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Abstract

A unique feature of smooth hyperbolic non-invertible maps is that of having different un-
stable directions corresponding to different prehistories of the same point. In this paper we
construct a new class of examples of non-invertible hyperbolic skew products with thick fibers
for which we prove that there exist uncountably many points in the locally maximal invariant
set A (actually a Cantor set in each fiber), having different unstable directions corresponding to
different prehistories; also we estimate the angle between such unstable directions. We discuss
then the Hausdorff dimension of the fibers of A for these maps by employing the thickness of
Cantor sets, the inverse pressure, and also by use of continuous bounds for the preimage count-
ing function. We prove that in certain examples, there are uncountably many points in A with
two preimages belonging to A, as well as uncountably many points having only one preimage in
A. In the end we give examples which, also from the point of view of Hausdorff dimension, are

far from being homeomorphisms on A, as well as far from being constant-to-1 maps on A.

MSC 2000: Primary: 37D20, 28A80; Secondary: 37C45, 34D45.
Keywords: Chaotic dynamics of hyperbolic non-invertible skew products, Cantor sets, unsta-

ble manifolds for smooth endomorphisms, Hausdorff dimension of fractals.

1 Introduction

In this paper we study the chaotic dynamics of a class of non-invertible maps which are hyperbolic on
their basic set of saddle type. The dynamics of non-invertible maps (or endomorphisms) is different
than that of diffeomorphisms due to possible complicated overlappings and to the fact that the
number of preimages of a given point that remain in the respective basic set may vary. Hyperbolicity
over a compact invariant set A can be defined for non-invertible smooth maps f : M — M (where
M is a manifold), as the continuous uniform splitting ([13]) of the tangent space T;M into a
stable subspace E; and an unstable subspace EY for & € f\, where T denotes a prehistory of
x (i.e a sequence of consecutive preimages of x belonging to A) and A is the space of all such
sequences. This implies that, unlike in the case of diffecomorphisms, where the local unstable
manifolds form a foliation, in the non-invertible case there may pass a priori several unstable
manifolds through a given point of A. However it is a difficult problem to distinguish between

unstable directions corresponding to different prehistories, and there are few actual examples of



such hyperbolic endomorphisms for which several unstable manifolds pass through a given point.
One such example of an Anosov endomorphism was studied in [12], where also other properties of
Anosov endomorphisms were given; in fact for any arbitrary fixed point x from the torus T™, it
was proved there that there exists an endomorphism f, obtained as a perturbation of an algebraic
hyperbolic endomorphism of T™, so that there exists infinitely many local unstable manifolds of f
through z.

In our paper we propose a way of obtaining endomorphisms with a new type of strange be-
haviour, namely they are far from being homeomorphisms, and also far from being constant-to-one;
this happens both from the point of view of preimages, and from the point of view of Hausdorff
dimension. We study hyperbolic non-invertible skew products with basic sets whose fibers will be
obtained by contractions followed by translations and superpositions, thus generating overlappings
in fibers. Here by basic set for an endomorphism f we mean an invariant compact set A so that
there exists a neighbourhood U of A with A = nrewz f™(U). We prove that, when the contraction

factors on fibers are all equal to % and the other parameters belong to some open set, we obtain
a class of examples in (15) which are far from having a homeomorphism-type behaviour on their
basic set A.

Our case is different and complements the one involving families of IFS with overlaps (see [15]),
as we do not assume any transversality condition; we focus actually on some non-generic contraction
parameters and show that the strong non-invertible character is preserved for a large family of
perturbations. Our examples also do not present any type of Open Set Condition behaviour, as they
will be proved to be far from homeomorphisms. Our study will involve some new techniques, like
the use of thickness of intersections of Cantor sets in fibers, the inverse pressure, and approximating
the number of preimages belonging to A with continuous functions.

We will show that our method gives Cantor sets in fibers, which are obtained as subsets of
intersections of Cantor sets of large thickness ([3], [2], [11]). This will guarantee the existence of
uncountably many points having more than one preimage. We show that, still, there are uncount-
ably many points with only one prehistory, giving thus an example where the number of prehistories
is infinite for some points, and equal to 1 for others. Estimation (or formulas) for the Hausdorff
dimension of fractal sets with the help of the zeros of pressure functions appeared in many in-
stances, starting with the work of Bowen ([1]) and Ruelle ([14]). We proved in [7] an extension of
this type of results for the stable dimension for non-invertible maps; we showed that this stable
dimension is greatly influenced by the preimage counting function. We will see how this relates
to our skew product case. We will prove also that the local unstable manifolds (in fact even the
unstable directions) depend on prehistories and will estimate the angle between them. We can give
also the unstable dimension by using a Bowen type equation from [4].

Our method gives a class of examples of hyperbolic endomorphisms which behave differently

than the hyperbolic diffeomorphisms, and also differently from constant-to-1 maps.

Outline of Main Results:



The main object of study is the non-invertible skew product f defined in (2), and also its
generalization from (15), together with their respective locally maximal invariant set A.

The main results of the paper are contained in Theorems 1, 2, 3, 5 (and the remarks thereafter),
and in Corollaries 1 and 2.

First we will remind the notion of natural extension, hyperbolicity for non-invertible maps and
the notions of stable dimension and unstable dimension. Then in Theorem 1 we will show, by using
a result of [3] (see also [2]) about intersecting two Cantor sets of large thicknesses, that there exists
a Cantor set F of points having several preimages/prehistories, in each fiber A, of A; we will also
estimate the thickness of F,. Moreover, this will give an example of a dynamical system f where
some points have two preimages in A, and other points with only one preimage in A.

In Proposition 1 we will show that our skew product example is hyperbolic as an endomorphism,
on its basic set A. Then in Theorem 2 we will show that the unstable directions corresponding to
different prehistories in A do not coincide, and will estimate the angle between them.

In Theorem 4, we give estimates of the unstable dimension by using a Bowen type equation on
the natural extension, from [4]. And in Theorem 5 we show that the stable dimension at any point
of A is strictly smaller than 1 by using a result about the inverse pressure from [5]; and we obtain
estimates for the stable dimension by using approximating continuous bounds for the preimage
counting function, based on results of [7]. Thus we obtain information on the set of points with
more than one preimage, vis--vis the set of points having only one preimage.

The hyperbolicity on A, the existence of Cantor sets in fibers of points with more than one
prehistory, and the disjointness of unstable directions coresponding to different prehistories are
shown similarly, also for the more general examples defined in (15), for a suifficiently small a.
This property of strong non-invertibility is preserved for the nonlinear examples in (15), for
all a > 0 small enough, by a type of Newhouse phenomenon, involving intersecting Cantor sets of
large thickness in fibers.

