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1 Introduction

1.1 Regular projectively Anosov flows

In [16], Mitsumatsu introduced @ bi-contact structure on a three dimensional
manifold, that is, a pair of mutually transverse positive and negative contact
structures. He observed that a three dimensional Anosov flow naturally defines
a bi-contact structure whose intersection as a pair of plane fields is tangent to
the flow. In general, the intersection of a bi-contact structure does not defines
an Anosov flow. In fact, he showed that a bi-contact structure corresponds
to a projectively Anosov flow, which is a generalization of an Anosov flow. In
[:_l-(_):], Eliashberg and Thurston also studied bi-contact structures and projectively
Anosov flows (conformally Anosov flow in their book) from the viewpoint of the
confoliation theory. They observed that a bi-contact structure naturally appears
in a linear deformation of a foliation into contact structures.
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A flow ® = {®P'};cg on a three dimensional manifold M is called a projec-
tively Anosov flow (or a PA flow) if it has no stationary points and admits a
decomposition TM = E* 4+ E® by continuous plane fields such that

o F¥(2)NE?(z) =T®(z) for any z € M, where T® is the line field tangent
to the orbits of @,

e DP'(E“(2)) = E7(®'(2)) for any o € {u,s}, 2 € M, and t € R, and
e there exist two constants C' > 0 and A > 1 such that

IN®| (5 jray) | - (NP | (g jrayz)) ] < CATF

for any z € M and ¢ > 0, where N® = {N®'},cp is the flow on TM/T®
by ®.

We call the decomposition TM = E% 4+ E® a PA splitting. If it satisfies stronger
inequalities

[IN®|(gs 7o) )| < CAT NS |(pujrayz) ] < CATF

for any z € M and t > 0, then the flow is called an Anosov flow and the
splitting is called a weak-Anosov splitting :1_: We remark that a PA splitting is
a dominated splitting on the whole manifold. Such a splitting plays important
roles in the modern theory of dynamical systems. See [ﬁ] for example.

Any PA splitting is integrable, however, is not smooth in general. A PA flow
(or an Anosov flow) with a C"-smooth PA splitting is called C"-regular. When
a PA flow is C'°°-regular, we simply call it regular. From the viewpoint of the
confoliation theory, a regular PA flow corresponds to a linear deformation of
a foliation into contact structures whose derivative generates another foliation
(see [0, Proposition 2.2.3]) Remark that any orientable closed three dimensional
manifold admits a smooth PA flow, but the three dimensional sphere admits no
C'-regular PA flow. See [i7, Theorem 4.2.6 and Theorem 4.3.1].

In [13], Ghys classified three dimensional regular Anosov flows.

Theorem 1.1 ([12]). Up to finite covering, any regqular Anosov flow on a three
dimensional closed manifold is smoothly equivalent to either the suspension flow
of a hyperbolic toral automorphism or a quasi-Fuchsian flow on the unit tangent
bundle of closed surface of genus greater than one.

It is natural to ask whether regular PA flows also have similar classification.
In [21], Noda showed that if a regular PA flow on a T?-bundle over S' has
an invariant torus, then it must be represented as a finite union of so-called
T? x I-models. Roughly speaking, a T? x I-model is a flow on T? x [0, 1] which
is transverse to T? x {z} for any 2z € (0,1) and is equivalent to a linear flow
on each boundary. See [2-]_1'] for the precise definition. After that, he and Tuboi
gave a classification for certain manifolds, which can be summarized as follows.

1Tt is differentlfrom but equivalent to the common definition of an Anosov flow as pointed
out by Doering ['{_3, Proposition 1.1].



Theorem 1.2 ([21],[22],[23], and [26]). Any regular PA flow on a Seifert
manifold or a T2-bundle over S' must be either an Anosov flow or represented
as a finite union of T? x I-models.

The author also approached the classification from another direction. In [:2!],
he showed that any regular PA flow on any closed three dimensional manifold
without non-hyperbolic periodic orbits is equivalent to one of the above.

In [22], Noda conjectured that the above is the complete list of three dimen-
sional regular PA flows. The goal of this paper is an affirmative solution of the
conjecture.

Theorem 1.3. Any regular PA flow on a closed, connected, and three dimen-
sional manifold must be either an Anosov flow or represented as a finite union
of T? x I models.

The theorem gives an answer to a conjecture posed by Mitsumatsu (Conjec-
ture 4.3.3 in [i7]) immediately.

Corollary 1.4. Any bi-contact structure associated with a regular PA flow con-
sists of tight contact structures.

We give the proof of Theorem {I.3 in Sections & and 8. In Section 2, we
show a dichotomy on dynamics of regular PA flows. Namely, either the flow is
topologically transitive or the non-wandering set is the union of invariant tori
with rotational dynamics. It is not so hard to see that the latter implies that
the flow is represented by T? x I-models. In Section g, we show the former
implies that the flow is Anosov. It is done by proving the hyperbolicity of all
periodic orbits.

1.2 Locally free action of the affine group of the real line

Let GA be the group of orientation preserving affine transformations of R. It is
generated by two one-parameter subgroups {a®}secr and {b'};cr with a relation
a®-bt = pP()t . g5 There are two important three-dimensional Lie groups that
contains GA as a subgroup:

1. The group ﬁ@,R) of the universal cover of the special linear group of
R2,

2. A solvable group RxR? associated with a homomorphism 1 : R—Hom(R?)
with  ¢(s)(x,y) = (exp(s)x, exp(—s)y).

An Anosov flow is called algebraic if it is generated by the natural action of
{a®}ser on the quotient of one of the above groups by a co-compact lattice.
It is known that such an Anosov flow is conjugate to the suspension flow of a
hyperbolic toral automorphism or the geodesic flow on a closed surface with a
hyperbolic metric up to finite cover.

In [{1], Ghys showed that if a locally free action of GA on closed three
manifolds preserves a continuous volume, then it is smoothly conjugate to the



natural action of GA on the quotient of one of the above groups by a co-compact
lattice. In particular, its orbit foliation is diffeomorphic to the weak-stable
foliation of an algebraic Anosov flow. However, it is still unknown whether
every locally free actions of GA preserves a continuous volume or not.

As an application of our method, we classify the orbit foliations of locally
free action of GA without the assumption on a continuous invariant volume.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose that a closed three dimensional manifold M admits a
smooth locally free action of GA. Then, its orbit foliation is smoothly conjugate
to the weak-stable foliation of an algebraic Anosov flow up to finite cover.

We remark that Ghys, in Chapter IV of [:_1-2:], showed that the one-parameter
subgroup {a®}scr generates a topologically transitive PA flow.

As we see in Section 'fl:, we can reduce Theorem :_1-_5: to classification of tan-
gentially contracting flows. Let F be a codimension one foliation on a three
dimensional manifold M. We say a flow ® is tangentially contracting with re-
spect to F if there exist C' > 0 and A > 1 such that [|[N®'|rz 70 || < CAT?
for any z € M and t > 0.

