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Abstract

In this article we provide a proof of the so called absolute continuity theorem for
random dynamical systems on R? which have an invariant probability measure. First
we present the construction of local stable manifolds in this case. Then the abso-
lute continuity theorem basically states that for any two transversal manifolds to the
family of local stable manifolds the induced Lebesgue measures on these transversal
manifolds are absolutely continuous under the map that transports every point on the
first manifold along the local stable manifold to the second manifold, the so-called
Poincaré map or holonomy map. In contrast to known results, we have to deal with
the non-compactness of the state space and the randomness of the random dynamical
system.
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1 Introduction

The absolute continuity theorem is one of the main ingredients to prove Pesin’s formula,
which relates the entropy of a smooth dynamical system with its positive Lyapunov expo-
nents. This remarkable formula was first established for deterministic dynamical systems on
a compact Riemannian manifold preserving a smooth measure (sce [12], [13] and [14]). For
random dynamical systems on R? we will give a proof in |5].

For deterministic dynamical systems preserving a smooth probability measure, which
is roughly speaking the process generated by successiv applications of a diffeomorphism
on some space or manifold, Pesin first proved general results concerning the existence of
families of stable manifolds (see [12]). Later, results were generalized to dynamical systems
preserving only a Borel measure (see [15], ﬂa]) and for dynamical systems with singularities
(see ﬂ]) In M] one finds a comprehensive and self-contained account on the theory dynamical
systems with nonvanishing Lyapnov exponents, i.e. non-uniform hyperbolicity theory.

In this article we are interested in random dynamical systems, i.e. the evolution of the
process generated by the successive application of random diffeomorphisms, which will be
assumed to be chosen independently according to some probability measure on the set of
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diffeomorphisms. Since it is much too restrictive to assume invariance of some probability
measure for each diffeomorphism, the notion of invariance was extended to random dynam-
ical system in HE] a probability measure is said to be invariant for a random dynamical
system if the average over all possible diffeomorphisms preserves the measure (see definition
below). Then in ﬂg], [10] and [11], Pesin’s results were generalized to random dynamical
system on compact Riemannian manifolds.

In this article and in ﬂﬂ] we will extend the results to random dynamical systems on the
non-compact space R¢. The main application we have in mind when we consider random
dynamical systems on R are stochastic flows on R? with stationary and independent in-
crements. In B] it was proven that under some regularity assumptions there is a one to one
relation between random dynamical systems and stochastic flows of a Kunita type (see [9]).

In the first part of the paper we will present the construction and the existence of
local stable manifolds for random dynamical system on R? which provide an invariant
probability measure. This chapter follows very closely the general plan of ﬂﬂ] Roughly
speaking, the stable manifold at any point z in space consists of those points which converge
by application of the iterated functions with exponential speed to the iterated of x. One
important construction within the proof is to define sets, nowadays called Pesin sets, which
are chosen in such a way that one has uniform hyperbolicity on these sets (see Section [2.3)),
i.e. uniform bounds (in space and randomness) on the behaviour of the differential of the
iterated maps (see Lemma 2.7]).

If we consider a small region around some point x in space and two manifolds, which
are transversal (see Definition B]) to each local manifold in this region, the absolute conti-
nuity theorem states that the induced Lebesgue measures on these manifolds are absolutely
continuous under the map that transports every point on the first manifold along the local
stable manifold to the second manifold. This is usually called Poincaré map or holonomy
map. Even more we can show that the Jacobian of the Poincaré map is bounded away
from 0. The main conclusion that follows from the absolute continuity theorem is that the
conditional measure with respect to the family of local stable manifolds of the volume on
the state space is absolutely continuous (in fact, even equivalent) to the induced volume on
the local stable manifolds (see B, Section 7]). This absolute continuity property was also
first established by Pesin in his famous paper [12] for deterministic dynamical system and
extended to the random setting in ﬂm] In this article we state the proof for the absolute
continuity theorem, which will stick very closely to the proof of ﬁ] which itself follows Pesin’s
original proof. The proof presented here is thus a detailed and complete proof in the case
of random dynamical systems on R% which posseses an invariant probability measure.

Finally let us emphasize that we obviously can not equip the space of two-times contin-
uously differentiable diffeomorphisms on R? with the uniform topology, as done in the case
of a compact state space. Here we will use the topology induced by uniform convergence on
compact sets (sce [d]). Clearly by this we lose the uniform bounds used in [11] to establish
local stable manifolds (in particular Lemma [27). To replace these uniform bounds we need
to assume certain integrability assumptions (see Section I]). In case of stochastic flows on
R? we will show in ﬂa] that all these assumptions are satisfied for a broad class of stochastic
flows.

The article is organized as follows. In Section [2l we give an introduction to random
dynamical systems and present the construction of local and global stable manidfolds. In
Section [B we will state the absolute continuity theorem and prove it in Section [Bl whereas
Section [ is devoted to the preparation of the final proof.



2 Preliminaries

2.1 Random Dynamical Systems

Let us abbreviate the set of twice continuously differentiable diffeomorphisms on R? by
Q. The topology on 2 is the one induced by uniform convergence on compact sets for all
derivatives up to order 2 as described in ﬂﬂ, Section 3.1]. With this topology  becomes a
separable Banach space. Let us fix a Borel probability measure v on (€2, B(2)), where B(£2)
denotes the Borel o-algebra of €.

We are interested in ergodic theory of the evolution process generated by successive ap-
plications of randomly chosen maps from 2. These maps will be assumed to be independent
and identically distributed with law v. Thus let

+o0
@Y, BN, N) = [[(2.B(Q),v)

i=0

be the infinite product of copies of the measure space (2, 8(2),r). Let us define for every
w=(folw), filw),...) €N and n >0

[ =1id, fo = fn-1(w) o fa—a(w) o0 fo(w).

The random dynamical system generated by these composed maps, i.e. {f7:n > 0,w €
(9, B(2),v)} will be referred to as XT(R%, v).

Let us further define the important space QN x R? equipped with the product o-algebras
B(Q)N xB(R?). As already mentioned above () is a separable Banach space with the uniform
topology on compact sets. Hence we have

BN x BR?Y) = B(QN x RY),
Further let us denote by 7 the left shift operator on QN, namely
fa(tw) = fas1(w)
for all w = (fo(w), f1(w),...) € QN and n > 0. Finally let
F:ON xRY— ON x RY, (w, ) — (Tw, folw)z).

The system (QN x R4, F) will be a link between the analysis of random dynamical systems
and that of deterministic dynamical systems.
Now we will come to the notion of invariant measures of X+ (R, v).

Definition 2.1. A Borel probability measure u on R is called an invariant measure of
X (R v) if

[ s ) =
Q

From now let us assume that there exists an invariant measure p of X+ (R? v) and let us
denote the random dynamical system associated with u by X+ (R%, v, u). From ﬂE, Lemma
1.2.3] we have the following Lemma, which relates the notion of invariance defined above
with the invariance with respect to the skew product, i.e. the function F on QN x R?.



Lemma 2.2. Let 1 be a probability measure on R. Then u is an invariant measure
of XT(RL,v) (in the sense of Definition [21) if and only if vN x u is F-invariant, i.e.
(N xp)o F71 =N x p.

Proof. See |8, Lemma 1.2.3]. O

Let us denote the tangent space at some point y € R by Tde. Although this is quite
unusual for systems on R? we will stick to the notation from ﬂﬂ] So let us define the
following map, in differential geometry known as the exponential function, for y € R?

exp,, R'~T,R* - RY 1 exp, () ==z +v,

where = means that the two spaces are isometrically isomorphic and thus can be identified.
In the following we will use this often implicitely. Then we can define for (w,z) € QN x R4
and n > 0 the map

Floam: ng;de N ng“de; Fluoz)n = exp;:jlﬂz ofn(w)o XD fn s

which is the evolution centered around the trajectory of z, i.e. F, 4)»(0) =0 for all n > 0.
Throughout this article we will assume that the random dynamical system X+ (R<, v, i)
satisfies the following three integrability assumptions on v and u:

Assumption 1: Let v and p satisfy
log™ [ Dy fo(w)| € LN x p),

where | D, fo(w)| denotes the operator norm of the differential as a linear operator from T,R?
to Tty ()R and log™ (a) = max{log(a); 0}.

Assumption 2: Let v and p satisfy

log ( sup ’DEF(W’I)’OO e L'WY x p),
£€B,(0,1)

log sup ‘D2 —1 ‘ e LN x ),
(fGBI(O,l) Fla.e).0(0) " (w,2),0 ( )

where B, (0,7) denotes the open ball in T,R® around the origin with radius r > 0 and D? is
the second derivative operator.

Assumption 3: Let v and p satisfy
log ‘DOF(;L)’O’ = log }Dfo(w)mfo(w)_ll e LYW x p).

Assumption [l is necessary for the application of the multiplicative ergodic theorem (see
next section), whereas Assumption 3] is used in Lemma to achieve an estimate on the
derivative of the inverse. Assumption Blis used in Lemma P71 to get a uniform bound on
the Lipschitz-constant of the derivative and its inverse on some specific set Ty € QN x R<.
Let us remark that Assumption @l can be relaxed by taking not the unit ball in 7, R? into
consideration but some ball with positive radius.



2.2 Multiplicative Ergodic Theorem and Lyapunov Exponents

By Assumption [Il in the previous section the multiplicative ergodic theorem yields the ex-
istence of linear subspaces with corresponding Lyapunov exponents, which play an extraor-
dinary important role in the analysis of dynamical systems. The following theorem is
Theorem 1.3.2].

Theorem 2.3. For the given system XT(R® v, ) there exists a Borel set Ay C QN x R4
with VN x pu(Ag) =1, FAg C Ay such that:

9

i) For every (w,z) € Ao there exists a sequence of linear subspaces of T,R?
_ O 1) (r(z))
{0} =V Vil C©-- S Vi
and numbers (called Lyapunov exponents)
AV (@) < X (2) < ... < ATED ()

AD (x) may be —oc), which depend only on x, such that

1 .
lim —log|D,fl¢| = A (x)
0o n

n—+

for all € € V((Uf)m) \V(i_l) 1 <i<r(x), and in addition

(w,z) 7

1
lim —log | D, f2| = A"C) (x)

n—-+oco N

1 .
lim —1 Do f3)) = A :
im - og|det(D, f1)] i A (x)m; (x)

n—-+oo

where m;(x) = dim(V((Uj) )—dim(V(F%)), which depends only on x as well. Moreover,

_ ,x) (w,z
r(z), \D (x) and V(Ej)z) depend measurably on (w,z) € Ay and

r(fow)z) =r(@), A (fow)z) = AV (@),  Dufolw)V = Vitsu
for each (w,x) € Ag, 1 <i <r(x).
ii) For each (w,x) € Ao, we introduce
PV (x) < pP(2) <. < p!D(x) (2.1)

to denote XV (z), ..., XD (z), ..., AD(x), ... XD (z),. . ACE) (), AC@)(2) with
X9 (x) being repeated m;(x) times. Now, for (w,x) € Ao, if {€1,...,&4} is a basis of
TR which satisfies
1 .
lim —log|D,f&] = p®
Jim = log | Dy 6] = o (@)
for every 1 < i < d, then for every two non-empty disjoint subsets P,Q C {1,...,d}

we have

1
lim —logy(D.f Ep,D,flEg) =0,
n

n—-+oo

where Ep and Eg denote the subspaces of T, R spanned by the vectors {&Yiep and
{&}jeq respectively and (-, ) denotes the angle between the two associated subspaces.



For more details on the multiplicative ergodic theorem for random dynamical systems
and Lyapunov exponents see for example E] or ﬂﬁ], Section 1.3]. In the theorem the angle
between to linear subspaces FE and E’ of a tangent space T,R? for some 2 € R? is defined
by

Y(E,E') :==inf {cos™! ((¢, &) : £ € B, € F |¢| = |¢'| =1},

where (-,-) denotes the Euclidean scalar product on T, R.

2.3 Lyapunov Metric and Pesin Sets

In this section we will mainly follow the book of Liu and Qian ﬂﬂ, Chapter III]. In general
proofs are only given, if there is a need to change arguments due to the non-compactness of
R4 as the state space of the random dynamical system. Otherwise we will state the reference
for the proof.

Let us define for some interval [a,b],a < b < 0, of the real line the set

Aap = {(w,2) € Ag: X'(x) ¢ [a,b] for alli € 1,...,r(z)}.

Because of F'/Ag C A and the invariance of the Lyapunov exponents we have F'Aq, C Ag .
For (w,z) € Agp and n > 1 define the following linear subspaces

Ey(w,z) := U V((Uf?m), Hy(w, ) := Ey(w,z)*,
A (z)<a
En(wvx) = Dmf:}EO(wa 1")’ Hn(CU,SC) = DmeZHO(wa 1')

For n,l > 1 let us denote the iterated functions by
flw)=id,  fi(w) = farir(@) oo fu(w).

And for n,l > 1 we define the derivative of f}(w) at fiz by T).(w,x) := Dn, fl(w) and its
restriction to E,, (w,x) and H, (w,x) respectively by

S,ll(w, x) = T,ll(w,x)|En(w7I), U,ll(w,x) = T,ll(w, )| H,, (w,2)-

Let us now fix some k£ > 1 and 0 < & < min{1, (b — a)/(200d)} and let us assume that
the set

Ao i={(w,z) € Ayp : dim Ey(w,x) = k}
is non-empty. Then we have the following lemma from ﬂl_lL Lemma ITI.1.1].

