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Stable ergodicity and accessibility for certain partially
hyperbolic diffeomorphisms with bidimensional center leaves
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Abstract. We consider classes of partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism f : M — M with
splitting TM = E® @ E¢ @ EY and dim E€ = 2. These classes include for instance
(perturbations of) the product of Anosov and conservative surface diffeomorphisms, skew
products of surface diffeomorphisms over Anosov, partially hyperbolic symplectomorphisms
on manifolds of dimension four with bidimensional center foliation whose center leaves are all
compact. We prove that accessibility holds in these classes for C! open and C” dense subsets
and moreover they are stably ergodic.
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1. Introduction

Ergodicity plays a fundamental role in Dynamics (and in Probability and Physics)
since L. Boltzmann stated the “ergodic hypothesis” which says (roughly speaking)
that in an evolution law time average and space average are equal. More precisely, we
say that a dynamical system f : M — M preserving a finite measure m is ergodic
(with respect to m) if any invariant set has zero measure or its complement has zero
measure.

E. Hopf [19] proved the ergodicity of the geodesic flow on surfaces of negative
curvature. This was extended by Anosov to the geodesic flow on compact manifolds
with negative curvature in a cornerstone paper in dynamics [3]. He also proved
that conservative (today called) Anosov C !*¢ diffeomorphisms are ergodic. And,
since Anosov diffeomorphisms are open, the above implies that conservative Anosov
systems are stably ergodic. We say that a C” diffeomorphism f : M — M
preserving a measure m is C” stably ergodic if any sufficiently small C” perturbation
of f preserving m is ergodic.

*Work partially supported by CAPES, FAPESP, PRONEX and PROSUL, Brazil; Palis-Balzan project;
CSIC-Dynamic Group 618-Uruguay and MathAmSud project PhySeCo.
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In a seminal work, Grayson, Pugh, and Shub [18] proved that the time one map
of the geodesic flow of a hyperbolic surface is C? stably ergodic. Afterwards,
Ch. Pugh and M. Shub recovered (in some sense) Smale’s program in the sixties
about stability and genericity by restricting to partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms on
manifolds preserving the Lebesgue measure and replacing structural stability by stable
ergodicity. They conjectured that among C? partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism
preserving the Lebesgue measure m, stable ergodicity holds in an open and dense
set. They proved important results in this direction and they proposed a program as
well (see [25,26], and [27]). The main conjecture is:

Conjecture 1.1 ([27]). On any compact manifold, ergodicity holds for an open and
dense set of C? volume preserving partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms.

This conjecture splits into two conjectures where accessibility (see Definition 1.6)
plays a key role:

Conjecture 1.2 ([27]). Accessibility holds for an open and dense set of C? partially
hyperbolic diffeomorphism, volume preserving or not.

Conjecture 1.3 ([27]). A partially hyperbolic C? volume preserving diffeomorphism
with the essential accessibility property is ergodic.

They also proved [27] a result in the direction of the third conjecture: A partially
hyperbolic C? volume preserving diffeomorphism, dynamically coherent, center
bunched, and with the essential accessibility property is ergodic. Since then, a lot
of research on the field has been done. See the surveys [7,31,37], and [12] for an
account on this progress during the last decades.

In [10], K. Burns and A. Wilkinson improved a lot Pugh—Shub result in two
directions: dynamically coherence is not needed and the center bunching condition
is much milder than originally stated.

The key fact thus to obtain ergodicity is accessibility. In [14] it is proved
that accessibility holds for a C! open and dense subset of C” partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphism, volume preserving or not. When the center bundle has dimension
one, it is proved in [32] that accessibility holds for a C! open and C” dense subset
of C” partially hyperbolic volume preserving diffeomorphism (later extended to the
non-volume preserving case in [5]). This in particular implies the main conjecture
in its full generality when the center dimension is one.

There has been in the last years a great advance to the main conjecture in the
C! topology. In fact in [30] it is proved that stably ergodicity is C! dense when the
center dimension is two. And recently, an outstanding result has been obtained by
A. Avila, S. Crovisier, and A. Wilkinson [1]: stable ergodicity is C! dense in any
case (without any assumption on the dimension of the center bundle).

These results depends heavily on perturbation techniques available in the
C'! topology and not known on higher topologies. The C” denseness of stable
ergodicity, r > 2, is a complete different problem. Little is known in this case
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when the center bundle has dimension greater than one. In [8], the authors prove
C7 density of stable ergodicity for group extensions over Anosov diffeomorphisms.
A remarkable result has been obtained by F. Rodriguez Hertz [29] for certain
automorphisms of the torus T¢. Also, in [35] are given two examples that can
be C”, r > 2, approximated by stable ergodic ones. And very recently Z. Zhang [41]
obtained C” density of stable ergodicity for volume preserving diffeomorphisms
satisfying some pinching condition and a certain type of dominated splitting on the
center. A. Avila and M. Viana have announced C! openness and C” density for
certain skew product of surfaces diffeomorphisms over Anosov and our work might
have some overlap with theirs although our methods are different.

Our aim in this paper is to contribute to the C” denseness of stable ergodicity,
in particular when the center dimension is two. We prove that for large classes of
C7 partially hyperbolic volume preserving diffeomorphisms with two dimensional
center bundle, stable ergodicity holds in C” dense subsets. Precise statements are
given in Section 1.2. However, just to give a flavor of them let us state a particular
case (see Theorems 4A and 4B).

Theorem 1. Ergodicity holds in C' open and C" dense subset in the following
settings:

» Skew products of conservative surfaces diffeomorphisms over conservative Anosov
diffeomorphisms.

e Fartially hyperbolic symplectomorphisms on (M, w) where dim M = 4 having a
bidimensional center foliation whose leaves are all compact.

The main tool we use to prove the ergodicity is accessibility. Thus, we have to
prove that accessibility holds in a C! open and C” dense subset in the setting we are
working with. The main idea is to use results on conservative surface dynamics to
show that generically one gets accessibility. Indeed, when the center dimension is
two and we look to the accessibility class inside a (periodic) compact center leaf we
have three possibilities: it has zero, one or two topological dimensions. We prove
that generically (see Theorem 2) zero dimensional accessibility classes do not exist.
We will use to the full extent results on conservative surface dynamics to prove that
also generically one-dimensional accessibility classes do not exist and therefore the
accessibility classes are open on the center leaf and so there is just one accessibility
class.

1.1. Setting. Let f : M — M be a diffeomorphism where M is a compact rie-
mannian manifold without boundary. We say that f is partially hyperbolic if the
tangent bundle splits into three subbundles TM = E* @& E€ @ E" invariant under
the tangent map Df and such that:

e There exists 0 < A < 1 such that

IDfyes| <A and | Df/Zull < A.
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e Forevery x € M we have

IDf/Es | IDfE: |

—= <1 and —— <1,

m{Dfg¢} m{Df gy}
where m{A} is the co-norm of A4, i.e., m{A} = ||A71||~L.

By continuity of Df and the compactness of M, there is a positive constant < 1
such that the inequalities in the last item hold for 7 instead of 1. In other words, E° is
uniformly contracted, E* is uniformly expanded and the behaviour of E¢ is between
both.

It is well known that the subbundles E* and E* uniquely integrate to two foliations
FS =% ; and F¥ = 5‘7}‘ called the stable and unstable foliation respectively. We
denote by 9 (x) (0 = s, u) the leaf of the foliation through the point x.

On the other hand it is not always true that the center subbundle E€ is integrable.
We say that the partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism f is dynamically coherent if
the bundles £E* @ E€ and E¢ & EY integrate to invariant foliations ¥ ¢* and ¥
called the center stable and center unstable foliations respectively. In particular E¢
integrates to a (normally hyperbolic) invariant foliation ¥ ¢. Moreover, ¢ and ¥°
subfoliates ¥ ¢ and & ¢ and ¥ subfoliates ¥ %, see [9].

We say the center foliation is r-normally hyperbolic (r > 1) if the following

holds:
IDf) s 1D E<Il”
— < and ———
m{Dfg¢}" m{Dfpu}
If f is of class C” and the center foliation is r-normally hyperbolic then the leaves
of ¢ are of C7 class (see [20]).

Partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms are C! open. In order to assure that
dynamically coherence also holds for C! systems nearby we have to require plague
expansiveness. This is technical and we will not define it here, we refer to [20]
(however, if ¢ is a C! foliation or all leaves of ¢ are compact then the center
foliation is plaque expansive). The results on [20] (see Theorem 7.4) assure that a
normally hyperbolic and plaque expansive foliation ¥ ¢ of a diffeomorphism f is
structurally stable, that is, there exist a neighborhood of U( f) and a homeomorphism
h: M — M suchthatfor g € U(f) there exists a (normally hyperbolic) foliation ¥
such that h(fFjE (x)) = Fg (h(x)) and h(fFjE (f(x)) = Fg(g(h(x))). This result
implies that partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms, dynamically coherent with center
foliation plaque expansive are C' open.

We also say that a partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism f is center bunched if:

D c D c 1
Dfe P (g 1D -
m{DfE¢} m{Df/g¢} m{Dfygu}
This bunching condition is as in [10] where they improve substantially the one
stated by Pugh—Shub originally. Notice that the bunching condition is also C ! open.

< 1.
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We say that a partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism f : M — M dynamically
coherent has Global Product Structure (GPS for short) if there is a covering 7 :
M — M and a lift f M — M of f such that when we lift the invariant foliations
(stable, unstable, center-stable, and center-unstable) to M we have for any X, y in M:

HFS@ENFUF) =1 and #HF*®NFG)) = 1.

The GPS also implies that, in the covering M every stable leaf intersects in
one point every center leaf inside a center stable leaf, i.e. if y,Z € Fos (¥) then
HFSY)NEF Fe F€(Z)} = 1. The same in center-unstable leaves in the covering. In
particular, if y,z € F(x), then F5(y) N F¢(z) # @, although this intersection
might not be unique.

One of the main property of the GPS is that it allow us to define a global projection
(in M) onto a given center stable manifold along the holonomy of the unstable
foliation. We denote by 238 the C! interior of the set of partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphisms dynamically coherent having GPS.

Definition 1.4. Let M be a compact riemannian manifold without boundary and let
r > 1. We denote by & = &"(M) the set of C” diffeomorphisms f : M — M
(with the C" topology) such that

e f is partially hyperbolic;

e f is dynamically coherent;

e the center foliation is r-normally hyperbolic and plaque expansive;

e f is center bunched;

e fegPE;and

« the set of center leaves that are compact and f -periodic are dense in M.
We remark that &” is C! open (and hence C” open as well).

Examples. Here we give some examples of diffeomorphism in &". We restrict
ourselves where the center dimension is two.

(1) Perturbation of product of diffeomorphisms: Let g : § — S be a C” dift-
eomorphism of a compact surface and let f : N — N be a transitive Anosov
diffeomorphism. If the contraction and expansion of f are strong enough we get
that f x g € 8" (M) where M = N x §S. Notice that the center foliation consists
of compact manifolds homeomorphic to S. In particular, the space of center leaves
is homeomorphic to N and the dynamics of the center leaves is conjugated to the
Anosov diffeomorphism f : N — N and hence (lifting to the covering M=NxS
where N is the universal covering of N) f x g has GPS (and indeed belongs to § P §).
In case g = id then automatically f x g € &” forany r > 1.
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(2) Skew products over Anosov: Let f : N — N be a C” (transitive) Anosov
diffeomorphism and consider S a compact surface. Let U C Diff" (S) be the open
set such that if 7 € U then f x h is partially hyperbolic with center fiber {x} x S,
center bunched, and r-normally hyperbolic. Let g : N — U be a continuous map.
For x € N let’s denote by g the diffeomorphism g(x) : S — S. For such a map g
consider the skew product F = f X5, g : N x§ — N x § by

Flx,y) = (f(x).8&x(y)).

Notice that the center foliation is {{x} x S, x € N} and the dynamics of the center
leaves is the one of the Anosov f : N — N. It follows that F has GPS (and any
C" perturbation has GPS as well) and the periodic center leaves are dense. Thus,
we have that F € &"(N x §). We may consider thus perturbations of F in & and
also perturbations in the skew product setting. For this, let & = {g : N — U :
continuous}, where g, g € ¢ are close if g, &, are C" close for all x € N. We
denote by &;,, the set of skew products f x5, g with g € §.