By combining Theorem 5 and Theorem 2 we prove in Corollary 1 that there exist points in A
with infinitely many prehistories and infinitely many different unstable manifolds. We deduce in
Corollary 2 that for the examples in (15) having contraction factors equal to % (and the rest of their
parameters being in an open set), there are uncountably many points with one preimage in A and
uncountably many points with two preimages in A. We prove then in Corollaries 1 and 2 that, also
from the point of view of Hausdorff dimension, the behaviour of this last class of examples (with
contraction factors % and the other parameters in an open set), is far from that of a homeomorphism
on A, as well as far from that of a constant-to-1 map on A.

We notice that the domain of definition of the functions f, (defined in (15)) varies with a and
is not equal to the entire square I x I; instead it is a product K, x I, with K, a Cantor set. Also
it is important to remark that our invariant set A(«) is not an attractor, but instead is a saddle

basic set.



2 Hyperbolic skew product endomorphisms. Unstable directions

on the basic set.

Hyperbolic smooth endomorphisms appear naturally in many instances when invariant sets have
self-intersections. Several aspects of their dynamics are very different than in the case of diffeomor-
phisms (for example [12], [7], [5], etc.) Consider in the sequel a smooth (say C?) map f: M — M
on a smooth Riemannian manifold M and let A be a compact invariant set, i.e f(A) = A. So each
point of A has at least one f-preimage in A; however it may have several f-preimages in A.

We define now a prehistory of a point x € A, as an infinite sequence & = (z,z_1,2_9,...)
of consecutive preimages, i.e f(r_1) = x, f(x—2) = ©_1,..., with x_; € A,;i > 1. We take then
the space of all these prehistories A, and consider the shift homeomorphism f : A — A, f (z) =
(f(z),x,x_1,2_9,...),2 € A. The compact space A can be made a metric space in a natural way,
and will be called the natural extension of the couple (A, f). One can introduce also the tangent
bundle over A, given by T} := {(z,v),v € T,M},z € A. Now following [13], we define the notion
of hyperbolicity for the endomorphism f as a continuous splitting of the tangent bundle over A
into stable directions and unstable directions depending on prehistories. So we have a splitting
T:M = E; @ B}, % € A where Df,(E) C B3,y and Df(EY) C Ejjx and D f contracts uniformly
the vectors from E7 and expands the vectors from EY. We denote also by Dfs(x) := D f|gs and
by Dfu(2) := Df|px, % € A. Associated to this splitting, one constructs local stable and local
unstable manifolds of size r > 0 for some small r, denoted by W#(z), W(z), for & € A.

For hyperbolicity and SRB measures for endomorphisms see also [6], [16], etc.

For a fixed r > 0 small enough, we define the stable dimension at x € A, denoted by §*(z),
as the Hausdorff dimension HD(W?(z) N A); respectively the unstable dimension at & € A,
denoted by 0%(z), as HD(W*(&)NA). We proved in [4] that the unstable dimension is equal to the
unique zero of the pressure function t — Pf\[\ (—tlog|Dfu(Z)|), where the pressure is considered on
the natural extension A. However in the case of the stable dimension there is no simple general
formula, due to the complicated foldings that may take place in A.

Let us also define the preimage counting function d(-) associated to f on the invariant
set A, namely d(z) := Card{f 'z N A}. Tt can be checked that d(-) is an upper semi-continuous
function ([7]); it is not necessarily constant, nor continuous. This is bringing additional difficulties
in estimating the stable dimension in the non-invertible case, as noted in [7] or [8].

For a small positive a, let us take now the subintervals I, 1§ C I := [0, 1], of small positive
length, with I = [by(a), bo(@)], I§ = [b3(cr),bs(cx)]; assume that ba(a) < 3, ba(a) is very close
to 3, and that bs(a) is very close to 1 — a and by(e) < 1 — a; we assume that |bj(a) — | and

|bs(a) — (1 — a)| are both much smaller than «, say
1
0<maX{|b1(a)—§|, lbs(a) — (1 — )|} =: e(a) < a? (1)

The intervals I7{, I depend on a. But may also be denoted in the sequel simply by I, Io when

dependence on « is unambiguous.



Let us take now ¢ : If* U I§ — I, a strictly increasing smooth map which expands both If
and I$ to I, i.e g(If) = g(I$) = I. Assume that ¢'(z) > B(a) >> 1,2 € I§ UIS. From this
dilation condition, we see that there exist subintervals I}, I{y C I{* and 15,155 C I$ such that
g(Ify) = g(I$)) = I and g(If) = g(I$,) = I§'. Let us denote by J := Iy U I% U IS U IS, and

J* :={rx e J gz ecJi>0}

When the dependence on « is clear, we may denote these sets also by J, Ji, I; j,i,j = 1,2.

We will define now for a small « > 0, the skew product with overlaps in fibers f, : J¥xI — J¥xI

fa(x7y) = (g(m),ha(a;,y)),where (2)

y
T+ 35, velf
l—z4+4, zely
1-%, zelp

x € I

hao(z,y) =

y

ok

We shall denote also the function ho(z,:) : I — I by hy o for € J. From the definition of

ha(x,y) it can be seen that for x € J& N Iy, there are two images of intervals intersecting inside

{z} x I, namely h, | o(I) and hz , o, where z_; denotes the g-preimage of x belonging to I{*, and
Z_1 denotes the g-preimage of x belonging to I5'.

We denote by
Ala):= U N U hy (D), (3)

zeJe n>0yeg—nzne ¢
where hy o :=hfn-1y40...0hyq,n>0. For z € J we also denote by

Al@):=0 U B (D),

n>0yeg—"zNJ%

and call it the fiber of A(a) over z. It is clear that A(a) is a compact f-invariant set, but
A(«) is not necessarily totally invariant hence the number of f,-preimages of a point from
A(«), belonging to A(«), may vary. The sets A(«), A;(«) will be denoted simply by A, A, when
dependence on « is clear.

We shall now prove that the fibers A, (a),z € J¥NI; have an interesting property, namely they
contain a Cantor set of points which have two different f,-preimages in A(«).

Before we proceed with the Theorem, let us remind the notion of thickness of a Cantor set
introduced by Newhouse ([10]), and studied also for example in [2], [3], [11].

Consider a Cantor set K obtained as I\ gl U,,, where U,, are open subintervals of I, called the
n

gaps of K, and Iy is the minimal interval containing K. Of course the gaps of K can be ordered
in many ways, and we call such an ordering U = (U,,),, a presentation of K. For a point

u € OUy, let C' be the connected component of Iy \ (U; U ... U U,) which contains u; the
component C'is also called a bridge at u. For such a point denote by 7(K,U, u) := ;((UC;)) (see [11]),
where ¢(C') denotes the length of the subinterval C. Then the thickness of K is defined by

K) = inf 7(K,U
T(K) SEPJQKT( U, u),

5



where the infimum is taken over all the boundary points of finite gaps of K, and the supremum
is taken over all different presentations of K. In fact it can be proved that the supremum in the
definition of thickness is attained for a presentation with decreasing lengths of gaps, i.e so that
¢(Up) < L(Uy,) if p > n. Thickness is an important numerical invariant of a Cantor set, and it is
preserved by an affine transformation of the interval. Newhouse showed that if K1, Ko are Cantor
sets with 7(K7)7(K3) > 1 and neither of them is contained in a gap of the other (i.e they are
interleaved), then K1 N Ky # () (see [10]).