Theorem 1.6. Let M be a closed three dimensional manifold and F a C? codi-
mension one foliation on M. Suppose that F admits a C? tangentially contract-
ing flow ®. Then, ® is topologically equivalent to an algebraic Anosov flow.

We give the proofs of Theorems i_5: and E-_a in Section :i]:
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2 A dichotomy on dynamics

In the rest of the article, we fix an orientable, closed, connected, and three
dimensional manifold M. Let ® be a C? PA flow on M and TM = E* + E* its
PA splitting. For a compact ®-invariant set A, we define the stable set W*(A)
and the unstable set W*(A) by

W?3(A) = {z €M | tglﬁloo d(®'(2),A) = O}
and W*(A) = W*(A; &~ 1), where @1 is the time-reverse of ®.

We call a ®-invariant torus 7' is normally attracting if there exists C' > 0
and A > 1 such that |[N®'|gs /pe(.) || < CA™ for any z € T and ¢t > 0. Remark
that the existence of a PA splitting implies that our definition coincides with the
usual definition. It is known that if 7" is a normally attracting invariant torus,



then W#(T) is an open neighborhood of T and is diffeomrophic to T? x R. We
call an invariant torus 7" is normally repelling if T’ is normally attracting with
respect to the time-reverse ®1.

Let Q. be the union of invariant embedded tori on which the restriction of ®
are topologically equivalent to a linear flow. For p € {u, s}, let Q be the union
of tori in Q. tangent to EP. Remark that Q, = Q¥ U QZ, Q¥ is a finite union
of normally attracting ®-invariant tori, and f is a finite union of normally
repelling ®-invariant tori.

The aim of this section is to show the following dichotomy.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that ® is a C?-reqular PA flow. Then, either
1. ® is topologically transitive, or
2. M =Ws(Q¥)u Qs =WH*(Q8) U QL.

It is not hard to show that the latter implies that ® is equivalent to one of
known models. That is,

Proposition 2.2. If M = W5(Q¥)UQs = W*(Q3)UQY, then ® is represented
by a finite union of T? x I-models.

Proof. Fix a connected component Ty of €25 and a connected component U of
W¥(To)\To. Take an embedding ¢ : T2 x [0, 1]—M so that ¥(T? x 0) = Ty and
Im ¢ C UUTy. Since W5(Q¥) is the disjoint union of the stable sets of the
connected components of %, we have ¢(T? x 1) C W*(Ty) for some connected
component 77 of QY.

Take a neighborhood B, C W*(T1) of Ty which is diffeomorphic to T? x [0, 1].
Then, we have ®% o ¢)(T? x 1) C Int B, for some t; > 0. Since the torus
P’ 01)(T? x 1) must separate B, and T, it is isotopic to T} in B,. Therefore,
U is diffeomorphic to T? x [0,1] and OU = Ty U Ty.

Inductively, we obtain sequences (T},)n>0 and (By),>0 of subsets of M so
that T), is a connected component of Q*UQ?, B, is diffeomorphic to T? x [0, 1],
0B, =T, UT,41, and B, N Byy1 = T,,41 for any n. Since Q¥ U ¢ contains
only finitely many tori, we have T}, = T), for some n # m. It implies that M is
a T2-bundle over S*. By Noda’s classification [21], ® is represented by a finite
union of T? x I-models. O

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 2-_1'

2.1 Hyperbolic-like behavior

Let ® be a C? PA flow and TM = E“+ E* its PA splitting. For z € M, let O(z)
denote the orbit {®*(z) | z € R} and a(z) the a-limit set (oo {®H(2) |t < =T}
We call a point z € M is periodic if there exists T > 0 such that ®7(z) = 2.
The number inf{t > 0 | '(z) = z} is called the period of z. Let Per(®) denote
the set of periodic points of ® and Q(®) the non-wandering set of ®.

We say a periodic point zy is s-regular when there exists an embedded
compact annulus A tangent to E® such that ®'(A4) C Int A for any t > 0




and (N, @ (A) = O(z). Similarly, we say a periodic point zy is u-regular
when there exists an embedded compact annulus A tangent to E* such that
®H(A) C Int A for any ¢t > 0 and (1,5, @ (A) = O(z0). We also say z is
p-irregular if zg is not p-regular for p € {u,s}. Let Perf (®) denote the set of
p-irregular periodic points.

The aim of this subsection is to show the following proposition.

Proposition 2.3. If Per}. (®) C QF, Perj;

i L (@) C Y, and E* generates a C?
foliation, then either

1. ® is topologically transitive, or
2. M =W*(Q5)UQy=Ws(Q¥)UQs.

So far, let ® be a gerenal C? PA flow. Fix a continuous family {¢.}.cnr
of C? embeddings of [—1,1]? into M such that Im ¢, is transverse to T® and
$,(0,0) = z forany z € M. We call {¢. }.enm a family of local cross sections. Let
r! be the holonomy map of the orbit foliation O between Im ¢, and Im bat(2)
along the path {®!(z) | € [0,1]}. We call {rt}.yemxr the family of local
returns associated to {¢, }sear. For A > 0, put Da(z) = {7z’ € Im ¢, | d(z,2') <
A}, where d(z, z') is the distance of z, 2’ € M. Then, there exists Ay > 0 such
that rl is well-defined on Da,(z) for any z € M and t € [0,1]. Let Z%(z,A) be
a collection of intervals I tagent to E® that satisfies I C Da(z) and |I] < A,
where |I| is the length of an interval I.

For A > 0, we call a sequence ()72, a (A, E®)-sequence if there exist
sequences (z)5, and (¢, > 0)72, such that

o vl (Ix) € I%(®" (), A) for any k> 0 and t € [0, 1],
o limy .o t, = 00 and limsup,, . |72 (I},)| > 0.
We show a variant of the “Denjoy property” in [:1:]

Lemma 2.4. There exists a constant Ao > 0 such that any (Ao, E®)-sequence
(1)72y satisfies (Vs Upar Ir ) N (92 U Pers, (@) # 0.

Proof. We call an interval I a (A, E®)-interval if it is tangent to E® and there
exists 2 € M such that ®~(I) € Z°(® *(z),A) for any ¢t > 0. Almost all part
of the proof of Proposition 4.2 of [:]:] works even if ® has non-hyperbolic periodic
orbits, and it allows us to take a constant Ag > 0 with the following condition:
For any (Ag, E*)-interval I, there exists z € Int I such that the a-limit set a(z)
is a torus in Qf or a periodic orbit in Per; . (®).