Lemma 2.4. There exists a measurable function | : Agp i X N — (0,400) such that for
each (w,x) € Agp i and n,1 > 1 we have

i) [Sh(w, 2)€| < U(w,z,n)el* N E], for all € € En(w,x);
ii) |U}(w,z)n| > l(w,z,n)" e |n|, for all n € Hy(w,z);
7’“) ’Y(EnJrl(wa ZL'), HnJrl(wv'r)) > l(wv'rvn)_le_al;

w) lw,z,n+1) < l(w,z,n)e,



where (-, -) again denotes the angle between two linear subspaces.

Proof. See ﬂﬂ, Proof of Lemma ITI.1.1]. O
Let us fix a number I’ > 1 such that the set
Agybﬂkﬁg ={(w,z) € Aap : l(w,x,0) < '}

is non-empty. This family of sets, on which we have uniform bounds on the derivative by
Lemma 2.4 is often called Pesin sets. We even can show some continuity of the subspaces
Eo(w, ) and Ho(w, ) on these sets, which is [11, Lemma III.1.2].

Lemma 2.5. The linear subspaces Eg(w,x) and Ho(w,x) depend continuously on (w,x) €

Aa,b,k,e'

Proof. Although this is ﬂﬂ, Lemma IT1.1.2], we will say a few words concerning the topology
on ON. As mentioned in the beginning of this section the topology on € = Diff? (R?) will
be the one induced by uniform convergence on compact sets for all derivatives up to order
2 (see [d, Chapter 4]). Thus on QN we can use the usual topology of uniform convergence
on finitely many elements. The space of all k-dimensional subspaces of T,R% = R? will be
equipped with the Grasmannian metric, by which this space is compact.

Let (wn,2,) € Ag,b,k,s be a sequence converging to (w,z) € Ag,b,k,s' By compactness of
the Grassmanian there exists a subsequence of {(wp,xn)}n (denoted by the same symbols)
such that Eq(wp, z,) converges to some linear subspace E. Clearly E is a subspace of T, R%.
For each ¢ € F there is a sequence &, € Ey(wy,z,) such that |( —&,| — 0. Because for
n € N we have by Lemma [2.4] that

| T3 (W 20)6n | = |Sb(wn, 20)En| < Ve g, ] — Vet ||

we only need to show that the left hand side converges to ’Tl w, T C‘ Since {&, bnen U {C}
is a compact set in R? and the derivatives of each component of w,, converge uniformly on
compact sets we get for all ( € F

| T (w, w)¢| < Vet |¢]
Then Lemma 2] implies that actually ¢ € E(w, x), which completes the proof. O

For (w,z) € Afz/,b,k,a and n € N Lemma 2.4 also allows us to define an inner product
(s >(w z),n O ngde such that

“+o0

(606 iy = D € 2N S (w0, 2)¢, S (w, )¢ ), for €,¢' € Ep(w, )

=0

1) 22“5”( L) 0 [V w,@)] T ), for ' € Ha(w, ).

and Ey(w,z) and Hy(w, z) are orthogonal with respect to (, ) . Thus we can define

w,x),n
the norms
1€ oy = [ iy for € € En(w,);
%
I R T for n € Hy (w, 2);

1<l wyn = 1985 {18 ooy s 1l iy} FO0 € = €+ € B, 2) © Hofw, @),



The sequence of norms {||-|, ,) , }nen is usually called Lyapunov metric at the point
(w, z). By the definition of the inner product and by Lemma 2.5 the inner product ( , )

depends continuously on (w,x) € Ag,b7k75. Now we can state [11, Lemma IIL.1.3)].

(w,z),n

Lemma 2.6. Let (w,x) € Ag,b,k,s- Then the Lyapunov metric at (w,x) satisfies for each
neN

i) [|Sn(w, @)l oy mir < €T Nl zy e Sor & € En(w,);
i) | U@, 00| oy s 2 €2 Moy Jor m € Hulw,2);
ii6) 3161 < 1l ayn < A*™ || Jor ¢ € TypaR?, where A = 4(1)*(1 - e7%) 2.

To the end of this section we will prove the following important lemma, which is basically
ﬂﬂ, Lemma ITI.1.4]. The proof is similar to the one of |11, Lemma III.1.4] but has to be
adapted to the situation of a non-compact state space, here Assumption 2l plays an important
role. We will use Lip(+) to denote the Lipschitz constant of a function with respect to the
norm |-| if not mentioned otherwise.

Lemma 2.7. There exists a Borel set Ty C QN x R?® and a measurable function r : To —
(0,00) such that v™N x u(Tg) =1, FTy C Ty and for all (w,z) € T'g

i) the map
Flo.a)0 7= expy ), ofo(w) o exp, : ToRY 5 By (0,1) = Ty R,
where B,(0,1) denotes the unit ball in T,R® around 0, satisfies

Lip(D‘F(w,m),O) < T(UJ,.T),

(w,x);

IN
-

. —1
Llp(DF(w,m),o(')F(w,x),O)

ii) r(F"(w,x)) = r(7"w, flo) < r(w,z)e ™.

Proof. Let us define the function 7/ : QN x R? by

r(w,x) :=max sup |D?F., . o0l; sup ’DQ F1 ‘ ,
( &BE(OJJ eFlwarols smp PF0 0@ F w0

where D? is the second derivative operator. Then by Assumption B we have log(r’) €
LY (VN x ). According to Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem there exists a measurable set Ty C
ON x R4 with vN x u(Ty) = 1 and FT'g C I'g such that for all (w,z) € T’y we have

lim 1 log (7' (F™(w,z))) = 0.

n—o00 M

Thus it follows that

r(w,z) = sup {r'"(F"(w,x))e "}

is finite at each point (w,z) € Ty and r satisfies the requirements of the lemma by the mean
value theorem. O



2.4 Local Stable Manifolds

Now chose a number r’ > 1 such that the Borel set
abke = {(w,x) € Afz,b,k,s NTo:r(w,x) < r'}

is non-empty. For ease of notation we will abbreviate A’ := Afl/’bT /k . for fixed parameters. Let

us introduce the notion of local stable manifolds as in [11,, Section 1IL.3]. By Emb(B*, R9)
we will denote the set of continuously differentiable embeddings from the open unit ball in
RF¥ ie. BF :== {¢ € R* : [¢| < 1} into R%. The set of embeddings is equipped with the
unifrom convergence on compact sets for all derivatives up to order one.

Definition 2.8. Let X be a metric space and let {D,},ex be a collection of subsets of RY.
We call {D,}rex a continuous family of C' embedded k-dimensional discs in R® if there

is a finite open cover {U;}i=1.. .1 of X such that for each U; there exists a continuous map
0; : Uy — Emb' (B* R?) such that 0;(x)B* = D,, = € U;.

Let us now state the main theorem on the existence of local stable manifolds ﬂﬁ], Theorem
I11.3.1].

Theorem 2.9. For each n € N there exists a continuous familiy of C' embedded k-dimen-
sional discs {Wp(w, )} z)er RY and there exist numbers oy, B and v, which depend
only on a,b,k,e,l' and 1" such that the following hold true for every (w,x) € A’:

i) There exists a C* map
Rzt On(w, x) = Hy(w, x),

where O, (w, x) is an open subset of B, (w, x) which contains {§ € E,(w, ) : |£] < an},
such that

(a) h(w,m),n(o) = 0;
(b) Llp(h(w,z),n) < ﬂnlep(Dh(w,z),n) < ﬂn;

(c) Wy(w,x) = expsn, graph(hy 2),n) and Wy (w,x) is tangent to E,(w,x) at the
point fla;

it) fr(w)Wn(w,z) C Wyt (w, z)

iii) d*(fL(w)y, fL(w)z) < 7,el@T1G5 (y, 2) fory,z € W, (w,z), | € N, where d*(-,-) is the
distance along W, (w, ) for m € N;

. _ 2
W) Q1 = e %, Buy1 = Bre’™ and Yn1 = yne*.

Proof. For the proof see ﬂﬂ, Theorem II1.3.1]. But let us emphasize that the following
estimates are essential for the proof and that they are satisfied in our situation. Put

g0 = @I T2 oo =4 A% g =y e (2.2)

Then one can easily check by using the results from Section that for [ > 0 the map

Flom = exp;ul)ilm ofi(w) o exXpyi, {f € TffﬂCRd : H§H(w,m),l < Toefggl} — Tfj,+1sz



satisfies
Lip).|(D.Flu.0)1) < coe®  and  Lip|(Fww): — DoFlways) <co,  (2.3)

where Lip| denotes the Lipschitz-constant with respect to |||, ,); and [|-[[, . Fur-

thermore if we define for n,l >0

J+1

Fg(wa :E) =1id, Frll(w,x) = F(w,:c),nJrlfl ©---0 F(w,z),n

then for (£o,m0) € expy ! (Wo(w,z)) with (€0, 10)ll(w,2),0 < 70 We get for every n > 0 the
estimate

| Eg @, 2)(€0,10) | oy < 1103 10) .0 €70 (2.4)

O

2.5 Global Stable Manifolds

Let us now show the existence of global stable manifolds. Denote
Ao := AgN T, Napg = Aapr N Ao,

where Ay comes from Theorem 23 and T’y from LemmaZ7 Let {I,}men and {7}, }men be
a monotone sequence of positive numbers such that I/, * 400 and 7}, 7 +00 as m — +o0.
Then we have for all m € N

lin”";n llm+1v7"£n+1
Ay CA
and
“+o0
~ ! T/
J— m?* m
Aapr = U Ay K
m=1

If we denote
{[an, bn]}nen :={[a,b] : a < b <0, a and b are rational}

let us define

1 1
= — mi 1 —
En 5 mln{ * [200d) (bn, an)} ,

then we have
A~ +OO d +(XJ ’ ’ A .
Ao={U Uu Ai’::Z:;k,gn}u{w,x) €Ro:A0(@)20,1<i<r(@)}.
n=1k=1m=1

Now we can state the following theorem, which is ﬂﬂ, Theorem II1.3.2] on the existence of
global stable manifolds.

10



Theorem 2.10. Let (w,z) € /A\O\{(w x) € Ao : ( )>0,1<i<r(x )} and let /\(1)(x) <

< AP)(x) be the strictly negative Lyapunov exponents at (w,z). Define W' (w,x) C
- CWoP(w,x) by

WS’i(W,SC) = {y e R? : limsup — log(|f x— fry)) <A Z)( )}

n—roo

for 1 <i <p. Then W% (w,x) is the image of V(fj)z) under an injective immersion of class

CY' and is tangent to V((Uj)w) at x. In addition, if y € W% (w,x) then

lim sup — 1ogds(f"ac Iy < A9 (z)

n— o0
where d*( , ) denotes the distance along the submanifold fnW(w,z).
Proof. See [11, Theorem II1.3.2]. O
Definition 2.11. For (w,z) € QN x R? the global stable manifold W*(w,x) is defined by

W (w, z) = {y e R?: limsup — 10g(|f"z — fly)) < 0}

n—oo

Let A’ = Afl/’g,k _ be as considered for Theorem 20 For (w,z) € A" let AV (z) < -+ <
A (z) be the Lyapunov exponents smaller than a. Then one can see that

W (w,z) = {y e R?: limsup — 1og(|f”ac — foyl) < } .

n— o0

Thus if (w, ) € AO\{(w )€ hg: ND(2)>0,1<i<r(z )} and AW (z) < --- < \P)(z) are

the strictly negative Lyapunov exponents at (w,z) then we get
W (w,x) = WP (w, )

and hence W#(w, x) is the image of V(Sf)z) under an injective immersion of class C1'! and is

tangent to V((f,)x) at x.

2.6 Another Estimate on the Derivative

Before coming to the main theorem of this article we finally need to bound the derivative of
the inverse of the function F{,, ), at 0.

Lemma 2.12. There exists a set I'y C QN x R, with FT'y C Ty and vN x pu(T'y) = 1 such
that for every 6 € (0,1), there exists a positive measurable function Cs defined on T'y such
that for every (w,x) € T'y and n > 0 one has

(w, z)e™.

’DO ().
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Proof. By Assumption Bl we have log‘Do (o, w) 0‘ e LY u1) and hence we get by

Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem the existence of a measurable set I'y € QN x R?, which sat-
isfies FT'; € Ty and v™N x p(I'y) = 1 such that for all (w,z) € I'y

1og‘D0 (wz) log’Do Fn(wz)O’%O.

Thus for all § € (0,1) we find a measurable function Cs such that for all n > 0 and
(w,z) € ON x R4

(w, z)e™.

‘DO ().

Let us fix some C’ > 1 such that the set
AL = {(w,z) € ALY ATy : Cawz) < c’}

is non-empty.

3 The Absolute Continuity Theorem

Let us abbreviate in the following

e’
A= Aabks’

where all parameters are chosen in such a way that A is non-empty. These parameters will
be fixed from now on. Let us choose a sequence of approximating compact sets {A'}; with
Al c A and A' ¢ A" such that N x g (A\A') — 0 for I — oo and let us fix arbitrarily
such a set Al. For (w,z) € A and r > 0 define

Uns (27) = exp, ({C € TR el a0 < 7}
and if (w,z) € Al let
Var((w,x),r) == {(w’,z/) e Al d(w, ) <r 2’ €Un,, (z,r)} ,

where the distance d in QN is as before the one induced by uniform convergence on com-
pact sets for all derivatives up to order 2. Let us denote the collection of local stable
manifolds {Wo(w, )}y s)ear Which was constructed in Theorem in the following by
{Wioe(w, )} (w,z)eat- Since by Theorem this is a continuous family of C! embedded
k-dimensional discs and Al is compact there exists uniformly on A! a number §A: > 0 such
that for any 0 < ¢ < dar and (W', 2") € Vai((w, x), q/2) the local stable manifold Wi, (w’, 2)
can be represented in local coordinates with respect to (w, ), i.e. there exists a C' map

¢+ {€ € Bo(@,0) ¢l uay0 < 4} = Ho(w, )
with

exp; ! (Wioe(w', ') 0 U (,0) ) = graph(@).
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By choosing da: even smaller we can ensure, that for 0 < g < da:

1
5P { 1 Dedl 0.0+ € € Bolw @), €0 < 4 < 3-

For (w,z) € Al and 0 < ¢ < §a1 we denote by Al = {:c cRe: (w,z) € Al} and
by Fay(x,q) the collection of local stable submanifolds Wiec(w,y) passing through y €
AL N U (x,q/2). Set

Al (z,q) = U Wioe(w,y) NUa o (2,q) .
yEALﬂfJA,w(z,q/Q)

Now let us introduce the notion of transversal manifolds to the collection of local stable
manifolds.