We will use below the thickness in order to prove that the fibers A, (defined in (3)) contain

"big” intersections of certain Cantor sets.

Theorem 1. In the above setting, for all points x € J& N I, there exists a Cantor set of points
F.(a) C Ay(«), so that each point from F,(«) has two different f-preimages in A. Also if © €
JENIS, it follows that there is a Cantor set Fy(a) C Az(av) such that each point of Fy(a) has more
than one prehistory in A(a).

Proof. Fix a small positive o; we will work with the corresponding I, f, A, h for this fixed o,
without recording their dependence on it. From the construction of the subintervals I;;,4,j = 1,2,
we see that I1; and I are close to %, while Io1, I5o are close to 1 — «v (recall that a > 0 was taken
very small).

For a point x € J, denote by x_11,2_12 the two g-preimages of x in J,,i.e x_11 € [1,2_12 €
I, g(wx_11) = g(w_12) = .

At the first iteration, if x € Iy, we obtain Ay(1) := hy_,, (1) Uhs_, ,(I) = |a, c1], with ¢ =
s+a_1,1 ~ 1;indeed z_1; € [a,c] and |a— 3| < a. If z € Iy, then Ay := hy_, , (I)Uh,_, ,(I) = [0,1],
where again x_1 1, 2_1 2 are the two g-preimages of x, one in I; and the other in I>.

For the second iteration, we obtain Ay (2) := he_y; (Az_y (1))Uhe_y ,(Az_y ,(1)) = [, c2], where
c2=1r_11+c1/2 = 1+—261 For z € Iz, we have Ay(2) := he_y  (Ap ;1 (1)) Uhe_ ,(Ae_y,(1)) =
[0,4] U[1 — 4,1 — %]. This is hinting already on the nature of the gaps of the fiber A,, which
is obtained as an intersection A, = ngl Az(n). There will be gaps coming from the successive
iterations of the gap (3,1 — %). B

At the third iteration, we see that for x € J, N 11, Ay(3) := ha_y;(Ae_y ;) Uhe (A ,) =
[, c3], where ¢c3 = 211 + § and x_1; is the g-preimage of  belonging to I;,i = 1,2. And for z €
J«N Iz, we have Ay (3) = he_y ; (Az_;1(2))Uhe_, ,(Ae_,,(2)) = [0, %] U [% —a 1l_ TIul—-%,1-5].

412
At this iteration, we have therefore the gaps (i, % — %) and (% — .1 — %), having lengths i -7
and % — % + § respectively. These lengths are very small in comparison to the lengths of their

associated left and right bridges C. We can say that £(U;(3)) < A(a)~14(J), where J is one of the
component intervals of A;(3) and U;(3) is one of the gaps between two consecutive subintervals .J
of Az(3), and where A(a) = O(1). So A(a) — co when a \, 0.

At the fourth iteration we see gaps forming inside A;(4) for x € J, NI} as well, i.e Ayz(4)
contains several disjoint closed subintervals. For x € J, NIy, we have Ay(4) = hy_,,(Ae_,,(3)) U
he_y5(Ae_, 5(3)); so from the above calculations we obtain A, (4) = [z_11+a/2,2_11+c3/2]U[1—

19,1 -z 10+ glULl—a 104+ — G, 1-2 10+ 53— SJUl—a_10+5- %, 1—a 124+ 35— 9.



We see thus that there are gaps forming this time in A, (4), and that still £(J)/¢(U) > A(w),
for any component J of A,(4) and adjacent gap U between two consecutive J’s. If z € J, N Iy,
then we obtain A,;(4) as before and we see more gaps forming, still having the property that
0(J)/(U) > Aw) for any component subinterval (bridge) J and adjacent gap U.

Assume now that at iteration n, Ay (n) = Ji(w,n)U. .. Jyp) (@, n), where this is an ordered union
of mutually disjoint closed subintervals, i.e the right endpoint of Jy(z,n) is strictly less than the left
endpoint of Jyy1(z,n),k=1,...,k(n) — 1. Denote Ji(x,n) = [ax(z,n), cx(z,n)],k =1,...,k(n) if
x € I, and Ji(z,n) = [ar(z,n),ék(x,n)],k =1,...,k(n) for z € Iy. Then we will show that there
must exist points from A, as close as we want to the endpoints of each Ji(x,n). Indeed we know
from above that there are gaps of A, for y € J,NIs, as close as we want to 0. But if x € I; and x_1 2
is its g-preimage in I, we have that h,_, , takes A,_, , into A;, so there exist points of A, as close
as we want to the left endpoint of Ji(z,n),n > 1. Again for x € I;, and the g-preimage z_1 1 € I
of z, points z in A, _, , are taken by h,_, , into points of type x_1 1 + 5; if we repeat the procedure,
we see that there are points from A, as close as we want to the right endpoint of Ji,)(x,n). Now
from the fact that there are points of A, _, ; as close as we want to the left endpoint of intervals of
type Ji(x_11,n), we see that by applying gz_,, We obtain points from A, as close as we want to
the right endpoint of Jy,)(z,n) if v € L.

But now by recalling that all the intervals of type Ji(x,n) are obtained by applying repeatedly
hy (for preimages y of =), we obtain that there are points from A, as close as we want to each of
the endpoints of the subintervals Ji(z,n) obtained at step n. This procedure tells us that indeed,
we can use the subintervals Ji(x,n) as bridges in the construction of the respective Cantor set,
since the gaps between them do not extend inside any of Ji(x,n). Thus we can use the lengths of
the subintervals of type Jx(x,n),k = 1,...k(n) and the lengths of the gaps between them, in the
calculation of the thickness of A,.

We also notice the following property: assume that A(n) = Ji(x,n) U... U Jym(z,n) for
x € Ji, where these disjoint subintervals are arranged in increasing order. Then if z € J, N I, we
claim that the left endpoint of Ji(x,n), i.e aj(x,n) is e-close to a where for our fixed «, € denotes
the positive number e(a) defined in (1). Also if z € J, N I, we claim that the left endpoint of

o
2
for every n > 1. We saw this property for iterations 1 through 4, let us prove it in general by

Ji(w,n), i.e @i (x,n) is 0 and the right endpoint of Jy,)(z, 1), i.e Cn) (7, n) is €(a)-close to 1 —

induction. Assume it is satisfied at step n for A;(n),Vz € J,. Then at step n+ 1, if z € I; we have
Ag(n+1) =he_, (Mg, (n))Uhg_, ,(Ay_, 5(n)); s0 Ji(z,n+1) =1—2_19+35Ji(z_12,n). Since
by induction, the left endpoint of Ji(z_12,n) is 0, we see that the left endpoint of Jy(x,n + 1) is
1 —x_12. But x_12 € I is eclose to 1 — «, hence the left endpoint of Ji(x,n + 1) is e-close to
a. Now if z € Iy, we see that the left endpoint Ji(z,n + 1) is obtained from applying y — y/2 to
the interval Ji(z_12,n), thus it is equal to 0. And the right endpoint of J;(,)(z,n + 1) is obtained
from applying the map y — 1 —y/2 to Ji(x—1,1,n); thus the right endpoint of Ji(,)(z,n + 1) is
e-close to 1 — 5.