Suppose that (1), is a (Ao, E¥)-sequence of intervals. Let (z)p2, and
(tr)7, be the sequences associated with (I;)72,. By taking a subsequence, we
may assume that the sequence (rit (I1));2,, converges to an interval I,. It is
easy to check that I, is a (A, E®)-interval. Hence, there exists z, € Int I,
such that a(z.) is a torus in QF or a periodic orbit in Per{ (®). Since the
flow N®~1 contracts E*/T® uniformly on (2. ), there exists an interval I* C



D, (2:) tangent to E* such that r_*(1*) is well-defined for any ¢ > 0 and
limg oo [rZf (1) = 0. Since Upe_q ) ®!'(Iv) is a two dimensional manifold

transverse to I, there exists ¢} € [tx — 1,t, + 1] such that ek (1) N I # 0 for
every sufficiently large k. Then, we obtain

N U Lnr™ F(IM) C afz.) C Pert, (@) UQS.
k>0 k' >k

For z € M and A € (0,Ay), we define subsets I3 (z) and I%(z) by
Ii(z) = (DM Da(@"(2)),  IX(2) = (D)~ (Da(2(2))).

t>0 t<0

Lemma 2.5. Suppose Per;, (®) C Q3. Then, for any given A > 0, there exist
A1 € (0,A) and a function ¢ : {t > 0}—(0,A) such that

e lim; .o, 0(t) =0, and

o [ C IX(2) and |ri(I)| < &(t) for any t > 0, 2 € M\W™(Q2), and any
interval I € T°(z, A1) with z € I,

Proof. Let Ag > 0 be the constant obtained in Lemma 2.4. Without loss
of generality, we may assume A € (0,4). First, we show that there ex-
ists Ay € (0,A) such that I C I(z) and |ri(/)] < A for any t > 0, z €
M\W*(Q£), and any interval I € Z%(z,A;) with z € I. If it does not hold,
then there exist sequences (z € M\W“(Qi))g"zo, (tk > 0)52,, and (I €
T5(zk, A))32 o such that limy oo |I] = 0, rt(Iy) € Z5(®'(2x), A) for any k >0
and t € [0,t], and limsup,_, . [rZ* (Ix)| = A. Since limy .o || = 0, we have
lim; 0 tx = 00. Therefore, (Ix)52, is a (A, F*)-sequence. By Lemma 2.4, the
set >0 Uk >p)Ik) intersects with 3. It contradicts that this set is a subset
of M\W*(Q2) since I, " MA\W*(Q2) # 0 and limy_, o |I| = 0.
If the proposition does not hold, then there exist sequences (z;, € M \W“(Qs))zo 0

(t), > 0)732, and (I}, € I°(zk,A1))5, such that limy o tk = oo, r! (I’)

Z5(®"(2},), A) for any k > 0 and ¢ € [0,t}], and limsup,,_, . |r (I’)| > O Since

(11)70 is a (A, E°)-sequence, the same argument as above 1mp11es that it con-
tradicts Lemma 2.4, O

Put Qp, = M\(W*(Q5) UW*(Q%)). We show that the stable manifold theo-
rem holds for 2; under a mild assumption.

Proposition 2.6. Suppose Peri, (D) C QF and Per,, (®) C QY. Then, there
exists A > 0 such that 13 (z) and I%(2) are C? intervals tangent to E° and
E*, respectively, for any z € M\Qy and A € (0,Ay), and

i (sup 1273, ()1 ) = Jim ((sup 275 ()] ) =0,

t—o00 2€Qp t—o0 ZEQ



Moreover, I4(z) and I%(z) depend continuously on z as C? intervals.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove the assertion for I3 (z). We can take a family
{I(z) € T°(z,Ap) }2eq, and Ay > 0 so that z € I(z), (01(z)) N Da(z) =
0, and I(z) N Da(z) is an interval for any z € Qp and A € (0,A;). Put
In(z) = I(z) N Da(z). By Lemma 2.8, there exists Ay € (0,A;) such that
In,(2) C I3, (z) for any z € Ap, and limy_.oo (SUp,cq, 72 (1a,(2))]) = 0. Since
rt(In,(2)) N DA(®!(z)) is an interval for any A € (0,Az) and ¢ > 0, the set
In,(z) NIZ(2) also is an interval for any z € Q.

We claim that if A is sufficiently small, then I3 (z) C Ia,(z) for any z € Qy,.
For an interval J, we write d(0.J) for the distance of the end points. Take
Az € (0,Az) and K > 1 so that Diaa,)(2) N QY = () for any z € Qp, and
|J| < Kd(dJ) for any z € M and any interval J C Da,(z) tangent to E™.
We also take Ay € (0,A3/(4K)) so that L(Dna,)(2)) C Da,(®'(2)) for any
z € M and t € [0,1]. Then, we can see that if an interval J C Daa,(z) with
z € M is tangent to E* and satisfies 7 (0.J) C Daa, (P*(2)) for any ¢ > 0, then
r(]) C Day (9'(2).

Suppose the claim does not hold. Then, there exist sequences (z, € Q)22
and (2},)72 such that zj € I3 (21)\Ia, (21) for any & > 0 and limy, oo d(2, 2;,) =
0. For any sufficiently 1arge k > 0, there exist 2z € Ia,(zx) and an inter-
val J tangent to E" such that Jp C Da,(zx) and 0Jr = {z,2.}. Since
d(rt (z;,),7%, (21) < A4 + d(rt, (zx),7t, (21)) and the latter goes to Ay as
t—o00, we obtain that rf (Ji) C DAS(@ (zx)) and |rf (Ji)| < 2KA4 for any
sufficently large ¢ > 0. In particular, rL (Ji) is a “(2K A4, E*)-interval” and
we can show that J, N W*(QY) # () by the same argument as in Lemma
9.4, Since 7, (Jr) C Da,(®(2)) and 7., (Ji) N Qn # 0, it contradicts that
Dony)(®*(21)) N Q¥ = 0. It completes the proof of the claim.

By the claim, there exists A, > 0 such that I3(z) is a C'-interval for any
z € Qp and A € (0,A,). The C? regularity and the continuity of I°(z) are
consequences of the center-stable manifold theorem (see e.g. [23]) since I3 (z)
must coincide with a local center-stable manifold at z. O

Corollary 2.7. Under the assumption of Proposition ?-._-ﬂl, the set

-J ye

t>02'€0(z)

is an open immersed surface tangent to E° for any z € Qp and it does not
depend on A if A is sufficiently small.

Similarly, we define V*(z) by
=UJ U Uk
t>02'€0(z)

It is easy to see that if z € Qy, is a periodic point then V*(z) is diffeomorphic
to St x R and if V¥(21) N V*(22) # 0 then V¥(z1) = V¥(z2).



By using Proposition 2-._6:, we can show that 0 has the shadowing property

(See e.g. [25]) when Per, (®) C Qf and Perls (®) C Q¥ It allows Qj to
have some properties of locally maximal hyperbolic invariant sets. For example,
We(Qnr) = U.eq,naw@) V°(2) and the spectral decomposition theorem holds,
that is, there exists a decomposition Q, NQ(®) = J!"; A; into mutually disjoint
topologically transitive compact invariant subsets. We define the relation < on
{A;} so that A; < A; if and only if W*(A;) N W"(A;) # 0. Then, it becomes
a partial order since the intersection of V*(z) and V*(z’) is transversal for any
2,2 € Qp.

Now, we prove Proposition 2.3. Suppose that Per{, (®) C Qf, Perl () C QU
and E* generates a C? foliation F*. We assume that Q, = M\(W"(Q$) U
W#(QY)) is non-empty and show that M = €, and it is a topologically transitive
invariant set. Let G(z) denote the leaf of a foliation G that contains a point z.