If w is an area (symplectic) form on S we denote by &g, , the set of skew products
as above where gy preserves o for all x € N. Notice that in general F' € £, , does
not preserves volume. If the base map f : N — N preserves a volume form 7 then
F € &g, , preserves the volume form in N x S given by n X w.

(3) Let f : M — M be partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism of a four dimensional
manifold, dynamically coherent whose center leaves are all compact and bidimen-
sional. Results of Gogolev [17] (see also Carrasco [11] and Bohnet [6]) implies that
center foliation is uniformly compact (that is, the leaves have finite holonomy), and
that fibers over an Anosov diffeomorphism on the torus T2. In particular it has GPS

and the periodic center leaves are dense.

(4) (Perturbation of) the product of the time t of an Anosov suspension and a
rotation: Consider f : N — N the time ¢ map of the suspension of a transitive
Anosov diffeomorphism and let R : S' — S be arotation. Let f x R: N x S! —
N x S Itis not difficult to see that belongs to & for any r as long as f is C”.

(5) (Perturbation of) the product of time maps of Anosov suspensions: Let f, g be
time maps of the suspensions of a transitive Anosov diffeomorphisms. Then f x g
belongs to &".

Remark 1.5. We considered time maps of Anosov suspensions so that there is a lift
with GPS. There are time-1 map of Anosov flows without GPS, for instance, time-1
map of the geodesic flow in a surface of negative curvature.

1.2. Statements of Results. Wedenoteby &, (M) the set of diffeomorphisms in &"
preserving a volume form m on M, and by &/ the ones in &” preserving a symplectic
form w on M. Andrecall that £, (M), &g, ,,(M) are the skew products over Anosov
diffeomorphism on M = N xS where S is a compact surface and w is an area form

onS.
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Our results mainly concerns accessibility, so let us introduce the concept.

Definition 1.6. Let f : M — M be a partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism in &”.
A su-path is a continuous curve « : [0, 1] — M such that there exists a partition
0=ty <t <---<t, =1suchthat a([t;, ;+1]) is contained either in a leaf of ¥*
or in a leaf of ¥*. The relation x ~ y if there exists a su-path from x to y is an
equivalence relation on M.

For a point x € M the accessibility class AC(x) of x is:

AC(x) ={y € M : there is a su-path from x to y}.

We say that f is accessible if AC(x) = M for some x (and hence for all x € M).
On the other hand, we say the accessibility class AC(x) is trivial it AC(x) N F€(x)
is totally disconnected.

Our first result concerns trivial accessibility classes (with no restriction on the
dimension of the center leaves):

Theorem 2. Letr > 2 and let & denote ", &), 8], SS’p oré&’ Then, the set R of

sp,w*
diffeomorphisms in & having no trivial accessibility classes is C' open and C” dense.

The next result gives a condition to assure accessibility when the center leaves
have dimension two. Recall that a sink is an attracting periodic orbit. Call a
diffeomorphism g : § — S sinkless if it has no sinks. Define a subset &/, of &"
by f € &, if there is a periodic center leaf L = f k(L) for which f* restricted to L
is both Axiom A and sinkless. Note that &, is a C! open subset of &

Theorem 3A. Assume that r > 2 and dim E€ = 2. Then, there exists RCE M
which is C! open and C” dense in & !, such that any f € R is accessible.

In the conservative setting define €’y , := €', N &}, and note that this is a C''
open subset of & .

Theorem 3B. Assume that r > 2 and dim E€ = 2. Then, there exists R cé Zl,m
which is C' open and C" dense in & m Such that any f € R is accessible. In
particular any f € R is stably ergodic.

Above, we considered a sinkless diffeomorphism f|]2 By replacing f with its

inverse, analogous results also hold when f|]2 is both Axiom A and “sourceless”.

Finally, the next two results says that accessibility holds generically in the case of
skew products or when a symplectic form is preserved (they imply Theorem 1):

Theorem 4A. Assume that r > 2 and dim E© = 2 and consider the space &g, ,
of skew-products preserving an area form . Then, there exists R C &g, ,, which
is C' open and C" dense such that all diffeomorphism in R are accessible. In
particular, if the base map preserve a volume form n, any f € R is stably ergodic

with respect to the volume induced by n X .
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Theorem 4B. Assume that r > 2 and dim E¢ = 2 and consider the subspace &},
of & formed by those preserving a symplectic form w. Then, there exists R C &)
which is C' open and C" dense in & such that all diffeomorphism in R are
accessible. In particular they are stable ergodic with respect to the volume induced
by the symplectic form w.

Organization of the paper. In Section 2 we give general facts concerning accessibil-
ity classes and some results regarding its structure when the center has dimension two.
In Section 3 we prove some perturbation results in order to obtain later some generic
results on the accessibility classes. Section 4 is devoted to prove Theorem 2. The
accessibility classes of periodic points are studied in Section 5, where it is proved that
generically, when the center subbundle has dimension two, the accessibility classes
of hyperbolic periodic points or elliptic (when we restrict to an invariant center leaf)
are open. Theorem 3A and Theorem 3B are proved in Section 6. Finally, in Section 7
we prove Theorem 4A and Theorem 4B.

Acknowledgements. We wish to thank C. Bonatti, P. Le Calvez, A. Koropecki,
E. Pujals, and M. Viana for useful conversations and especially R. Potrie for reading
a draft version of the paper and giving some insightful comments. We also are very
grateful to the referee whose comments and corrections helped us to improve the

paper.

2. Basic facts on accessibility

In this section we establish some basic results on accessibility. We assume that
f M — M belongs to &, r > 2, although some remarks hold in general.

When y € #5(x) denote by Hj, (F€(x), F(p)) the (local) holonomy map from
a neighborhood of x in ¥ ¢(x) to a neighborhood of y in ¥¢(y) along the stable
leaves (inside “*(x) = F°*(y)). This map is well defined since the leaves of ¥
are simple connected. By [28] this holonomy map is of class C1, i.e. the holonomy
map inside center stable leaves along stable leaves is C!. The same holds for center
unstable leaves and holonomy along unstable leaves and so, for H” (F(x), Fe(»)).

Recall that a diffeomorphism /" in &” has Global Product Structure that is, there
exists a covering map 7w : M — M such that denoting by F* % =s,u,cs,cu,cthe
lift of the stable, unstable, center stable, center unstable, and center leaves respectively,
then for every X,y € M we have:

HESENFYF)=1 and #HFUENFG) = 1.
This allows to define a continuous map

ML M — F(3), 2.1)
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defined by the holonomy map along unstable leaves:
Mz(2) = F4 @) N FE(X).

If we restrict the map IT% to Feu (X), we have that H)”?(‘%C” (x)) = Fe (¥). In an
analogous way we define I1% the holonomy along stable leaves. And also we define

g . M — F°(X) by
¥ =% o % (2.2)
Note that, in general, H%S % H%”.
Recall that we have defined the accessibility class of x € M as

AC(x) = {y € M : there is a su-path from x to y}.

We define the center accessibility class of x as C(x) = AC(x) N F(x).
The same definitions for M : for ¥ € M its accessibility class is

2\6(55) = {)7 € M : there is a su-path from X to )7}

and C(¥) = AC(¥) N F¢(%).
Let us observe that if

X,Z€ M with? € AC(X) = ¥ (3) € C(%). (2.3)

Lemma 2.1. Let X € M and set x = 7 (X). Then

e 7(AC (%)) = AC(x).

« 7(C(¥)) C C(x).
Proof. Note that the projection of a su-path in M is a su- -path in M. Then,
JT(AC(X)) C AC(x). Reciprocally, the lift of a su-path in M is a su-path in M.
The second part also follows easily:

7(C (X)) = n(AC(X) N FE(X)) C w(AC (X)) N w(F (X))
= AC(x) N F(x) = C(x).

The proof is complete. O

Lemma 2.2. The following are equivalent:
(a) AC(x) is an open subset.

(b) AC(x) has non-empty interior.

(c) C(x) is an open subset of ¥ °(x)

(d) C(x) has non-empty interior (in F€(x)).
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Proof. Notice that, by continuity of ¥, if U is an open set in M then the saturation
by stable leaves, i.e. Uxery & *(x) is also open in M and the same for the saturation
by unstable leaves. Moreover, from the local product structure due the partially
hyperbolic structure, given an open set V' in a center leaf, its saturation by stable
and unstable leaf is also an open set in M. From these simple facts the lemma
follows. O

The same is true for the lift and also equivalent to the above:
Lemma 2.3. The following are equivalent:
(a) :4\6(55) is an open subset.
(b) :4\6(55) has non-empty interior.
(c) 5(55) is an open subset of Fe (x).
(d) E(J"E) has non-empty interior (in Fe (x)).
(e) C(x) is an open subset of ¥ € (x).

Proof. The proof of the equivalence among the first four items is analogous as the
previous lemma. Let’s see the equivalence with the last one. If AC (X) is open we get,
by Lemma 2.1 and since 7 is a covering map, that AC(x) = n(;l\C/ (X)) is open and
hence C(x) is open by lemma above. On the other hand, if C(x) is open in ¥ ¢(x)
then AC(x) is also open in M. It follows that 7! (AC(x)) is open in M. Since
7 1 (AC(x)) = Ug ,8(//4\6 (X)) where B runs over all covering transformations. It
follows, for some f covering transformation, that ,B(Z\(_f (X)) has non-empty interior
and so AC (¥) has non-empty interior. O

Lemma 2.4. For any z € M and any center leaf ¥ €(x) we have that AC(z) N
FE€(x) # @. In particular, f is accessible if and only if for some x it holds that
C(x) = F¢(x).

Proof. The Global Product Structure implies in particular that for any z and x we
have that:
FY)NFSx)#0@ and FC(x) = U Fi(y)
yeFe(x)

which yields AC(z) N F¢(x) # @. The second part follows immediately. O

Recall that for y € F°(x) the (local) holonomy map IT*(F€(x), F€(y)) from
a neighborhood Uy of x in ¥(x) to a neighborhood Uy of y in F¢(y) is a Cc!
diffeomorphism. If y : [0, 1] — F¥(x) is a path joining x and y then there exists a
continuous map I'* : US x [0, 1] — F¢*(x) such that:
e I'S(z,t) € F5(z) YVt €0, 1]. In particular I'*(z,¢) € AC(z).

* I'(z,0) =z forall z € U{.
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e I(z, 1) = IIN(F“(x), F°(¥)(z) € Uy.

e Iy : Uy — Uy defined by I'g(z) = I'(z,1) = II*(F(x), F(»)(2) is a
C! diffeomorphism.

The same holds when y € ¥"(x) considering IT*(¥“(x), ¥(y)) and also for
the lift f : M — M. In particular, if y € AC(x) and y is su-path joining x to y, by
finite composition of maps as above we get a map (see Figure 1)

F:USx[0.1]—> M (2.4)
such that
e ['(z,t) € AC(z) forall ¢ € [0, 1].
e I'(z,0) =z forall z € U{.
e I'(z,1) e Uy.
« Tg: Uf — Ug defined by I'g(z) = I'(z, 1) is a C' diffeomorphism.

Figure 1. The map I'.

In the same way, if y € AC (¥) we have a map
T:UEx[0,1]—> M (2.5)

with the properties above. The above has important consequences. First, we recall
the definition of a homogeneous subset.
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Definition 2.5. Let X be a riemannian manifold. A subset Z C X is said
C7"-homogeneous if for every pair of points x,y € Z there are neighborhoods
Uy, U, C X of x and y, respectively, and a C"-diffeomorphism ¢ : Uy — U, such
that p(Ux N Z) = U, N Z and ¢(x) = y.

Thus, it follows straightforward from the definitions of I" and T that:
Lemma 2.6. C(x) and 5(55) are C'-homogeneous.

Moreover, we have the following:
Lemma 2.7. Let X € M and 5 € C(X). Then there are neighborhoods U$ and U§
in ¥¢(x) and a continuous map I' : US x [0, 1] — F(X) such that
(1) y(Z,0) =Z forall Z € Ug;
2) Yz, 1) e U;for allz € Ug;
3) Y(x.1) = y; and
@) 7G,1) e C(), forallZ € U and ¢ € [0, 1].

