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EXACT DIMENSIONALITY OF STATIONARY MEASURES FOR
NONUNIFORMLY CONFORMALLY CONTRACTING RANDOM
DIFFEOMORPHISMS

SUBHASISH MUKHERJEE

ABSTRACT. We prove exact dimensionality of ergodic stationary measures for
random C! diffeomorphisms in the single negative Lyapunov scale setting.
Let v be a Borel probability measure on Diff! (M) satisfying a logarithmic C!
moment condition, and let u be a v-stationary ergodic probability measure. If
Atop = Abot = A < 0, then p is exact dimensional and dim(p) = hE(u)/(—)\).
No discreteness assumption is imposed on the driving measure.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Setup and statement. Let M be a compact smooth Riemannian manifold
with induced metric d : M x M — [0, 00) and with dj; = dim(M) > 1. For a Borel
probability measure g on M and x € M, define respectively the lower and upper
pointwise dimensions of . at x as
d,,(z) = liminf log p(B(x, 1)) and  d,(z) = limsup log u(B(x,1)) T))

r—0 10g7” r—0 IOgT
In general, we may have d,(z) # d, (), and both quantities may vary as x varies.
We say p is evact dimensional if there is § € [0,00] with d,(z) = d,(x) = ¢ for
p-almost every x, and in this case we set dim(u) = §. When p is exact dimen-
sional, dim(p) is also equal to the Hausdorff, packing, and several other notions of
dimensions of p (see e.g. [24, Section 4], [7, Chapter 10]).

Dynamically defined measures are often exact dimensional because the masses
and radii of dynamical neighborhoods are controlled by additive/subadditive quan-
tities along orbits, so their asymptotic rates are governed by ergodic theorems. We
study exact dimensionality of stationary measures on M under random dynamics.

To be more precise, let ¥ be a Borel probability measure on G = Diffl(M),
equipped with its C' topology. We consider a random composition of i.i.d. dif-
feomorphisms drawn according to v and call v the driving measure of the random
dynamics. We say a Borel probability measure p on M is v-stationary if

V= /Gf*u dv(f) = p.

Thus v-stationarity means that the distribution of a p-distributed point is preserved
under one v-random diffeomorphism. A v-stationary measure p is ergodic if it is
an extreme point of the convex set of all v-stationary measures.

Let u be a Borel probability measure on M. We pass to the product space
recording both the driving sequence and the point in M. Set X =GN x M with
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measure 71, := v®N x u, and define the skew product map F: XX by

F((f)pen @) = ((Frs1)pen» fo(@)) -

Then p is v-stationary if and only if f,, is F -invariant, and, assuming stationarity,
1 is ergodic if and only if i, is F-ergodic (see e.g. [23, Exercise 5.10] ).

We also record the exponential contraction rates of the random derivative co-
cycle. Let ||A]| and m(A) respectively denote the largest and smallest singular
values of an invertible linear map A, so m(A) = [[A7!|7!. For g € G, set
[9lcr = sup,ecpl|Dogll, and suppose that f — log[f]ct + log[f~!]cr belongs to
L'(v). When u is v-stationary ergodic, Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem
[12] shows there are Aiop, Abot, € R called respectively the top and bottom Lyapunov
exponents of the derivative cocycle, such that for fi,-almost every ((fi)pen»®) € X,

. 1
i~ 1og|Da(fu1 0+ fo)ll = Avop,

. 1
lim —logm (Dy(fn_10--0°f0)) = Abot-
n—,oo N,

Atop and Apot Tespectively dictate the fastest and slowest exponential rates of infin-
itesimal expansion.
For Borel probability measures vg,v1 on M with vy < 71, set

dyo dy , dyo
D = [ log=—2dvy= [ -Llog—2 dy; >0,
(voll71) /M Sy, V0= | g e, dnz

where the last inequality follows since tlogt >t — 1 for all £ > 0. When ~y &€ 71
we set D(7g||71) = oo. We define the Furstenberg entropy of p with respect to v as

W)= [ DGl dv(f) € [0.03]

For v-distributed f and p-distributed =z, hE(V) measures how much information
f(x) reveals about f itself.

When the asymptotic dynamics are contracting at a single Lyapunov scale, our
main theorem shows any ergodic stationary measure is exact dimensional, with
dimension determined by the Furstenberg entropy and the Lyapunov exponent.

Theorem 1. Let v be a Borel probability measure on Diffl(M) such that f —
log[f]cr + log[f Y] belongs to LY (v). Suppose u is a v-stationary ergodic Borel
probability measure on M and there is A < 0 such that Aiop = Apot = A. Then i is
exact dimensional and
hy (v)

A\
1.2. Discussion. We also note that the proof of the main theorem given here
extends to skew-products over arbitrary base dynamics with a generalized definition
of Furstenberg entropy as in [3, Section 4.1]; in particular the result extends to the
setting where the random diffeomorphisms are not necessarily independent (but still
identically distributed). The slightly less general result and proof has been given
here for the sake of clarity and brevity, but we give some details in the appendix.