Lemma 2.8. F*(z) = V*(z) for any z € Q.

Proof. Since V*(2') is tangent to E* for any 2z’ € Qp, it is a connected open
subset of F*(z'). Since F*(z) C M\Q: = W*(Q,) UW*(Q¥), we have a decom-
position F*(z) = (F*(2)"W* () U, cq, nrs () V°(2') of F*(2) into mutually
disjoint open subsets. It implies that V*(z) must coincide with F?*(z). O

Let A; NQ(®) = |J A; be the spectral decomposition and < the partial order
on {A;} as above. We say a point z of a topological space X is accessible from
a subset A of X when there exists a continuous map [ : [0,1]—X such that
I(1) =z and I(t) € A for any ¢t € [0,1).

Lemma 2.9. Ifz € A; is accessible from V*(z)\A;, then V¥(2) contains a peri-
odic orbit z,. which is accessible from V*(z,)\A;. Similarly, if z € A; is accessible

from V*(2)\A;, then F*(z) contains a periodic orbit z. which is accessible from
V(2 )\ A

Proof. By the same argument as the proof of Proposition 1 of [-'_2-9:}, we can show
that V*(z) contains a periodic orbit z.. Since V*®(z1) N V¥%(z2) C A; for any
21,22 € A;, the continuity of V*(z) with respect to z implies that if z, is not
accessible from V*(z.)\A;, then z € V¥(z,) N A; also is not accessible from

We obtain the latter from the former by taking a time-reversing. O

Take a maximal element Ay of ({A;, <}).
Lemma 2.10. W¥(A;) = Ay.

Proof. The maximality of A implies W¥(Ay) € W*(Ay) U W*(028). Since
WS(AJr) N Wu(AJr) = A+, we have WS(A+)\A+ C Wu(Qi_)

Suppose the lemma does not hold. Then, there exists z, € A which is
accessible from V*(z,)\A;. By Lemma 2:9, we may assume that z, is a periodic
point. There exists a connected component L of V*(z,)\O(z.) is contained in



W (Q2). Take a simple closed curve v C L which is homotopic to O(z.) in
F3(z+). Remark that F* has non-trivial holonomy along v since z, is a u-
regular periodic point.

Since W*(T') is a connected open set for any torus 7' in 22, there exists
a torus T, in QF such that L C W%(T,). Take an embedding ¢ : T? x
[-1,1]—W%(T,) such that (T? x 0) = T, and %(T? x {—1,1}) is trans-
verse to the flow. Let G be the restriction of F* on #(T? x {—1,1}). Since
O~t(y) C ¥(T? x (—1,1)) for any sufficiently large ¢, G has a closed leaf with
non-trivial holonomy. On the other hand, since T is the unique compact leaf of
F*in Im 1), a classification theorem of C? foliation on T2 x [0, 1] due to Moussu
and Roussarie [[9] implies that G must be a foliation without holonomy. O

Since F*(z) = V*(z) and W*(z) = U,ea, V*(2), the above lemma implies
that Ay is a closed saturated set of F. Since A is a topologically transitive
invariant set and V*(z) is uniformly transverse to F*°(z), we can show that A4
is a minimal set of 7°. By Lemma 2-._@., any semi-proper leaf of F* in A must
contains a periodic orbit, and hence it is diffeomorphic to S' x R. In particular,
A contains no closed leaves. If M # A, then it contradicts Duminy’s theo-
rem(see @]) which asserts that any semi-proper leaf of an exceptional minimal
set of a C? codimension one foliation has infinitely many ends. Therefore, ® is
topologically transitive.

2.2 Local dynamics at periodic points

Let ® be a C? PA flow and TM = E" + E° its PA spliting. Suppose that E%
and E° generate C? foliations F* and F*. Remark that ¢ is a union of closed
leaves of F*.

The main aim of this subsection is to show Perj;,.(®) C Q% and Per},.(®) C
Q2% It completes the proof Proposition :_2-_1' by combining with Proposition _-._3.
The proof is done by a variant of the argument in [2].

Fix a family {¢, : [—1,1]2*—M }.en of local cross sections so that ¢([—1, 1] x
y) is tangent to E* and ¢(z x [—1,1]) is tangent to E“ for any (z,y) € [-1, 1]
Let {rt} be the family of local returns associated to {¢,}.cn. Notice that for
any (z,t) € M x R, there exists a pair (h,v) of maps satisfying r¢ o ¢, (z,y) =

¢=(h(z),v(y)).

Lemma 2.11. Let zg be an s-regular periodic point. Then, there exist a neigh-
borhood V' of O(zg) such that for any z € W*(z9) N[V, 2 *(V) the connected
component V, of VNF?*(z) with z € V, is a subset of W*(O(zp)). In particular,
Fo(2) N W3(O(20)) is an open subset of F*(z) for any z € W*(O(z)).

Proof. Let T be the period of zp and (h,v) the pair of maps such that TZ; )
20 (T, y) = ¢ (h(x),v(y)). Fix small open neighborhoods I and J of 0 in
R so that v(J) is well-defined, h(I) C I, and [),s,h"(I) = {0}. Put V =
{®4(2) | z € ¢y (I x J),t € [0,7(2)]}, where 7(2) = inf{t > 0 | D!(2) € Im ¢, }.

Take z € W5(O(z0)) N[>0 @ (V). Without loss of generality, we may
assume that z = ¢,,(z,y) for some (z,y) € I x J. Since v™(z) converges to
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0 as n—o0, we obtain (12 )" o ¢, (I x {y}) = ¢.,(h"(I) x v™(y)) converges to
{#z0}. It implies that the conected component V, of V N F*(z) with z € V, is
contained in W#(O(z)).

The latter is an easy consequence of the former since if z € W?*(zy) then

®'(z) € V for some sufficeintly large ¢. O

Lemma 2.12. Take zy € Per(®) and p € {s,u}. If a periodic point z1 ¢
W#(O(z0)) 1is accessible from W*(O(zp)) N FP(z1), then there exists an embed-
ded closed annulus A in FP(z1) such that 0A = O(zp) U O(z1) and Int A C
W2 (O(20)) "NW*(O(z1)). In particular, we have FP(zp) = FP(z1).

Proof. We prove the lemma for the case p = wu since the proof for the other
case is similar. Let T be the period of zyp and (h,v) be the pair of maps with
L 0 ¢y (x,y) = ¢z (h(x),v(y)). Then, there exists a neighborhood V' of O(zp)
such that the restriction Fj} of F* on V is diffeomorphic to the suspension
foliation of {[1, —1] X y},e[—e,q by the map (z,y) — (z,v(y)). A leaf L of Fy}
is non-contractible if and only if v(y) = y. In such a case, L contains a periodic
otDit 62, (0, v(y)).