Proof. Just take y = T o T where I3 and T are the maps defined in (2.2)
and (2.5), respectively. See also [29]). O

Remark 2.8. Notice that projecting by 7 : M — M we have a similar result: given x
in M and X € M such that 7(X) = x and y € 7 (C (X)) then there are neighborhoods
Uy and Uy in ¥°(x) and a continuous map y : Uy x [0, 1] — F¢(x) such that

(1) y(z,0) =z forall z € US;

(2) y(z,1) € Uy forall z € Uy;

(3) y(x,1) = y;and

4) y(z.t) e C(z),forall z € Uf and t € [0, 1].
Corollary 2.9. a(x) is connected and arc-connected.

Recall that an accessibility class AC(x) is trivial if AC(x) N F€(x) is totally
disconnected. Notice that by the map I' defined in (2.4) this does not depend on x,
just on the accessibility class.

Lemma 2.10. The accessibility class AC(x) is trivial if and only if C (%) = {X}
where 7 (X) = x.

Proof. 1f 5(35) #£ {X} then, since it is connected and arc-connected we have that
n(a(f)) C C(x) contains a non trivial connected set and so C(x) is not totally
disconnected. On the other hand, if C (¥) = {X} then AC (X) N F€(y) consists of a
single point for any ¥y and in particular for those y with 7r(¥) = x. Therefore C(x)
is at most countable and so totally disconnected. O
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Corollary 2.11. The set {x € M : AC(x) is nontrivial} is open in M.

Proof. Let x € M be such that AC(x) is nontrivial and let X such that 7(X) = x.
Then C(X) # {X}. Now, from Lemma 2.7 we get for any Z € ¥ “(X) close enough
to X that C(Z) # {Z} and the lemma follows. O

The above says that if we have a nontrivial accessibility class then nearby the
classes are nontrivial. We will prove that the same holds when we perturb f as well.
We need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.12. Let f € &". Consider x € M and let y € AC(x). Then, there exist
Uy, Uy neighborhood of x and y respectively and a C' neighborhood of f in &"
such that for any g € U(f) and any z € Uy it holds that AC(z) N U, # 0.

Proof. Fix a su-path from x to y and fix also a small neighborhood U,.. As in the
construction of the map I, there exists neighborhoods Uy and Uy C U, such that
any z € Uy can be joined by a su-path to a point in Uy. By the continuity of the
stable and unstable manifolds in compact sets (with respect to f) and the continuous
variation of the center foliation, there exists a C! neighborhood U( f) such that for
any g € U(f) there exists a neighborhood Uy , in F¢(x, g) so that any z € Uy,
can be joined by a su-path to a point in a neighborhood Uy , C (v, g). We may
consider that Uy , is contained in Uy for any g € U(f). Moreover, we can find
a neighborhood Uy so that for any g € U(f) and any z € Uy there is a su-path
joining z with a point in Uy ,. O

As a consequence, we have that a non-trivial accessibility class can not be
destroyed by perturbations.

Corollary 2.13. Let f € & and let x € M be such that AC(x) is nontrivial. Then,
there exist a neighborhood Uy of x and a neighborhood U( f) in &" (which can be
considered C ! open as well) such that for any g € U(f) and z € Uy the accessibility
class AC(z, g) is nontrivial.

Proof. Let X be such that 7 (X) = x. Since AC(x) is nontrivial, then Cc (x) # {x}.
Lety € C(x) ¥y # X. We have a su-path (in M)Jomlng Xtoy. By Lemma 2.12
applied to the lift, there are disjoint open sets Uz and Uy of X and y in M and an open
set U( f') such that for any g in U( f') we have that any point in Uz can be joined by su-
path of g with a point in Uy. And moreover, if we consider Hz;" M > F ‘X, 2),
then H%”(U;;) and Hz;” (Us) are open sets (in (X, g)) and disjoint. The result
thus follows, since for any Z € Hz;” (Uz) there is point in H%”(Uy) that belongs

to 5("2', g). O

Lemma 2.14. Let x € M and let ¥ € M with n(X) = x. Let F¢ and F be such
that w(F°) = F°(x) and let €; = AC (X) N F£, i = 1,2. Then either n(€) and
7 (€z) are equal or disjoint.
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Proof. Assume that n(‘€1) N n(‘€2) # @. Let z be in this intersection and letz; € ‘€
be such that 7(Z;) = z. It follows that ¢ =C (Zi). Let B be a covering map,
B(Z1) = Z. Since B sends su-path in M to su-path we conclude that ,8(‘61) C 6
and 8~ (‘62) C ‘€1 Hence 71(‘61) = 71(‘62) O

Corollary 2.15. Letx € M and X € M such that w(X) = x. If C(x) is open then
7 (C (X)) is the connected component of C(x) that contains Xx.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Lemmas 2.1, 2.3, and 2.14. O

We now investigate the structure of accessibility classes when the center bundle
has dimension two, that is f € &” and dim E¢ = 2. The following important result
is essentially contained in [29].

Theorem 2.16. Let f € & and assume that dim E€ = 2. Let ¥ € M. Then one
and only one of the following holds:

() 5(55) is open;
@ C(®) = {3}

3) C (X) is a C' one dimensional manifold without boundary.

Proof. The same proof in [29, Proposition 5.2] yields that C (x) is either open,
consists just of X or it is a topological one dimensional manifold. Now, in case C (x)
is a topological one dimensional manifold, by the C! homogeneity of C (¥) and the
result in [33] which says that a locally compact and C! homogeneous subset of a
riemannian manifold is a C! submanifold, one get that in fact C (X) is of class C!
(and without boundary). O

Let us denote by Cy(x) the arc-connected component of C(x) that contains x.
We remark that when C(x) is open, then Cy(x) is just the connected component
of C(x) that contains x.

Corollary 2.17. Let f € &" and assume that &im E¢ = 2. Let x € M and X € M
with w(X) = x. Then 7(C (X)) = Co(x).

Proof. When C (x) is open or trivial then the result follows immediately. Thus, we
just have to check it when Cc (x) is a one dimensional submanifold (without boundary).

From Lemma 2.1 and Corollary 2.9 we have n(a(f)) C Co(x). On the other
hand, let 8 be an arc in Co(x) starting at x and assume that it is not contained
in 7T(C (). Lettg = sup{z : B(J0,1]) C n(C(x))} Let y = B(to) (that belongs
to(C (x))). Since C (%) has no boundary, we have an arc « inside 7(C (x)) having y
in its interior, say joining x; with x. Now, applying Lemma 2.7 (or Remark 2.8)
we have a continuous map y : Ug, x [0, 1] — F“(x) such that y(x1,7) = «(f) and
that y(z,t) € C(z) for any ¢ and z € Uy,. Then we conclude that there is an open
set U C Uy, such that y(U x [0, 1]) N B # @ (see Figure 2). This implies that C(x)
is open, a contradiction. Therefore, Co(x) C 7(C (X)). The proof is finished. O
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Uy,

Figure 2. Proof of Corollary 2.17.

Next, we want to show that the set of one dimensional accessibility classes form
a lamination. Let’s recall the definition of a lamination (we state this for the case of
lamination of subsets of a surface for simplicity).

Definition 2.18. Let S be a surface and let K C S be closed. We say that K admits a
C! lamination if K has a partition into C'! one dimensional manifolds (called leaves
of the lamination) such that every point in K has a neighborhood U homeomorphic
to (—1, 1) x (—1, 1) (called charts of the lamination) such that K N U correspond to
F x (=1, 1), where F is a closed set in (—1, 1) and every {f} x (—1,1),for £ € F,
is inside a leaf of K, and tangent spaces of the leaves vary continuously.

Fix a center leaf #¢. Let K be the union of accessibility classes in F¢ which
are C! one-dimensional submanifolds. Then K is partitioned by the accessibility
classes C (X), X € K. We want to prove that this partition form a C! lamination.

First we prove that the accessibility classes vary continuously in the C'! topology:

Proposition 2.19. ForXx € K, the curves C (X) vary continuously in the C ! topology.

Before proving the proposition we need an elementary lemma from calculus
(whose proof'is left to the reader). Letusintroduce some notations. Lety : [0,1] — S
be an C! arc of a surface S and consider an ¢ tubular neighborhood N,. This tubular
neighborhood is diffeomorphic to [0, 1] x [—¢, €]. Given a point in N, we identify
with coordinates (¢, s), ¢ € [0, 1] and s € [—¢, ¢].

We call the left side of N, the boundary {0} x [—¢, €] and right side the boundary
{1} x [—e,¢]. We denote by £ : N,, — y the orthogonal projection, i.e. in local
coordinates £(¢,s) = t.

Lemma 2.20. With the notations above, given § > 0, there exists ¢ = €(8) such that
if Bisa C' curve in N, from the left to the right side (and do not intersect y) then
there is some (t,s) = B(T) such that the angle L(,B(f), y(t)) < 6.
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Now we are ready to give a proof of Proposition 2.19. Since we will be working
in a neighborhood of ¥ we may assume that we are in trivialization chart of the
tangent bundle 7' % ¢, and so we may compare angles and norms of vectors in different
tangent spaces.

Proof of Proposition 2.19. We need to prove that if ¥ € K and X Xn € K converges
to X then Tk ‘C’(xn) converges to T~f’(x) Assume that it is not true. Then there
exists some sequence X, € K converging to some point X € K and some n > 0 such
that the angle L(Txnt’(xn), Tx ‘€(x)) > 7, for all n.

Lety € g(?c'), ¥y # X and let Y** a su-path joining y to X. We may consider an
arc of su-paths, i.e. foreacht € [0, 1] a su-path Y;* that vary continuously joining X
with some point Y (1) € g()?) such that Y§* is the trivial su-path and 7% = T,
We may assume that the path Y;*(1) is the arc joining X and y in g(f) denoted by
[X, ¥]. We will consider tubular neighborhood N of the arc [X, V].

The path Y allows us to consider (see the last item of properties of the
map ' in (2.4) and equivalent for (2.5)) a map ¢; : B(X,r;) — F°¢ which is a
C! diffeomorphism onto its image that contains Y ¥(1). We may choose r; = r
independent of 7. The family ¢, varies continuously in the C! topology due to the
local holonomy is C ! inside center stable and center unstable leaves, the center leaves
vary continuously in the C! topology and the path Y;* varies continuously with 7.

Given ¢ > 0 there exists §o > 0 and po > 0 such that for any 7 if dist(Z, X) < po
and Z(T3€(X), w) > 6 then the angle

£(d(¢)z(TFE (X)), d(¢r)z(w)) = L(Ty, @ E (). d(pr)z(w)) > So. (2.6)
On the other hand, given 6; > 0 there exists &; > 0 such that if

dist(& (¢ (2)), 1 (%)) < &1 then Z(Teg,z)C(X). Ty, E(X) <81 (2.7)

Notice also that there exists p > 0 such that for any ¢ if
dist(X,Z) < pthen dist(&(¢p;(2)), $: (X)) < &1. (2.8)

Consider X and y in 5(55) between X and . Denote by y = [X, ] the arc in g()?)
joining X and y.

Let & = n and take 69 = 8o(0) from (2.6). Choose §; > 0 such that § — §; =
8 > 0 and let &1 from (2.7). Choose p < pg such that (2.8) holds.

For this § choose an ¢ tubular neighborhood N[ ;; as in Lemma 2.20 and such
that Nz 51 C Usefo,119:(B(X, p)).
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Now, if X, is close enough to X then B,(t) = ¢:(X,), t € [0, 1] is a curve that
crosses the Np; 51 from the left to the right side. On the other hand, if 7 is such that

Bn(t) € Nis 5 then span(Bn) = d(¢: (%))(Tx, € (%,)) and so

Z(Bn (1), Ts(ﬂn(z))g(f)) = Z£(d$(Zn) Tz, E(Zn), Te(g, (?cn))g(fn))
> £(dy (%) Tz, € (Xn), dpy (X) T E (F)

— LT, Gy € (Fn). dpy () THE (F))
> 50 — 81 = 5,

which is a contradiction with Lemma 2.20. O

Corollary 2.21. Let F¢ be a center leaf in M and assume that there is no trivial
accessibility classes. Then the set K of non-open accessibility classes admits a C!
lamination whose leaves are accessibility classes. The same holds for the set of
non open accessibility classes K in ¢ whose leaves are connected components of
accessibility classes Co(x) for x € K.