The dimension formula itself has a simple information-theoretic interpretation.

If f ~ v and X ~ p are independent, then stationarity gives f(X) ~ p and hj,(v)
is the mutual information I(f;f(X)). Thus Theorem 1 expresses dimension as the
information revealed by one random step per unit of logarithmic spatial contraction.

dim(p) =
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The relation between entropy, Lyapunov exponents, and dimension goes back
to the deterministic theory. Young established the dimension formula for hy-
perbolic measures on surfaces [24], and Ledrappier—Young developed the general
higher-dimensional dimension-entropy formula [16]. Barreira—Pesin—Schmeling sub-
sequently proved exact dimensionality for arbitrary hyperbolic ergodic invariant
measures of C*** diffeomorphisms [1]. For random diffeomorphisms, Ledrappier—
Young [17] and Liu—Xie [19] obtained analogous results for sample measures., which
are the fiberwise conditional measures associated to specific realizations of the ran-
dom dynamics. In contrast, a stationary measure is the average over all such
realizations. Exact dimensionality of the sample measures does not, in general,
imply exact dimensionality of their stationary barycenter.

There are also direct results for stationary measures of nonlinear random dynam-
ics. Feng—Hu prove exact dimensionality for finite C'! iterated function systems un-
der a similar conformality assumption, with dimension given by projection entropy
divided by the common Lyapunov exponent [9]. Their projection entropy agrees
with the generalized Furstenberg entropy for the associated skew product, and in
the Bernoulli case, this reduces to the usual Furstenberg entropy. Their maps are
diffeomorphisms onto their images and the IFS is finitely generated, whereas we
consider global diffeomorphisms and allow a non-discrete driving law.

He-Jiao—Xu prove that, for a finitely supported C? random walk by orientation-
preserving circle diffeomorphisms whose support preserves no common probability
measure, every ergodic stationary measure is exact dimensional and satisfies the
corresponding Furstenberg entropy—exponent formula [10]. Their argument extends
to compactly supported driving measures, but is specific to the circle.

More recently, in an unpublished preprint, Brown-Rodriguez Hertz prove exact
dimensionality for contracting stationary measures with a general negative Lya-
punov spectrum and establish a Ledrappier—Young-type formula for Furstenberg
entropy [3]. Their result assumes C'*< regularity, a discrete driving measure of
finite entropy, and corresponding logarithmic moment hypotheses.

Theorem 1 treats a complementary regime. The collapse to a single Lyapunov
scale allows lower regularity and a more general driving law: the maps are only
C', and v may be an arbitrary Borel probability measure on Diff' (M) satisfying
the logarithmic C' moment assumption. This also allows non-discrete laws of the
sort arising, for example, from time-one maps in stochastic-flow models; see [2] for
related entropy and Lyapunov exponent theory for stochastic flows.

Related results are known for stationary measures of random matrix products.
Hochman—Solomyak prove exact dimensionality on the projective line under un-
boundedness and total irreducibility, with dimension given by Furstenberg en-
tropy over the Lyapunov gap [11]. Rapaport proves a Ledrappier—Young formula
for finitely supported strongly irreducible and proximal random walks [22], while
Lessa and Ledrappier—Lessa obtain analogous entropy—dimension results on flag
spaces under discrete finite-moment hypotheses on the driving measure [18, 14, 15].
The projective and flag structures in their works also provide geometric filtrations
adapted to distinct Lyapunov exponents. It is therefore natural to ask whether
the C!, arbitrary driving measure result proved here can be extended to several
distinct negative Lyapunov exponents.

1.3. Acknowledgments. Many of the ideas in the proof are inspired by similar
arguments given by Ledrappier, Lessa, and Ledrappier—Lessa [13, 18, 14, 15]. The
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author also benefited greatly from discussions with Amie Wilkinson, James Mar-
shall Reber, Pablo Lessa, and Aaron Brown.

1.4. LLM Use. The author used an LLM to help with literature search, and in
catching mathematical and prosaic errors. The LLM also helped simplify the proof
of Lemma 12. The main mathematical arguments and writing are the author’s own.

2. ProOOF

2.1. Proof Outline. The proof given here is largely self-contained, starting with
Crauel’s estimate [5] which implies f.pu < p for almost every f, and then using
some basic facts from ergodic theory and geometric measure theory. Throughout
the proof, we assume the hypotheses in the statement of Theorem 1 and fix the
corresponding v, u, and A. We compare the exponential decay of ball masses along
backward random trajectories with the exponential contraction of their radii.

Fixing € > 0, we first replace v by

IS S G N
n= 21/ + 21/
for N sufficiently large depending on . This gives h,lj(ﬁ) =(N+ %)hi(y), preserves
ergodicity of p, and makes the expected upper and lower logarithmic derivative
scales arbitrarily close to (N + 3)A.