We have to see also what is happening to the subintervals that overlap in A, (n+ 1) for z € I.

ai(z—_1,1,n) Crn) (T—1,2,m)
2 +

The overlap is between the points x_1 1 + and 1 —x_12 5 . However we saw



above that aj(z_1,1,n) is e-close to « (recall that € = e(«)); and that Ch(n) (x_12,n) is e-close to
1— 5. Werecall also that Iy, I3 are e-close to % and 1 — « respectively. Thus the overlap mentioned
above is between points that are e-close to % + 5 and a + % -9= % + %O‘. As for all o > 0 small
we have % +35 < % + %, we see that indeed we have overlaps inside A, (n),z € J,NIj,n > 1.

Denote by J;n: this maximal overlap at the third Iteration. Then J;,; comes from applying
he_,, to the intervals in the last half of A,_, ,(n — 1) and from applying h,_, , to the intervals in
the first half of A,_, ,(n —1). However we noticed that, when y € I1 N J,, the component intervals
of Ay(n — 1) outside [1/2 + «/2,1/2 + 3 /4] contain each a Cantor set, obtained successively by
eliminating a fixed proportion of the intervals at step n — 1. Thus there exists n large enough so
that, for any two points &, € Ay N Jint, there exists a gap Uy in A,_,,(n — 1) and a gap Uz in
Ay_y,(n—1) with hy_,, (Ur) N hy_, ,(Uz2) non-empty and situated between ¢ and §. Obviously n
depends on the distance between & and (.

We saw above that there are points from A, as close as we wish to the endpoints of the
subintervals Ji(z,n),k = 1,...,k(n) of Az(n),n > 1. Therefore these subintervals can be used as
bridges J and the intervals between them as gaps U, in the Cantor set construction of A,z € J,.

By induction we also see that at each step n we have

U Je(z, ) JEU) > Aa),k =1,...,k(n)

for any subinterval Ji(z,n) of A;(n) and any corresponding adjacent gap U of Ji(x,n) (where
we say that U is an adjacent gap for Ji(x,n) if it is immediately at the left or at the right of
Ji(x,n) at step n). But this ratio between a subinterval and its adjacent gap is preserved by linear
transformations, like the ones we deal with in h,,z € J,. By overlapping two subintervals (as it
may happen in Ay(n),z € J. N I;), we can only increase the lengths of bridges J and decrease the

lengths of adjacent gaps U. Thus we see by induction that at each step
((J)/LU) = Aa), (4)

for each bridge subinterval J and adjacent gap U of A,(n). Since by applying iterations we
cut in half the length of the gaps between the subintervals Ji(z,n),k = 1,...,k(n) at step n (or
decrease them by an even larger factor), we obtain that the gaps are ordered decreasingly when
n /" oo; this presentation of A, will be denoted by Usep. And from the observation made when we
defined the thickness of a Cantor set, we have that 7(A,) = éienAf T(Ag, Ustep, &). But from (4) we

notice that

T(Ay) > Ala),z € J, (5)

Now let © € J, N1Ii; then Ay = hy (Mg ) Uhg  5(Ay ), where z_11 € g7 (z) N1,
and z_12 € g~ '(x) N L. It is easy to see that the two Cantor sets Si(z) := hy_,,(Az_,,) and

So(x) := hy_, ,(Az_, ,) are interleaved, i.e neither set is contained in a gap of the other. Also from
(5) we know that 7(S1(z)) > A(a) and 7(S2(z)) > A(«).



We recall that A(a) —>Ooo Thus if 71 := 7(S1(z)), 72 := 7(S2(x)) and « is small enough, we
can check that 7175 > 1 and in addition that (71, 72) € B, where:

2 2 2
+3m+1 +3m1+1 142 1+2
B = {(r1,m2),11 > oot ;2 or 7o > 7T1 i 0 {(r1, m2), 71 > 7( 372) or 79 > 7( 3T1) }
72 7 T2 71

Since Si(x), S2(x) are not interleaved and we do have the above conditions satisfied for A(«)
large enough (i.e for @ small enough), we obtain from [3] that there exists indeed a Cantor set Fy,
in Si(x) N Sa(z).

Moreover from [2] (page 882), it follows that we have:

Fy) > y/min{r(S1()), 7(S2(2))} = v/Aa))

From the definition of the sets Si(z), S2(x) we see that for every = € I1 N J,, each point from

the set F), has two different f-preimages belonging to A.

Now if x € J. N Iz, there exists a g-preimage z_11 € I of x and then in the fiber A,_,, there
must exist a Cantor set Fj,_,, of points having two distinct f-preimages in A. So we obtain that
there exists a Cantor set Fj, := hy_, ,(A;_,,) of points with two different f2-preimages in A. The
Theorem is then proved.

O

In fact we show in Corollary 1 that there are points with infinitely many prehistories in A.

Let us prove now the hyperbolicity of f as an endomorphism on the basic set A. We will show
that this set is of saddle type, i.e f has both stable and unstable directions on it. Consider an
expanding smooth map g : [; U...UI, — 1 U...UIl, and let J, := {x € [ U...U I, ¢(z) €
Iy U...UI,,i > 0}. Let also a smooth function h(z,y) : (I1U...UI,) x I — I, which is uniformly
contracting in the second coordinate, i .e exists § € (0,1) with |0yh| < & everywhere. Define
the skew product f(z,y) : Jo x I — Jo X I, f(z,y) = (9(x),h(z,y)), (z,y) € J« x I. We define

A= U N U hy(l), where hy := hgn-1,0...0hyy € J..

Although it may appear at a first sight that f is expanding horizontally on A, the calculation

Y

on derivatives shows this to be false. Indeed we have the derivative of f,

_ [ d (@) 0
Df(z,y) = ( Ouh(z,y) Oyh(x,y) )

where 9, h(z,y) represents the partial derivative of h with respect to x at the point (z,y). Thus

0
for a vector w = (0,v) € R x R, we get Df(z,y) - w = , so the vector space
Oyh(z,y)v
{(0,v) € R x R} is invariant and Df is contracting on vertical lines; these vertical lines represent

therefore the stable tangent subspaces.
However if we consider the horizontal vector w = ((,0) € R x R, then Df(z,y) - w =

/ .
( 5 i((x) )C ¢ ), so the horizontal line {({,0),¢ € R,0 € R} is not invariated by D f, and thus
2\, Y) -

the unstable spaces do not have to be equal to this line.