Since z; is accessible from W?*(O(zp)) N F*(z1), there exist an embedded
closed annulus A; C F“(z1) such that O(z1) is a boundary component of A;, the
other boundary component v is transverse to T'®, and A;\O(z1) C W*(O(z)).
The curve ®*(y) is contained in a leaf Ly of F|y for any sufficiently large ¢ > 0.
By the Poincaré-Bendixon theorem, Ly must be non-contractible, and hence, it
contains a periodic orbit. Since v € W*(O(zp)), we obtain L = (F{#)(20). Now,
it is easy to construct the required embedded annulus in L U ®%(A;). O

Lemma 2.13. For any s-regular periodic point zg, the followings hold:
1. F*(z) C W*(O(2p)) for any z € W*(O(z0))\F*(20).
2. F5(20) NW*(O(20)) is diffeomorphic to S* x R.

3. If F5(z0) ¢ W*5(O(z0)), then there exist an s-irregular periodic point zy €
F4(20) and an embedded closed annulus A C F*(z0) such that 0A =
O(z0) UO(z1) and Int A C W?*(O(z0)) NWH*(O(z1)).

Proof. Since zy is s-regular, there exists an embedded closed annulus Ay C
F5(z0) such that ®'(Ag) C Int Ay for any ¢ > 0 and (,oo ®*(Ao) = O(z0).
Then, Wy = U,~o @ "(Ao) is a connected component of W*(O(zy)) N F*(z)
and it is diffeomorphic to S x R.

Fix a leaf L of F* and a connected component W of L N W*(O(zp)). It is
sufficient to show that if W # L then there exists a periodic point z; € L\W
which is accessible from W. If such z; exists, then Lemma 2:1:2: implies that
there exists an embedded closed annulus A C F*(zp) with 04 = O(zp) U O(#1)
and Int A C W*5(O(z9)) N W*(O(z1)). In particular, z; is s-irregular and
W =W, C _7:5(2’0).
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Suppose that W # L. Then, there exists z; € L\W and an interval I C
F2(z1) NIm ¢,, such that z; € 8T and I\{z1} C W*(O(z)). Take a sequence
(Ix)72, of subintervals of I so that limy_o [Ix] = 0 and 0l = {z1,2,} for
some z,. Let Ay > 0 be the constant obtgmi_n_ed in Lemma 2-_21: and V be the
neighborhood of O(zg) obtained in Lemma 2.11,.

Fix do € (0,Ap) so that the 2dp-tubular neighborhood of O(z) is contained
in V. Without loss of generality, we may assume |Ij| < &g for any k > 0. Notice
that z1 & W*(z0) and ®'(z},) € V for any sufficiently large ¢. It implies that
there exists ¢, > 0 such that |rf (I})| < do for any ¢ € [0, ;] and [r (I1)| = do.
Since limg_,o0 [Ix] = 0, we have limy_, tx = co. Hence, the sequence (Ix)32,
is a (Ao, E*)-sequence. Since )¢ is a union of closed leaves of F* that contains
no s-regular periodic point, we have z; ¢ Q. Therefore, Lemma 2-_% implies
that limg_,oo I = 21 is an s-irregular periodic point. O
Lemma 2.14. Per;.(®) N F*(z) is a closed subset of F*(z) for any z € M.
Similarly, Pery (®) N F*(2) is a closed subset of F*(z) for any z € M.

rr

Proof. Tt is trivial if F*(z) N Q2 # (. Hence, we assume that F*(z) N Q2 = (.
Suppose that Perf..(®) N F*(z) is not a closed subset of F*(z) for some

rr

z € M. Then, there exists a sequence (zp)p>, in Perj,.(®) N F*(z) which

rr

converges to a point z, ¢ Per;,.(®) with respect to the leaf topology of F*(z).
By replacing zj in its orbit, we may assume z, € Im ¢,, for any k. Let Ay
be the constant obtained in Lemma 2-_4-1: We can take a sequence (I;)72, of
intervals such that I, € Z%(zy, Ax) and 0l = {2z, 2.} for any k. It is easy
to verify that limg_,o [Ix| = 0 and each I intersects with O(zy/) for infinitely
many k' > k. Hence, we may assume that I, N O(Iy/) # 0 for any 0 < k < k'.

We claim that (I;)52 is a (Ag, E®)-sequence. Once it is shown, then Lemma
2.4 implies z, € Per}, (®). Suppose the (I;)72 is not a (Ao, E*)-sequence. By
the similar argument as the proof of Lemma 2.3, we can show that if k is
sufficiently large, then 7% |5, is well-defined for any ¢ > 0 and limy o |1} (Ix)| =
0. However, limsup,_, . |[rL(Ix)| # 0 since Iy intersects two distinct periodic
orbits O(zx) and O(zg41). O

Recall that a leaf of a codimension one foliation is called semi-proper when
it does not accumulate to itself from at least one side. We also say a leaf is
proper when it does not accumulate to itself from both sides.

Lemma 2.15. Let G be a C? codimension one foliation of a closed three di-
mensional manifold. Then, any semi-proper leaf of G diffeomorphic to S* x R
has trivial holonomy.

Proof. Let L be a leaf of G which is diffeomorphic to S x R. Note that the end
set of L consists of two points. By the level theory of Cantwell and Conlon ['ﬁ]
L is either proper or contained in an exceptional local minimal set. However,
Duminy’s theorem implies that the end of a semi-proper leaf in an exceptional
local minimal set must be a Cantor set. Hence, the leaf L is proper. By a
stability theorem of proper leaves with finite ends due to Cantwell and Conlon
[, Theorem 1], L has trivial holonomy. O
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Lemma 2.16. F“(z) is not a subset of Peri..(®) for any z € M\Q¥.

Proof. Suppose F¥(zp) C Perj;, (®) for some zp € M\Q¥. Then, F* has trivial
holonomy along O(z) for any z € F“(z). In particular, all points of F*(z) are
s-regular periodic points.

We claim that F*(z) C W#(O(z)) for any z € F%(zg). T F5(21) ¢ W*(O(z1))
for zy € F"(20), then Lemma 2.13 implies that there exists 2 € F*(z1) such
that z{ is an s-irregular periodic point and O(z1) and O(z}) are homotopic in
F5(z1). Since O(z}) is u-regular, it contradicts that F* has trivial holonomy
along O(z1).

The claim implies that the set U = (J,cru(,,) F*(2) is an open saturated
set of F°. However, it has no boundary points since F" is transverse to F*.
Therefore, we have M = U. Since F*(z) = W*(O(z)) for any z € F*(zp) and
F*(z0) C Per(®) C Q(®P), we obtain F¥(z9) = Q(®). In particular, F*(z) is a
closed leaf. It contradicts that F“(zo) is not contained in QY. O

Now, we prove the main result of this subsection which completes the proof
of Proposition 2.1\

Proposition 2.17. If ® is a C%-regqular PA flow, then Perl (®) C Q¥ and
Per;, () C Q5.

Proof. We show Perf; () C Q¥ Once it is done, then we apply it to the
time-reverse of ® and obtain Perj,.(®) C Q. .

Suppose that there exists zg € Perj, (®)\Q¥. By Lemma 2.14 for 7* and
Lemma 2,16, F*(z0) N Perl (®) is a proper closed subset of F¥(z). Since F*
has non-trivial holonomy along each boundary component of F*(z) NPer;,,.(P),
we may assume that F*® has non-trivial holonomy along O(z) by replacing zg
if it is necessary.