Proof. Since there is no trivial accessibility class the set K is closed. From
Proposition 2.19 and using transversal sections it is not difficult to construct a chart
foreach X € K. O

3. Perturbation lemmas

In this section we prove our main perturbation techniques that allow us to prove our
theorems. These are Lemmas 3.5 and 3.7. Before we state and prove these lemmas
we need some elementary results, the first one says that some perturbations of the
identity can be thought as translations in terms of local coordinates, no matter if we
are in the conservative world, symplectic world, etc.

Let M be a manifold of dimension d andlet S C M be an embedded submanifold
of M of dimension k. Let z € S and let U be a neighborhood of z in M and let V' be
the connected component of U N S containing z. We say that we have local canonical
coordinates in V if we have a coordinate chart (or parametrization) ¢ : U — R? and
o(V) = Vp € R* with ¢(z) = 0.

It is a consequence of Darboux Theorem that if @ is a symplectic form in M
such that w/g is symplectic and k = 2j,d = 2/ and we write coordinates in R* as
(X1,....X;,¥1,...,y;) and in R? as (x1,...,X7, Y1, ..., y;) then we may assume
that the local chart verifies ¢* (Zle dxi Ady;) = o|U and p*(3_7_, dx; Ady;) =
|V, see e.g. [24] and [36].

And in case m is a volume form it is well known that we can choose local coor-
dinates in R¥ as (x1, ..., xg), we may assume also that *(dx; A --- A dxg) = m,
i.e. in local coordinates the volume form is the standard volume form in R¢
(see e.g. [24]).
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The next lemma says that we can glue an arbitrary small translation near a point
with the identity outside a neighborhood in the conservative and symplectic setting.
Sophisticated versions of this problem can be found in [13] and [2] (pasting lemma).

Lemma 3.1. Let M be a C" manifold and let S C M be a C" submanifold
of M,r > 1. Let z € S and let U be a given neighborhood of z in M such that
V := SNU has local canonical coordinates. Then, there exist V', z €¢ V' CV Cc U
and go > 0 such that for any 0 < & < ¢ there exists § > 0 such that for any w € R¥,
|wl|| < & there exists a diffeomorphism h : M — M satisfying:

(1) hise-C" close to identity;
2) h=idon U¢;
(3) h preserves V,ie. h(V) =V,

(4) h|V'in local coordinates is given by
y=>h(y)=y+w.

If w is a symplectic form in M and w;s is symplectic then h can be taken to be
a symplectomorphism. If m is a volume form in M, we can take h to preserves the
volume form m.

Proof. In the general case (i.e neither conservative nor symplectic) the solution is
easy, just take the time ¢ map (with ¢ small enough) of the flow generated by a vector
field X (in the local coordinates) such that X(x) = v for v € R¥, |jv|| = 1 and it is
identically zero outside a neighborhood of the origin. The same idea works in the
conservative setting taking X to be divergence free vector field and in the symplectic
setting taking a Hamiltonian vector field.

Let’s consider the conservative setting. Recall that we have local coordi-
nates, i.e. a chart ¢ : U — R? and (V) = Vo, C R¥ with ¢(z) = 0
and @*(dx1 A---Adxg)=m. Let ¥ : R? — R be a bump function such that it is
equal to 1 in a neighborhood of 0 and it is identically zero outside a neighborhood
of 0 as well (with closure contained in ¢(U)). Let w € R¥, ||w| = 1. By a linear
change of coordinates (preserving R¥) we may assume that w = ;. Consider the
function y : R? — R given by

x(x) = x(x1,x2,...,xq) = ¥(x)x2.

Then, taking X (x) = (;sz, —;TXI, 0,...,0) we have that X is divergence free. Now,
taking the time ¢ map of the flow generated by X for 7 small we get the lemma.
Let’s consider the symplectic case. We may assume without loss of generality
that U is contained in a tubular neighborhood of S and U = U’ x D, D fibers of the
tubular neighborhood. Choose open balls V; C V] C Uy C U{ C U centered in z

and a C* bump function ¢ : M — R so that |U{ = 0and v |V; = 1.
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For simplicity we will assume that S is bidimensional. Letu = (11, u») be a unit
vector in R? and let HY : R? — R be defined by H¥(x, y) = yu; — xu,. Notice
that XHg = u in R2.

Let HY : R2 - Rbe HY = ¢ - HY and let H* : U — R be H(y) =
H{ (¢(m(y))), where  is the projection along the fibers of the tubular neighborhood,
and let H* : M — R be such that
e H¥ =0in U¢, and

* H* =y () H{(y)ify e U.
Notice that H* is C* and the C" norm is bounded by a constant K that does not
depend on u.

Lety € SNV;. Weclaimthat Xgu(y) = X}i,u (y), where X}i, is the hamiltonian
field of H|S. Indeed, X gu(y) is defined as w(Xgu(y).-) = —dHY and Xj;,(y)
as a)|S(XI§u(y),-) = —d(H"|S)y. Fory e Vin§S, H*(y) = H"(7n(y)) and
so dH" = dH"|S o dm and hence dHJ’,‘|(TyS)Lw = 0. Thus, for any v €
(TyS)*e, o(Xgu(y),v) = 0, then Xpu(y) € T,S and so, since for any w € T}, S,
we have

o(Xgu(y), w) = o5 (X (y), w).
We conclude that
Xpu(y) = Xju(y)
This proves the claim. Finally, taking the time # map of the corresponding hamiltonian
flow, for ¢ small enough, we conclude the lemma. O

For f € &" we denote the stable manifold of size € of a center leaf ¥ by
W () i = Uzege WS ().
Remark 3.2. If ¥ is a compact periodic center leaf and w € W (¥Y) then there
exists &g such that w € W (F1°) butw ¢ f*(Wg (¥()), foralln > 1.
Lemma 3.3. Let f € & and let ¥ be a compact periodic center leaf of f.
Let x € ¥ and let B be a small neighborhood of x in M. Then there exist
D1, P2, W1, W2,21,22 € B, €9,€1,82 > 0, and Uy, Uy disjoint neighborhoods of
wy, Wy in M such that, fori = 1,2,
(1) F€(pi), i = 1,2, are periodic compact center leaves;
@) wi € W2 (x) N WE(po);
(3) =i € WA(FE) O WE (pi)s
@) Ui fr (W (FF)) =0, foralln > 1;
) Uin f"W(F(pi) = 0, foralln = 1;
©) Ui N f"(W(F(pj) =0, foralln > 0andi, j = 1,2; and

() Ui 0 fHWA(FE)) = 0, forall n > 0.
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Proof. Let By, x € By C B be a foliated chart of the center foliation:
¢ : By — D"k x Dk,

where D™k is a disk in R and D¥ is a disk in R¥, and the center foliation in By
through ¢ is {y} x D¥ and ¢(x) = (0,0).

Let Py be the plaque of x in By. We may assume that ¥ N By = Px. In By,
we identify point in the same plaque, Bo/~ = D™ ¥ Let P : By — Bo/~ the
projection map.

For z € By, denote by Z := P(z) the plaque of z and denote by WE;‘ (2),
* = s,u, the connected component of W.*(F€(z)) N By that contains z, and by
WI;‘O (2) := P(W**(2)) (By is small compared to ).

In a neighborhood W of X we have local product structure. Since periodic
compact center leaves are dense, we may choose p; € W such that p; is contained
in a compact periodic center leaf. (This compact center leaf may intersects By in
other plaques than py, but if it does, intersects finitely many plaques in By).

Let w; = Wgo(fc) N Wgo(ﬁl) and wy; = WS (x) N P~ 1(by), p1 = WH(w1) N
P7Y(p1), 21 = Wy (X) N W3 (p1),and 21 = WS (p1) N P (2).

Figure 3. 4-legged path.

Now, we can find &g, £; > 0 such that
e wy € Wi (Ff)butwy ¢ f"(WS(F()),n =1, and
* wy € W(F(p) butwy & fHWH(F(p1)).n = 1.

Now, we may take p, close to p; and contained in a compact periodic leaf and
such that, if we set Wy = W3 (X) N Wg (p2), wa = WS(x) N P~ (), p2 =
W (w2) N P~ Yp2), 2, = Wgo x)n Wgo (p2),and z, = WS (p2) N P~1(%,) then,
Wy € WSSO(TIC) but w, ¢ f”(WSSO(?I")),forn > 1, if p, is close enough to p;. Now,
we may choose &2 > 0 such that wy € W22 (¥ °(p2)) but wa & f"(WE(F<(p1))),
n>1.
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Observe that trivially it holds that,

w; & fr(WE(Fe(pj))., n>0,i,j=172; and
w; & fHWE(F)), n=>0i=1,2.

From this it is easy to find the neighborhoods U;, U,. The proof is complete. O

[rogd
fl

Figure 4. Lemma 3.3.

Given f € &" and w € W7 (x) recall that we denote H?(?C(x), F€(w)) the
(local) holonomy map along the stable foliation in ¥ (x) from a neighborhood
of x in ¥ ¢(x) onto a neighborhood of w in ¥¢(w). For the sake of simplicity we
set ¥ = F(x),w = Fw) and H?(fc,u?) = Hsf(}vc(x),ffc(w)). Moreover,
if w € F°(x) (although perhaps w ¢ W9(x)) we still set H?(fc, w) the local
holonomy map form a neighborhood of x in X = ¥ ¢(x) onto a neighborhood of a
point in W¥(x) N F¢(w) of w = F¢(w) along the stable foliation where the point
in W¥(x) N ¥ ¢(w) should be clear from the context. Analogous remark and notation
holds for H’}.

Remark 3.4. In the setting of Lemma 3.3 notice that H'} (2i, X)(z;) belongs to Co(x).
Moreover, if h : M — M is a diffeomorphism close to the identity such that 7 = id
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in (U; U U)¢ and preserves V; the connected component of U; U F¢(w;) that
contains w; then if we define g = f o h~! we have:

Fe(x, f) = Fx,g) where* = x, p1, pa;
Vi € F(wi. g):

Froe(zis f) = Fioe(zi. 8);

T3 (u;, &) = TT% (i, ;) © hs

ITg (i, pi) = T (Wi, pi):

05 (Zi, pi) = H}(Z},ﬁi); and

Mg (X, pi) = % (X, pi).

(3.1)

Denote supp(f # g) = {y : f(y) # g(»)}. The next lemma says that we can
destroy trivial accessibility class.

Lemma 3.5. Let & be as in Theorem 2 and let [ € & and let F€(x) be a
periodic compact center leaf of f. Assume that Co(x) = {x}. Then, there exists
neighborhood Vy of x in ¥ €(x) and g9 > 0 such that for any 0 < ¢ < gq there exists
g € &, with distcr (f, g) < € such that:

(1) supp(f # g) is disjoint from the f-orbit of ¥ €(x),
(2) forany y € Vy we have Cy(y, g)) # {y}.
Proof. Let x, wy, wa, p1, p2, 21,22 and Uy, U be as in Lemma 3.3. As before, we

write W; = F(w;, f), Zi = F(z;, f),and p; = F(pi, f).
Since Co(x, f) = {x}, we have Hl}(fi,fc)(zi) = x and

(Wi, X) o 1% (pi, i) o IT% (4, pi) o T (X, Z)(x) = x, i =12

Let Wy be a small neighborhood of x in ¥¢(x) and let W; C W, such that
Wi C IT% (Wi, X) o I (pi, i) © IT% (23, pi) o TI' (X, Zi) (Wo).

We may assume that U; are small so that if V; is the connected component of
U; N w; that contains w; then H;(ﬁ)i,fc)(Vi) C Wy

Let ¢ > 0 be given (small) and let Vi’ as in Lemma 3.1 for the submanifolds w;
corresponding to V; and let V, C H;(uA)i, (V).

Letl; : V; — w; be defined by

li = T1% (i, i) o IV (4, pi) o 1% (R, Z;) o IT% (s, £).
Note that /; is a C! map and

Hsf(l,’l\)i, )AC)Onl}(pAi, lf)i)on‘}(fi, pAi)OHI}()AC, 21) = sf(l,’l\)i, )AC)OI,'O(H‘}(UA)Z', )%))_1.
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Let’s look /1 in the local canonical coordinates and let v in R¥, ||v|| < § be such
that —v is a regular value of /; —id. For this v, choose h; : M — M asin Lemma 3.1
(in the appropriate setting for &) and so /1 o /; has finitely many fixed points in V.
Indeed, if ¢ is a fixed point in 71’ of hy oly then l;(g) —q = —v and since —v is a
regular value of /; — id it is an isolated fixed point.