We then pass to the invertible natural extension and consider radii ri j that
follow the contraction of balls along backward orbits as j ranges from 0 to n.
The resulting ball inclusions give telescoping inequalities expressing the change in
logarithmic ball mass as a sum of local Radon-Nikodym log-quotients. The terminal
radii satisfy

%bgrj;n LN+ LA+ 0(e),

whereas the initial radii have subexponential scale and contribute no asymptotic
ball mass. A Maker’s ergodic theorem argument identifies the averages of local
log-quotients with the Furstenberg entropy hE(n). Putting it together, we have
hE(v) - hE(v)
< d <d < KB 7
—A+2 ~ (@) < du(z) < —A—2¢
for pu-almost every z, and letting € — 0 proves the theorem.

2.2. Change of driving measure. We now proceed to the details of the proof.
In Lemmas 2 and 3, we assume that s is a Borel probability measure on G such
that p is x-stationary and f + log[f]cr + log[f o1 is in L'(k). Recall that the
convolution x*" is defined as the pushforward of x®" under (fo, f1,..., fa_1) =
frn—10 fn_oo0---0 fy. Note that convolution is associative, and so K*" % u = u. We
first examine how Furstenberg entropy behaves under convolution.

Lemma 2. We then have fiu < p for k-almost every f € G, and hE(K,*") =
nhg(m).

Proof. By Crauel [5, Theorem 5.1], we have that h; (k) < —Aper dim M < co. Thus
D(fup|lpr) < oo for s-almost every f € G, and so f.pu < p and log dg—;” € LY (fip)
for all such f. Furthermore, p is k*™ stationary as discussed.

We show inductively that hf,(k*) = nhl (k). This is clear when n = 1,
so suppose hj, (k") = nhj, (k) for some n > 1. Then hj,(K*") < 00, 80 fup < pu for
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k*-almost every f. Thus for (k* ® k)-almost every (f,g), we have g.(fip) <
gxpr <, and so the Radon-Nikodym chain rule gives

SIETRL g 0)) = S (710 L (0 0))

for p-almost every x. All terms are integrable by finiteness of hJ;(x*") and hj (k),
so by Fubini we have as desired

bl () = 1o (@) dn () ) dta)

+ [1og S (9(7 (@) () dg) d(a)

= hp(K*") + / log dg;” (9(y)) d(x*" * u)(y) d(g)

= hy, (K*™) + hj, (k) = (n+ DA (k). O

We recall that the Markov operator P, : L?(u) — L?(u) is defined by P,u(z) :=
Jou(f(x)) de(f). For u € L*(u), Jensen’s inequality gives

| Petll2 sy < /G @) dn()dn(o) = .

where the last equality follows from x-stationarity. In other words, P; is a contrac-
tion on L?. The next lemma records a useful characterization of stationary ergodic
measures using the Markov operator. For a proof, see [23, Proposition 5.13].

Lemma 3. u is k-ergodic if and only if the only P invariant functions are constant
u-almost everywhere.

‘We now use the previous two lemmas to replace v with a different driving measure
better suited to our estimates. The idea is similar to that in [15, Section 8.1] while
using extra averaging to recover ergodicity.

Lemma 4. Lete € (0,—A/4). Then there is N > 1 such that, setting

1 1
ni= 5V*N + §V*(N+1)7

1 1s ergodic n-stationary, f.u < p for n-a.e. f, h}j(n) =(N+3) hE(V), and

(N n ;) (=2 < [ togm(D.f) () dute)

< [ toulDasl anhaute) < (N4 5 ) (3+2)

Proof. For ((fr)gen %) € X and n > 1, set

Note then that (c),en are both subadditive sequences, and

|
—

n

n—1
=2 log [T o < e (fi)penw @) < > log [fyil]m ’
J

I
<

Jj=0
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so ¢t € L(ji,) for all n € N. Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem then implies
% 2 ¢t dji, — +\. In particular, we have by the definition of »*™ that
1 “n
= togDafl ) dute)
nJaxm
1
- 7/ log|| Dy (fr—1 0 fa—20---0 fo)| V" (fo, .., fn—1) du(z)
nJarnxm
1
= 7/ cf di, — A
nJx
Similarly,

%/GXMlogm(sz) dv*™(f) dp(x) — A

Choose N such that both normalized integrals differ from A\ by less than e for
n = N, N + 1. Averaging the bounds then gives the desired inequalities. We also
note that Al is linear in v and that hf(v*") = nhf(v) by Lemma 2, so we get
hii(n) = (N + 3)h) (v).

It remains to prove ergodicity. Since P, = (PN 4+ PN*1), every u € L*(u)
satisfying Pyu = u also satisfies [[ul|2 = |Pyullz < % (|[PNulls + [|PY Tull2) < [|ull2
since P, is a contraction. Since we have equality, strict convexity of L?(u) gives
PNy = PNty = u, so P,u = u. Lemma 3 implies that u is constant, and another
application of Lemma 3 shows that u is n-ergodic. O

The next lemma estimates radii of images of balls under one step of the n-walk.

Lemma 5. Let ¢ and n be as in Lemma 4. There is 1o > 0 and there are Borel
functions a* : G x M — (0,00) such that, for every f € G, x € M, and r € (0,70],

B(f(x),a” (f,2)r) C f[B(z,7)] C B(f(x),a™(f,x)r).