To prove the hyperbolicity of the non-invertible map f on A and to construct its unstable spaces,
we use a generalization of a theorem of Newhouse ([9]) to this endomorphism case.

Let f: M — M be a smooth, not necessarily invertible map and suppose that A is a compact
f-invariant set in M. Assume that there exists a field of cones in the tangent space, C = {C:},;,
so that the dimension of the core linear space of C; is constant on A; but the cone field C is
not necessarily assumed to be D f-invariant. Let us say that a function f is expanding and
co-expanding on the cone field C, if given the notations:

Dftv N
1Dig vl |,26A,

D
| fzv|,and me 5 (f) == inf
veCs,v#£0 |U‘ ’ U¢Cf2 |U‘

mes(f) =
we have that inf me :(f) > 1, and inf m; (f) > 1.
ETS zeh 7
Theorem (Newhouse). In the above setting, assume that there exists an integer N > 1 such that

N is expanding and co-expanding on C; then it follows that f is hyperbolic on A.

The proof is similar to the one given in [9]. We can prove consequently the following result of

hyperbolicity for our skew product:

Proposition 1. In the above setting, i.e with g : J, — Ji expanding and h : I, x I — I uniformly
contracting in the second coordinate, we have that f(z,y) = (g(x),h(z,y)) is hyperbolic as an

endomorphism on A.

Proof. Let a continuous positive function v defined on A, and the cone C¥ := {(v,w) € R?, |w| <
v(2) - Jv]}, 2z = (x,y) € A, 2 € A. The dimension of the core real linear space of this cone is 1. Our
cone field will be then C* = {C¥},_i and we do not know a priori whether it is D f-invariant. We
/
g'(x)-v

have sz(vaw) = 8g;h(z) -’U+8yh(z) s w

). So in order to have an f-expanding field of cones,
it is enough to take
lg'(@)]* > 1+7%(2),2 € A

If we assume |¢'(x)| > > 1,2 € X, then it would be enough to have

0<v(2)<VpB%2—1, 0or, 0<v(3) < VB3N -1, (6)

where the second inequality is needed if we work with f% instead of f. So in this last case, fV is
expanding on the cone field C.

Now we estimate the co-expansion coefficient. If N > 1 is an integer and if (v, w) ¢ C}fNé, then
lw| > v(fN2) - Jv]. Denote also fNz = (¢N(x), h(fN 1z, hy_1(z,y))), where hy_; is given by:
N2 = gV (@), hv—i (2, y), 2 = (2,y) € A So
8;1:hN('r7 y) = 8zh(fN71]37 hN,l(x, y)) : 8$9N71(x) + 8yh(fN71$7 hN*l(a:} y)) . ath,1($, y) -
= Ouh(fN " by (2,9)) - g™ (@) + Oyh(FN T e b1 (1)) - Oeh(fN P, iy a2, y)) - Bag™ T (@) +

Oh(fN "z, hy—1(z,y)) - Oyh(fN 22, hn_a(2,y)) - Oshn_2(,y)
(7)
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Denote by K := sup|d,h| and K’ := K - ﬁ, where § € (0,1) is a contraction factor, such
A
that |0yh| < d <1 on A. Therefore by induction in (7) we have:

[Ouhn (2, y)l < K - [(g" 1) 2| + 0K - (") el + ... < K- (V) ] (8)

o .
But D(fN)fﬁz ( ) = ( _thN((f)IZ)( )Jr w )
w @) (@)-0yhn(z) | Fyhn(2)

Ny—1 v v2 |0zhn|%(2) w? 2|0zhn (2)]
Hence [[D(f7) yx, ( v > > e (14 150) + mreme (L ey ) for

gV) (@) (fN2)|

any N > 1. But then since |0;hn(2)] < K’ -ll(gN_l)’(x)], and K’ depends only on g, h, there must

2K (= /
exist NV sufficiently large such that v(gfx,g))l@ < ,8-\/2L§T4 < %, if we take the map ~(-) to be

constant on A and close to /32N — 1 (although smaller than /32N — 1). So:

- v jw]?
HD(fN)fz%z(w)WZW 9)

But we had |w| > y(fN2) - |v|, hence:

Jw|? Jw|? - [of* + Jw]?
210,hn (2)2 = 202N 5

for N sufficiently large, since v(-) is bounded on A. Hence inf mp, ;(fY) > 1 for some large
s€A ’
integer N. So fV is both expanding and co-expanding on the cone field C* over A, so the map f
is hyperbolic according to the previous result. The unstable space corresponding to the arbitrary
prehistory 2 € A is obtained then as EY = r;o Df”(C;fﬁné).
n>

O]

We will show now that there correspond different unstable tangent directions EY # EY,, to two

different prehistories of z, 2, 2" € A.

Theorem 2. Let a fived small o > 0 and consider the skew product f : J. x I — J, X I defined
in (2). Then if 2 and 2’ are two different prehistories of z from A, it follows that EY # EY; in

particular the local unstable manifolds W (2), W*(2') are not tangent to each other.

Proof. We have that f(z,y) = (g9(x),h(z,y)), (x,y) € Je x I as defined in (2) (for notational
simplicity, we do not record here the dependence of f on «). Let the point z = (x,y) € A,z € J,.

For a tangent vector (v, w) we have

pr V)= g'(x)-v
N w Oph(z) - v+ Oyh(2) - w

Assume that the unstable tangent space corresponding to the prehistory Z € Ais given by

Y= {(v,w(2) - v),v € R}, 2 €A, (10)

z
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where w(-) is a bounded function on A, since the unstable spaces must be transversal to the stable

(vertical) ones. Thus from the above formula, we obtain

pr V)= g'(x)-v
N w Ozh(z) - v+ Oyh(z) - w(2)v

Now we know from the construction of unstable spaces on A as intersections of iterates of
unstable cones (Proposition 1) that Df.(EY) C E}‘Z Therefore d,h(2) + dyh(z) - w(2) = w(f2) -
Jd(x),% € A. So if z_1 denotes an f-preimage of z belonging to A and xz_; denotes an g-preimage

of = belonging to J., we obtain the following recurrence formula for w(-):

SN S
= 5™ )

By iterating (11) and by recalling that w is a bounded function on A (since the stable and

Iyh(z) - w(2) (11)

unstable directions must be transversal to each other), we obtain:
1 1 1
cOyh(2)(——= - Ozh(2-1) + ———
g Mgy o T
1 1 1

= —0 h(z) + mayh(z)axh(z_l) + mayh(z)ayh(z_l)w(ﬁ_l) (12)

1 - 1
== ma:CMZ) + ; g(@) ... g(z_y) » Oph(2—i)Oyh(2—it1) - .. Oyh(2)

- Oyh(z-1) - w(2-1))

