = Mgy

This implies that my, is a gg,-invariant measure and it must be supported in the
non-wandering set of g,, which consists in the points {a,r}.
Moreover, observe that for this construction we have the relations

(1) M,g = Rsom, g and n2g =1n2,1.

and the su-invariance implies
—1 _ -1 _
M2,q © Mm,g(a) =a or N2,q © M.,g(a) =r.

Suppose 772117 on,g(a) = a, the other case is analogous. Then, 1 4(a) = 72 4(a), and
Equation () implies

Rsom,(a) = n2,¢(a),
which contradicts the choice of the §. Therefore, we have proved that there exists
g arbitrarily close to f such that F,; does not admit su-states. ]

Proposition In the hypotheses of Theorem A, if m is a Fy-invariant proba-
bility measure projecting to pr and Acon(Fy, m) =0 and /\COH(F(;l, m) = 0, then m
1S an su-state.

Proof. We are going to prove that if Aeon(Fy,m) = 0, then m is an s-state. Then,
the proposition follows by applying the argument to both F, and Fgfl.

We assume Acon(Fy, m) = 0. Recall that Fy is s-dominated, then we can define
a cocycle Fg: Q2 x St — Q x St whose action along the fibers is constant on stable
sets. This cocycle is defined by,

(2) Fy=H"oF,ol,
where H : Q x S' — Q x S is given by
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and ¢: Q@ — Qis p(x) = W (xr) N W (x;) where z; € [0;4] is fixed for every
i=1,...k.

We denote as m the ﬁg—invariant probability measure defined by,
(3) My = (hi,ap(z))*mzv

for every z € €.

The following result states the relation between the exponents of contraction of
the cocycle Fy; with the original one Fj. In particular, if Ao, (Fy,m) = 0, then
Acon(Fy,m) = 0.

Lemma 3.3. There exists a constant R > 0 such that
Aeon(Fy,m) < R Aeon(Fy,m) < 0.

Proof. The fact that /\C(m(ﬁg,ﬁl) < 0 comes from the definition. We are left to
prove the first inequality.
Observe that for every x € Q and p € S,
g;l(p) = hfa(o’"(m)),a"(w) ° g;l ° hi,«p(m)(p)u

where g7 denotes the action on the fiber of the cocycle Fg.
Then, for every p,q € S, we want to bound the following distance,

d(g: (p)7 g;(q)) = d(hsgp(cr” (x)),0m(x) ° g; ° h;,gp(x) (p)7 hs@p(o"(z)),a’n@) ° g: ° hi,«p(z)(‘]))
with an expression depending only on d(g?(p), 32 (q))-

Since hi)w(w) is an homeomorphism, we can replace by hfwj(w)p = pand hi)w(m)q =
d, and the previous expression gets reduced to
(4) AR (o (2)),0m () © T (B)s Rop(om (2)),0m () © T (@))-
As hfa(gn(z)),gn(z) are y-Holder homeomorphism with uniform Hoélder constant, we
get that there exists L > 0 such that

A(hgy(on(2)),0m (2) © I (P)s Mp(om (2)),0m () © 9 (@) < Ld(gz (D), 322 (7))
Finally, we get the inequality

log(d(g2(p), 97 (q))) < log(L) + v log(d(gy (p), 3z (q))

in which by making n going to infinity and g approximating to p, we obtain
Acon(F‘g; Iap) < R/\COH(Fga Iaﬁ) = R/\COH(F!]’ Z, hi,cp(w)p)7

with R = 7. When we integrate with respect to the measure m, we obtain

)\con(Fg; m) S R/ Acon(ﬁ‘gv &€, h;7¢(m)p)dm

= R/ Aeon (Fyy @, p)di = R Aeon(Fy, ).
O

Since Fg is constant along W} (), it is possible to project it to a cocycle over
the non-invertible shift. Recall that P® denotes the projection to the positive
coordinates of Q. Let Q = P*(Q) and 6: 2 — Q be the unilateral shift satisfying

doP?® = P%oc. If 1 is a o-invariant measure, then we consider fi such that P u = fi.
Observe that [ is a -invariant measure.
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Let Fy: Q x S' — Q x S* such that E; o (P%,1d) = F, where § is the map
g: Q- Lip(S!) satisfying ¢ Ps(z) = Jz- Thus, as we are assuming that the exponent
of contraction of Fj is zero, the Invariance Principle in [I0] concludes that 7 =
(P* x Id),m is Fy-invariant, that is
(5) M) = (92), M-