Moreover, loga® € L*(n ® ), and, setting A* := [, loga®(f,z) dn(f)dpu(z),
we have

(N—i-;) A—2) <A™ <At < <N—|—;) (A + 2e).

Proof. Note that [, (log[f]cr +log[f~!]cr) dn(f) < oo, so there is a compact
K C G such that

/C (log[flor +log[fHer) dn(f) < (N+ ;) g

Since (f,x) — log||D,f| is uniformly continuous on K x M, there is 11 > 0
such that for every r < 7, f € K, and z,y € M with d(z,y) < r, we have

| Dy f]l < e(N+%)E/2||Dmf||. The mean value theorem then implies

d(f(z), f(y)) < eV D, fll d(w,y) < eNF22 D, £

for all such r, f, x, and y.
Note K= := {f~!: f € K} is also compact, so similarly there is 75 > 0 such that
for all r < 79, f € K, and z,y € M with d(x,y) < r, we have d(f~(x), f~1(y)) <

e(Nt3)e/2| D, F=1) | d(x,y). In particular, if r < 7o/ sup e[ fler and

d(f(x),y) < e (NF2)2m(D, f)r,
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then d(f(z),y) < r2, hence
d(z, f1(y)) < e TR Dy FYId(f (), ) <7

With this in mind, we define r¢ := min{ry,ra/sup;cx[flc1}. Then for all f € K,
x € M, and r € (0,rg], we have

B (f(w),e” ) 2m(D, f)r) < fIB(z )] € B (f(@),e ™R D, 1))
For general f € G, x € M, and r > 0, we also have the elementary containments

B (f(2). [ 7] oi7) € fIBla.r)] € B(f(@).[florr).

Thus define
R _ e (D, ), f ek,
v {[f—l]a%, fer, ™
a+(f JZ) — {e(N+é)€/2”sz||’ f€K7
, [f]cla f ¢ K.

Note a* are Borel, the required inclusions hold, and a~ < a™. Moreover, our initial
analysis implies both differences

logm(D, f) —loga™(f,z) and loga™(f,z)—log| Dy f|

are nonnegative and bounded above by

(N + ;) %XK(f) + (log[f]er +1og[f ~e1) X e (f)-

Thus loga® € L'(n ® u) and we have

0< / logm(D, f) dn(f)du(x) — A~ < (N+ 1) e, and
GxM 2

1
o<t~ [ toglDafll anf)auta) < (N4 3 ) e
GxM
Combining the above bounds with Lemma 4 gives the desired result. [

2.3. Two-sided extension and backwards telescope. To compare the masses
of balls and apply ergodic arguments along backward iterates, we now pass to the
two-sided natural extension. Fix ¢ and the corresponding N,7,ro,a™, and AT as
in Lemmas 4 and 5. Let X := G% x M and define F : X — X by

F((fr)rez, ) = ((fes1)rez, fo(x)).

Let mas, Tz, and wgry s be the corresponding projection maps from X. Define
Ly = n®N @ u. We let u, be the natural extension measure of i,, i.e. p, is the
unique F-invariant measure on X such that

(WGZ)* My = 7I®Z and (7TGN><M)* My = ,an-
Then (X, u,, F') is ergodic (see e.g. [23, Chapter 5.4] for more details).
For z = ((fk)kez ,33) € X, write x,, == mp F™(2), so g = x and xpq1 = frn(zy).
It follow that for all bounded Borel ¢ : G x M — C,

(1) /X o(f10) dpiy(z) = /G P S@) dia) ().
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Set Xo := [\yez{z € X : ox € supp u}, and note X; is Borel, F-invariant, and
wn(Xo) = 1. For (z,7) € X x (0,70], define

oy LB, 1)
0g

br(2) = p(B(zo,7))
O, z ¢ Xo.

z € Xo,

Note the map (z,7) +— ,(z) is Borel, since (f,z,r) — u(f~1B(z,r)) is Borel. We
then set 9(z) = limy, 00 ¥1/n(2), s0 7 is also Borel in z.

By Lemma 2 we have f.u < p and D(f.pullp) < oo for n-almost every f € G.
For all such f and for p-almost every x, the Besicovitch differentiation theorem
implies
(fep)(B(z, 7)) _ dfip

= ().
(z,7)) dp
)

for p,-almost every z. By (1), we also see

71*1—I>% w(B

In particular, ¥(z) = log d(f;l;)*u(xo

/ $(2) dpig(2) = HE ().

With this preliminaries out of the way, we now pick our good sequence of radii
along the orbit. Forn > 1,0 < j <n, and z € X, define

—n+j—1 —n+i—1
ro(2) = ro exp ( > loga® (fi, k) — Jmax > log at(fkﬁk)) :
k=—n - =—n

It then follows that for 1 < j < n we have 0 < ri j <71 and

+ +
(2) Tng = ai(f—n—i-j—lax—n—i—j—l)rn,j—l'

The following lemma gives us elementary inequalities that naturally split our
estimates into three separate terms we can bound individually; the lemma and
the radii above are similar to the constructions in [13, Theorem 5.1] and [15, Sec-
tions 8.3-8.4].