Definition 3.1. A submanifold W of R? is called transversal to the family Far (x,q) if the
following hold true

i) W C UA,W (7,q) and exp, ' W is the graph of a C* map
b {n € Holw,2) : 0l a0 <} = Folw, )

i) W intersects any Wioe(w,y), y € AL N UA,w (z,q/2), at exactly one point and this
intersection is transversal, i.e. T,W @ T, Wioe(w,y) = R where 2 = W N Wige(w, y).

For a submanifold W of R? transversal to F, AL (x,q) let
W == sup [[¥ () (02,0 T 5UP 1 D0l oy 2.0
7 7

where the supremum is taken over {n € Ho(w,z) : [l o < ¢} and 1 is the map
representing W as in the previous definition.

Now fix some 0 < ¢ < da: and consider two submanifolds W' and W? transversal
to Far, (7,q). By the choice of da: each local stable manifold passing through y € Al N
U Aw (2,q/2) can be represented via some function ¢, whose norm of the derivative with
respect to the Lyapunov metric is bounded by 1/3. Thus the following map, which is
usually called Poincaré map or holonomy map, is well defined. Let

Py : WD Al (z,q) = W2n AL (z,q)
be defined by
Py we iz = whtn Wioe(w,y) — w?n Wioe(w, y),

for each y € AL MU, (x,/2). Since the collection of local stable manifolds is by Theorem
a continuous family of C* embedded k-dimensional discs Pyy1 yy2 is a homeomorphism.
To define, what is meant by absolute continuity of F, AL (x,q), we will denote the Lebesgue
measures on W? by Ay for i = 1,2.

Definition 3.2. The family Fa: (x,q) is said to be absolutely continuous if there exists
a number exr (x,q) > 0 such that for any two submanifolds W' and W? transversal to
Far (z,q) and satisfying HWZH <ear(7,q), i = 1,2, the Poincaré map Py w2 constructed
as above is absolutely continuous with respect to Ay1 and Ayy2, i.e. Ay = Ayz 0 Pyt pya.
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Let us formulate the main theorem of this article, which is basically taken from ﬂﬂ] As
usual let us denote the Lebesgue measure on R? by .

Theorem 3.3. Let Al be given as above.

i) There exist numbers 0 < qair < 6a1/2 and enr > 0 such that for every (w,x) € Al
and 0 < q < qa1 the family Fai (w,q) is absolutely continuous with ex1 (v,q) = ea
uniformly on Al

i1) For every C' € (0,1) there exist numbers 0 < gai(C") < 0a1/2 and ext(C") > 0 such
that for each (w,z) € Al with A\(Al)) > 0 and x is a density point of Al, with respect
to A\, and each two submanifolds W' and W? transversal to Far (z,qar (C")) satisfying
||WZ|| <eat(C'), i =1,2, the Poincaré map Py w2 is absolutely continuous and the
Jacobian J(Py1 we) satisfies the inequality

| T (P w2)(y) — 1] < C7

for Ay -almost all y € W N Al (z, g (C")).

4 Preparations for the Proof of the Absolute Continuity
Theorem

Before presenting the formal proof of the absolute continuity theorem we will shortly outline
the approach, which is based on the idea of Anosov and Sinai ﬂ] and follows the proof of
ﬁ] for deterministic dynamical systems on a compact manifold.

The basic idea is that for fixed (w, z) € Al and some proper ga: and sufficiently large n we
apply the mapping fI to the subsets Afu (r,qa)NW? i = 1,2, of the transversal manifolds.
Because of the contraction in the stable directions, which is stronger than the one in other

directions, the set f (Afu (z,qa1) N Wl) lies within an exponentially small distance of the

set fI (Aﬁd(z, qar) N WQ). By this we are able compare the Lebesgue measures of these sets

and show that their ratio is close to 1 (this is basically Proposition [f17). Finally comparing
the Lebesgue volume of the pullbacks of these sets under the mapping (™)~ (see Lemma
ET3) we obtain the desired result. The main problem here is that although W?, i = 1,2 is
the graph of a C'! function, this is in general not true for f7(W?) for n > 0. Thus in the
following sections we will construct a proper covering of f7(W?), i = 1,2, which will provide
a local representation by functions that itself and their derivative can be controlled.

4.1 Preliminaries

Fix once and for all (w,z) € Al and let n € N. Then we define the following balls in the
stable respectively unstable tangent spaces with respect to the usual Euclidean norm and
the Lyapunov norm. For both objects we will use the same symbols, but a ~ above the
symbole indicates in the Lyapunov case. For r > 0, z € Al and n > 0 let

B:, (Er) = {£ € Bulw,2): [E—¢] <},

B, (7,r) == {n € Hn(w,2) : [ —n| <},

B2, () = {€ € Bulw,2) s I8 = €]l iy <7
B, (7,7) =

o) i= {0 € Huw,2) £ 17 = nll ooy <7}
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where € € E,(w,2), 7 € H,(w, 2), and

B.n(C,r) = B, (5, 7“) x BY,, (,7),
Bz,n (E’ T) = B;,n (57 T) X Bg,n (ﬁvr) )

where ¢ = £ +7. If we consider the ball around the origin in ngsz, we will omit to specify
the center of the ball, e.g. we will abbreviate B? ,, (r) := B:,, (0,7). Let us emphasize that
we have fixed (w,z) in the beginning and thus in the following we will often omit to specify
the dependence on (w, ) or w explicitely.

Let us consider z € AL, NUa , (,01/2) and choose y € Wige(w, 2) NUa 4, (2,041/2) on
the local stable manifold. Then we will denote its representation in T,R? by

(§o,m0) := eXPZI(y) € expgl(WZOC(W, z)) N Bz,o (0a1/2)

with & € Ep(w, z) and ng € Hp(w, z) and
(Ens 1) o= (w0, 2)(€0,0) = exBTL (/)

where &, € E,(w, z) and 1, € H,(w, z). In the future, when we have fixed the points z and
y and thus the point (€0, 70) € exp; ' (Wioe(w, 2)) N B..o (9a1/2), we will use the notation &,
and 7),, exclusively in the sense defined above, without additional explanation.

The following proposition will allow us to compare Lyapunov norms at different points.

l

L every 21,22 € RY and any n > 0 we have

Proposition 4.1. For every z,2' € A

ooz (1220) = exozl (222

S 2A625n

-1 -1
ezt (152 — gl (122,
@ @ (w,2").n
where A was defined in Lemma 2.0l
Proof. Fixn >0, 2,2 € Al and 2,22 € R%. For ( € Tgno R? we have since the exponential
map is a simple translation on R¢

‘DC (eXp;:}lz o eprSZ,)‘ =1.

Denote by L the line in ngZ/Rd connecting the points exp;nlz, (fnz') and eXpJ?nl,Z, (fnz2).
By the mean value theorem and Lemma 2.6 we get

Jexezi (722 = ezl (5220 < A

(w,2),n

exp]?ﬁlz (fﬁzl) — exp]?ﬁlz (f:}zQ)‘

— Ae2£n

(exp;:}lz o eprSZ,) o exp;gl,z, (fﬁzl) — (expj?gl,z o expmz/) o eXp;Slz, (fﬁzQ) ‘

< Ae®" sup | D¢ (exp;:}z oexpmz/)’ exp]éz/ (fﬁzl) — exp]?:}lz, (f:}z2)’

CeL

S 2A625n

expy (135) - eyl (£227)

(w,2"),n
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4.2 Local Representation of Iterated Transversal Manifolds

From the main theorem of this section, Theorem 2] we will deduce that the iterated
transversal manifolds can be locally represented as the graph of some functions, which
satisfy some invariance property and certain growth estimates.

Let us fix some C' € (0,1) and define the constant qg) by

) . s ro . by 9e atioe E b=9ds _ ,a+2e) . 5
qe mm{QA,%O (e e ),400 (e et oar g,

where rg and ¢y are defined in the proof of Theorem and A in Lemma Further let
0 < ¢ < g% and choose z € AL, NUa o, (x,q/2) and y € Wipe(w, 2) N Uaw (2,¢/2).

From the proof of Theorem (see @A), it follows since (£o,m0) € exp; t (Wipe(w, 2))
and [|(€0,70)ll o, 2y,0 < 70 that

Then we have the following theorem, the main theorem of this section, which is basically
7, Lemma I1.6.1].

(at6am |

(§n7nn>|‘(w7z)7n = HF(?(W,Z)(foﬂ]O)”(w,z),n <e 50,770)||(w,z),o~

Theorem 4.2. Let z € AL, 0 < ¢ < ¢f and 0 < dy < q/4, (§0,m0) € expz ! (Wipe(w, 2))
with || (€0, 10) || (w,2),0 < 4/4 and define &, := Soel @M - Purther let ¥, )0 : BYg (0, 00) —
Ey(w, z) be a mapping of class C* such that ¥, »)0(m0) = & and

q
_max 1/} w,z ,0(77) S n (41)
WGB;,g(ﬁOﬁO) H ( ) H(w,z),O 4
_max Dythw.2)0 <C. (4.2)
nEB o (no-do) || n¥(w,z) ||(w,z),0
Then there exists a unique sequence {2 n}n>1 0f mappings of class C! with
1/)(w,Z),n : Bg,n (nna 5;) - En(wa Z)a
such that for every n > 0 one has
w(w,z),n(nn) = fn, (43)
graph(w(w,z),nﬁ-l) c F(w,z),n(graph(w(w,z),n))v (44>
and
1 a n
_max Hw(w,z),n(n)H(w 2)n S (Z + C) qe( +7¢) (45)
UGBZn(nm%) e
max Dyt o) n < Ce~Tden, 4.6
neégwn(nn,ég) H n ( ) )7 H(w,z),’n, ( )

Proof. Although this is basically ﬂﬂ, Lemma I1.6.1] we will state the proof here for several
reasons. In contrast to ﬂﬂ] we need to achieve a rate of convergence that involves the
dimension d in (@8] and this proof here includes the results from the proof of Theorem
of [11] for the random case.

We will prove this theorem by induction. So let us show that for any n > 0 (@3] allows
to define the mapping vy, .y n41 satisfying the properties (£4), (&3) and (EG) for n + 1.
The base of induction, for n = 0, follows directly from (LI and (Z2).
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Let us assume the statement is true for some n > 0. Then the map F{, ., can be
represented in coordinate form on E, (w, z) ® H,(w, z) by

F(w,z),n(ga 77) = (A(w,z),ng + a(w,z),n(ga 77)7 B(w,z),nn + b(w,z),n(§5 77)) )
where € € E,(w,2), n € Hy(w, 2),

A(w,z),n = DOF‘(w,z)7
B(w,z),n = DOF(w,z

n‘E’ﬂ(w7z),

)»n’Hn(w,z)’

and @y 2),5n, D(w,2),n are C' mappings with a(, .),(0,0) = 0, by, .) »(0,0) = 0 and their

derivatives satisfy D(9,0)@(w,2),n = 0 and D 0)b(,z),n = 0. By Lemma 2.6] we have
HA(w,z),nfn(wyz)ynJrl < ot ||§||(w7z)7n for any £ € E,(w, 2)
HB(W»Z)»nT’H(w,z)mH > b2 ||77||(w,z),n for any n € Hy(w, 2). (4.7)

Let t(w,2)n = (a(w,z),n,b(w7z)7n). The following proposition gives an estimate on t(, ;) n
assuming the induction hypothesis (see [4, Proposition IL6.3]).

u
zZmn

Proposition 4.3. For every n',n* € BY,, (nn,0.,) we have

Ht(w,z),n (1/}(w,z),n(771)ﬂ 771) - t(w,z),n (w(w,z),n(UQ)ﬂ 772) H(w,z),n+1

< 2gegelatidem Hnl _ 772H(w,z)m’

where cq is defined in the proof of Theorem [2.9.