Let T be the period of zp and (h,v) be the pair of maps with TZTO (z,y) =
(h(z),v(y)). Since zp is u-irregular, and hence, is s-regular, there exist compact
intervals I and Jy such that 0 € h(I) C Int I, (,>oh"(I) = {0}, and 0 €
v(Jo) C Jo. Put W = ;5@ " 0 ¢ (I x 0) and Jj = ¢,(0 x Jp). Since
W is a connected component of W*(O(zg)) N F*(z0), Lemma 2.13 implies that
W = W#(O(z0)) N F*(20) and it is diffeomorphic to S x R.

Suppose that W = F*(z). Since ®'(J)\{20}) N ¢.,(I x 0) = @ for any
t > 0, the leaf F*(zg) is semi-proper. By Lemma 2.:1:5,, it must have trivial
holonomy. However, it contradicts the choice of zg. Therefore, we may assume
W # F*(20). ___

By Lemma 2.13, there exist an s-irregular periodic point z; € F*(zp) and
an embedded closed annulus A®* C F*(z) such that 94° = O(zp) U O(z1) and
Int A% C W*(20). Let t; be the period of z; and put A, = [[N®"| g 1))l
fori=0,1and p € {u, s}. Notice that the orientation of the orbits of zg and z;
must be opposite since zg is u-irregular, z; is u-regular, and F*(zg) = F*(z1).
In particular, we have Ay - A} = 1. See Figure '-_1:

Since z; is s-irregular and @ is a PA flow, we have 1 < A < A}, and hence,
A5 < A§ < 1. The latter implies that there exists a compact interval J such
that 0 € v(J) C Int J and ,,~,v"(J) = {0}.
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Fz1)

Figure 1: Annuli A° and A“

Put J' = ¢,,(0xJ). By the same argument as above, we have J'/NW = {z}.
Since J' C W*(O(20)) and W = F*(z0) N W*(O(20)), Lemma 2.13 implies
F(z) € W*(O(zp)) for any z € J'\{z0}. Therefore, z; is accessible from
W#(O(20)) N F(21). Applying Lemma 2.12 to zo, 21, and p = u, we obtain
F*(z0) = F*“(z1). Since zg is s-regular and z; is s-irregular, the orientations of
O(z) and O(z1) in F*(z¢) must be opposite. Therefore, we have A§ - A\j = 1.
However, it contradicts the inequalities Af§ - AT =1, A§ < Ay, and A} < A} O

3 Topologically transitive regular PA flows

The aim of this section is the following proposition.
Proposition 3.1. Any topologically transitive and C?-reqular PA flow is Anosov.

As we will see in Subsection ",_3:._1:, it is enough to show that all periodic orbits
of the flow are hyperbolic.

The proof is simple when ® admits a global cross section. In fact, it reduce
to an observation that the distortion of a holonomy map of a one-dimensional
foliation on a surface can be estimated by the area of rectangle sweeped out by
the holonomy. We refer the reader to [d] for the detail. If a PA flow admits
invariant one-dimensional subbundles of E* and E* which are transverse to the
flow, then we can apply the proof in [g] with a small modification. However, a
PA flow admits no invariant one-dimenisional subbundles transverse to the flow
in general. This is the main technical difficulty in the proof.

The structure of the section is as follows: In Subsection :_)‘-._i:, we show the
(possibly non-uniform) expansion along the direction transverse to E* by the
standard argument using a Markov partition and a theorem due to Mané. In
Subsection :_’;_2, in order to overcome the above technical difficulty, we consider
a time-change of the original flow and show that it admits almost invariant cone
fields in B“ z}r_ld FE*. In Subsection ,'_)’-._37 we apply the method in [:_j’] and prove
Proposition g3.1.
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3.1 One-dimensional reduced returns

Let {(¢x, &)} 7>, be a family of pairs of continuous embeddings of [0, 1]? into M
and a continuous positive valued function on [0, 1] such that the map (w,t) —
P’ o ¢y, (w) is an embedding of {(w,t) | w € [0,1]%,t € [0,7%(w)]} into M for
each k. We define a family {¢) }7*, of embeddings of [0, 1]* into M by ¢} (w) =
d7 (W) o ¢y (w). Put Ry = Im ¢, R}, = Im ¢, and P, = {®! o ¢p(w) | w €
[0,1]%,t € [0, 7(w)]}.

We say the family {(¢x, %)} determines a Markov partition {Py}} , associ-
ated with a PA flow ® on M if it satisfies the following properties:

1. ¢%([0,1] x y) and ¢y (z x [0, 1]) are intervals tangent to E* and E“ respec-
tively, for any (z,y) € [0,1]2 and k =1,...,m.

2. M =", P,

3. For each pair (k,1), (P, N P;) = 0P, N 0P, and there exist subintervals
Ij,; and Jy; of [0, 1], which may be empty sets, such that

R, NR; = ¢,.([0,1] X I.;) = ¢1(Jrq x [0,1])

Remark that {Int Iy ;- }}7_, and {Int Jy ;}7}_, are partition of [0,1] up to finite
set for any fixed (k,1).

If a family {(¢r, )}, determines a Markov partition, then it induces a
piecewise continuous map F : [0,1]x{1,...,m}—[0,1]x{1,...,m} by ¢, ([0, 1] x
y) = ¢i(Jiy x F(y, k)) for any y € I,;. We call the map F' the reduced return
map.

We fix a C? topologically transitive PA flow ®. Let TM = E* + E® be a
PA splitting and we suppose that E* generates a C? foliation F*.

Lemma 3.2. The flow ® admits a Markov partition such that the reduced return
map is piecewise C?.

Proof. As we see in Subsection 'Q:, the flow ® has the shadowing property. Hence,
we can show that ® admits a Markov partition by the standard argument. Since
E*® is of class C?, we can choose {¢y} so that 7, o ¢, ' is of class C?, where

my (2, y) = Y- O
We show a variant of Mané’s theorem([:_l-ﬁ]) for the reduced returm map.

Lemma 3.3. Let F be the reduced return map associated to a Markov partition.
If F is of class C2, then the followings hold:

o There exists a sequence (K,,)22 ; such thatlim, . K, = 400 and |(F™) (yn)| >
K, for any periodic point y, of F with period n. In particular, the set
Per,(F) of non-hyperbolic periodic points consists of only finitely many
points.

e For any given o > 0, there exists Ny > 1 such that sup,,>q [(F")' (y)| > «
for any y & F~N+(Per,(F)).
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Proof. Let F be the reduced return map on I, = [0,1] x {1,...,m}. The former
assertion is a consequence of Theorem 5.1 of [I4], which is a variant of Mafié’s
theorem for piecewise C? maps.