Figure 5. Perturbing trivial accessibility classes.

Let ¢g1,...,q¢ be the projection of these fixed points in V5, i.e. {q1,...,q¢}
= H“}(lf)l,lf)z)(FiX(hl ol1[V1)) N V,. Choose hp : M — M as in Lemma 3.1
(corresponding to U,, V>) such that no ¢; is fixed by A, o [.

Letg: M — Mbeg= foh ! whereh: M — M is defined by

]’ll(Z) if z € Uy,
h(z) = {ha(z) ifz € Uy,
z otherwise.

It is not difficult to see that (see Remark 3.4):
[Ty (Wi, X) o Mg (pin i) o Mg (Zi, pi) o Mg(X, %)
= 1% (i, %) 0 hi 0 [ o (TT% (i, X)) .
Now, the maps

[T, (01, X) 0 Mg (P, 1) o M (21, p1) o Mg(X. 2y)
and H;(@z, %) o Hg(ﬁz, w3) o H;(fz, p2)o HZ(JAC, Z2)
have no common fixed point. Thus, for y € V we have that either fori = 1 or 2 that

[T (Wi, X) o Iy (Pi, W) o Mg (24, pi) o (X, 2)(y) # ».

This completes the proof. O
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We need the following elementary result. For completeness, we give a proof in
the appendix. It says roughly that two nondecreasing functions of the interval with
arbitrarily small translations have no fixed points in common (this is very simple
when the maps are C'! by transversality).

Proposition 3.6. Let £ : [—a,a] — R and £, : [-b, b] — R be two non-decreasing
Sfunctions and let ¢ : [—b, b] — [—a, a] be also a non-decreasing function. Then for
any & > 0 there exist s, t, |s|, |t| < &, such that:

d(x € [=b,b] : la(x)+t =x}) N{x € [—a,a] : €1(x) +5s =x} =0.
Proof. See Appendix A. Il

We now present the last lemma of this section and it will play a key role in the
proof of our main results (Theorems 4A and 4B).

Lemma 3.7. Let & be either &,, or &g, , (i.e. as in Theorems 4A and 4B). Consider
f € & and let ¥ be a periodic compact center leaf. Let x € F° and assume
that Co(x) is a C' simple closed curve €. Let U be a neighborhood of €
homeomorphic to an annulus and assume that a family T of disjoint essential
simple closed curves contained in U is given, with € € . Then, there exist a
neighborhood V of € homeomorphic to an annulus such that for any ¢ > 0 there

exist g € & such that

(1) distcr (f, 8) <e,

(2) supp(f # g) is disjoint from the f -orbit of ¥, and

(3) no curve of I contained in V is the accessibility class of a point in V, i.e. for
anyy €V, Co(y,g) # y foranyy € T.

Proof. Let x be as in statement of the lemma and let x, wy, wa, p1, p2, z1, Z2 and
Uy,U; be as in Lemma 3.3. Again, as before, let’s write w; = F°(w;, f),
Z; = F(zi, f),and p; = F(pi, [). LetV; be the connected component of U; Nw;
that contains w; and let V; be as in Lemma 3.1. Let W C H}(tf)i,fc)(Vi/) be open
and containing x, i = 1,2, and let €, = W N € (we may assume that €y, is an arc).
Let€; = H;,(fc, W;)(€y), i = 1,2 (see Figure 6).

In the local canonical coordinates in V;, let S; be straight segments transversal
to € at w;, and let I; = Hj,(u?i,fc)(Si N V/). These arcs are transversal to €
at x. We take V' a compact neighborhood of € homeomorphic to a closed annulus,
such that both /; crosses V' and intersects € in just one point. We may suppose that
ifyel,yNnV # @then y C V. Moreover, we redefine /; to be the connected
component of 7; N V that contains x and let S} = Hsf(fc, w;)(1;) C S; NV

Let J; = H'}(Ei,fc) o H;(ﬁi,fi) o H’}(ﬁ)i, Pi)(S;) and we may also assume
that J; crosses V. Notice that J; are transversal to €. Let J; be a connected
component of J; N V' that crosses V' (and we may assume that J; intersects € in just



Vol. 92 (2017) Stable ergodicity and bidemensional center 491
one point). We will define functions P; : I; — Ji, ¢ : [1 = L,and ¥ 1 J; — J»

as follows. We will just define P; : I} — J, the others are completely similar.
We order the arcs 1, 15, J1, J, so thatall of them crosses € in “positive” direction.

e, S
a

Figure 6. Perturbing closed 1-dimensional accessibility classes.

Lety C V be acurve in the family I". Let x,, be the closest point of y N J; (in the
order of Jy) to J;1 N €, and let y, be the closest point of /; N y (in the order of /;
tox = I; N y. See Figure 7.

Figure 7. The map Pq.

Define Pi(y,) := x,. This is a function from

{yyryel'yclhito{x,:yel'} CJi.
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This function is non-decreasing since for y,n € I', y # n, if y, <7, yy then
Xy <J, Xy (since each curve of I" separates V' in exactly two components and the
curves in I" are disjoint).

Since the function is non-decreasing it may be extended to a non-decreasing
function P; : Iy — J;. In the same way we define P, : I, — J,, ¢ : I} — I, and
w . Jl —> J2.

Notice that for y € I" and x, as before we have

Yo Pi(yy) = P2og(yy).
Let[; : S] — S; defined by
l; = 1% (pl,w )o Hf(z,,pl)o Hf(x Zj) o P; o IT*, (wl,x)|S .

We claim that /; is non-decreasing. Indeed, it is equivalent to prove that

li = 1 (i, £) o IT% (pi. iy) © I (5. pi) o T (£, %) o P;
is non-decreasing, which is equivalent to show that

I = I (Wi, ) o T (i, Wi) © T (24, pi) © TI'G (R, 24)

from J; to I; preserves orientation (since it is a diffeomorphism). Set x; = J; N €,

we know that /; (x;)) =x. If I; reverse orientation, then for y >y; X; we have that

I; (v) <1; x. Since € is essential in U we get that the accessibility class of Co(y)
must intersect € = Cy(x) and hence € is not an accessibility class, a contradiction.

Now, let ¢ > 0 be given and let § be as in Lemma 3.1. For |s| < § and |¢t]| < §
we choose /11 and /i, as in Lemma 3.1 so that in V| we have hi(y) = y + v, vs
in the direction of Sy, ||vi|| = |s| and in V; we have h2(y) = y + v, v2 in the
direction of S5, ||va|| = |¢|. So, S; is invariant by A and S, is invariant by /5,
and parametrizing S; and S5, these maps have the form 4y,5,(y) = y + s and
hays,(y) =y +1.

Now define g = h o f where

hy (X) if x € Uy,
h = hz(x) if x € Us,
x otherwise.
Notice that ITg (pi, i) = hy o IU% (pi, i), I (2, pi) = I05 (%3, pa), g (. 2) =
H’J‘,(x, Z;), and Ig (w;, X) = H;(wi,x).
Now, by Proposition 3.6, we may choose s, ¢ so that if ¢ is a fixed point of

hyoly = Tg(pr, ) o Iy (21, p1) o Ty (%, 21) o Py o Ty (1, £)| S

then [ (x w1) oo IT¥ (wz, x)] (¢) does not contain any fixed point of /15 o [.
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Thus, by conjugacy with IT§ (£, 1) we have that if ¢ is a fixed point of
I := T3 (1. %) o T(pr. 1) o T3 (21, p1) o TI(R.21) 0 Py
then ¢~ 1(g) does not contain any fixed point of
Iy 1= TI3, (2. §) 0 TT%(pa. th2) © T1% (22, p2) 0 TT(%, 22) 0 Pa.

Now, let y € Iy C V and let y,, x, as before. Then I (yy) € Co(xy.8) =
Co(P1(yy). g)- So, if y, is not fixed by /1, we have two possibilities: either

(1) [1(yy) <1, yy»or

@) Li(y) >1, vy

In case (1), I (yy) cannot belong to y by the definition of y, and so Co(xy, g) is not
contained in y.
In case (2), we conclude that the point

z:= Hg(fl,ff) o H;(ﬁl’ Zy)o H;(ﬁ)l, p1)o H;(?AC, 1) (yy)

satisfies z <, x, and so does not belong to y which implies that Co(y,. g) is not
contained in y.

Finally, assume that y, is fixed by I, and let X, be the closest point of y N I,
(in the order of I,) to x. Then we know that y, is not fixed by I> and we apply the
previous argument. Thus, no curve y € I' is an accessibility class. The proof is
finished. O

4. Proof of Theorem 2

Let r > 2 and let & be as in Theorem 2, i.e. € is €", €, &/, Ss’p or Ss’p,w. We have

to prove the set R of diffeomorphisms in & having no trivial accessibility classes is

C ! open and C” dense. This result is a consequence of Lemma 3.5, as follows.
Let’s consider ['g : & — € (M) = {compact subsets of M} (endowed with the

Hausdorff topology)
To(f) = {x € M : AC(x) is trivial}. 4.1)

We observe that I'g( /) is indeed a compact set, it follows from Corollary 2.11.

Lemma 4.1. The map Ty is upper semicontinuous, i.e. given f € & and a compact
set K such that T'o(f) N K = @ then there exists a neighborhood U(f) of f in &
(which is also C! open) such that To(g) N K = @ for all g € U(f).
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Proof. Lety ¢ I'o(f). From Corollary 2.13 there exist U(y) and U, (/) (which is
also C! open) such that for any g € U, (f) and z € U(y) we have that AC(z, g) is
non-trivial.

Now, consider the family of U,, with y € K. We may cover K with finitely many
of them, say K C (J!_, U,,.

Let U(F) C Niz; Uy, (f). If g € U(f) and z € K then z € Uy, and
g € Uy, (f) for some i and so AC(z, g) is non-trivial. The proof of the lemma is
complete. O

By taking K = M in the previous lemma, we get:

Corollary 4.2. If for some f € & we have that To(f) = @ then there is a
neighborhood U(f) C & (which is C' open) such that for any g € U(f) we
have T'y(g) = 0.

Now, we are ready to conclude:

Proof of Theorem 2. Let Gy be the set of continuity points of I'g. This is a residual
set in & (since & with the C” topology is a Baire space). We claim that if f € §,
then T'g(f) = @. Otherwise, let x € I'g( f) and we may assume that x belongs to a
periodic compact center leaf (see Lemma 2.4).

Indeed, by the continuity of Iy at f we have that for any neighborhood V' of x
there exists U( /) such that for any g € U( f) there is x; € V such that AC(xg, g)
is trivial. A direct application of Lemma 3.5 yields a contradiction and the claim is

proved.
From this and Corollary 4.2 we get that the set
Ro=1{f €& :To(f) =0} 4.2)
is C! open and C” dense in &. This set Ry is just the set of diffeomorphisms where
any accessibility class is nontrivial. O

5. The accessibility class of periodic points

Through this section, we consider & to be either €, §,,, &, &, or &g, , and with
dim E€ = 2.

Let f € & and let ¥,° be a compact periodic center leaf of period k and let
p € ¥ be aperiodic point of f. Let U be a neighborhood of p in M. We denote
by Co(p. U, f) the local accessibility class of p, that is, the set y € F that can be
joined to p by su-path contained in the neighborhood U of p.

We will classify the periodic points with respect to its behaviour on the central
leaf. In particular we say

* pis center-hyperbolic of saddle type if p is hyperbolic of saddle type with respect
to f/}c,
1
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* p is center-attractor or center-repeller if p is attractor or repeller w.r.t. f/}.c,
1
e pis center-elliptic if p is elliptic w.r.t. f /k?c.
1

Assume that p is a center-hyperbolic periodic point of saddle type f /’;,C . Wedenote by
1

CW5(p) the stable manifold of p with respect to f/}lc. We write CE}, C T, 7 the

tangent space to C W¥(p). Analogously, we denote C W*(p) the unstable manifold
of p with respect to f /kﬁc and CE}) C Tp ¥ the tangent space to CW*"(p).
1

We say that a periodic point p of period t(p) of f is generic if:
* p is hyperbolic in the case & = &" or &(,.

e —1 and 1 are not eigenvalues of Df;(p) inthecase & = &, &, or &g .
Lemma 5.1. There exists a residual set Gy in & suchthat if f € G, and p is a center-

hyperbolic periodic point of saddle type of f for f/;.c then there exist neighborhoods
1
Ue and U of p, Uc in F°(p) and U in M, such that U. \ (CW.(p) U CWX.(p))

ocC

has four connected component, U N F€(p) C U, and Co(p, U, f) is not contained
in CW2,(p) U CWE(p).