Lemma 6. For u,-almost every z € X and everyn > 1,

Proof. For 1 < j < n, by definition we have

P B@ontg ) © B@onsjo1,m00),
SO
exp (%; (F_"+Jz)> M (B(x_nﬂ,r;j)) <u (B(»’U—nﬂ—lﬂ“;j,l)) )

v,

Multiplying the above inequality over 1 < j < m, taking log, and using (2) gives
the first desired inequality. The second desired inequality is analogous. ([l

We also have the following estimates on the growth rate of the radii which will
be essential in the final proof.
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Lemma 7. For i, -almost every z € X and for every 6 € (0,1), we have as n — 0o

1 1
“logrE,(z) =0 “logrE, (z) —» A* d £ (2) = 0.
logriy() 20, Slogrf () A% and | max 13 (2)
Proof. For m > 0, set S (z) := Z,::l,m log a™ (i, z1), Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem
gives SZ(z) = mA* + o(m) for p,-almost every z. In particular,

£k
o?ﬁgnw’” mA*| = o(n),

so uniformly in j we have 3"/ oga®(f, zx) = S — Sf;j = jAT + o(n).

Since AT < 0, we get

1<j<n

—n+j—1 —n+j—1
+ _ + —
jnax. Z log a™(fx,xx) = maux{O7 max Z loga (f;ka)} = o(n).

k=—n k=—n

Thus for all 0 < j < n, we have

log rij =logry + jAT + o(n).
Taking j = n and j = 0 gives respectively %log rfm — A% and %log 7‘2[,0 — 0.
Also, for 6 € (0,1) and [#n] < j < n, we have log rij < logro+0OnA*+o(n) — —oco
since A* < 0. Therefore, we have max[gn]<j<n rf’j — 0 as desired. O

2.4. Asymptotic estimates. We will use two elementary estimates for computing
dimension using balls of varying radii as in the terms appearing in Lemma 6.

Lemma 8. Let (Y,v) be a probability space. For everyn > 1, let g, : Y — M and
Sn + Y — (0,r0] be measurable, and suppose (gn)«y = p. If %bg sn(y) — 0 for
~v-almost every y € Y, then

1
p log 1(B(gn(y), sn(y))) — 0
for ~v-almost every y € Y.

Proof. Recall dpy = dim M. By relative volume comparison [21, Lemma 7.1.4]
and compactness of M, there is Cy > 0 such that every r/2-separated subset of
M has cardinality at most Cor= for r € (0,7¢]. Hence, if {z;}; is a maximal
r/2-separated subset of {x € M | u(B(x,r)) < q}, then

{reM | u(B(zr) <qtC UB(%T/Z)-

We thus get the packing inequality
(3) p({z e M | u(Ba,r)) < q}) <Y u(Blai,r/2)) < Cogr™r.
Fix m > 1. For each n > 1, set Z
Bui={y €Y | suly) = e C0m) u(B(ga(y), su(y)) < e/ ).

For n > 1 and k > 0, set p, 1, := 2Fe™™/(2du™) TFor fixed n, if y € E,, there is a
unique k > 0 such that p, x < $5,(Y) < pn,k+1. Since s, (y) < ro, we have p, 1 <79
for this k and p(B(gn(y), pnx)) < e~ ™™. On balance, we see

E, C U g;l ({x eM ‘ w(B(x, pnk)) < e_”/m}) .

k>0
P,k <T0
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Since (gn)«y = p, it follows using (3) that

V(En) < Coefn/m Z P;ng < Coefn/men/(Qm) Z27de < 20067n/(2m).
k>0 k>0
Pn,k<T0
Therefore ), -, 7(E,) < oo, and so by Borel-Cantelli, y ¢ E,, for large enough n
and v-almost every .
Furthermore, logs,(y)/n — 0 almost everywhere, so s,(y) > e~™/(2dum) for
large enough n. Consequently (B (gn(y), sn(y))) > e~"/™ for large enough n, so

timinf - log a(B(ga(y), 5n(s))) >~

n— o0 m
Intersecting the corresponding conull sets over m € N and letting m — oo gives

the desired lower bound. Since log u(B(gn(y), sn(y))) < 0, the reverse bound is
immediate and we have the desired result. (]

Lemma 9. Let z € supp o and for n € N let s, > 0 and t < 0 with logs,/n —t
as n — 0o. Then we have

log (B log ju(B
timsup EAE@ ) _ g 0y and timing P84 50)

n—00 n n—oo n

= td,, ().