Put A, = F~"(0I,) for n > 0. For y € IL\A,, and n > 0, let I(y,n) be
the closure of the connected component of I,\A,. Remark that F'(A,) C A,
and F™ (I(y,n)) = I(F™ (y),n —n') for any y € L\A, and 0 < n’ < n. By
Proposition ?._Q, we have

() I(y,n) = [ F"(I(F"(y),0)) = {y} (1)
n>0 n>0
for any y € I,\U,,>o Am- Since A, is finite for any fixed n, the equation im-
plies that there exist sequences (K, )2, and (K},)5, such that lim, ., K, =
lim, oo K], = 0 and K,, < |I(y,n)| < K, for any n > 0 and y € I,\A,. By the
finiteness of Per,(F'), we can take n, > 0 so that I(y, n.) contains at most one
point of Per,(F) for any y € L,\A,,,.

We claim that if y € I, satisfies I(F™(y),n.) N Per,(F) # () for any n > 0,
then y € Per,(F). In fact, the assumption implies I(F™(y),n.) N Per,(F)
contains exactly one point of Per,(F') for any n > 0. Hence, there exists y, €
Per, (F) such that {F"(y.«)} = I(F"(y),n.) N Per,(F) for any n > 0. By the
equality -'14', it implies y = ..

By the argument in Section IIL5 of [Ig], it can be shown that I(y,n +n.) is
“a (A\,n — ng)-compactible interval” if I(F™(y),n.) N Per.(F) = 0, and hence,
there exists a constant K > 0 such that

ME )| o Eo
Tgn+n)l =7 K,

for any n > 1 and y € I, with I(F"™(y),n.) N Per,(F) = 0.

For any given o > 0, there exists N, > 1 such that K - K,,, - (K},)™! > «
for any n > N,. Take y € L\F~"+(Per,(F)). The above claim implies that
I(FN*7(y),ny) NPer, (F) = () for some n > 0. Then, we have |(F"TV+)(y)| >
K K, (K ) >a O

((F") (y)l = K

Let Per}(®) be the set of periodic point z, with [N®*|gu,ra).)[ = 1,
where ¢, is the period of z.. The following is an immediate consequence of the
above lemma.

Proposition 3.4. Pery(®) consists of finitely many orbits. Let A be a union
of open annuli tangent to E® which contains Pery(®). Then, for any given
o > 0, there exists T > 0 such that sup;>q |[N®*|gu/rez)l| > o for any z €

M\ U, ®7*(A).

When all periodic orbits are hyperbolic, the proposition and its counterpart
to E* complete the proof of Proposition 8.1

Corollary 3.5. If a topologically transitive and C?-regular PA flow has no non-
hyperbolic periodic orbits, then it is Anosov.

Remark that the corollary also directly follows from Theorem B of [:J:]
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3.2 Almost invariant cone fields

Let ® be a C? PA flow and TM = E" + E* its PA splitting. Suppose that E¥
and E* are orientable, and E* generates a C? foliation. We call a continuous
framing {X(2),Y"“(2)}.enm of E* a canonical framing if

e X generates the flow @, and

e there exists a neighborhood U, of Per} (®) such that D®*(Y“(z)) is parallel
to Y"(®!(2)) for any t > 0 and 2 € (;,_, ¥ (U.).

Since Per}(®) consists finitely many orbits, E* admits a canonical framing
for a suitable time-change of ®.
For z € M and 6 > 0, we define a cone C"(z,9) in E*(z) by

C*(2,6) = {aX(2) +0Y™"(2) | |af < 6]b]}.
We also define functions @ and b on M x R by
DO (Y"(2)) = a(z, ) X (®'(2)) + b(z, t)Y (B (2)).

The aim of this subsection is to show the existence of an almost invariant
cone field.

Proposition 3.6. Suppose E* admits a canonical framing {X (2),Y"(2)}zem-
Then, for any given neighborhood U of Pery(®) and e, > 0, there exist 6, > 0
such that DO (C* (D~ (z),€.)) C C¥(2,8,) for any z € M\U and t > 0.

We remark that the existence of a canonical framing is nesessary. For exam-
ple, if D<I>T|Eu(z) is a parabolic matrix for some periodic point z with period T',
then such an almost invariant cone field cannot exist.

Let {X(2),Y"(2)}.em be a canonical framing of E*. We prepare two lem-
mas to prove the proposition.

Lemma 3.7. D®'(C"(z,6)) C C*(P'(z),ad) for any z € M, t > 0, a >
2b(z, )|, and § > |a(z,t)].

Proof. Proof is by elementary calculation. Since D®'(X(z))) = X (®'(z)), we
have

DO (aX (2) +bY"(2)) = (a+b-a(z, 1) X (2) +b-b(z,t)Y"(z).

for a,b € R. If a > 2|b(z,t)| ™, § > |a(z,t)|, and |a| < §[b], then

la+b-a(z,t)] < [b[(6+a(z1)])
< (@7 bz, 1)) - [b] - (26) = (ad)[b- b(z,1)].
It implies the required inclusion. O
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Recall the difinition and some properties of the distortion of a one-dimensional
map. For a C' map h : I—I' between intervals, we define the distortion
dist(h, I) by

dist(h, I) = sup{log|h’(z)| — log |k (y)| | z,y € I}.
It is easy to verify that
dist(h,I) < sup{[(log|h|)"(z")| | 2" € I} -|1],

n—1
dist(h™,I) < Y dist(h, h™(I)),
m=0

and
h(I
exp(—dist(h, I)) - % < |(h™)(z)| < exp(dist(h,I)) - —=
for any = € I.
For any subset V' of M, we define the escape-time function 1y : V—[0, 0]
by
Ty (2) =inf{t > 0| ®'(2) € V}.

Lemma 3.8. For any given neighborhood U of Pery(®), there exist a neighbor-
hood V.C U of Pery(®) and a function Ty such that

DOV (CU(2,6)) € CHP™ P (2), ad)
forany § >0, a >0 and z € V with v (2) > Ty ().

Proof. Since Per} (®) consists of finitely many orbits, it is sufficient to show that
the required neighborhood V exists for a periodic orbit O(z,) in Pery (®).

Fix an embedding ¢ of [-1,1]2 to M such that Im ¢ is transverse to T'®,
#(0,0) = 2., and D¢(0/dz) € E*. Let r : ¢([—do,do]?)—Im ¢ be the first return
map on Im ¢, that is, r(z) = ®7(*)(2), where 7(z) = inf{t > 0| ®!(2) € Im ¢}.
The map ¢! o7 o ¢ has the form (z,y) — (h(x,y),v(y)).

Since z, is u- and s-regular, there exist closed intervals I,,I, C [—do, do]
such that 0 € h(I, x I,) C Int I, v='(I,) C Int I, and >, v~ "(L,) = {0}.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that the set V = {®' o ¢(w) | w €
I xI,,t € [0,7(w)]} is contained in U,NU. Since D®!(Y*(2)) = b(z, t)Y “(®*(z)
for any z € V and t € [0, 7 (2)], it is sufficient to show that

i (inf{] (") ()] |y € 07" (I,)\0 "I (1)) = oo. (2)

Put I} = {v™"(I,)\v= "V (L,)} N[0, 8] and K = sup{|(log|v'|)/(x) | = €
I,}. Then, we have

n . I+
log | (") (y)] > exp(—dist(v, 1)) H
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~ ) e
> exp _KZ|Im| TR
m=1 |I"|

I+

> e (<K 1L

for any y € I;F. Since lim,, . |I;F| = 0, it implies that lim,, o (inf{|(v") (y)| | y €
I}}) = co. By the same argument for (v="(I,)\v~"*V(1,)) N [~do, 0], we ob-
tain the required equation (:_2) (]

Now, we prove Proposition B:G By Lemma ,'_)‘-._é:, there exists an open neigh-
borhood Vj of Per,(®) and a function Ty, such that Vo C U and

D®™ (2)(C(z,0)) € C* (™) (2), ad) (3)

for any a > 0, 6 > 0, and z € V; with 7y, > Ty, («). Since all periodic points of
® are s-regular, we can take a finite union A of open annulus tangent to E® so
that Pery(®) C A C ()50 2 (Vo).