We say that a periodic point p as in the previous lemma satisfies the Property (L).

Proof. Let H, = {f € & : all points in Fix(f") are generic and every center-
hyperbolic periodic point p € Fix(f") of saddle type satisfies Property (L)}.

Claim. H, is open and dense in &. In fact, notice that H? = {f € & :
Fix(f™) generic} is open and dense in &. Thus, to prove the claim it is enough
to show that H,, is open and dense in H. It is immediate that H, is open in H.
Let us show that H, is dense. Let f € H?. We know that there are finitely many
center-hyperbolic periodic points in Fix( f”). Choose a neighborhood U, for each
one as in Property (L). By similar arguments as Lemma 3.5 it is not difficult to get
g € H, arbitrarily close to f satisfying Property (L).

Finally, set §; = N,>0H, and the lemma is proved. O

Theorem 5.2. There exists a residual subset Ry in & such that if f € R« and p
is a periodic point which is neither a center-attractor nor a center-repeller for f /kgﬂ
1

on a compact periodic center leaf ¥ then Co(p, [) is open. Moreover, if p is
center-hyperbolic of saddle type then there exist an open set V in M (contained
in a ball around p) and a neighborhood U(f) (which is also C' open) such that
for any g € U(f), we have V. C AC(pg,g) where pg is the continuation of p

for g € U(S).

Proof. Let Rx = RoNG; where R is as in Theorem 2 (see also (4.2)). Let f € R
and let p be a periodic point of f. Since f € R, Co(p) := Co(p, f) is either open
or a one dimensional C! submanifold.
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Assume first that p is a center-elliptic periodic point of f/;.c of period 7(p).
1

Now, since Co(p) is invariant under f7(?) and there is no invariant direction of
Df /ggf)(p) we easily conclude that Cy(p) is open.

Assume now that p is a center-hyperbolic periodic point of f/;.c of saddle type
1

of period 7(p) and assume, by contradiction, that Cy(p) is not open, that is, Co(p) is
a one dimensional C'! submanifold. Then p satisfies Property (L). This implies that
there exists a non trivial connected set C C Co(p, U, f) C Co(p) and not contained
in CW.(p) U CWE.(p).

On the other hand, 7, Co(p) must be an invariant direction (by the invariance
of Co(p)) by Dfpr(p) andso TpCo(p) =CEy or CE,. Assumethat T, Co(p) =CE?,.
Thus, Cy(p) is locally a graph around p (via the exponential map) of a map from
CE, — CE}.

Now, this graph is not contained in C W,3_(p) (since p satisfies Property (L) and
the connected set C C Co(p, U, f)). But notice that this graph is locally invariant,
by the invariance of Co(p). This is a contradiction since there is a unique locally
invariant graph, namely CW; .(p). Analogously, if T,Co(p) = CE}, we use the
same argument for /~!. Thus, we have proved that Cy(p) is open.

As the accessibility class Co(p) of a center-hyperbolic periodic point of saddle
type p is open and that C W3 (p) and C W} (p) intersect Co(p) then, by invariance
we get that C W9 (p) and C W¥(p) are contained in Cy(p).

From Property (L), we know that there exists y r € U. \ CW3.(p) U CWX (p)
so that yr € Co(p,U, f). Let’s order the four connected component clockwise
beginning with the one that contains y r. See Figure 8.

Let B.(y ) be a ball centered in y  contained in U, \ (CW3.(p) U CWi.(p)),
thatis, B.(yr) C (/).

We know (see Lemma 2.7) that there exists a continuous map y : B.(p) %[0, 1] —
U, such that

e y(z,0) =z,
* y(z,1) C Be(yy), and

e y(z,t) C Co(z, U, f).

Let V. be an open set such that V. C B.(p) N (IIT). Thus, for any z € V, we have
for some 7o that y(z,19) € (CW3.(p) UCWi.(p)) C Co(p)andso V. C Co(p).

ocC
Finally, we saturate V, by local (strong) stable and unstable manifolds to obtain
an open set V' C M. This set V satisfies the requirement of the theorem for U( 1)
small enough by the continuation of center leaves, strong stable and unstable leaves,
the continuation of p, and the continuation of y (see also Lemma 2.12) and so
Property (L) is open. The theorem is proved. O
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Figure 8. Accessibility class of hyperbolic periodic points.

Let f € R« and let p be a center-hyperbolic periodic point of saddle type
(belonging to a periodic compact center leaf). Let U( f) corresponding to p and f
in Theorem 5.2 (we denote by pg the continuation of p for g € U(f)).

LetI'y - U(f) — C(M),

I'i(g) =M\ AC(pg. 8)- (5.1

Notice that I"; is well defined since AC(py. g) is open for g € U(f).

Proposition 5.3. The map Ty is upper semicontinuous, i.e. given g € U(f) and
a compact set K such that I'1(g) N K = 0 then there exists a neighborhood
V(g) C U(f) (which is also C' open) such that for any h € V(g) we have that
rh)yNK=4a.

Proof. Let V be the fixed open set in M from Theorem 5.2, thatis, V C AC(pg. g)
for every g € U(f). Let g € U(f) and K compact with I'1(g) N K = @ be
given. Let y € K, then there exists U, and U, (g) such that for any 7 € U, (g)
and any z € U, we have that AC(z,h) NV # @ (see Lemma 2.12), in other words
U, C AC(pp.h) forany h € U, (g).

Now, cover K with finitely many of these open sets U,, that is, K C |J/_, U,,.
Let V(g) = (7=, Uy, (g). Then, for every h € V(g) we have that K C AC(py, h).
The proof of proposition in finished. O
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Corollary 5.4. Assume that for g € U(f) we have that T'1(g) = @, then g is
accessible. Moreover, there exists V(g) (which is also C' open) such that any
h € V(g) is accessible.

6. Proof of Theorems 3A and 3B

For simplicity, we prove both theorems together since the proof is essentially the
same. Let & be either €} or 82’”’ and with dim £¢ = 2, that is, the set of &" or &,
where dim £¢ = 2 and having a compact periodic leaf so that the dynamics in this
leaf (in the period) is both Axiom A and sinkless. Let R be as in Theorem 2 and R
as in Theorem 5.2 (both restricted to €’; or 82,m). Thus, Ry N R is residual in &.
Let f € Ro N Ry (although in the proof of Theorem 5.2 we construct Ry C Ry).
We will prove that f is accessible. Let’s see the properties we know for f:

* Any accessibility class is nontrivial.

e The accessibility classes of center-hyperbolic periodic points of saddle type of f
are open.

e If p is a center-hyperbolic periodic point of saddle type, then it satisfies
Property (L).

* There exists a compact periodic center leaf ¥,° such that f/;.c is an Axiom-A
1

diffeomorphism and sinkless, where k is the period of F°.

e If p is center-hyperbolic periodic point of saddle type, then the stable and
unstable manifolds in the center leaf C W*(p) and C W*(p) are contained in
the accessibility class of p.

Let’s denote by A a basic piece from Smale’s spectral decomposition of f /k},c

which is not a periodic center-repeller. Recall that the stable and unstable manifolds
CW*5(O(p)) and CW*(O(p)) are dense in A for any periodic point p € A. Let
x € A be any point. We know that Co(x) is open or a one dimensional C! manifold
without boundary containing x. In any case, we have that it intersects C W*(O(p))
or CW*(O(p)) and therefore Co(x) N Co(f*(p)) # @ for some i. Therefore,
Co(x) = Co(f'(p)). This means that A is contained in (the open set) Ugeo(p)Co(q)
for p € A periodic. By the invariance of Uge@(p)Co(q) we also have that C W*¥(A)
and CW*"(A) are contained in Ugem () Co(q). Let Fy be the set of periodic center-
repellers which is a finite set. Let F; be the set of center-hyperbolic periodic
points of saddle type. Since there are no periodic center-attractor we have that
Pel‘(f/j,'lﬂ) = Fo U Fl.

Since every point in #° is contained in the stable manifold (inside the center leaf)
of the basic pieces, we conclude that #,° \ Fo C U per, Co(p) and that Cy(p) is open
for any periodic point in F;. By connectedness we conclude that ¥ \ Fo C Co(p)
(for any periodic point p € Fj). Since the accessibility classes are non trivial for
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every g € Fy, we have that Co(g) N Co(p) # @ and so Co(g) = Co(p). Thus
F = Co(p) for any p € F;. That is, the center leaf F is just one center
accessibility class and by Lemma 2.4 we have that f is accessible, as we claimed.
Finally, since f € R, and fixing a center-hyperbolic periodic point of saddle
type p of f, in the setting of Section 5, we have a neighborhood U( f) and a map I’
defined in U(f) as in (5.1). Due to what we just proved 'y ( /) = @ holds and so by
Corollary 5.4 there exists V(f) such that any g € V(f) is accessible. Thus,

R=Jv

fERINR«

is C! open and C” dense in & and formed by accessible diffeomorphisms. This
completes the proof of Theorems 3A and 3B. O

6.1. Examples. We present here some examples where Theorems 3A and 3B apply.

Example 6.1. This example can be thought as a conservative version of the well
known Shub’s example on T# [34].
Consider the Lewowicz family (see [22]) of conservative diffeomorphisms on T2 :

fe(x,y) = <2x . sin(2rx) + y,x — < sin(2rx) + y), c € R.
2 2

Notice that when ¢ = 0 f; is Anosov and when 1 < ¢ < 5 the fixed point at (0, 0) is
an elliptic fixed point. We just consider for instance ¢ € [0, 2]. From this family it is
not difficult to construct a continuous map

g : T? — Diff*°(T?)

such that for two points p, g € T? given, we have g(p) = fo and g(g) = f>. Now,
given r > 2, consider a conservative Anosov diffeomorphism A : T2 — T2 having
p.q € T? as fixed points and with enough strong expansion and contraction so the
map

F:T?xT? — T? x T? defined as F(x, y) = (A(x), gx(»))

belongs to &’ (T? x T?). The center foliation is thus {x} x T and at ¥¢(p) =
{p} x T? the map F supports an Anosov (and hence is an Axiom-A diffeomorphism
without periodic attractors). Our theorem implies that a generic arbitrarily small C”
perturbation (preserving the Lebesgue measure on T2 x T2) is stably ergodic. The
same example can be considered also just in the skew-product setting.

Remark 6.2. Notice that due to the presence of an elliptic point on {g} x T? the
center bundle £¢ does not admit any dominated splitting. By the result in [4] we may
find a perturbation of F' (and stably ergodic) such that the center Lyapunov exponent
is nonzero. This implies that the center foliation (which is two dimensional) is not
absolutely continuous.
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Theorem 3A admits some generalizations or different versions. We just give some
examples and an idea of how to prove stable ergodicity.

Example 6.3. Consider f : T2 — T2 a conservative Anosov diffeomorphism
and let Fy : T? x S' — T2 xS' as Fy = f x id. This is a conservative
partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism on T3 with one dimensional center and the
center foliation is by circles. Let p be a fixed point of f. It is not difficult to construct
a (conservative) perturbation F of Fy such that on the corresponding ¥ €(p, F) the
dynamics is a north-south Morse—-Smale dynamics and F satisfies the same generic
conditions as in Theorem 3A. Then, the map F x F : T® — T belongs to &" (T®),
the center foliation is by T? and F;gc(p, ) is an Axiom-A diffeomorphism (the
product of the two Morse—Smale on the circle). Theorem 3A does not apply in this
case because F,zc(p, p) have a center-attracting and a center-repelling periodic point.
Nevertheless, by the similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 3A one gets that
the union of the accessibility classes of the two center-hyperbolic saddles in ¢ (p, p)
is open and if it is not the whole center leaf F “(p, p) then its complement consist
of a closed C! curve which is a connection between the attractor and the repeller.
Since this curve does not separate the leaf % ¢(p, p) we have that the union of the
accessibility classes of the two center-hyperbolic saddles is just one accessibility
class Cy(q), for ¢ any periodic saddle, which is open and AC(q) has full measure
in T®. This means that F is essentially accessible and hence ergodic. Since the
above situation is C” open we conclude that F is C” stably ergodic.