Finally, we recover the original measure m together with the information that we
obtained from 7 and the Invariance Principle. This is made by a well known result

of convergence of martingale sequences that relates {/m,: = € Q} and {rh;: & € Q}
by

(6) m, = lim (g?js(o.fn(w)))*mPS(U*n((IJ))’

n—oo

at u-almost every = € Q, for details see [14]. Using (@) in (6)), we get that m, =
Mps(y) = M. for p almost every z € (P*)~(z) = W (z). Finally,

(h;#;(m))* My = mw = Thz = (h;sa(z))* m,,

and since ¢(x) = ¢(z),

mg = (hfp(m),m o hi,«p(z)) m, = (h;m)* my

*
concluding the proof that m is an s-state.
O

Acknowledgments. The authors thank Mauricio Poletti for suggesting this prob-
lem and the anonymous referee for useful observations that help improve the text.
C.F. has was partially supported by FCT - Fundagao para a Ciéncia e a Tecnolo-
gia, under the project PTDC/MAT-PUR/29126/2017. K.M. has been supported
by Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Cientifico e Tecnolégico - CNPq - Brazil.

REFERENCES

[1] A. Avila, M. Viana. Extremal Lyapunov exponents: an invariance principle and applications.
Inventiones Mathematicae 181(1) (2010), 115-178.

[2] C. Bonatti, X. Gémez-Mont, M. Viana. Généricité d’ exposants de Lyapunov non-nuls pour
des produits déterministes de matrices. Annales de I’Institut Henri Poincaré C, Analyse Non
Linéaire 20(4) (2003), 579-624.

[3] K. Czudek, T. Szarek. Ergodicity and central limit theorem for random interval homeomor-
phisms. Israel Journal of Mathematics 239 (2020), 75-98.

[4] L. J. Diaz, K. Gelfert, M. Rams. Entropy spectrum of Lyapunov exponents for nonhyper-
bolic step skew-products and elliptic cocycles. Communications in Mathematical Physics 367
(2019), 351-416.

[5] H. Furstenberg. Non-commuting random products. Transactions of the American Mathemat-
ical Society 108 (1963), 377-428.

[6] N. Haydn. Canonical product structure of equilibrium states. Random and Computational
Dynamics 2 (1994), no. 1, 79-96.

[7] M. Hirsch, C. Pugh, M. Shub. Invariant Manifolds. Lecture Notes in Mathematics 583
Springer-Verlag, 1977.

[8] F. Ledrappier. Positivity of the exponent for stationary sequences of matrices. Lyapunov
Exponents 1186 (1986), 56-73.

[9] R. Leplaideur. Local product structure for equilibrium states. Transactions of the American
Mathematical Society 352 (2000), no. 4, 1889-1912.

[10] D. Malicet. Random walks on Homeo(S'). Communications in Mathematical Physics 356(3)
(2017), 1083-1116.



DENSITY OF NON-ZERO EXPONENT OF CONTRACTION 9

[11] Ya. Pesin. Characteristic Lyapunov exponents and smooth ergodic theory. Uspekhi Matem-
aticheskikh Nauk 32 (1977), 55-114.

[12] V. A. Rokhlin. On the fundamental ideas of measure theory. Matematicheskii Sbornik 67 (1)
(1949), 107-150.

[13] A. Tahzibi, J. Yang. Invariance Principle and rigidity of high entropy measures. Transactions
of the American Mathematical Society 371 (2019), 1231-1251.

[14] M. Viana. Almost all cocycles over any hyperbolic system have non-vanishing exponents.
Annals of Mathematics 167 (2008), 643-680.

FACULDADE DE CIENCIAS, UNIVERSIDADE DE LisBOA, CAMPO GRANDE 016, 1749-016 LISBOA,
PORTUGAL.
Email address: cfreijo@fc.ul.pt

DEPARTAMENTO DE MATEMATICA, UNIVERSIDADE FEDERAL DE MINAS GERAIS, Av. ANTONIO
CARLOS 6627, 31270-901 BELO HORIZONTE MINAS GERAIS, BRAZIL
Email address: kmarin@mat.ufmg.br



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries and statements
	3. Proof of Theorem A
	Acknowledgments

	References