Proof. This is basically the proof of ﬂﬂ, Proposition 11.6.3].
By the mean value theorem we have

||t(w,z),n (1/}(w,z),n(771)7 771) - t(w,z),n(w(w,z),n (772)7 772) || (w,2),n+1

<900 D6t s 5 {00 0) Oy =}

where I denotes the line in Ty»R? that connects (), (1), ") and (¥, 2. (7%),n?). For

¢ € I we have by induction hypothesis and ¢ < qg)

HCH(w,z),n < maX{}’¢(W72)»n(ni)||(w,z),n ; Han(w,z),n}

i=1,2

1
< (Z + C) ge T -l 2y, + O

1
< <Z 4 C’> qe(a-i-?e)n + elat6en Il (€0, 770)||(w,z),0 + 5oe(a+116)n
< Qqe(a—i-lla)n < T06—3E77,. (48)

Because of D¢t (y,2).n = D¢ Flo,z),n — DoFlw,z),n We can apply ([Z3) and thus we get for ¢ € 1
by E.8)

HDCt(W»Z)vnH(w,z)ynanJrl S 6063671 HC”(UJ,Z),W S 2q006(0+14€)".
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And by assumption ([£I) and the mean value theorem we have

mae {0210 00") = V00 oy 11 = 7y
< max{Ce™ ™" 1} ' =[], ., =" =Pl 2y
which finally yields the assertion. O
By Proposition 3 and @) the mapping By, : BY,, (0, 6},) = Hyi1(w, z) defined by

ﬂn (77) = B(w,z),nn + b(w,z),n(w(w,z),n(n)a 77)

u (1)

satisfies for nt,n? € Bz,n (1, 0y,) since ¢ < g
Hﬁ”(nl) - ﬁn(n2)H(w,z),n+l
= ||B(sz)vn(n1 - n2)H(w,z),n+1
- Hb(w,z),n(Q/J(W,z),n(nl), 771) - b(w,z),n(w(w,z),n(UQ)a 772)H(w,z),n+1
> (02 _ 2qcoe(a+14a)n) ||771 _ 772H(w o

> ea+12€ Hnl - 772”(0.1,2),71 : (49)

Thus f3,, is an C* injective immersion and its image contains the ball of radius e**12¢§/ >
e? iy = 6! | around (using (@3) for n)

ﬂn(nn) = B(w,z),nnn + b(w,z),n(w(w,z),n(nn)a7771) = B(w,z),nnn + b(w,z),n(gnann) = Nn+1-

In particular 3,1 is well defined and C! on B;"nﬂ (Mn+1,0,,,1). This allows us to express
Q/J(w,z),nqu as

w(w,z),nJrl = TEnt1(w,2) © F(w,z),n © (w(w,z),n X 1dHn(w,z)) © 67:1’

where 7p, | (v,-) denotes the orthogonal projection of T'y» R? to E,41(w, ) with respect to
(*y ) (w,2),n and idg, (. ») the identity map in H,(w, z). Then we immediately get

{(w(w,z),nﬂ(??), n) i€ BY, . (T, 5§1+1)}
C Flopn ({Gwrm(m)n) s € BE, (1,81} )

which is (&4) and ¥y ) n41(Mnt1) = Eny1, which is @3). In the next step we need to
achieve the estimate in (L) for n + 1. Our aim is to estimate (for ease of notation we will
abbreviate [|-[|(, .y, by [, and ¢ w,z).n by ¥n)

[Ynr1(n+7)— "/’n+1(77)||n+1
(Eal

)

n+1

for n,n+71 € BZHH (Mnt1,0041). Let 7 := B, (n) and 77+ 7 := B, (n + 7). Because of
[E3) we have 7,7+ 7 € BY,, (1,9;,). By definition of 3,, we have

T =B+ 7) = Bn(]) = BnT + bn(Vn (7] + 7)1 + T) — b (¥ (1), 7).
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Since Fiy 2yn(Vn (1), 1) = (Ynr1(n),n) and F, ) n(Wn(f+7), 0 +7) = (Yni1(n+7),m+7)
we get
¢n+1(77) = Anwn(ﬁ) +an (wn (ﬁ) )
1/}n+1(77+7_):An¢n(ﬁ+7~_)+an("/}n( )aﬁ+7~_)'

By choice of ¢ < g5’ we have that 2gco < e?~2¢. Thus applying Proposition and (£71)
we get

H¢n+1(77 + T) - ¢n+1(77)||n+1

il

n+1
_ A @@+ 7) = D () + an(n (G +7), 7+ 7) = an(@n (D), Dllnga

’/]7
| Bn T+b (Vn (4 T), 1+ T) = bn(Pn (), ~)||n-|-1
eote H"/’n(n"'T) ( )H +||an(wn( + ) n+7 )_an("/]n(ﬁ)aﬁ)HnJrl

- ”B %Hn-i-l Hb (¢n(n+7) 77+7~—> bn (wn( ) 7~7>Hn+1

pat2e IIwn(n+”TT)” P (D], + 2gcgelatiden
eb—2e _ Qche(a+14e)n

<

Since ||7||,,,; — 0 implies by continuity of 3, that 7|/, — 0 so by the induction hypothesis
we get

lYns1(n+7) — "/’n+1(77)||n+1

) sup lim sup i
n€B (ng1,00 1) 17l =0 ntl
ea+2ece—7den + 2q00€(a+146)n
eb—2e _ 2qCO€(a+14a)n
< g~ Tden et 0 + 2qcoe(a+21d€)n
- eb—2e _ Qche(a+14a)n
<e —7den © a+2€C + 2qCO )
- eb—2e _ 2(]00
Since ¢ < qg) we have
: [Vns1(n+7) = Yora1(n)|l +1
_ Mmax |‘Dn1/’n+1|‘n+1 < sup lim sup i n
nEB i1 (187,41 n€BY 1y (g1, ) 1Tl =0 Tlln+1

< C€_7d8(n+1).
The last step is to verify (L) for n + 1. Observe that for n € Bzuﬁnﬂ (Mnt1: 014 1)

||’l/)n+1(77>”n+1 = H7/1n+1(77n+1)||n+1 + [ ¥nt1(n) — 7/1n+1(77n+1)||n+1

<NEntts )l + sup 1Dy tons1llyypq Imsa =l
WGB;,n+1(’7"+lv5;,+1)

e(a+6€)(n+1) ||(§O, nO)HO + 5;1+1C€77dsn

%e(a-i-fie)(n—i-l) + %Ce(aﬁ-lle)(nﬁ-l)e—?dan

(1 + C) a+7€)(n+1)
4

which proves ([@3]) for n + 1 by taking the supremum over all 7 € BZHH (Mns1,0)4). O

IN

IN

IN
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Since Ey(w, z) and Hy(w, z) depend continuously on (w, z) we can choose an orthonormal
basis {¢i(w,2) : i = 1,...,d} of T.R? with respect to (-, ) (w,2),0 Such that {¢;(w,z) : 1 =
1,...,k} is a basis of Fy(w,2) and which also depends continuously on (w,z) € Al. Let us
define for each (w,z) € Al the linear map

Alw,2) : R = TR, A(w, 2)e; = (i(w, ),

where e; denotes the 7" unit vector in R%. Since (;(w, z) depends continuously on (w, z) the
same is true for A(w, z). Then for (w, z), (W, ') € Al let us denote the map

T, 2) (w2 R? — R4, T2y (w2 = AW, z/)fl o expz_,1 oexp, oA(w, z).

The function I, ) (w,.7) describes the change of basis from T.R% to T..R? equipped with
the orthonormal basis with respect to the Lyapunov metric. Then we have the following
lemma, which is ﬂ, Proposition 7.1].

Lemma 4.4. There exists a continuous nondecreasing function R : [0,00) — R with R(0) =
0, R(q) > 0 for ¢ > 0 such that for any (w,z) € Al and (W',2") € Vai((w,2),q) and for
every v € R with |v] <1 we have

| Dol(w,2), 2 — 1] < R(q).
Proof. Since A(w, z) is linear and depends continuously on (w, z) the function

((wa Z)a (w/v Z/),’U) — DvI(w,z),(w’,z’)

is continuous and hence uniformly continuous on the compact set Al x Al x{v € R% : |v| < 1}.
Thus let us define

R(q) := sup sup sup |Dvl(w,z),(w/7z,) = Dyslig.2), 0,2
(w,2),(@0,2)eAl (w’,z’)GVAL((w,z),q) v,0eR?
(@",2)eV, i ((@,2),q) [vISL,|v—0|<q

Clearly 0 < R(q) < +oo for ¢ > 0 and if one chooses (v, 2') = (©,2) = (&',Z') and v = ¥
then this is exactly the desired. |

Now let 0 < ¢® < dar be such that 0 < R(¢®) < % and let W be a transversal
submanifold of Ua, (x,¢®) with |[W]| < 1/2. Then by choice of da: for all («',2') €
Var((w,z),¢®/2) the local stable manifold Wo.(w', ') N Ua (z,¢®) is the graph of a
function ¢ (see Section[3)) with

(4.10)

Wl

sup{||D£¢H(w7I)7O : € € Eo(w,0), €]l .ay.0 < qm} <
Because of {@I0) and ||W]| < 1/2 the submanifold WNUa . (2',¢®) can be represented by
a C! function (. ), i.e. there exists an open subset O(, . of Ho(w’,2") and a function

V(' 2ty : O zry — Fo(w',2") whose graph represents W, i.e.

wn UA,UJ’ (‘T/a q(Z)) = €XPyr ({(w(w’,x’)(n)a 77) RS O(w’,z’)}) .

Then we have the following proposition ﬁ, Corollary I1.7.1].
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Proposition 4.5. For every z € Al N UA,W (z,q®) we have

sup | Dy, [l 1.0 < 2UWI+ R(¢™)).
N€0 @, =)

Proof. Let us define

Q/S(w,z) = A(wa z)_l © w(w,z) © A(wa Z)|span(ek+1 ..... eq)r

where it makes sense. Then one can easily check that with
I(va)v(wvz) = (I(Sw,x),(w,z)’Iglw,x),(w,z)) : Rk X Rd_k — Rk X Rd_k

we have for those v € R* where it makes sense

1/}(0-’12) °© Isz,m),(w,z) (1/}(’0)7 ’U) = I(Sw,m),(w,z)(w(v)ﬂ ’U)
with

U i=A(w,z) ' otp o A(w, z)

|Span(ek+17~--,€d)7

where ¢ : Hy(w,2) = Fo(w,x) is the function that represents the transversal manifold W
by definition. Now the proof of ﬂﬂ, Proposition 11.7.2] combined with Lemma [£4] and the
fact that R(¢®) < 1/5 and |[W]| < 1/2 yields

swp Dot < 2IW] + R(g®)).

UEA(w,z)—l(O(w’z))
Since A(w, ») is an orthogonal map from (R, ) to (TR, || .. o) we immediately get
Sup | Dyt [ 29,0 < 20V + R(6™))-

ne (w,z)

Now choose constants qg) and e¢ such that

1
0<Ec<

(
0<q(3)<m1n{ g : (2)}

C

2

Ec + R( (3))

and consider a transversal manifold W of Ua, (z,¢%’) with |[W| < ec. Choose a point
ze Aln UAM (x qc)/2) be such that Wi, (w,z)NW N Un w (z q(cf)) # (). This intersection
consists by transversality of exactly one point, which we will denote by y. As usual denote
(€0,m0) = exp; *(y). Let YP(w,z) and Oy, .y be as constructed before. Then we define

3
go(z, W) := sup {50 10y < q4 B 0(10,00) € Oy,2) N Bz 0 (q(cs))

and exp, (Bz,o ((50,770),50)) CUnw (2.q) } (4.11)

21



Lemma (4] guarantees that the first inclusion holds for positive dg, whereas since W is a
submanifold of UAM (:c, qg)) and because of ([@I0) this is also true for the second inclusion.
Thus g (z, W) > 0 and one can even see that for fixed W both remarks hold uniformly in
z e Al n UA,W (x, qg)/Q). By definition of ¢, .y we clearly have 9, .)(m0) = & and for
0 < dp < go(z, W) we get by Proposition 1]

160, 10)lw,2),0 = [lexpZ " () — expZ* (2)]] , ) o < 24 [lexpz () — exp (D) | 4y 1y 0
1
<24 (HeXpI_I(y)H(w,x),O + HeXpl_l(Z)H(w,x),O) < 4Aq8) < qu)
and similarly since exp, (¢ (,,,2)(1)) € UA,W (m, qg)) for each n € E:‘;O (10, 00)
~SU.p Hw(w,z) (U)H(w,z),o < -Sup Hw(w,z)(v) B eszl(Z)H(w,z),O
vEBY (n0,00) vEBY (10,00)

<24 swp [lexpr epa(Wion ) — p: (]| o
vEBY ((10,00) o

1
< 44qg < 7a¢’

Finally from Proposition 5 and choice of ¢ we get

~Sup HDn’l/)(w,z)||(w7z)70 < 2(||W|| + R(qg))) < 2(€C + R(QS))) <C.
neBY ;(n0,60)
Thus for ¢ = ¢, 0 < o < go(z, W) and 1o := w(‘*’vzﬂéﬁg(noﬁo) the assumptions of Theorem
are fullfilled and we obtain for each n > 0 mappings

"/)(w,z),n : Bzu,n (77n, 541) - Hn(wﬂ Z);

which satisfy

w(w,z)ﬂz(nn) = é-na
graph(w(w’z)’n+1) - F(W»Z),n(graph("/}((—u,z)m))v
and the estimates
1
max w,z),n < |-+ C) e(a+7s)n,
nEBY (1n,01,) Hw( ), (n)H(w7z)7n (4 q

max Dothiy 2y m < CeTdem,
neff;:(nn,é;,)” nY(w,z), H(w,z),n

With this sequence of maps we are able to define the (d — k)-dimensional submanifold
of R?, which will play an important role in the following. For any n > 0 and 0 < r <
qo(z, W)elet11em Jot us define

Wn(za y,?") = eprUT;z {(w(w,z),n(n)ﬂ 77) ne Bg,n (Um T)} .

In particular, for 0 < do < go(z, W) and d;, = Soel@t1197 we can consider the submanifolds
Wi (z,y,9.,). By Theorem 2] we immediately get

Walz,.6,) € fulw) (War (2,9.00) ) (4.12)

which is a very important property for the future. Let us emphasize that if one uses the
Euclidean metric on the tangent spaces instead of the Lyapunov metric then this property
is not true in general anymore.
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4.3 Projection Lemmas

For n > 0, 2/ € f(W) and ¢ > 0 we will denote by Q(z’,q) the closed ball in f7(W) of
radius ¢ centered at z’ with respect to the induced Euclidean metric on f7}(W). For fixed
0o > 0 let us define

L do L (a+9e)n
do = 124 and dn = doe

for n > 0. Then we have the following proposition, which compares the Euclidean balls in
fI(W) with the submanifolds constructed at the end of the previous section. As before let
ze Al n UAM (:c, qg)/Q) be such that Wi,.(w,z) N W N UAM (:c, qg)) # () and denote this
intersection by y. Further let 0 < §p < gco(z, W). Then we have ﬁ, Porposition I1.8.1].