The same argument also applies to the next example.

Example 6.4. Consider fo : M — M to be the time one map of the suspension
of a conservative Anosov diffeomorphisms on T?2. This is a conservative partially
hyperbolic diffeomorphism whose leaves of the center foliation are the orbits of the
suspension. Let p be a fixed point of the Anosov and the center leaf ¥¢(p, fo)
is a circle where fy is the identity. We then find a conservative and generic
perturbation f of fy such that f restricted to ¥¢(p, f) is a Morse—Smale system.
The diffeomorphism f x f : M x M — M x M belongs to &, (M x M) with two
dimensional center leaves and in the leaf £ ¢((p, p), f x f) is an Axiom-A on a two
torus and in the same situation as the previous example. The same argument yields
that f x f is stably ergodic.

7. Proof of Theorems 4A and 4B

The proof of Theorems 4A and 4B are essentially the same. Indeed, the important
thing we need is that if L = f¥(L) is a periodic compact leaf then f|]£ preserves
area. This automatically holds in the case of conservative skew products. We will
see that this property also holds if a symplectic form is preserved.
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In this section we denote by & either &, or &g, ., and with dim E¢ = 2. The key
fact about preserving a symplectic form w in &) is the following folklore result (see
[39, Lemma 2.5]):

Lemma 7.1. Let f : M — M be a partially hyperbolic diffeomorphism preserving
a symplectic form w. Then w; gc is non degenerate (and so symplectic). In particular
if f is dynamically coherent and dim E¢ = 2 then w is an area form in ¥ °(x)
for any x. Furthermore, if ¥€(x) is k-periodic then f/jq,.c(x) is a conservative
diffeomorphism.

Throughout this section in order to simplify notation we omit the word center
when we refer to the classification of periodic point in a center leaf in Section 5.
The next lemma says that generically we have compact leaves with periodic points.

Lemma 7.2. There exists a C! open and C" dense set G, in & such that if f € 9
then there exists a periodic compact leaf having a hyperbolic periodic point.

Proof. Notice that the set in & having a hyperbolic periodic point on some compact
periodic leaf is C! open.

Let fo € & and let ¥ be a compact periodic leaf. For simplicity we assume it
is fixed. We may assume also that F° is orientable (otherwise we go to the double
covering). If ¥ is not the two torus then fo, ¢ has periodic points. Let / € & bea
Kupka—Smale diffeomorphism and arbitrarily C” close to fy. It follows that there is
a hyperbolic periodic point in #,°( f') since once we have elliptic periodic points we
have hyperbolic periodic points (see [40]).

If 7 is the two torus and fy has no periodic points in F,°, then by composing
with a translation in the torus (and extending this perturbation on ¥,° to M) we may
change the mean rotation number (the mean rotation number of the composition of
two maps is the sum of the mean rotation number of each one) to get a rational mean
rotation number. Using a result by Franks [16] we get a periodic point, which by
perturbation we may assume that it is hyperbolic or elliptic. And then we argue as
before. O

Remark 7.3. In this situation we are working with (&, or &7, ), if p is a hyperbolic
periodic point of f then for the restriction to the center manifold that contains p we
have that p is a hyperbolic periodic point of saddle type (since the restriction to the

center manifold preserves area).

Let Ry from Theorem 2, and let K & be the set of Kupka—Smale diffeomorphisms
in & which is a residual set, and let R, as in Theorem 5.2. We consider

FeRNRNGNKS (7.1)

and let ¥° be a compact k-periodic leaf containing a hyperbolic periodic point p,
FEf=Fp).
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Let U(f) be as in Theorem 5.2 and let I'; as in (5.1). Let R1(f) C U(f) be
the residual subset of continuity points of I';.

We will assume for simplicity that the compact leaf S = F¢(p, f) is fixed
by f. When g varies on U( f) the compact leaf ¥ “(p,, g) varies continuously (by a
homeomorphism on M close to the identity), and thus there is a natural identification
between F ¢(pg, g) with F¢(p, f) as the surface S. In order to avoid unimportant
technicalities we will assume that ¢ (pg, g) = S forany g € U(f). Now consider
the following functions I'2, I'3 : U(f) — €(S), where €(S) is the set of compact
subset of S with the Hausdorff topology:

I2(g) = S\ Co(pg.g) and T'3(g) = Co(pg.g). (7.2)

where Co(pg, g) is the connected component of C(p,, g) that contains pg.

Lemma 7.4. The function I is upper semicontinuous and the function I's is lower
semicontinuous. That is, given g € U(f), a compact set K C S and an open set
U C S such that K N T2(g) = @ and U N T'3(g) # @ then there exists U(g) such
that K N Ty (h) = @ and U N T'3(h) # @ for any h € U(g).

Proof. The proof that I', is upper semicontinuous is similar as the proof of
Proposition 5.3. Let V/ = V N S where V is as in Theorem 5.2 and let K C S a
compact set as in statement, thatis K C Co(pg. g). Lety € K. Thereexists U, C S
and U, (g) such that forany z € U, and h € U, (g) we have that AC(z, h) NV’ # @.
On the other hand we can assume that Uy, C Cy(pg, g) and this means that the su-
path (of g) joining z € U, with V" when lifted to the covering M isa path that starts
and ends on a same center leaf (which projects to ) and so the same happens for &
near g. This implies that Uy, C Co(pp, h) for any h € U, (g). Then, covering K
with finitely many sets U, and taking the corresponding intersection of the U, (g)
we conclude the statement on I'>.

Let’s prove the semicontinuity of I's. Let U C S be an open set such that
U NTs(g) # 9. Inparticular U N Co(pg, g) # @. Let y be in this intersection and
let U, and U, (g) as before. We may assume that U, C U. Then, forany 7 € U, (g)
we have that Uy, C Co(pp. h) and so U N T'3(h) # 0. O

Let R>(f) and R3(f) be the sets of continuity points of I'; and I"3 respectively.
These are residual subsets of U( f). We set

Rury =RoNEN R« NRI(f) N R2(f) N R3(f)NKENU(S), (7.3)

which is a residual subset of U( f). The next result implies our Theorems 4A and 4B.
Theorem 7.5. Let g € Ry (r). Then Co(pg,g) = F(pg. g), i.e. g is accessible.
Indeed, for any f asin (7.1) we consider Rq;(r) as in (7.3) and we set

R = Ruu).
FERONR+NEGNK S
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It follows that R is residual (and hence C” dense) in & and every g € R is accessible
from Theorem 7.5. On the other hand, Corollary 5.4 implies that the accessible ones
are C'! open.

The rest of the section is thus devoted to prove Theorem 7.5.

Lemma 7.6. Let g € U(f) and let K be a connected component of the boundary
0Co(pg. g). Then, for every x € K we have that Co(x) C K.

Proof. Let x € K and let y € Co(x) and assume that y ¢ K. Since Cp(x)
is connected, we may assume, without loss of generality, that y ¢ 0Co(pg, g).
Therefore, since y cannot belong to Co(pg ), we have that y ¢ Co(pyg).

On the other hand we know (by Lemma 2.7 and Remark 2.8) there is a continuous
map y : By — By, such that for any z € By, y(z) € Co(z), where By and B,
are small neighborhoods x and y, respectively, and we may take B, C ¥ “(pg, g) \
Co(pg). Since x € 0Cy(pg) then we may take z € By N Co(pg) and hence
y(z) € Co(pg) N By, a contradiction. O

Remark 7.7. Let g € Ry ) and let K be a connected component of dCo(pg, g).
Then K has no periodic point. This is because K has empty interior and we know
that for any periodic point ¢ of g, Co(q, g) is open.

Lemma 7.8. Let g € Ry r) andleth € U(f) suchthath = gin F(pg, g). Then
there is no periodic point of h in 0Co(py, h).

CWioe(@)

CWi (@)

Figure 9.

Proof. Assume, by contradiction, that there exists a periodic point ¢ € dCo(pp, 1),
q € K a connected component of dCo(py,h). Since h = g on F¢(pg,8g) =
F€(pp, h) we have that ¢ is a periodic point of g and hence ¢ is either elliptic or
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hyperbolic (for g/#<¢(p,.¢) and thus for /i/zc(p,.¢)). If q is elliptic then we know
that Co(q, h) is open and we get a contradiction.

Assume that ¢ is hyperbolic. If Cy(q.,h) is open we are done. If not, we
know that CW?*(q) C Co(g,h) or CW*(q) C Co(q,h). For instance, assume
that CW*(q) C Co(g.h). Since h = g on ¥°(pg, g) then every periodic point
of h in ¥¢(pg. g) is elliptic nondegenerated or hyperbolic and there is no saddle
connections (since g is K &). A theorem of J. Mather in [23, Theorem 5.2] implies
that CWH(q) C CW5s(q) C Co(g,h) C K. We know that there exists a continuous
map y : B(g) x [0,1] — F°(pg,g) such that y(q,-) C CW3.(q.h), y(q.-) is not
constant and for every z € B(q), y(z,t) € Co(z, h). Therefore, for z belonging to
an appropriate component of B(g) \ (C W3 .(q) U CW% (q)) we have that y(z,1;) €
CWY (¢q) for some t, andso z € K.

loc
This implies that K has nonempty interior, a contradiction. O

Proposition 7.9. Let h € U(f) and let K be a connected component of dCo(pp, h).
Then, the partition of K by connected component of accessibility classes form a
C' lamination.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Corollary 2.21. O

We need a general result about C'! lamination of subsets of the plane.

Proposition 7.10. Let K C R? be a compact and connected set with empty interior
and supporting a C' lamination. Then

(1) R2\ K has at least two connected components, and

(2) if R%\ K has exactly two connected component then K = S'.

Proof. If K contains a leaf which is diffeomorphic to a circle then clearly K
separates R2. On the other hand, if K does not contains such a leaf then by [15],
R2 \ K has at least four connected components, this proves item 1.

Now, if R? \ K has exactly two connected components, by the above it follows
that K contains a leaf W) that is diffeomorphic to a circle, which is unique otherwise
the complement has at least three connected components. Arguing by contradiction,
assume that there are other leaves of the lamination than Wj,.

Let W(x) be the leaf of lamination through x € K. Orientate the leaf in an
arbitrary way. It follows that the o and @ limit set of the leaf must contain W.
Otherwise, the result of [15] applies and the complement of K has at least four
connected components.

Consider a transversal section J through W. By the above, every pointin K \ J
is in an arc of the lamination having both ends in J. The same arguments in the paper
of [15] yields that the lamination could be extended to a foliation with singularities
in the sphere having at most one singularity of index 1 and the others have index less
than 1/2. It follows that the complement of K has at least 3 connected components,
a contradiction. O
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‘We now state a theorem that will be useful in our context.

Theorem 7.11 (Xia [38], Koropecki [21]). Let S be a compact surface without
boundary and let f : S — S be a homeomorphism such that Q(f) = S. Let K be
a compact connected invariant set. Then, one of the following holds:

(1) K has a periodic point;
Q) K=85=T2

(3) K is an annular domain, i.e. there exists an open neighborhood U of K
homeomorphic to an annulus and U \ K has exactly two components (each
one homeomorphic to an annulus).

Proposition 7.12. Let g € Ry yyandleth € U(f) suchthath = g on F¢(pg, g).
Then, any connected component K of dCo(pn.h) is a simple closed C' curve
invariant for some power of h (and g ).

Proof. Let K be a connected component of dCy(py, h). By Proposition 7.9 we know
that K admits a C! lamination. We have three possibilities:

(1) K C U where U is homeomorphic to a disk and K does not separate U;
(2) K C U where U is homeomorphic to a disk and K does separate U;

(3) none of the above, i.e. in any neighborhood U of K we have non null-homotopic
closed curves (in ¥ (py, h)).

Proposition 7.10 implies that (1) cannot happen. Let’s consider situation (2). We
consider an open set Up C U, where Uy is a connected component of the complement
of Co(pn, h) and AUy C K. Since h|F € (py,, h) preserves the form w|F € (py, h) we
have for some integer m that /™ (Uy) = Uy. This implies that A (K)N K # @. From
the fact that Co(py, h) is invariant we get 4™ (K) = K. Since K has no periodic
point (from Lemma 7.8) and is not the whole surface, we have from Theorem 7.11
that K is an annular domain and by Proposition 7.10, we have that K is a simple
closed curve.