Now if 2/ = (z,2/4,2",,...) is another prehistory of z from A, say with z'y # z_1, we have

from above that

2! 1 ! G 1 / / /
w(2') = ———=0;h(z_) + < Ogh(2_;)0yh(2_;, 1) ... Oyh(z_
( ) g’(x’,l) ( 1) ; g’(x’,l) g/(x/_l) ( ) Y ( +1) Y ( 1)
Therefore
W(Z) = w(F) = — (2 1) — ———Bh( )+
G T R

o~ Ouh(z) - Oyh(z_in1) . Oyh(z21) o= Oah(2Ly) - Oyh(2l i) - Byh(zy)
i Z; g'(x-1)...9'(x-) Z; g@ ). g )

Let us assume that
3> g'(x)>p>> 1,z €,

for some large B which depends on «; this holds since the map g expands the small intervals I, Io
to the whole I = [0, 1], and g was assumed increasing.
We assume that [0yh| < § < 1 on A. Now the expression in the straight brackets in (13), is less

than é(l + % +...)= 5—12 : 1_% < 1722, if 3 is large enough.
5
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But if z_1, 2’ | are different preimages of z, it follows that we must have z_; € A,_, and 2/ | €
Ay for two different g-preimages of z, say z_1 € I; and x’ € Iy. Then we have 0,h(z_1) =1
and 0,h(z" ;) = —1. Therefore we have that

1 1

P M) = G

Hence from the above estimate of the expression in the straight brackets of (13), we see that

2

for two prehistories 2, 2 € A of z with z_; # 2 |, we obtain:

In general, let z, 2" two different prehistories of z from A. Then there exists m > 1 so that
Zem # 2, and z_; = 2/, for i =0,...,m — 1 (where as always we denote z = zp). Then similarly

as above we obtain that
y 0.7

w(2) —w(Z)] > G (14)

where we recall that 5 = 3(«a). Clearly if EY # EY, for two different prehistories of z then also the
corresponding local unstable manifolds W¥(2), W*(Z') are different, and they are not tangent to
each other.

O

We estimated thus in the previous Theorem the angle between unstable directions corresponding
to different prehistories of the same point, by using the dilation factor g of g : Iy U Is — I.

We will give now a generalization of example (2) to a family which is nonlinear in = and linear
in gy, with fiber contraction factors belonging to a neighbourhood of %

First let us fix a small @ € (0,1). Then take the subintervals I{*, I§* C I = [0, 1] so that I{* is
contained in [& — e(a), 3 + €(a)] and I is contained in [1 — a — €(a), 1 — a + €(a)], for some small
e(a) < a?. We take then a strictly increasing smooth map g : IUI$ — I such that g(I%) = g(I§) =
I; assume that there exists a large 3 >> 1s. t 32 > ¢'(z) > 8 >> 1,2 € [f UI$. Then there exist
subintervals Iy, Ity C If', 15,155 C I§ such that g(I7}) = g(I$)) = I{ and g(I{y) = g(I5) = 15
We define again J := I} UTS U IS U IS and J& == {z € J%, g'(z) € J*,i > 0}.

Now define f, : J* X [ — J¥ x I,

foa(x7y) = (g(I),ha(CC,y)),With (15)

V1,a(®) + S1,0y, T € I
V2,0(T) + 82,0y, T € 15
V3.0(T) — 830y, T € Iy
sS40y, T € 135,

ho(w,y) =

111
21272
respectively; and 91 4(), ¥2.4(-), ¥3.a(-) are smooth (say C?) functions on I which are eo-close in

where for some small €g, we take s1 4, 52.q, 53,0, 54,0 t0 be positive numbers, ep-close to %,
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the Cl-metric, to the linear functions x — x, * — 1 —x and x — 1, respectively. By |g1 — go|c1 we
shall denote the distance in the C'(I)-metric between two smooth functions on I, g; and go.

We shall denote also the function hq(x,-) : I — I by hy(-), for x € JZ.

Again when « is unambiguous and fixed, we will not record the dependence of the above on «

(but will keep it in mind).

Theorem 3. There exists a function ¥(a) > 0 defined for all positive small enough numbers «,

with ¥(a) —>00 and such that, if f is an arbitrary map defined in (15) whose parameters satisfy:
a—

1 1 1 1
maX{Wl(ﬂf) — e, [2(z) — 1+ zfe1, [3(x) — 1e1, |51 — 5% |s2 — =1, |s3 — §|, |s4 — 2|} < J(a)

2
(16)
then we obtain:

a) For x € J, NIy, there exists a Cantor set F,, C Ay, s. t every point of Fy has two different
f-preimages in A. And if x € J. N I, then there exists a Cantor set F, C A, s. t every point of
F, has two different f?-preimages in A.

b) f is hyperbolic on A.

c) If 2,2 € A are two different prehistories of an arbitrary point z € A, then EY # EY,. We

have the same estimate for the angle between EY and EY, as in (14).

Proof. The proof uses basically the same ideas as in Theorem 1, Proposition 1 and Theorem 2,
with certain modifications.

a) I, I, are e(a)-close to 3, 1—a. We assumed in the definition (15), that e(a) < a? << 1. Like
in the proof of Theorem 1, the set A, (n) is formed by k(n) disjoint subintervals Ji(z,n), ..., Jym(z,n)
arranged in an increasing order; assume also that for x € J. N1y, Ji(x,n) = [ag(
1,...,k(n) and for = € J, N Iz, Ji(z,n) = [ag(z,n),cx(z,n)],k = 1,...,k(n)

(

x € Jy, there exist two g-preimages of x in J,, which will be denoted by x_; 1 (for the g-preimage

z,n),ck(z,n)], k=

Also for a point

of x from I;), and x_ o (for the g-preimage of x belonging to I3).

Then by induction we see that a;(xz,n) =0 for all n > 1 and x € J, N I. This implies that for
all » € J,NIi,n > 1, we have ai(z,n) = hy_; ,(@1(v_12,n — 1)) = hy_, ,(0). Therefore we obtain
that aj(z,n) is a?-close to 15(1 — «) if 2 € J, N I;. This implies also that the right most endpoint
of Ay(n),y € I N Ji, namely Gy (y,n), is a?-close to wg(%) — s3a(1 — ).

We see now that the right endpoint of Jy,)(x,n),z € I1 N Ji, namely c)(z,n) is a?-close
to 11(3) + 51Ck(n—1)(T-1,1,m — 1). Thus we see that cy(,(w,n) / c¢(x,00) when n — oo and that
c(z,00) is a?~close to ¥1(5)(1+s1+s7+...) = gﬁi(s%l))
points of A, as close as we want to c(,)(2,n) for n > 1; hence there are points of A, as close as

. It follows as in Theorem 1 that we do have

we want to ¢(z,00) when z € J, N I;.