Proposition 4.6. For any n > 0 we have
a) if 2’ € Wn(z,y, %6;1) then Q(z',3d,) C Wn(z,y, %(5;1);
b) if 2/ € Wn(z,y, %6{1) then Q(z',3d,) C VNVn(z,y,(S;).
Proof. This is [7, Proposition I1.8.1]. O

Let F be a k-dimensional subspace of TfSZRd transversal to the subspace H,,(w, z) such
that

Y(F, Hy(w,2)) > 1" e, (4.13)

where (-, -) denotes the angle between two subspaces with respect to the Euclidean scalar
product and I’ was fixed in the beginning of SectionBl Two examples that will be considered
in the following are the Riemannian orthogonal complement H;-(w,2) and E,(w, z), which
satisfies ([AI3) because of Lemma 24

Let us denote by 7} the projection of TfSZRd onto H,(w,z) parallel to the subspace
F. Further let Q(z',q) := eXpJ?;,Z(Q(z’,q)) and for 2/ € R? let 3/ := eXpJ?gl,Z(z’). Then we
have the following projection lemma (see ﬂ, Lemma II.8.1]), which compares the projection
along the subspace F' of an Euclidean ball in (W) with an Euclidean ball in H,,(w, z) for
large n.

Lemma 4.7. For every a € (0,1) there exists N = N («a) such that for any n > N@,
any z' € W(z,y,%(%), any 0 < q < 3d,, and any subspace F' C TfL”ZRd which satisfies

(#-13) we have

B (3 (), (1 a)g) € 7(Q= ) C B, (w(2), (1 + ).
Proof. This is ﬂ, Lemma I1.8.1]. O
Remark. The quantity N («) can be assumed to be decreasing in .

As an immediate consequence of this lemma and the properties of the function ¥, »)n
we get the following corollary.

Corollary 4.8. There exists a number N® such that for any n > N® and each 2’ €
W(z,y,20),) there exists a C* map Uy, : B, (wi(2), 8d,) — Hyp(w,z) such that

0 (z', gd") C graph(¥, ) C Q(z’, 3d,)

23



and the derivative satisfies for any y' € BY (W?‘(é/), %dn)

|Dy W | < 24675,

Proof. Because of Proposition the function 1, ), is well defined on 7 (Q(z', 3dn).

Thus by Lemma [ there exists N® := max {N®(1/9); N (1/7)} such that for n > N®
we have

. 7 ] .
7 (@ 50) ) © B (7HE). G ) © 7R 30,0
Thus we can define Wy, = Y ) nlgu (n(zr) 84 ), Which satisfies because of Lemma 2.6]
7 2mlBY, (7R (21), 5 dn)
and (LG) for any ' € B?, (ﬂ'}é(:’é’), %dn)
|Dy W | < 24677 HDy"I’mn”(w,z),n < 24e75m,
O

_ Forn >0 let us denote by A, and \,, the (d — k)-dimensional Riemannian volume on
W(z,y,0.,) and W(z,y,4d,,) := eXpJZ}Z (W(z,y,6,)) respectively. For 2’ € W(z,y,36),) and
0 € (0,1/6) let

An(+,0) == {y € FrW) : 2dn(1—0) < d(y,2') < 2dn}

the #-boundary of Q(2’,2d,,), where d denotes the induced Euclidean metric on f7(W). By
Proposition [0 we get that A(z’,0) C W,(z,y,d,) and thus \,(A4,(z',0)) is well defined.
The next lemma compares the volume of A, (2',0) to Q(z’,d,), this is basically [7, Lemma
11.8.2].

Lemma 4.9. There exists a constant CV such that for any 0 € (0,1/6) there exists a
number N = N®(0) such that for every n > N® and every z' € W(z,y, 36),) we have

An(An(Z,0))
An(Q(2, dy))
Proof. This is basically taken from ﬂ, Lemma I1.8.2], but some things are adapted to our

situation. The proof bases on several applications of LemmalL7l Let us fix some n > 0 then
since expn, is a simple translation on R it is sufficient to show

< CMg.

n(Z/, )) <C(1)9,
)‘n( (Zadn)) B

where An(z’,H) = exp;nlz(An(z',H)). Because of Lemma 7] applied to a = 20 — 62,
F = H,(w,2)* and q = d,, there exists N such that for all n > N

B, (wp(2), (1 = 0)°dy) C 7 (Q(Z', dn)). (4.14)

Since the exponential function exp;., is again a simple translation on R? we have for any
n>0

An(,0) = {if € Wa(z,y,0,) : 240(1 = 0) < d(3/,2) < 24 }
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where again 2’ := exp]7n1 (') and d denotes the induced Euclidean metric on W, (z,y,d,).
Thus we have (again let F = H,,(w, 2)*)

T (An(2',0)) C BY, (7%(2'),2dy). (4.15)
By definition of A,,(2',0) we have
Q(',2d,(1—6)%) C A, (2, 6)°. (4.16)

Let us again apply Lemma [l with « = 0/(1—0), F = H,,(w, z)J- and ¢ = 2d, (1 — 9)2 then
there exists N2 such that for any n > N©2

B, (mp(21), 2dn(1 = 0)(1 — 20)) C 7:(Q(2', 2dn(1 — 6)*))

which yields by (18]

BY(mh(2),2dn (1 — 0)(1 — 20)) C 7(An(2,0)°). (4.17)
Combining (£1H) and (@I7) we get
T (An(2,0)) C {n € Hn(w,2) : 2dy (1 — 0)(1 —20) < |72(2) —n| < 2dp,} =: Rn(2',0).
(4.18)

By Corollary L8 there exists N®* > N® guch that |D, ¥, | <1 for all n > N&%,
Proposition [AT] then implies that for every n > N®* and any measurable subset V C
T (Q(2', Ldy)) for 2’ € Wy (z,y,26],) we have

vol(V) < A (Q (z gdn> N (w;z)—l(V)> < 2U=R/2yo1(V), (4.19)

where vol(V) denotes the (d — k)-dimensional Lebesgue measure of V' induced by the Eu-
clidean scalar product in Tmsz. Let us observe that for a,b > 0, p € N we have the
factorization a? — b = (a — b) >_F_ a?~'b"~!. Now combining (@14, ([EI8) and @I9) we
get for n > max{ N®"; NG2, NG5} = N®

W(An(=,0)) A Q" 2d,) 1 () (Ra(2/,0)))

W(Qz,dn)) A, (Q(z’,dn)ﬂ(w}k)—l (Bgyn(w;k(é’),dn(l—eﬁ)))

< 9(d—k)/2 vol(Ry, (2, 0))
- vol (BY,,,(m%(2), 33dn))
|2Vl (B, (T(2), 2d,)) — vol (B, (wp(), 2d (1 — 0)(1 — 20)))

S| >

_ ok
VOI (Bg,n(ﬂ-?'(é/)a %dn))
< 4. 9(d—k)/2 (2d,)"7% — (2d, (1 — 0)(1 — 20))**

da=k
< A4(d — k)224R/2 (1 — (1 - 6)(1 — 20))
< 12(d — k)234=R)/2¢,

Now the result follows with C® := 12(d — k)23(d=)/2, O
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4.4 Construction of a Covering

As before let W be a transversal submanifold. As before if P € W we will denote by Q(P, h)
the closed ball in W, with respect to the Euclidean metric induced on W, centered at P
and of radius h. When h > 0 is small enough, i.e. 0 < h < hp, the ball Q(P, h) satisfies
Q(P,h) C W.

Let us recall that Al is a compact set and hence if (w,z) € Al then Al is compact. Let
us define for 0 < ¢ < da: the closed ball in the tangent space of x of radius ¢

T80 0) = exp, {C € TR ¢ [l < 4

Then we have Int( ~Zlfd(ac, q)) = Ua (z,q) and Nglfw(x, q) is compact for any ¢ > 0. Thus

by choice of da: the local stable manifolds Wi, (w, z) N ~glfw(:c,q) are compact for any
0 < g < dar and hence

Al (z,q) = U Wioe(w, 2) N UK, (. q)
ZEALOUZL,SN (x,q/2)

is compact. For P € W and 0 < h < hp let us denote D(P, h) := AL (2, ¢) N Q(P, h).
As W is relatively compact in R%, then Q(P,h) is compact and consequently D(P,h) is
also a compact subset of R?. The next lemma now gives a covering of D(P, h) by the local
representation of the iterated transversal as constructed at the end of Section [£2l Although
this is basically ﬂ, Lemma I1.8.3], we here have a slightly weaker result, since the quantity
dp,g,n in our theorem does depend on h.

Lemma 4.10. For every P € W, every0 < 8 < hp and 0 < h < hp—f3 there exists 6p g pn >
0 such that for every 0 < 6o < dpg.n and every n > 1 there exists M = M ™ (n, P, 3,30, h)
and points z; € A, NUa (m, qg)/Q) for 1 <1 < MW such that for every i one has

Wiee(w, zi) "W £ ().

Let us denote y; = Wioe(w, z;) NW. The submanifolds W, (2i,9i,00) are well defined and we
have

M
f2(D(Ph)) € Wa(1/2) == | Wa (zi,yi, %5;)
i=1
MM
CWa(1):= U W (2, 4i,0,) C f2(Q(P,h + B)).

i=1

Proof. Because of Lemma the Lyapunov norm can be bounded by the Euclidean Norm
uniformly for all z € Al N UAM (:c, q&/ 2). Thus there exists a constant hg and a function ¢
depending (both only on a,b, k,e,l’,r" and C") with 0 < t(h) < h for 0 < h < hg such that
for every z € Al N UAM (ac, qg)/Q) with Wige(w, 2) NW # () and y = Wioe(w, 2) "W we have
for any 0 < h < min{qc(z, W); ho; hy}

Let us define for fixed P € W and 0 < h < hp the number

Apj, =inf{gc(z, W) : 2z € ALNUa (2,45 /2) and Wipe(w,z) "W € Q(P, h)}.
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By the remark after the definition of go(z, W) (see (£I1])) this quantity is strictly positive
forall Pe W and 0 < h < hp. Now let us define

dp,g,n 1= min {t <min {%’ ﬁ0}> ;Apyh} .

and fix numbers n > 1,0 < 8 < hp, 0 < h < hp —ff and 0 < dy < dp,g . Then for the set
f(D(P,h)) we can consider the open covering

- 1 -
{Int Wi, (z,y, 56;) cz2€ ALNUa (z,¢¢/2) and Wie(w, 2) N W € Q(P, h)} ,
where the interior is meant in the induced metric on the submanifold f(W). By definition
of dppg, and since 0 < 6y < dpgn < Apj these sets are well defined. Since D(P,h)

is compact and f7 a diffeomorphism, f7(D(P,h)) is compact as well. Thus for the fixed
parameter P, 3, h,dy and n there exists a finite covering, say

~ 1
Int W, ( 2i,yi, =0, )
2 1<i<M @)

Now it only remains to prove that

M

i=1
which is equivalent to that for all 1 < ¢ < M®

(27 (Walzi,6,8) ) © QP b+ B). (4.20)

If this would not be true, then there exists some 1 < i < M® and a point 2’ such that
2 e (fmy)t (Wn(zi,yi,%)) but 2’ ¢ Q(P,h + ). Because of

0 ()7 (Walziin ) 0 DB R) < (£2)7F (Wazioyn ) N QPR (421)
and the connectivity of (f7)~1 (Wn(zi, Yis 5;1)) there exists a point

& (£2)7" (Waz0,01) ) N OQUP, b + ). (4.22)
By ({12)), the definition of ép g 1 and the properties of the function ¢ we have
(D (W 82)) € Wlesoin05) < @ ().

This implies on the one hand via ([@22])
2" € dQ(P,h+B)NQ (yi, %) #0
and on the other hand via ([Z21])

D(P,h)NQ (y é) £0.
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Since the distance between D(P, h) and 0Q (P, h+ ) is because of D(P, h) C Q(P, h) greater
than 8 and diam (Q (yz-, %)) < g this yields a contradiction and hence ([@20) is true for all
1 <7< MY, which finishes the proof. O

The next step of the construction of a proper covering of f7 (D(P,h)) is the following
lemma. The main part of the following lemma, is to give a bound on the multiplicity of the
covering. Here multiplicity is defined as follows: Let {A;};c; be a family of subsets of the
set X and let Y C X with Y C (J,c; Ai;. We will say that the multiplicity of the covering
{A;}ier of Y is not bigger than some number L if for any y € Y the number of covering
elements is smaller than L, i.e. #{i € l:y € A;} < L.

Lemma 4.11. Let Pe W,0< < hp, 0 <h <hp— and 0 < dy < dpg,n. Then there
exists dy € (0,00), L >0, N® = N®(P, 8,80, h) such that for every n > N@ there exists
M® = M®(n, P, 3,00, h) and points {Z;}1<j<ne C f3 (W) with:

i) for every 1 < j < M® there exists 1 <i < M™ such that Q(z;,2d,) C VNV(zi,yi,&;);

i) we have

M M@
W(1/2) = U W, (zy— n) U Q(zj.d
M® M®
C UQZ],Qd)CW UW Zzayza(sn);
j=1 =1

iii) the multiplicity of the covering of W,,(1/2) by the balls Q(2;,d,), 1 < j < M®, is not
bigger than L.