Finally, let’s consider situation (3). Notice that there are finitely many components
satisfying (3). On the other hand, & maps a connected component K satisfying (3),
to another one also satisfying (3). Therefore, for some m we have that /" (K) = K,
for any K in (3). Applying Theorem 7.11 and Proposition 7.10, we get the result as
before. O

Lemma 7.13. Let g € Ryr). Then Co(pg,g) = F(pg. 8)-

Proof. Assume that this is not the case, and so, there is a connected component €
of 0Co(pg, g) (which is a simple closed curve) and an open annulus U which is a
neighborhood of €, such that one component of U \ € C Co(py, g) and the other
one is contained in the complement of Cy(pg,g). We know that g (€) = € for
some m.
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Consider the family I" of g” invariant simple closed and essential C'! curve in U.
Notice that curves in this family are disjoint or coincide. This is because, since g
is K&, these curves cannot have rational rotation number. Now, if €; N €, # @,
by invariance we have that they intersects along the nonwandering set Q(g”|€;) =
Q2(g™|€>). Butif one (and hence both) are Denjoy maps there must exists a wandering
openset U C F°(pg. g), acontradiction since g preserves area on the compact leaf
F(pg. 8)- .

Let V. C V C U be an annulus neighborhood of € as in Lemma 3.7. Since
g € Ry(r) and in particular g is a continuity point of the maps I'; and I'3 (see (7.2))
it is not difficult to see that there exists V(g) such thatif # € V(g) and h = g
on F°(pg. g) then dCo(py, h) must have a connected component in V' which must
be an h™-invariant (and so g™-invariant) essential simple closed C! curve. By
Lemma 3.7 we get a contradiction. O

Now we are ready to finish the proof of Theorem 7.5 and hence Theorems 4A
and 4B.

End of proof of Theorem 7.5. Letg € Ry () and we already know that Cy(pg, g) =
F(pg.g). We want to prove that Co(pg.g) = F(pg.g). We argue by
contradiction and we assume that Co(pg,g) # F°(pg.g) and let & = €;(g),
i =1,...,{ be the connected components of dCy(pg, g). We know that every €;
is a simple closed C'! curve non null-homotopic invariant for g™, for some m; and
let U; be annulus neighborhoods of €;.

Since g is a continuity point of I’ and I's we get that there exists a
neighborhood V(g) such that if 2 € V(g) then
* Co(pn.h) = F(pn. h).
o Fpn. )\ Co(pp,h)NU; #0,i =1,...,L

Consider the family of essential simple closed C! curves g™-invariant and
contained in U; and let V; be as in Lemma 3.7. Since g € Ry r) and for V(g) as
above we have for any & € V(g) and such that 7 = g on ¥ ¢(pyg, g) that dCo(pp, h)
must have a connected components €; (7) (which are simple closed curves) contained
in every V;. By Lemma 3.7 this curves cannot be essential in V;. This implies
that €;(h) must be null-homotopic. And therefore Co(pp,h) # F (pn.h), a
contradiction. O

A. Proof of Proposition 3.6

A.l. Bounded variation. Recall that f : [a, b] — R is of bounded variation if:
n—1

sup Z|f(xi+1)—f(xi)| ta=Xx9g<Xx1<--<xy,=bp <00,
i=0

and this supremum is denoted by V' ( f’; [a, b]).
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Lemma A.1. Let f : [a,b] — R of bounded variation. We have the following:
(1) iflai,b1] Cla,b] then V(f;la1,b1]) < V(f;la, b)),
(2) if (a1, b1) and (az, by) are disjoint intervals contained in [a, b] then we have that

V(filar,b1]) + V(f:laz.b2])) < V(f:la,b]). The same holds for any finite
disjoint collection of intervals (a;, b;)’s,

(3) if (a1,b1) and (az,by) are disjoint intervals in [a,b] and f([a1,b1]) U
f(laz,b2]) D [c.d] then V(f;[a1,b1]) + V(f;laz,b2]) = d —c. A similar
statement holds for any finite disjoint collection of (a;, b;)’s,

(4) if f is the difference of two non-decreasing maps then f is of bounded variation.

Proof. We just prove item 3, the others follows immediately from the definition
of bounded variation. Let’s assume that ¢ € f([a1,b1]). If d € f([a1,b1])
then we are done. So, assume that d ¢ f([a1,b1]) and so d € f([az, b2]). Let
¢* = sup(f([a1,b1])) and d* = inf(f([a1,b1])) then ¢* > d*, ¢* > ¢, and
d* <d. Then V(f:la1,b1]) > c*—cand V(f;|az,b2]) > d —d*. Then,

V(fila1.biD) + V(f:laz. b2]) = (d —d*) + (¢c* —¢c) = d —c.

By induction, we prove the statement for finite collections of intervals. O

A.2. Proof of Proposition 3.6. Let’s state it again for simplicity:

Proposition 3.6. Let ;) : [—a,a] — R and £, : [-b, b] — R be two non-decreasing
maps and let ¢ : [—b,b] — [—a,a] be also a non-decreasing map. Then for any
& > 0 there exist s, t, |s|, |t| < &, such that:

d({x € [=b,b] : Lr(x) +t =x}) N{x € [—a,a] : L1(x) +s = x} = 0.

For a non-decreasing map f : [a,b] — R and y € [a, b] we denote by f_(y) =
limy ~y, f(x)and f1(y) = lim,\, f(x). We say that f : [a, b] — R has a jump in
z € (a,b)if f_(z) # f+(z) (i.e.if z is a discontinuity point of f'). Moreover, we say
that f has a jump of size ¢ if f has a jump in some z such that | f_(z) — f4(2)| > e.

Lemma A.2. Let f : [a,b] — R be non-decreasing. Then, for any ¢ > 0 there is
8 > Osuch that if 0 < y —x < 6 then either f(y)— f(x) < € or there exists a jump
of size €/2 between x and y.

Proof. By contradiction, suppose that there is g9 > 0 such that for any § > 0, there
exist xg, ys suchthat 0 < ys —xs < 8 and f(ys) — f(xs) > €9, and there is no jump
of size g9 /2.

Let (x,) and (y;) be two sequences such that 0 < y, — x, < 1/n and f(y,) —
f(xn) > o, and there is no jump of size ¢/2 between x, and y,, for every n. Let x
be an accumulation point of {x, }. Since f is non-decreasing, we may assume that x,
approaches x from the left (otherwise lim f(y,) — f(xn) = f+(x) — f4(x) = 0).
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We may assume then that x, /' x. By the same argument, we have that {y,} has
to approach x from the right, and we may assume that and so y, \, x. Thus,
f4+(x) — f—(x) > &9, which is a contradiction, since x, < x < yj,. O

Let g1 : [—a,a] — R defined by g; = £1(x) — x and g, : [—b, b] — R defined
by g2 = £>(x) — x. Notice that, g1, g» are of bounded variation and that

(Xl (x)+s=x}=g7'(s) and {x:L(x)+1t=x}=g,"(s).

Lemma A.3. For any s; < s, the following hold:

(1) ¢~ (g7 (s1)) N ¢~ (g7 ' (52)) contains at most finitely many points.

(2) For any y in the above intersection there exists 6 > 0 such that either

@ (y=38.9)N¢ (g7 (s1)) =Band (y.y +8) N~ (g7 (s2)) = 0, or
®) (v =8 N¢~ (g7 (s2)) =0 and (y,y +8) N~ (g7 (51)) = 0.

Proof. Let y € ¢~ (g7 " (s1)) N ¢~ (g7 (s2)). Observe that ¢~ (g7 (s1)) N
¢ (g7 " (s2)) = 0. We claim that y cannot be accumulated at one side (either
right or left) by both sets ¢! (g7 (s1)) and ¢~ (g7 (s2)). Otherwise, assume this
for the left, let x, /"y, x, € p~ (g7 (s1)) and z, /' y, 2, € p7 (g7 (52)). Then,
¢(xn) /" ¢—(y)and¢(zn) /" ¢—(y). Hence,s1 = g1(¢(xn)) = £1(d(xn))—¢(xn)
and s0 51 = (£1)—(¢—(y)) — ¢—(y). Analogously, s> = g1(¢(zn)) = L1(¢(zn)) —
¢(z,) and so s = (€1)—(¢p—(¥)) — $—(»), a contradiction since s; # s». This
proves item 2.

To prove item 1, let’s assume that for y in the intersection situation (a) holds. Then
s2 = (L)=(¢—(¥)) —¢—(y) and s1 = (£1)+(P+(¥)) —d+(¥). So, (l1)+(P+(»)) =
51+ ¢+(y) and (£1)+(¢—(y)) = 52 + ¢—(y). Since ¢p(y) < ¢+(y) and £, is non-

decreasing then (€1)4(¢— (1)) < (€1)4(¢+ (). Then, s1 + ¢ () = 52 + _(»).
Therefore,

d+(¥) —d—(y) = 52 — 1.

This means that the jump of ¢ at y is at least of size s, — s; and there are at most
finitely many of them. The proof is complete in this case.

Now, assume that (b) holds and so s; = (£1)—(¢—(y)) — ¢—(y) and s, =
1)+ (P+(»)) — (). Let e = s, — 57 and let § (< ¢) from Lemma A.2 applied
to £1. Notices that

(1) +(P+ () — L) —(P-(¥)) = 52 + P4 (¥) — 51 — ¢—(¥)
= (s2=51) + ¢+(¥) —P-(y) = 52 — 51.
If y is a continuity point of ¢ then we have a £;-jump of size s, — 51 at ¢(y) =

¢+ (y) = ¢_(y) and there can be just finitely many of them. On the other hand, there
can be finitely many y’s such that the ¢-jump at y is at least §. So, we just consider
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the set of y’s such that ¢ (y) — ¢_(y) < §. By Lemma A.2 there exists a £1-jump
in [¢—(y), ¢+ (y)] of size at least £/2. For different y’s the intervals [¢p_(y), ¢+ (V)]
are disjoint. Since there are finitely many £;-jumps of size at least £/2, we conclude
that there are finitely many y’s in

¢~ (g (1) NP~ (gy (52))
and the lemma is proved. O

Now we can prove Proposition 3.6.

Proof of Proposition 3.6. Recall that g;(x) = £1(x) — x and go(x) = £(x) — x.
Assume, by contradiction, that for some ¢ > 0 we have that for any s, 1, |s|, [t| < ¢
we have

d({x € [=b,b] : lr(x) +t =x}) N{x € [—a,a] : L1(x) + s = x} # @.

We know that g, is of bounded variation, set M = V(g2;[—b, b]) and let k be an
integer, k > M /(2¢). Consider a partition of [—¢g, €] —e < 51 < 855 < -+ < 5 < ¢,
and let S; = ¢~1(g7'(s;)). Notice that from our contradicting assumption that
g2(Si) D [—¢,¢]. From Lemma A.3 we have that S; N S; contains at most finitely
many points fori # j. Andifi # j #[ #ithenS; N S; NS = 0.

Let y1, ..., ym be the set of points that belongs to more than one S;. For each y;
let §; from Lemma A.3 such that (y; — J;, y;) intersects just one of the sets S,
j =1,...,k, and the same for (y;, y; + 6;).

Let
c

M
S;=s5;n |:U(yi =8 yi +5i):|
i=1

The sets §j, j = 1,..., k are compact and disjoints. For each j, choose

m;

U; = Jlar. br)

=1

suchthat S, C U, andU; NU; = @if j #i.
Let

i:8;Nly;i—8,y;1#0 i:8;N[y;,yi +6]#0

We can write U; as a union of finitely many compact and disjoint intervals
Ij(l),...,lj(mj).
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Now, we have:
* 22(Uj) D[—e,¢elforany j =1,...,k;and
e int(U;) Nint(Uy) = Bif j # 1.
Therefore, we have .
Y Vigai 1;0)) = 26,
i=1
and so, from Lemma A.1, we get

k m
V(gai[=b.b)) = Y Y V(gai1j(i) = k2e > M > V(ga:[~b. b)),

j=1i=1

a contradiction. This completes the proof. O
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