Now if aj(x,n) is e(a)-close to 2(1 — a) for x € I N J,, it follows from construction that
Ck(ny(#',m) is e(a)-close to ¥3(3) — s32(l — @) if 2’ € I, N Ji. Recall also that e(a) < o2
Again, since there are points of A, as close as we want to aj(xz,n) when z € I} N J,, we see
that ai(z,n) = hy_, ,(0) € Ay; thus there exist points of A,/ as close as we want to ¢, (z,n) =
Y3(3) — s3- ay(z’y 1,n) for 2’ € Iy N J..
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Now for an iteration of order n > 3, we will want to have the two phenomena which gave
the fractal structure of A, in Theorem 1. The first desired phenomenon is the overlapping in
Ay, € Iy N Jy, of the first intervals of hy_, ;(Az_, ;) (i.e subintervals Ji(z,n),k < m(n) for some
m(n)), with the last intervals of h,_, ,(A;_,,) (i.e with the subintervals of type Ji(x,n), k > p(n)).
And the second desired phenomenon is the appearance of a gap of length comparable to o, in A, x €
I> N Js, between hy_, ,(Cr(n—1)(z-12,m — 1)) and hy_,,(c(x-1,1,00)). We use c(xr_11,00) since

Crny(T-1,1,m) /" c(x_1,1,00) and there are points from A,_, , as close as we want to c(z_1,1,00);
n—oo

thus the gap in A, is bounded above by h;_, , (c(z-1,1,00)).

Therefore our two conditions are satisfied if:
1 1
¢1(§) +51- (1l —a) <ol —a) + sg- [1#3(5) — s319(1 — )], and (17)
P1(3)
1—351

As we can see these two conditions are verified if there exists a sufficiently small J(«) > 0, s. t

% < ¢3(%) — 53 — 54 - [1#3(%) —s3a(l —a)] <« (18)

|si — %I <d(a),i=1,...,4 and max {[¢1(z) = zler, [Ya(x) = 1+ Zle1, [93(2) = e} < I(a) (19)

It is clear that J(a) O:OO. If 9(a) is small enough, then the thickness of the fibers A, remains
larger than A(«). This permits for every x € I; N J,, to have an intersection between the images
he i (Az_y,) and hy_y ,(Ay_,,) inside A;. Thus we obtain a Cantor set F, C A, s.t every point
of F, has two different f-preimages inside A. We obtain again that

T(Fz) > VA(a),z € 1 N Jy,

where A(a) = O(L),a > 0.
b) The hyperbolicity follows in the same way as in Proposition 1, if the inequalities in (19) are
satisfied and ¥(«) is small enough.
c¢) The disjointness of unstable directions corresponding to different prehistories of the same
point, follows as in the proof of Theorem 2 since the derivatives of 11,19 are ¥(«a)-close to 1,
respectively —1. And similarly we obtain the same estimates (14) for the angle between two unstable
directions EY and EY, corresponding to two different prehistories of the same point z € A; we recall
also that 3 depends on «, in (14).
O

Let us study now the unstable, respectively stable dimension on A; from this study we shall
obtain further information about the preimage counting function on A. We will see more argu-
ments towards the idea that the skew products defined in (15) are far from being homeomorphisms
on their respective basic set A, and also far from being 2-to-1 on A.

First we have the following result about the unstable dimension:
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Theorem 4. For a small fized o > 0, let the function f : A — A defined in (15). Then the unstable

dimension §*(2) = t*,Vz € A, where t* is the unique zero of the pressure function t — Pf|~ (td™),
A

and where ®" () := —log |D f,(49)],4 € A. Consequently if ¢'(z) > B(a) >> 1 on J., we have

log 2

§U(%) < sel

Proof. The first part of the Theorem follows from [4] since the unstable manifolds in our case are
1-dimensional (hence conformal). So §%(2) = t*, for all 2 € A. We notice that t* is the zero of a
pressure function calculated on the natural extension A.

Now, from the proof of Theorem 3 we know that w(2) < ﬁ, 2 € A. Hence |Df,(2)| > RS

A so ®%(2) < —log 22 s € A

Also it is easy to see that hiop(f|a) = log2 since the Bowen balls of f are given mainly by the
expansion of g in the horizontal direction, and g|;, is conjugated to o3 on the one-sided Bernoulli

shift 3. Therefore 0 = Py (t'@") < —t"log @ + log 2 and we obtain 0%(2) = t" < 1 10%(2(1) .
08 T3

A
O

Now we want to estimate the stable dimension over A; by contrast to Theorem 4 or to the
diffeomophism case, we do not know here that 0°(z) is constant when z ranges in A.

Recall that we denoted by d(-) the preimage counting function for f on A, defined by d(z) :=
Card{z' € A, f(?/) = z},2z € A. One major difficulty is that d(-) is not necessarily continuous
on A, and not necessarily constant. So the expression P(t®° — logd) does not make sense, since
pressure was defined for continuous maps. We will overcome this obstacle in 2 different ways. The
first one will be by using a notion of inverse pressure (see [8]). For a continuous non-invertible
map f: X — X on a compact metric space X, the inverse pressure Pf_() is a functional defined by
using consecutive f-preimages of points (rather than the forward iterates like for usual pressure).
It is useful in the case of estimating the stable dimension of endomorphisms that are not necessarily
constant-to-1 ([5], [8]). For the negative function ®*, we proved that there exists a unique zero ¢

of the function ¢t — P, (t®°), and that in our case
8°(z) <t;,z€A

The second way is by using continuous upper bounds 7(+) for the preimage counting function

d(-), and then to employ the unique zero t, of the function ¢t — P(t®° —logn).

Theorem 5. Let a sufficiently small o > 0 and a function f defined as in (15), and assume that
the parameters of f satisfy condition (16).

a) Then the stable dimension 0°(z) < t; <1, for any point z € A.

b) If n(-) is a continuous function on A such that d(z) < n(z),z € A, it follows that §°(z) >
tn, 2z € A, where t, is the unique zero of the function t — P(t®* —logn).

Proof. a) We take a fixed small enough o > 0; this will imply that ¥(«) is also small enough such

that Theorem 3 works. Hence f is hyperbolic as an endomorphism on A. Also we notice that it is
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conformal on stable manifolds as these have real dimension 1, and also that f does not have any
critical points in A. We proved in [8] that in this case, §°(z) < t;, where t; is the unique zero of
the inverse pressure function t — P, (t®*).

From Theorem 3, an arbitrary fiber A, does not contain intervals. Hence since local stable
manifolds are contained in the vertical fibers in our case, it follows that no local stable manifold is
contained in A. Thus A is not a local repellor, in the sense of [5]. Translating to our case the result
of [5] we obtain then, that t; < 1.

Therefore we obtain 0°(z) <t; <1,z € A.

b) The estimate 6°(z) > t, follows immediately from [7], since d(-) < 7(-) and since f is
hyperbolic on A, conformal on stable manifolds and does not have critical points in A.

O

Remarks: 1) Theorem 5 permits us to get better and better lower estimates for §°(z), if
we take continuous functions 7 which approximate better and better the preimage counting function
d(-). Indeed in the notation of Theorem 3, let an open subset W7 C V; so that W, C V5. Then let
7(-) a continuous real function on A such that n(z) =1,z € Wi,n(z) =2,z € Vo, and 1 <7 <2 in
rest. Then from Theorem 5 it follows that §°(z) > t,,. When the set W is increased inside V;, we
will obtain smaller and smaller maps 7, and thus larger and larger zeros t,. Still, from part a) of
Theorem 5, we know that always ¢, < §°(z) < t; < 1 for these functions 7.