Proof. Although this is ﬁ, Lemma I1.8.4] we will state the proof for sake of completeness
of the covering construction. As in Section define dj := 162_0,4 and let n > 0 be fixed for
the moment. As before we will denote by d the induced Euclidean metric on f7(W). As
W, (1/2) is compact, we can find a finite set of points {Z;};< < such that d(zi, %) > d,
forall 1 < i,j < M®. i # j, and that for any point 2/ € W, (1/2) there exists some j,
1 <7 < M® such that J(z’,ij) < d,. Observe that such a set is not unique and its
cardinality may depend on the choice of points.

Property i) follows directly from Propostion 0] by the choice of dy. The first inclusion
in 4) is satisfied by construction, the second one is obvious and the third one follows from
property ).

Thus it is left to show property 4ii). For some j, 1 < j < M®, let us consider Q(Z;,d,)
with 2; € Wy, (24, yi, 304,) for some i = i(j),1 < i < M. We will show that

#{1 <1< M® :Q(z,dn) NQ(z5,dyn) # 0}

is bounded by some constant K independently of j and n sufficiently large, then L = K + 1
satisfies the desired. Since the diameter satisfies diam(Q(z;, d,)) < 2d,, for any 1 <[ < M®
we get that if

Q(Zla dn) N Q(Zja dn) 7& @
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then

Thus to prove property i) is suffices to show that

#{1 <1< M® :Q(z,dn) NQ(z5,dyn) # 0}
<SHI<I<SM® :Q(z,dn) C Q(Z5,3dyn) # 0} =: K(n, j)

is bounded by some constant K. Since by construction we have for each 1 <1 < M® [ #£ j,

Q (zl%) nQ (z%) )

thus we will show that there exists N® such that for alln > N® and any j, 1 < j < M®),
the number K (n, j) can be bounded by the number of disjoint balls of radius d,, /3 contained
in Q(Z;,3d,). Thus let 2’ such that Q(z', %) C Q(%;,3d,). Since z; € Wy (2,2, 36,,) by
Proposition we have

Q (Z/, d?n) - Q(gja?)dn) C Wn (ziayia %6;1) .

Hence we can apply Lemma [£7] with o = % to Q(7/, %") and Q(z’,3d,,) which yields that

for all n > N® := N®(1/2) (where N is chosen accordinly to Lemma 7))

u n 5 d" n A dn
B (b @ F) €7 (€1 5))
n ) u n o9
CTE,(w,2) (Q (z/,gdn)) C Bz,n (”En(w,z) (z’) 7 §dn> .

Thus

d—k(9
K(n,j) < vol (B (5dw) (Qdd”)) =27""" = K,
vol (Bd—k(?"))

where B4~*(r) denotes the (d — k)-dimensional Euclidean ball of radius r and vol (B4~*(r))
its volume. O

4.5 Comparison of Volumes

Let us consider two submanifolds W' and W? transversal to the family JF, AL (z,q¢) satisfying
HWlH < e¢, where ec was defined in Section

Let z € AL NUA (z,q¢ /2) then by transversality Wioe(w, 2) "W N Ua . (z,q5) #0.
Let us denote the intersection of W' and W2 with the local stable manifold Wiee(w, z) by
yt = exp, (&3, nd) and y? = exp, (£3,1m2) respectively, i.e. y' = Wipe(w, z) N W, where as
usually & € Ey(w,z) and n§ € Hp(w, z), i = 1,2. Clearly we have y' € UA,W (z,qg)) for
i =1,2. Let us now fix two numbers 6, o for i = 1,2 such that

1.
0< 51’,0 < 5 min (QC(27W1)7QC(25 WQ)) = QC('Z, W17W2>'
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Now we can apply to the manifolds W' and W? the construction described in Section
[ and obtain for i = 1,2 and n > 0 the maps !, (see Lemma EL2)) and the manifolds

Wy o= Wi,y 81,) = exppy. { (6 ).m) s € BE, (04,60, }

where 6;771 = 6210€(a+11€)n and 77:1 = TE,(w,z) © F(w,z),nfl ©--0 F(w,z),O(géané) € Hn(wﬂz)‘
Here 7, (u,n) again denotes the projection of TfSZRd to Hy(w, z) parallel to E,,(w,x). Let
us further define for i = 1,2

W= exp]?nlz (WZ (2,9, 0! n))

and for 2/ € (f7)7" (sz) and j = 0,1,...,nlet 2} = exp;jlz(fj,z’) and Tj(2') := Tg;W;.
As in the proof of Theorem let

F(;L(wa Z) = F(w,z),n ©:--0 F(w,z),O-

We will denote its inverse by Fj, "(w,z). Let E and E’ be two real vector spaces of the
same finite dimension, equipped with the scalar products (-,-)g and (-, -) g respectively. If
E; C E is a linear subspace of E and B : E — E’ a linear mapping, then we can define the
determinante of B|g, to be

volg, (B(U))

det (B =
| e ( |E1)| VOIEI(U) )

where U is an arbitrary open and bounded subset of E; and Ej is a arbitrary linear subspace
of E' of the same dimension as By with B(U) C E| (see [T, Section IL3]). Then we have
the following lemma on the comparsion of the determinants of the pullbacks in the direction
tangent to the transversal manifolds. This is basically ﬂﬂ, Lemma 11.9.2].

Lemma 4.12. There exists a positive constant C'® such that for any number n € N and
every 24 € (fm)! (Wé), 2e(fmt (Wf) we have

‘det (Dle (w,z ‘Tl 1))‘

‘det (DZ2F (w,z ‘Tz( 2))}

—1| < C?C.

Proof. This is basically ﬁ, Lemma I1.9.2], but we will state the proof here, since some
estimates differ from the proof there.

As before let us denote by y' and y? the intersection of the transversal manifolds !
and W? respectively with the local stable manifold Wj,.(w, z). Since

‘det ( 1F |T1 1))’ ’det ( 1F ‘Tl 1))’ ’det ( 1F |T1(y1))’
‘det (DZZF (w, 2 ’TQ 2))‘ ‘det (D Fy"(w, 2 ‘Tl(y ))‘ ‘det (D Fy'(w, z ’TQ 2))

‘det (DAzF* (w,2)|

Tz(yz))‘
’det (D 22 [y " (w, 2 |T2( 2))’

the problem can be reduced to estimate the quotient in the following two cases:
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i) the transversal manifolds W' and W? coincide, i.e. first and third multiplier
i) 21 22 € Wipe(w, 2), i.e. the second multiplier with y! = 2! and 3% = 22.
Because of the general inequality for a,b,c¢ > 0

labe — 1| < |la—1|be+ |b—1|c+ |c — 1]

the assertion follows, if we can bound each quotient separately.
Case i). Without loss of generality let us assume that z!,22 € W!. The same proof is
true if 21, 22 € W2. By the chain rule we have

’det( aFy " (w, 2 ‘Tl(zl))‘ ’det(Dg}F(;lz j,1|Tj1(zl))‘
‘det(DﬂF @ Dlay)| 7 [det (DL 5o 1’T}<z2>)‘

O ) o (o5t )|
< H + H (. Z)’J 1’TJ1(Z ) ¢ (w, 2)7.7 1’T,'1(z )
=1

—1
‘det (ngzF(w,Z),jq‘T;(z?))}

Ln(zl,z )

(4.23)

We will estimate the numerator and the enumerator in the last expression separately. By
definition we have

W)= {(wlm).m) i ne B (n,01,)} € Ty R

Because of z¢ € (f7)”' (W}) and F(;Tz),l(WllJrl) Cc W}, 1€ Nandi=1,2, we get for
0<j<nthat fori=1,2
2t = Fi(w, 2) (exps'(z")) € le.
By Lemma [A.2] there exists a constant C*" = C®V (k) > 0 such that
1 -1
Hdet (DE}F(W,Z),jq‘T].l(zl))‘ - ’det (DE?F(w,z),jfl‘le(ZQ))H
d—k
< C®"Y sup ‘

2ew}

1 —1 1/.1 1/.2
(’D lF(w z),j—1 DE?F(w,z),jfl‘ +F|| (TJ (Z )’Tj (Z ))) ’

Dy F(; 2),j—1

where I'|.| denotes the aparture between to linear spaces with respect to the Euclidean norm,
i.e. for two such spaces E and E’ the aparture is defined by

L. (E,E') = sup llnf le —e'|.
B

Let us first observe that by Lemma G, the properties of ¢} (see Theorem E2) and (24)
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there exists some constant C*? such that for 1 <j <n

sup |#/| <2 sup ||Z ||
z EWl z €W1

<2 sup 1/]1‘(77);77 ‘
neBY (.8 H( J )H(w,z)d

< 2max {( + C) @ latTe)i, ;01 g T ||77J||(w,z)7j}
5 max { <1 N c> 900479 5, oot 1195 qg>e<a+as>j}

< O glatlie) (4.24)
Then we have by Lemma 27 Lemma 2T2land @24) for 1 <j <n

DsF 1

(@) j—1 DoF?

sup |D: (w,2),j—1

1
D |\ Dz F, 2 5 1‘ S sup
élewjl /EWI
<r'efU1) sup |34 CefUTD
z €W1 1

[ +[PoFCl ]

< T’C(2’2)€Eje(a+11€)(j71) + Cles(jfl)
< O, (4.25)
By Lemma 2.7 and Theorem 2] we get for 1 < j < n

- - i—1) |51 .
Dz F(wz)a 1 DZF(wzm 1‘<7"/€8(J QR
_ /1 e(j—1) sl sl
s 2re G =l gy S2EVTY s =
2,2 6W].71
<o s a0 ()~ 00
P =l (w,2),5-1 7 V=171 =1 (w,2),5-1
UUEBZJ 1(771 17613 1)
< 27U max { 287 . ,: 28 . sup ||D Pl H
- Lj—=1 271,51 n¥rj—1

n€BY_y (nj-1.61 ;1)
< 2r'efU™Y max {26'1,j_1; 25'1,j_106_7d6(j_1)}
= 41/ gelat129)G—1), (4.26)
The aparture between T} (z') and T} (2*) can be bounded via Lemma [A.3]
Ty (T (1), T; (%)) < 24Ty (T3 (), T; (%)

<84e*7  sup  [Dyylf,
neBy (n;.9,

2ej v, —Tdej
< 8Ae“ICe™ "

where Fll‘ll@,;),j denotes the aparture with respect to the Lyapunov norm. So finally we get

1 1
Hdet( 1F(w z) J71|Tj1(z1))‘ B }det( ZF(W z) J*1|T]'1(Z2))H
< 0(2,1)(0(2,3))d7k€sj(d7k (4r’51 pelatize) =1 4 8A6675dsj)
< e (51,0 + C)€*4d€j (4.27)
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with a constant C** > 0. Finally we have to estimate the denominator in ([£23]). We have
analogously to (£25])

det (DégF—1
J

-1
(sz)vj*1|Tj1(z2)) = det (Dé

5,1F(w,z),j—1 |Tj171(22))
d—k
< ‘Dé?ilF(w,z),jfl‘

d—Fk
< sup  |DoF 251
FeEW!_,
< (0(2,3))d7k6(d7k)6(j71). (428)
Thus by combining ([@27) and [@28)) there exists a constant C'*® such that

Ln(zl,ZQ) < H (1 + o) (51,0 + C)(C(z,z))dfke(dfk)sjeféldsj)

<[+ Ce (610 + Cle3%0) .

Let us observe that for any 6 € (0,1) and a € (0,2C**) we have

+o00 too
H (1+a9j) < exp aZ@j = exp (ﬁ)

j=0 j=0

1 20
§1+a<—+exp< )) = 14+C%%

1—4 1-10
and thus with 6 = e=3% and a = C®9 (8,9 + C) we get
Ln(24,2%) <14+ C*YCE9 (85, 0+ O).
Since z! and 22 appear symmetrically in all our considerations we get
_
L, (2% 2?)
and thus finally because of 1/(1+2) > 1—x, z > 0 and d1,0 < C' we achieve
Lo (2}, 22) — 1] < CCDCE9 (6, 4 4 C) < 20EDCEOC = COC,

= Ln(2%,2") <1400 (6,04 C)

Case ii). The proof of this case follows the same line as in case i), except we have to find
an analog bound in (28] for for ‘y}A — yj2-71|. Let us note that z,y', 9% € Wipe(w,2) N

UA,W (x, qg)), then we have by Proposition 1]

=2 HFg(w, z)(expzl(yl)) - Fg(% Z)(eszl(ZJQ))H

g~ 45| <2

gjl 733]2 ’(w,z),j
< 2r0¢ 97 (|lexpz (4] o2y + [P WD) o2y )
= 2rge(* 0 (Hexpz_l(yl) —exp; (2) | 20 T lexpZt (v?) — expz_l(Z)H(w,z),o)

S 47’0A€2€€(a+68)j ( Hexpgl(yl) — eXp;l(Z)H(w z

(w,2),5

),0
+ ||exp; ' (v°) — eXPgl(Z)H(w,x),o)

< 167’0A6256(a+68)j qg) .
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By definition of we have ¢’ < ¢ < C and thus we finally get analogously to ([Z2G)

Dy F)! — Dy F L) | < 16r'rgAe® el T 0 < 03D Cel+59
(w,2),5—1 (w,2),5—1| = 0 = ’
which gives the analog bound for ([@26]) and thus finishes the proof. O

Let us denote by X, the (d — k)-dimensional volume on W/ (z,y ',6; ,) induced by the
Euclidean norm. Then we have the following result (see ﬂﬂ Lemma IL.9. 3]) on the comparsion
of volumes under the pull back of the diffeomorphisms, which is a direct result from Lemma