Proof. We prove the equality for d,(z); the proof of the other equality is analogous.
Since s, — 0 and 1/t < 0, we see

log 1u(B(z, s,
d () < lim inf 28AB@:50))
# n—oo logsn
1 B 1 B
~liminf " 08HB@ ) 1 log B sn)
oo logs" n t nooo n

which gives one inequality. For the other direction, first note if du(ac) = 00 then
the preceding inequality gives the result, so suppose otherwise. For k € N choose
re > 0 with 7 — 0 and log u(B(z,7%))/logry, — d,(x). Fix § € (0,1) and set
ng = [(1 — §)logrk/t] . Then ny — oo and

log sp,,  logsy,, ng

= —1-60<1.
log 7y, ng logrg

Since logry, < 0, it follows s,, > r for all sufficiently large k. In particular,

lim sup > lim sup
n—00 n k—o0 ng
1 1 B t
— lim og 1y, log u(B(z, 1)) _ d,(z).
k—oo TNy log Tk 1-67#

Since this holds for all § > 0, we obtain as desired

ey B, 5)
n—00 n

=td,(z). O

In order to estimate Furstenberg entropy, we will approximate Radon-Nikodym
derivatives by quotients of ball measures, and use a Maker’s theorem-type argument.
The next lemma verifies the necessary integrability hypotheses to do so. The proof
is a modification of [15, Lemma 8.3] and [18, Lemma 9] from their projective setting.
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Lemma 10. There is C' < 0o, depending only on M, such that whenever vy < 71
are Borel probability measures on M with D(~yo|v1) == [ log 3% dvyp < oo, we have

20(B(er) _, dw

711 (B(z,7)) dm
Yo(B(z, 7‘))’
sup|log ————=1 dyo(x) < C(1+ D(v0(11)) -
/M >0 71(B(z,7))
Proof. The first assertion is the Besicovitch differentiation theorem for finite Borel
measures (see e.g. Federer [8, 2.8.14-2.8.15]). For the maximal inequality, we first
note for 7p-almost every = that vo(B(x,r)) and v1(B(x,r)) are both positive for
all » > 0. Moreover, the suprema below may be restricted to r € Q=g, since
vi(B(z,q)) = v:(B(z,7)) as ¢ — r from below. In particular, the functions

SN n(B(x,r)) T Y0(B(z,7))
W™ (z) : ili;g log Yo B@.1) and WT(x): ili% log " (B@.1)
are Borel and defined vp-almost everywhere. Since B(z,r) = M for r > diam M,
we also have W* > 0. It suffices to show that [ W= dyy < C (1 + D(vol71))-
Fixt > 0andset Ey := {x € M | W~ (z) > t}. Foreach z € E}, pick s, > 0 such
that vo(B(z, s:)) < e 'y (B(z,s.)). Let Ng be the Besicovitch covering constant
of M. By the Besicovitch covering theorem, there is a countable subfamily {B;} C
{B(x,5s,)} covering E; with ), xp, = Np, so we see

(z) for vo-almost every x as r — 0, and

Yo(Et) < Z’Yo(Bi) < eitZ'Yl(Bz‘) < Npe™.

The layer-cake theorem then gives [, W~ dyo = [~ 70 (E¢) dt < Np.
It remains to bound [,, W dvo. Set J = dvo/ dvy: and define

1
M, J(x) = supi/ J d,
n ( ) r>0 ’Yl(B(xaT)) B(z,r) n

with the convention 0/0 = 0. Fix s > 1 and set E; = {M,, J > s}. For each z € Ej,
choose r, > 0 such that fB(w re) J dvy1 > sy1(B(x,7;)). Since IX(r<s/2r < s/2, we
see

5
J d —v1(B z))-
/B(Mm) X{s>s/2} 71 > 271( (z,72))
By the Besicovitch covering theorem, there is a countable subfamily {B;} of the
balls {B(x,r,)} that covers Es and has multiplicity at most Np, and so

2 2Np
4 MmEs) <> m(By) <= / IX(gss/2y A1 < / J dy.
( ) ( ) ; ( J) s ; B, {J>s/2} s (I>5/2)

Since B(x,r) = M for r > diam M, we have M, J > 1. Thus applying the
layer-cake theorem, (4), and Tonelli’s theorem, we obtain

<1
/ M,led’}/lSl-i-QNB/ */ J dy; ds
M 1 5 J{U>s/2}

M
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Since —tlogt < e™ ' on [0,1] and [,, J dy1 = 1, we can further bound
/M J10g(2J)X 75172y dn

= / JlOgJ d')/l—/ JIOgJX{J§1/2} d’}/l +10g2/ JX{J>1/2} d’}/l
M M M
< D(yollm) +e ! +1og2.
Consequently,

(5) / M., J dyy <14 2Ng(D(yllm) +e ' +1og2).
M

For every z € M and r > 0 with v;(B(z,7)) > 0, we note W* < log M., J.
Since J > 0 7p-a.e., Jensen’s inequality and (5) give

M.
/ W dy < /logJ dvyo +/ log u dvyo
M M J

M., J
< D(yollm) + log / n
M

d
7 Yo

< D(volm) + log/ My, J dy1 < C (14 D(volm)) -
M
for some C > 0, which shows the desired result. (Il

Corollary 11. Using the notation in Section 2.3, there is some ¥ € Ll(/in) such
that | (2)| + |¥(2)] < U(2) for all0 <r < rg.