2) Theorem 5 shows that from the point of view of stable dimension, when the fiber contraction
factors s1, so, s3, 54 are all equal to %, then f|p is far from being a homeomorphism for all choices
of parameters v;,j = 1,2,3 satisfying condition (16). Indeed if 6°(2) were the zero t, of the
pressure t — P(t®*), then since ®° = —log2 on A, we would obtain t* = 1. But we saw in
Theorem 5 that 6°(z) < 1,z € A.

3) Also we notice that in the setting of Theorem 5, f|p is not 2-to-1 either. Indeed assume
that the parameters s;,v;,7 = 1,...,4,5 = 1,2 satisfy (16) and « is small enough and let the
function f given by these parameters in (15) (we do not record now the dependence of f on «, but
are keeping it in mind). Then from Theorem 3, we know that f is hyperbolic as an endomorphism
on A. In that case, from [8] it follows that for all z € A, §°(z) would be equal to the unique zero
t5 of t — P(t®° —log2). But we saw above that hip(f|a) = log2; hence it would follow that

5 = 0. On the other hand, we know from the proof of Theorem 3 that there are points z € A,
with 6%(z) = HD(A,) > —-%2___ > 0.

= log(2+ m)
We have thus obtained a contradiction; hence f|a is not 2-to-1. 0
Let us assume now that « is fixed and s; = 3,4 = 1,...,4 in the definition (15) of f. Now if

there were only at most m prehistories in the natural extension A (associated to this f) for each
point of A, then the stable dimension would still be equal to the zero t5 of the pressure t — P(t®*);
this follows from [8]. Therefore for any integer m > 1, there must exist a point z,,, € A with more
than m prehistories in A. One may assume that the points z,, converge to some point z € A. We

will prove that z has infinitely many prehistories in A. First we know that each z,, has at least m
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prehistories in A for all m > 1. Denote the set of all these prehistories by P; clearly P is infinite.
Hence there is some level k; so that there exists an infinite set P(k1,1) C P of prehistories whose kq
entries are close to some kj-preimage z(k1,1) of z, and another disjoint infinite set of prehistories
P(k1,2) C P whose elements have their k; entries close to another kj-preimage of z called z(kq,2),
with d(z(k1,2),2(k1,1)) > eg(k1) > 0; this estimate follows from the fact that f does not have
critical points in A. Next we take the family P(k1,2) and show as above that there exists some
ko > ki and two disjoint subcollections of P(ki,2), denoted by P(ke,1) and P(k2,2), s. t the
distance between the ks entry of any prehistory from P(ke,1) and the ko entry of any prehistory
from P(kq,2), is larger than a fixed eo(k2) > 0. This is done similarly as in the previous step and
we use again that f does not have critical points in A. We obtain thus by induction a sequence
of disjointed infinite families of prehistories P(ky,1),n > 1. Also recall that A is compact so any
infinite family has accumulation points in A. Hence from the above procedure we see that we can
separate at some level any accumulation point of P(ky, 1) from any accumulation point of P(k,, 1)
whenever n # p; thus any two such accumulation points must be different. But on the other hand
we assumed the points z,, converge to z, so any accumulation point of an infinite family P(k,, 1)
must be some prehistory of z in A, for any p > 1. We thus obtain an infinite collection of different
prehistories of z in A.

Then by employing also Theorem 2, we have proved the following:

Corollary 1. Let a small « > 0 and a function f as in (15), and assume that s; = %,i =1,...,4
and that the parameters v;,j = 1,...,3 satisfy (16). Then there exists a point z € A having
infinitely many different prehistories in A, and thus infinitely many different unstable directions of

type EY.

We show now that our examples are both far from having a homeomorphism-type behaviour,

and also far from the constant-to-1 maps of [8]:

Corollary 2. Let a small o > 0 and a function f defined as in (15), s. t the parameters s;, 1,1 =
1,...,4,5 =1,...,3 of f satisfy (16). Write A as the union Vi U Va, where Vi is defined as the
set of points having only one f-preimage inside A and Vo is the set of points having exactly two
f-preimages in A.

a) Then 0%(z) € (log(;‘l%, 1),z € A. So if a tends to 0, then the stable dimension at an
arbitrary point of A may be made as close as we want to 1, but always strictly smaller than 1.

b) Vi is an open uncountable set in A, and Vs is a closed set in A.

c) Assume moreover that in the definition (15) of f, the contraction factors s;,i =1,...,4 are

all equal to % Then Vs is uncountable as well.

Proof. a) We apply a result of Palis and Takens ([11]) giving an estimate for the Hausdorff dimen-

sion of a Cantor set K in the line, as follows:

HD(K) > Lﬁ
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We showed in Theorem 3 that we have 7(A;) > A(«); and as in the proof of Theorem 1,
Ala) O Hence combining also with Theorem 5, we obtain the estimates.

b) We recall that d(z) was defined as the number of f-preimages of z belonging to A.

We can partition now A into two subsets, V} := {z € A,d(z) = 1} and V5 := {z € A, d(z) = 2}.
It can be seen easily that V; is open and V5 is closed, since d(-) is upper semi-continuous. We
remark that Vi, V5 are not necessarily f-invariant.

If V1 would be countable, then we can approximate any point from A by points from V5; given an
arbitrary n > 1, we can even approximate any point z € A with points w such that w € V5 and all
its preimages of order less than n are also in Va: i. e if w_; € AN f~w, then w_; € V5,7 < n. This
makes the proof of Theorem 3.1 of [8] to work (holomorphicity in that Theorem is not essential);
all that is important is that f be conformal on stable manifolds, and this is satisfied in our case as
the stable manifolds are 1-dimensional.

Hence it would follow that §°(z) = t§, where ¢5 is the unique zero of the pressure t — P(t®° —
log2). Now hop(f|a) = log2, since the expansion takes place mainly in the horizontal direction
and since g| 7, is topologically conjugate to o on the one-sided Bernoulli space Z; . Thus it follows
that t5 = 0.

However we saw in part a) that HD(A,) > —%2 > (. So we cannot have HD(A,) = t3,

- log(2+A(a))
and we obtain a contradiction. Therefore V] is uncountable.

c¢) Now assume that all the contraction factors of f on fibers are equal to % Let us suppose
also that V5 is countable. Then as above, for any n > 1 we can approximate any point of A
with points having only one preimage of order n and the proof of Theorem 3.1 from [8] gives that
0%(z) = t*,z € A, where t*® is the unique zero of the pressure function ¢ — P(t®%). But since in our
case ®* = —log?2 on A, we obtain t* = 1. But from Theorem 5, t* < 1, thus a contradiction. In

conclusion V5 is uncountable as well. O
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