4,12

Lemma 4.13. There exists a constant C® such that for any 7 € (0,1) and n > 1 if
At C Wi(z,y', 6 ) fori=1,2 with A2(A%) >0 and

An(AY)
<
then this implies
N(UDTAY) |
(@) =TT

Proof. Basically this is a direct result from LemmaBI2 Let us observe that for any z € R?
the exponential function exp, as a function on R? is translation. Hence the Lebesgue
measure \i, on W} (z,y,6; ) = eXpJ?;Z (Wy(2,9',0;,)) coincides with A}, o exp.. So if we
define for i = 1,2 the sets A? := exp}}z (A?) then we immediately get

For i = 1,2 we have X ((f2)~*(4")) = YA (FO_"(w,z)(fli)). Thus by change of variables

and the mean value theorem we get

3 (B 2)(4) = [

= |det <D<2FO_"(w, z)}TCi Wi)

det (DgFO_”(w, z)\nm) ‘ X, (¢)

AL (A)

for some points ¢! € At i =1,2. By Lemma EI2 we finally get

)‘O ((f")_l(Al)) 4l /A\% (FO_"(W,Z)(A1>) 4l < 0(2)0(1 n 7_) tr< C(z)(c + 7_)
N ((f2)1(42)) 38 (Fmw.2)4) | -
with C® := C®, O
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4.6 Construction of the Final Covering

Fix two submanifolds W' and W? transversal to Far (m,qg)). We will now apply the
covering construction presented in the Section @l to W!. Let us fix P € W', 0 < 8 < hp,
0<h<hp—pand0<d <dpgpn. Now Lemma [ TT] implies that for n > N® | which
will be as well fixed for the moment, there exists MV and M » and corresponding points
{Zi}lgigl\/ly(ll) and {Zj}lgng,‘f)‘ For the moment let us fix some j, 1 < j < M®. We
will consider the submanifolds W (z;,y!,d,), the sets Wi(l/Q), W;(l) and Q(z;,dn) C
Wl (z,y!,6) without any further explanation (for details see Section E).

By Lemma F.TT] there exists ¢ = i(j), 1 < ¢ < M, such that we have Q(Z;,d,) N
W (2,9}, 300) # 0 and Q(25,2d,) C W (25,9}, 0%,).

As before for 2 € W, (z;,y}, 0! let us set 2/ := exp;:}lzl_ (2') and 7, =7, ) denotes
the projection of ngziRd onto H,(w, z;) parallel to the subspace E,(w, z;).

Now we will start the final step before presenting the proof of the absolute continuity
theorem, which will allow us to formulate and prove Lemma T4l

Fix 6 € (0,1/6) and let us consider the covering of the ball BY. , (72 (2;),2(1 — 0)d,,) C
H,(w,z;) by the closed (d — k)-dimensional cubes ﬁj,m C Hy(w,z), 1 <m < Nj, of
diameter 6d,, (with respect to the Euclidean norm) with disjoint interiors.

If [ is the length of an edge of the cube ﬁj,m, then we will denote by (A <m) the

concentric cube with length of the edge [+1. Let 0 < o < \/edde and define oy, := aoe(a+95)n

for n > 0. If we denote by vol the (d — k)-dimensional volume in H,,(w, z;) then we have

vol <(Dj1m) >
vol (Djun)

By the choice of oy we have

—1| <29 Fad - (4.29)
9d0

Dy © (Dim) € BY, (72 (), 2dn)

Qn,

Because of 2Ady < §p < dp,g, diam <(D]m) < 20d, and z; € VV# (2iy Yis %5;) Lemma
7 and Proposition 6 imply for n > max {N®(1/3); N} that

(Dim) € BL, (72 (G), 2dn) w;}i (Q(zj, 3d,)) (4.30)
C ml (Wi (i, 0)) = B, (130,6,) (4.31)
where 7 ,, = 77, (F§'(w, zi)y; ). Thus for n > max {N(l)(l/S); N @} the function ¢Z, ,, is well

is well defined on bj m, Where

defined on ( ; ) m) and analogously one can see that z/JZ n

(6203

z ns k= 1,2, are the functions which are constructed in Theorem [L.2] for Wk kE=1,2
with respect to z;. So let us finally define

Djl',m = eprL"z.; {(1/’;,,,71(77); 77) e ﬁjﬂ”}

Dim 1= eXPn, {(wiyn(n),n) i€ (Dj’m)a } )
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Then we have the following important lemma, which basically states that the pullback of
the set D]{"_L is mapped by the Poincaré map Py1 w2 (defined in Section[3) into the pullback
of the set Dim. Later this will give us the possibility to compare the Lebesgue measures
under the Poincaré map on W' with the one on W?2.

Lemma 4.14. For every ag > 0 there exists N = N©(ag) > max{N®(1/3); N} such
that for anyn > N©@, 1 <j < MP and 1 <m < N; we have

Pursawe ((£2)71(D} ) 0 AL (a,0)) € (£2)7(D2,).

Proof. Let n > max{N®(1/3); N} and y' € (f2)~1(D},,) N AL(z,¢¢). Then there
exists 2/ € AL, NUaw (2,4 /2) such that y* € W(w,2’). Since W? is also transversal to
Fat (x,q¢") there exists a unique point y* = W2 N W (w,2') N Ua (z,¢¢"). Thus we only

need to check that for n large y* € (f2)~*(D3,,) or equivalent

expy., (f0y%) € exppy,, (D] ,) = {( 2amm) ine (Dj,m)a }
If we denote (£5,75) := exp;'(y") and (&5, 75) = exp;' (y*) and
( 57775) = exp;£Zi(fﬁyk) = F(;l(wa z)(g(l)ca 775))

for k = 1,2, then it suffices to prove that 12 € (ﬁj,m) for large n. By Lemma 2.6l and

Qn

Proposition 21l we have because of z;, 2’ € Al

It =02 <2 nk = < 2[R ) = (€270 |

=2 [lexpzl, () — ewpl ()|

S 2A625n

exp7L (FLy") — expyl (f2v7)]

(w,z"),n ’
Let us denote (¥, 7F) := expﬁz/(f:}yk) where ¢ € B, (w, 2') and ¥ € H,, (w, 2') for k = 1,2.

By the choice of qg) and qg) and since 2/, y',y? € UA,w (:c, qg)) we have for k =1,2

|é.a6)]

(w,2"),0 = Hexp;l(yk)u(w,z/),o = ||exp;,1(yk) - expg’l(zl)||(w,z’),0

=4 HeXP;l(yk) o expgl(zl)u(w,z)vo < QAQS) < 7.
Thus because of (£, 1) = expZ' (y*) € expZ! (Wige(w, 21)) for k = 1,2 we get with @)
|, — 1| < 24" <H(A71w77711)

_ (4A7’067€n) e(a+9€)n.

o (GRA)

> < 4A€2€n7"0€(a+66)n

’(w,z’),n ’(w,z/),n

By choosing N©® = N©® («) so large such that 4Arge=eN < % we get that for n > N©@

_ _ Q@
[ = 7| < 5+
This implies since 7} € ﬁj,m that 72 € (lA)j,m) , which proves the lemma. |
Qn
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Further we have the following lemma, which compares these sets with the set Q(Zz;, r) for
dyp <1 <2d,. Itis a stronger result than in ﬂﬂ Proposition I1.10.1] because of the second
inclusion in the proposition, which is an important ingredient for the proof of Lemma [£.16

Proposition 4.15. Let 6 € (0,3). For all n > max{N®(0/2); N®} and all 1 < j < M®
one has

N;
Q% dn) C Q(2,2(1 = 20)dn) C | Dj,. C Q(%;,2d).
m=1

Proof. The idea is basically taken from ﬂﬂ, Proposition I1.10.1]. By the remark after Lemma
E1 we have N (/2) > N®(0) > N/, Let us recall that for z; € W, (z;,y},0,) we
denote Q(z;,7) := eXp;ani (Q(z;,7)). If we are able to show

(Q(ZJ, n)) C (Q(ZJ, (1- U Djm C w2, (Z]’Qd ) (4.32)

then the application of w;n to both sides yields the assertion. The first inclusion is obvious
since § € (0,1/6). For the second inclusion in ([32) let us apply Lemma 7 with o =
%5 >0, F = E,(w, z;) and ¢ = 2(1 — 20)d,, then we have that for n > max {N®(0); N}

72 (Q(Z,2(1 — 20)dy)) € BY (72 (25),2(1 — 0)d,,) .

Since {[)j,m}lgmgNj form a covering of BY. (72 (%;),2(1 — 0)d,) and 6 € (0,1/6) we get
for n > max {N®(6); N}

Z

72 (Q(Z,2(1 — 20)dy,)) € BY , (72 (25),2(1 — 0)d,) C Djm,

m

which proves the second inclusion in ([£32]). For the third one observe that diam (ﬁjym) =
0d,, and since D;,, N B (72(%5),2(1 = 0)dy) # 0 for any 1 < m < N; we have

N
U Djm C B, (72.(%), (2 = 0)d,) .
m=1

If we again apply Lemma @ to a = ¢, F = E,(w, z) and ¢ = 2d,, then we get for any

2
n > max {N®(6/2); N}
BY (7). (2 = 0)dn) € 7 (5, 240),
which gives the third inclusion in (£32]). O

By Proposition .15 and Lemma 11l we immediately get

M2 N;

1/2 U U D 1) (4.33)

j=1 m=1
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Since Int(Dj ,,) NInt(D],.,) = O for m # m’, it follows from Lemma BT that there exists

some number L’ > 0 such that for every n > max {N®(6/2); N} the covering of Wi(l/Q)
by the sets {Djl-m}1 <j<M® is of multiplicity at most L. We will denote this covering by
T<m<N;

A. Let us remark that L’ is the number L, which originally comes from Lemma FTII] and
additionally the multiplicity of the covering {Dj ,}1<m<n,. Since in following lemma we
are interested in the comparision of the sum of the Lebesgue measures with the Lebesgue
measure of the union the second multiplicity is neglectable, since its Lebesgue measure is 0.

We will now choose a subcover of A which has multiplicity one, except on a set of very
small measure. To obtain this we proceed consecutively from the ball Q(Z;,2d,,) to the ball
Q(Zj41,2dy,) for j = 1,2,...,M® — 1: in the (j + 1)*® step we eleminate all sets D}-Hm

with D}y © Ubey Uiy D or Dy © Q(2541,2(1 = 260)d, )0 Let {D1} . be
the covering of W (1/2) formed by all remaining elements of A. Then we have the following

lemma, which is |1, Lemma I1.10.2].

Lemma 4.16. There exists a constant C™ such that for every 0 < 0 < min{%; 3();(1)}
there exists N = N™(0) > max {N™(0/2); NV} such that for every n > N we have

i M ()~ 1(D))
N (U~ U, b))

— 1| < CW(0+O).

Proof. This is basically ﬂ, Lemma I1.10.1], but varies at some point, inparticular the defi-
nition of good and bad sets.

Let us consider n > max {N®(0/2); N®}. Our first aim is to divide the set {1,..., N}
into a bad set B and a good one G, in the sense that for i € G we have Int(D} N D},) = 0 for
all ¢ # i. By the properties of the function ! , (cf. Theorem E.2)) let us first observe that
diam(D}) < 20d,,. The consecutive construction of the covering {D}}1<;<n and the second
inclusion of Proposition imply that non-empty intersection of the interiors only occurs
around the boundary of the sets Q(Z;,2(1 — 26)d,,). Let us define

{i € B if there exists j such that D! N Q(%;,2(1 — 20)d,,)° N Q(%;,2(1 — 0)d,,) # 0

1 € G otherwise.

Then i € G satisfies Int(D} N D)) = 0 for all i’ # i. Because of diam(D}) < 20d,, we get

M® M®
Unic {z € Q(z;,2d,) - d(+,0Q(%;,2d,,)) < 60dn} = U AGE.30)  (434)
i€B j=1 j=1

where d is the induced metric on f7(W?) by the Euclidean metric and A(z;,36) is defined
before Lemma As mentioned above the multiplicity of the covering {D}}1<;<n does
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not exceed L’ we have

Do (UDTHDN) = 206 (D) 7HDD) + 2% (U5 7HD)

icG i€B

< STN (DY) + DN (U <f:;>-1<Dz>>

1€G 1€EB
=X (U( :})1(Dil)> + L'\ (U(fﬁ)l(Dil)>
e 1€B
< (U< ::>1<D3>) Y (U(fﬁ)l(D3)> |
=1 1€B

Hence we get

e 2o N (EDTHDD) M Uies ()71 DD)

~ N (UL g on) N (UL (-1 (oh)

and it suffices to estimate the last term in ([A38). Because of (£34]), Proposition 15 and
the fact that the multiplicity of the covering {Q(Z;,d,)}; is bounded by L we have

(4.35)

N Uien(f) 1 DY) _ A (U () (ACz,30)))

= @) _
N (UL U1 0h) — A (UMY () Qs da)
) _
S () (A 30)) )
= 2) — . .
St A () HQ(Z5,dn)))
If numbers aq,...,ayn,b1,...,by > 0 satisfy ZT < h for all ¢, then clearly we have % < h.

By this remark it suffices to estimate each fractional in ([£38]) on its own. So let us fix some
J, 1 <j < M®, and denote A' := A(z;,30) UQ(%;,d,) and A? := Q(%;,d,). Choosing
0 < 75 from Lemma we obtain a constant C' such that for every n > N™(0) :=
max {N®(30); N (0/2); NV} we have

A4 AL(A(Z.30))
SN = NG )

<1430V,

which yields

An (A1)
A7 (42)

- 1’ < 3CMe.