Proof. For z € X, set

U(z):=2 sup [ihy(2)].
q€QN(0,ro]
Note ¥ is Borel as a countable supremum of Borel functions. For every r € (0, ro],
choose g; € QN (0,r] with ¢; — r monotonically. Continuity from below of the
measure gives ¥, (2) = ¥,(2) whenever z € Xy, and so [1)(2)| < ¥(z)/2. Letting
r — 0 also show |¢(2)| < ¥(z)/2, so || + [¢] < .
Thus using Lemma 10 and (1), we have as desired

_ v o BB
/X W dp, =2 /G o fog M ) () )
<20 [ (14 D(ful)an(s) =20 (1+ 1) <o O

As mentioned, we have the following Maker’s theorem style argument as in [20].

Lemma 12. For p,-almost every z € X, we have
n

% > whx (F7"Hz) — hb(n).

n,j

Proof. Let ¥ be as in Corollary 11. For 0 < § < rg, set
As(z) == sup | |1hg(2) — (2)].

qeQn(0,6
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Since ¥, — ¥, As(z) — 0, py,-almost everywhere, and 0 < As(z) < ¥(z) for p,-
almost every z. By the dominated convergence theorem, f < As dpy —0asd— 0.
Continuity from below of the measure also gives |1, — 1| < As whenever 0 < r < 4.

Fix 6§ € (0,1). By Lemma 7, for almost every z and all sufficiently large n,
rE (2) < 6 whenever [An] < j < n. Thus

n,J

1 S —n+j —n+j 1 —n+j
=D fts (FH2) —up(F"H2) <~ 30 WPy
j=1 0<j<[6n]
1 n )
— —n+j
+ D> As(FTMz),
j=l6n]

Taking limsup and applying Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem, we get

1 n
li —
im sup - ;

for p,-almost every z. Letting first § — 0 and then § — 0 shows that the left hand
side above goes to 0 as n — oo. So we see again by Birkhoff’s theorem that

e (F7"H2) — 1/)(F*N+jz)’ < 0/ U dp, Jr/ As dty,
md X X

1O , 1 :
3 — § —n+j.\ — i - E : —n+j,) — _ 1 F
nh—{go n = wrfyj (F Z) - nh—)ngo n s ¢(F Z) - /)( w du"’] - h’u (T})7
for p,-almost every z as desired. (]

2.5. Proof of Theorem 1. We again write z = ((fx)kez, ©) and use the same nota-
tion as in Section 2.3. For every n > 1, note (mp; 0 F~™), p, = p and Zlog Tio —0
by Lemma 7, and so applying Lemma 8 with g, = mpy o F~" and s, = rE

n.0r We
have

1 1
—logu (B (ma 0o F7"(2),150)) = —logp (B (2-ns70)) =0

for p,-almost every z. We also see %log rin — AT < 0 by Lemma 7, so using
Lemma 9 with s, = rin gives

1 B -
A_du(xo) = lim sup OgM( ('Toarn,n))’ and

n—00 n
log (B (1:0, 7“:';”))

+7 1 .
ATd, (z0) = hﬁr_l&gf - ,

for p,-almost every z. Dividing by n, taking limsup/liminf in Lemma 6, and
applying Lemma 12 therefore gives

A7d, (o) < —hy(n) and  A%d,(w0) = —hy (),

for pi,-almost every z. The functions d,, and d,, are Borel, and (mar)«pty = 1, SO
the preceding inequalities hold for p-almost every = € M. Lemma 5 and the fact
that hf;(n) = (N 4 $)hf (v) shows

I (v)

_ hE(l/)
s <d,(z) <d,(r) <

- =2’
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for p-almost every z. Applying this to a sequence &, — 0 and intersecting the
corresponding conull sets, we obtain

F 14
() = Tyla) = "2,

for u-almost every z, as desired. O
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APPENDIX A. SKEW PRODUCTS OVER AN ERGODIC BASE

Let M be as before and following the notation of [3 (3], let (ﬁ B, V) be a standard
probability space. Suppose 9:0 -0 1s an ergodlc U- preservmg transformation
and w — f, € G is measurable. Set X := Q x M and F(w,x) = (Hw,fw( ).
Writing WQ(W x) = w, let 7i be an ergodic F-invariant probability measure such
that (71'@) i = U, with disintegration i = [ 6w ® i, dv(w).

Assume w > log[f.]cr +log[f5Y]cr € LY(D). Set f(") fgus, 00 fo for
n > 1. Similar to the introduction, by Kingman’s theorem we know there are A¢op
and Apot such that for g-almost every (w,z) € X,
= Atop, and lim l logm (szb(u”)) = Apot-

n—o00 N,

1
lim —log } ’ D, ff,”)

n—o00 N

Following [3, §3.9], set ¥ (7i) := [5 D ((fu)+Fw||liz,) d¥(w). In the i.i.d. setting of
Theorem 1, fi,, = p almost everywhere and h¥ (1) = hy; (v).

Theorem 13. Suppose that Aop = Abot = A < 0. Then, for U-almost every w, the
measure [, is exact dimensional and dim(fi,) = h¥ (7)/(=N).

We give a sketch of the proof, highlighting the changes from the proof of Theo-
rem 1 and leaving the proof details to the reader.

Proof. In Lemma 2, let (9, B,v) be the natural extension of (£, B V) w1th factor
map 7 : Q — Q. For every n > 1, we see log[(f( ))il]cl < Ej 0 log[ ] . We
then again get h (i) < —dy )\ < o0 by [5, Theorem 5.1}, this time apphed 7B on
the natural extension, and so (fu)«flw < fig, for V-almost every w. An analogous
Radon-Nikodym chain rule argument shows

(6) W) = [ D ()-l75.,) d7(6) = it @)
Fix 0 < ¢ < —A/4. In the Kingman argument of Lemma 4, we see analogously
1 1
f/ logm(Dy £5") dii — A, f/ log| D £5V]| dft — A.
nJxg nJxg

Choose N so both normalized integrals differ from A by less than ¢ for n =
N,N + 1. Similar to the argument in [6, §11.2], set ¥ := {N,N + 1}N

~

B (30N + 30n4+1)®Y, and write ¢ = ((j)jen € ¥. On Qy = ¥ x Q, deﬁne
QN(C, w) = (0(¢),0%(w)), where o is the shift on ¥. Also define Fy (¢, w, ) :=
(On (¢ w), o )( )) and set Uy == B @V and [iy := S ® [i. We then see

(Fn)ufin=B® = (hF(u, N)+hF (i, N + 1)) = fin-

The desired bounds then follow Just as in Lemma 4:
1 —~
(3+3) =2 < [rogm(DL) apx (€.

< /10g||sz£§°)|| din(C,w,z) < <N+ ) (A +e).

The fiber measure of iy over ((,w) is fi,,, so we see using (6)

A () = (A3, N) 4 AN+ 1) = (4 3 ) )
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For ergodicity, let u € L2(fiy) be fN—invarignt. For z € X, set u(z) =
J5 u(¢,2) dB(C). Then wesee® = 3(wo FN + o FN*!). The same strict-convexity
argument as in Lemma 4 shows that u is F-invariant and hence constant. Writing
Sm i=Co+ -+ (m-1, we see u((, z) = u(am(,ﬁsmz), and so, conditioning with
respect to the coordinate maps, we get E[u | z,{o, ..., n-1] = T(F*z). Sending
m — oo and using the martingale convergence then shows that w is also constant
almost everywhere, proving ergodicity.

In Lemma 5, we replace integration of functions of (f,z) against n ® u by inte-
gration of functions of ( U(JCO), x) against fiy. In choosing the compact set K C G,
we replace 1 by the pushforward of Uy under (¢,w) — fo (©) " The rest of the proof
proceeds as before, giving analogous a® and A% := [loga™( (<o) ,x) diin (¢, w, x),
and we obtain

(7) <N+;>(>\25)<A§A+<<N+;>(/\+25)<0.

We then pass to the natural extension (X, iy, Fiy) of (QN X M, iy, ﬁN), with
factor map 7 : Xy — Qn X M. For z € Xy and k € Z, write

TEN(2) = (C(k),wk,l‘k) , fr = f G

Thus Q(k) 6 Y is the auxiliary Bernoulh sequence at time k, and we also get
Wgt1 = %" (wi) and xp41 = fr(zk). We replace (1) by

© [ e i = [ [ e a(U).2) 0 (e

for nonnegative Borel ¢. We then set

k)

~ -1
fies_, (f~y B(zo, 7))
U (2) = log —— .
fieso (B(20,7))
The definitions of ¢ and ¥ are otherwise unchanged. Applying Lemma 10 to
( (CO)) fiw and fig,  and using (8), we similarly see 1), — 1) almost everywhere

and, as in Corollary 11,
[ oy =1 @), [ duy <20 (140 Gy)

We keep the definition of T n.; from Section 2.3, using the fi and x) above. In
Lemma 6, we replace p(B(2g, r)) by fu,, (B(zk,)). The proofs of Lemmas 7 and 12
are unchanged, with (X, u,, F') replaced by (X, un, Fy) and hE(n) by h¥ (fin)-

For Lemma 8, we integrate the uniform packing bound (3) over the base to obtain

v ({(¢w,2) | fiu(B(z,r)) < ¢}) < Cogr=™.
Using (7TNF7 )iy = [ in place of (g,,)«y = p, the same Borel-Cantelli argument
gives L log fiy,_ n(B(x,mriO)) — for pn-almost every z.

Flnall'y, we apply Lemma 9 to fi,,. The concluding argument of Theorem 1
gives the same dimension bounds and since (z — (wo, Zo))«fn = [, these bounds
hold fi-almost everywhere. Letting ¢ — 0 and disintegrating over w proves the
theorem. ]
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