Thus by application of Lemma [£.T3] we achieve a constant C® such that for 7 = 3C"60 < 1
we have for n > N™(6)

AU A | e
273 T (42) 1‘ < OPEETI+0).
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By definition of A' and A? this implies for n > N®
N ((f5) 7 (A(z5,30)))
Ao ((f2)7HQ(%5, dn)))
which finally finishes the proof with C® := 3L'LC®C®., O

< O (30N +C),

The next proposition is the last one before we will start to prove the absolute conti-
nuity theorem, we will state the proof for sake of completeness although it is basically ﬂﬂ,
Proposition I1.10.2].

Proposition 4.17. There exists a constant C® such that for any 6 € (0,1) there ewists
N® = N®(f) > max {ND(0/2); NV} such that for any 0 < ag < -2 n > N® and

Va—k’
1 <t <N one has
\2(D?
‘ (D) 1‘ <Cc® <29+—(1+9))

AL(D;) Odo

Proof. Let us fix some n > max{N®(0/2); N} and 1 < i < N. Then there exists ¢/,
1<¢ <M®, and 5,1 <j <M® and m, 1 <m < Nj such that

D} = D =exppy., ({01, 1(0),0) v € Djrm })

Dzz = DJZ',W = €XPgnz, ({(wgi/,n(v)’v) HIONS (ﬁj'7m)a }) .

D} = eszz}zi, (D}) and D?:= exp;:}lzi, (D?).

Let us denote

Then we clearly have

N2(DP) MDY (DY) vol(Dym)a,) vol(Dym) AL(DD)

n K3

MDD~ A2(D2) vol((Dym)a,)  vol(Dyw)  ALDL) MDD

where )\k denotes the induced Lebesgue measure on W (zir ,yz,,(ﬂl) for k = 1,2 and vol

the (d — k)-dimensional volume on H,(w, z;). Since the exponential function is a simple
translation on T» ., R? we have

An(D?) _ AL(DY)
a2(D2)  An(D})
For n > max {N®(0/2); N} we have because of (£30) that (ﬁj/7m) C Bgi,,n (15 . 00),

where as before nik,m =70 (Fg(w, zir)yk) for k = 1,2 and thus because of Lemma and
Theorem

=1

D2,

< 2Ae%n Hanz .

(D (w,z;7),n

ve(Bym).. o)

< 24e%" sup H n1/)z o
neB?, n(m/ w0 )
S 2Ae25ne Tden

< 24e7%",

(w,z5r)m
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Choosing N®(6) > max {N®(0/2); N} such that 24e=5" < 0 for all n > N® then we
can estimate the second term via Proposition [A1] by

32(D2)
=~ vol(Dyr m)a)

Analogously we we can estimate the forth term by

<1429k,

| gi-hg < YIDim)
AL(D})

The estimate on the third term is [@29). Alltogether this implies with |abc — 1| < |a — 1] be+
[b—1|c+ |c — 1| the desired, i.e. for n > N®(0) we have

22 (D?) o
e < 0% 20+ —(1
o <0 (0 grarn),
where C® .= 24—k, /d — L. O

5 Proof of the Absolute Continuity Theorem

Now we are able to sate the main proof of the absolute continuity theorem. Let us repeat
its formulation.

Theorem Let Al be given as above.

i) There exist numbers 0 < gar < 0a1/2 and enr > 0 such that for every (w,z) € Al and
0 < q < qat the familiy Far (z,q) is absolutely continuous.

i) For every C € (0,1) there exist numbers 0 < qai(C) < 6a1/2 and epi(C) > 0 such that
for each (w,z) € Al with \(Al)) > 0 and x is a density point of Al with respect to A,
and each two submanifolds W' and W? transversal to Fal, (2, gai (C‘)) and satisfying
HWZH < el (C‘), 1= 1,2, the Poincaré map Py w2 is absolutely continuous and the
Jacobian J(Pyn we) satisfies the inequality

|J(Pwrwe2)(y) —1| < C

for Ay -almost all y € W' 0 Al (z, gar (C)).

Proof. Case i) Fix once and for all (w,z) € Al and some C € (0,1). Then set gai = ¢
and €1 := ¢, both defined in Section Let us remark that if the family Fa: (z,gar) is
absolutely continuous then Fau (x,q) is absolutely continuous for any 0 < g < ga:.

For any P € W' and samll 0 < h < hp we denote as before by Q(P, h) the closed ball in
W1 centered at P of radius h. We will show that there exist constant C® such that for any
two submanifolds W' and W? transversal to Fal, (x,qar) satisfying ||WZ|| < ear we have

Az (PW%WZ (Q(P, BN AL (z, qN))) < (14 COC) A\ (Q(P,h)). (5.1)

This implies that Ay (PW17W2 ( nAL (m,qu))) < Aw1(+), which implies the assertion
since B (W' N AL(z,qa1)) € B(W?).
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Now fix P € W' N AL (z,qa1), 0 < B < hp and 0 < h < hp — 3. We will use
the covering of the transversal manifolds presented in Section 4] and For the fixed
parameters P, B, h and the transversal manifolds there exists according to Lemma
some dpgp > 0. Now let us fix 0 < 6y < dpgn, 0 < 0 < min {{; 5577} (where C™ is
the one from Lemma ) and 0 < ap < \/0%, where dy = 1(;_0,4 as in Section For
n > N (ap,0) := max {N©(ap); N(0); N® ()} we can apply the covering construction
of the previous sections to obtain a covering {Dil}1<z'<N of f7(D(P,h)), where D(P,h) :=

Q(P,h) N Al (z,qa:) and sets {DZ'Q}1<¢<N' These satisfy by Lemma f I for all 1 <: < N
Parvaws ((F2)7 (D) N Bl (aaan) € ()7 (DY)
Then since by Lemma 1T and (@33) for n > N©(ayp, 0)

Purtws (D(p. 1) = P (/27" 12 (D(p. 1) 1 Al (,40))
AL

N
C Py w2 ((fﬁ)l (U D}) nA, fE,QN))

i=1

= U Py w2 (( 57 (D)) ﬂAi(fﬂaqm))

we get
N —
Awz (Pwr,wz (D(p, h))) < Awe (U( o (D?)>
=1
N —
<3 e (U7 (02)). (5.2)
i=1
Now let ag := f/)ZdT"k and let 0 < min{l—lg; 301(1) ; rl(u)} then

C® (20 + 2 (140)) <4099 =7 < 1.
0do

The assumptions of Lemma .13] are satisfied because of Proposition .17 such that we get
2
for all n > N () := N@ (%, 9)
e ()71 (D2)) < (14 €9 (r+ 0w ()7 (DY) (5.3)

Combining (52) and (53) and applying Lemma T8 we get for all n > N (0)

Awz (P wez (D(p,h)) < (1+CP 0+ C)) (1+C? (1+C)) Ay ((f:})‘1 (U D%))

=1

N
< (14CO 0+ C) A <(fJ}>1 <U D3>>, (5.4)
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with C©® := C®W 4+4C®C® 4 2C®CW. By the choice of the covering we get from Lemma
4.10] that

N

M)
UDpic U Wi (zlui.6,) € 12(Qp.h+8)),
=1

i=1
which implies by ([B.4) for n > N (6)
Awz (Pwrwz (D(p, h))) < (1+C90 + C)Aw: (Q(p b+ B)) -

Since 8 > 0 and 6 > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small, this finally implies (G.1).
O

Proof of the Absolute Continuity Theorem ii). Now we will proof the second part of Theo-
rem[33] Fix once and for all (w,z) € Al such that A(Al)) > 0 and 2 € Al is a density point

of Al, with respect to the Lebesgue measure \. For C' € (0,1) let ¢i and ec as in Section

For each § € Ep(w,x) with |||, 40 < g let us define the submanifold W¢ by the
formula

We 1= exp, { (€)1 € Ho(w,): [0l a0 < 68 } € U (w,0)).
Clearly each W is a transversal submanifold to the familiy Far (x, q(cs)). Since x is a density
point of AL, we have N(AL NUa ., (,¢5/2)) > 0. Since by Fubini’s theorem

0<A(ALNTa (2.02/2)) = /

l
o e U P i ) ©

and thus there exists £ € B;,o (g /2) such that Aw, (We N AL) > 0. And because of
Al (z,¢3) D AL, NUa (z,q¢”/2) we have Aw, (Wg ﬂAfu(:c,qg))) > 0. Let W! and
W? two transversal manifolds to F, AL (, ) then consider the Poincaré maps Py w, and

Py w, = PVY,;W? Clearly we have

PWI,WZ = PW57W2 (¢] PWI,Wg'

Because these maps are absolutely continuous by i) of Theorem B3], we have for i = 1,2
Awi (Wi NAL (z, qg))) > 0.

The following construction is due to the following apllication to Py w2 and its inverse
Pg,ll w2 = Pwz w1. So let us consider the set 7 of all points y € W' N Al (z,¢) such that
y is a density point of W1 N Aﬁd(z,qg)) with respect to Ay and Py we (y) is a density
point of W2NAL (z,¢) with respect to Ay2. As Ay1-almost all points of WINAL (x, ¢2)
are of density and as Pv;ll we is absolutely continuous, we have that Ayyz-almost all points
of W2 N AL (z,¢%) belong to Py w2 (T).

Now let us take y € 7. By the definition of a point of density for every x > 0 there
exists 0 < h(k) < hy such that for every 0 < h < h(k) one has

Aw(Q(y, 1)) < (1+ K&)Aw (T N Q(y, h)),
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where Q(y, h) as before denotes the closed ball in W with center y and radius h > 0 with

respect to the Euclidean metric. Since Ay2-almost all points of W2 N Al (z, q&) belong to

Py we (T) and because of ([5]) we have for every 0 < h < h(k)
Mz (P wz (T NQ(y, b)) = Awe (PW1,W2 (Afu(za ac’) N Q(y, h)))

14+ CPC)An1 (Qy, b))

<
<1+ k)1 +COC) A\ (T NQ(y, h)),
ie.

Mz (Pwrwe (T NQ(y, h)))

Since y is a density point the Lebesgue-Vitali theorem implies for A — 0 that

<(1+r)(1A+C2C) (5.5)

J(Pwrw2)(y) < (1+k)(1+C00),

where J(Py1 w2) denotes the Jacobian of the poincaré map, and since x > 0 can be chosen
arbitrarily samll we finally get

J(Pwrwe)(y) < 1+COC.

Asy € T then Py w2 (y) is a density point of W%WAL(x, qg’)). Since in our cosideration
and in particular in (5) Py w2 and Pv;ll w2 Play completely symmetrical roles we get

J(PV;?WQ)(Pwlsz (y)) S 1 + C(G)C.

Because of
1
T(Pyh ) (Pt w2 (9)

J(PW1,W2)(?J) =

we have

>——— >1-C9C.
ZTycwg =17 07C

J (P wz)(y)
Choosing additionally 0 < C' < % we finally get
|7 (P w2)(y) — 1 < COC.
Now let C € (0,1) as in the theorem then we define
®)

qnt (é) =9¢ /00 and EAl(é) =E¢/00

and this finishes the proof of Theorem part ii).
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A Appendix

In the Appendix we will state some basic results from ﬂﬂ] The first one gives an estimate
of the volume of the graph a function.

Proposition A.1. Let p € N, U C RP? be an open bounded set and H some finite Hilbert
space. Then for a C' mapping g : U — H with sup,cy | Dy f|| < a we have

vol,(U) < my,(graph(f)) < (1 + a?)% vol,,(U).

Here vol,, denotes the p-dimensional Lebesgue measure and m,, the p-dimensional Hausdorff
measure in RP & H, which coincides while restricted to a p-dimensional submanifold of
RP @ H since H is a finite Hilbert space with the p-dimensional volume (Lebesgue measure)
on this submanifold.

Proof. This is ﬂ, Proposition 11.3.2] O

Let E and E’ be two real vector spaces of the same finite dimension, equipped with the
scalar products (-,-)g and (-,-)g respectively. If Fy C E is a linear subspace of E and
A: E — E' alinear mapping, then we can define the determinante of A|g, to be

volg, (A(U))

det (A =
| € ( |E1)| VOIEI(U) I

where U is an arbitrary open and bounded subset of Fy and F is a arbitrary linear subspace
of E' of the same dimension as Fy with A(U) C E/ (see [1, Section 11.3]). Further for two
linear subspaces Ej, Fs C E of the same dimension we define the aperture between E; and
E5 with respect to the norm ||, to be

[, (B, E2) == sup inf |e; —ealp.
e €F, €2€E2
lerlp=1

Then we have the following lemma.

Lemma A.2. For every p € N there exists a number C™ = C™(p) > 0 such that for every
two finite dimensional Hilbert spaces Hy and Hs, for any a > 1, any two linear operators
A, B : Hy — Hy with |A|Hl < a, |B|H1 < a and any two linear subspaces E1, Ey C Hy of
dimension p we have

ldet(A],)| — |det(Blz.)I| < CVa? (IA= Bly, +Ty,, (Fy, E)).

Proof. This is ﬂ, Lemma I1.3.2]. O

For a linear operator A : H; — Hs between two Hilbert spaces H; and Hs let us denote
the graph of A by graph(A) := {(z, Azx) : © € Hy} C Hy X Hy. Then the aperture between
two graphs can be bounded as follows.

Lemma A.3. Let Hy and Hy be two finite dimensional Hilbert spaces. For any two linear
operators A, B : Hy — Hs we have
(graph(A), graph(B)) < 2(|A[y, + |Bly,)-

FMHIXHZ

Proof. This is ﬂ, Proposition 11.3.4]. O
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