By Proposition 8.4, there exists 77 > 0 such that sup{b(z,t) | t > 0} > 2 for
any z € M\® T1(A). By Lemma 8.7 and the compactness of M, we can take
81 > 0 and oy > 0 so that D®T:(C%(z,0)) C C¥(®T1(2),16) for any z € M
and § Z 51.

We define a function 77 on @71 (Vg) by 7 (2) = v, (®7(2)) + T1. Put
Ty = Ty, (a;') + Ty and Vi = {z € @1 (V}) | 74 (2) > Tz}. By the inclusion
(8), we have

) DTN (C¥(2,6)) € C*(@7F)(2),4) (4)
for any § > d; and z € V7.

Since =71 (A) C Vi, we have sup{b(z,t) | t > 0} > 2 for any z € M\V;. By
Lemma 5.7 and the compactness of M\V;, there exist 0 < T} < T3, 8. > 4y,
and a function 75 : M\V1—[T7, T3] such that

D™ () (C(z,8)) € C(®7 3)(z),4) (5)

for any 6 > 6/, and z € M\ V4.

Fix e, > 0. Without loss of generality, we may assume €, > §,. By Lemma
B.7, we can take &, > 0 so that D®!(C%(z,¢€,)) C C*(®*(2),6,) for any z € M
and ¢ € [0, max{T1,T4}].

Fix t > 0 and z € M\U. Put 2z’ = ®~(U). We can take a sequence (t;):=}!
so that tg =0, ¢;, <t <t; 41 and each ¢; satisfies

1. ®%(2') € Vi and ti11 = t; + 77 (@ (2')) > t; + T», or
2. @ (2') € M\Vy and tiy1 = t; + 75 (P4 (2')) > t; + T7.

By the inclusions (4) and (5), we have D®%i- (C%(2,€,)) C C(Dtix (2'), €.).

We see t —t;. < max{Ty,Ty}. In fact, if ®t-(z') € V4, then &' (2') € Vj
for any ¢’ € [ti, + T1,t;,+1). Since ®'(2') ¢ U, it implies t — t;, < Ty. If
Plix (') € M — Vy, then t —t;, < 75(®"-(2')) < T4. By the choice of d., we
obtain D®!(C"(2',€,)) C C*(P(2'), d.). This is the required inclusion.
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Figure 2: Proof of Proposition :_3-él

3.3 Hyperbolicity of periodic orbits

The goal is the following proposition, which completes the proof of the main
theorem combining with Propositions 2.1, 2.2, and Corollary 3.5,

Proposition 3.9. If a PA flow is topologically transitive and C*-reqular, then
all periodic orbit are hyperbolic.

Let ® be a topologically transitive and C?-regular PA flow on M with a
PA splitting TM = E* + E*. Let F* be the C? foliation generated by E* and
Per, (®) the union of non-hyperbolic periodic orbits.

By Proposition B.4, Per,(®) consists of finitely many orbits. Since any pa-
rameter change of a C?-regular PA flow is also C?-regular, we may assume that
there exists a local foliation G on a neighborhood of Per, (®) which is transverse
to T® and ®-invariant, that is, G(®!(z)) coincides with ®!(G(z)) locally for any
z € Per,(®) and t € R. The existence of such a foliation implies that E* admits
a canonical framing.

Fix a family {¢.}.cnm of local cross sections, and an open neighborhood U,
of Per,(®) so that

e ¢.([-1,1] x y) C F*(¢.(0,y)) for any z € M and y € [-1,1],
o Do Y (E%(2)) C {a(d/dz) + b(d/dy) | |a| < |b|/10} for any z € M,

e Im ¢, C G(z) and the set Im ¢, N Per,(P) contains at most one point for
any z € U,.

Let {rl}(..yemxr be the family of local returns associated with {¢.}. Since
Im ¢, C G(z) for z € U, and G is invariant local foliation, we have

Plor i) =7 (6)

for any ¢ > 0, z € (;,_o @ (Uo), and 2’ € Ny_o(rs") " (Im dgp1(2)).

We define a map ¢, : [-1,1>—=M by 9.(z,y,s) = ®° o ¢.(x,y). Then,
there exist d, > 0 and €. € (0,0./4) such that v, ([~30.,36.]%) C U, for any
2 € Pero(®), ¥.|[—1,1)2x]—35.,35.] IS an embedding, and

Yo ([~4es, de.]”) C 4. ([-205,26.]°) (7)
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for any z € M and 2’ € ¥,([—dx, 0+]).

Recall that Da(2) = {2’ € Im ¢, | d(z,2') < A}, I3 (2) = N0 (rh) " H(Da(2)),
and I%X(z) = Nj<o(rt) ' (Da(z)). As we see in Subsection ¥, there exists
Ag > 0 such that I3 (z) and IX(z) are intervals tangent to E® and E" re-
spectively for any z € M and A € (0,Ag). We may assume that Da,(z") C
= ([=20.,20.%), W71 (I3, ()] < €, and [T (IR ()] < €. for any z € M
and 2’ € 1, ([0, 6.)3).

Lemma 3.10. There exists A, € (0,Aq) such that

o | (), etert(J)c | o) ®

SE[—€x,€4] SE[—€x,€x]
forany ze M, t>0,J CIX (2) and J C I3 (2).

Proof. Take an open neighborhood U of Per, (®) so that v, ([—36, 30.]®) C U,
and U N 9, ([—36,38:)3) C . ([—0s,04]? x [=304,30,]) for any z € U. Put
U' = U,ey ¥:([—6+,0.]%). We also take Ay € (0,Ap) so that Ia,(z) NU =0
for any z € M\U’. Notice that the family {IX (z)}.en is uniformly trans-
verse to T® and r;*(IX (z)) C IX (®*(2)) for any t > 0. Since E* admits a
canonical framing, we can apply Proposition 3.4 to U. It implies that the family
{@or *(IX, (2))}zean\v7 ¢>0 is uniformly transverse to T®. In particular, there
exists A, € (0, A1) so that

ori(N)c | @) (9)
s€[—4,0]

for any 2 € M\U', t > 0, and J C I, (2).

Fix z, € U" and t. > 0. If ®7%(z,) is contained in U’ for any ¢ € [0, ¢.], then
we have &'+ o 7'+ (J.) = J, for J. C IX (z.) by the equation (6). Tt implies
that the inclusion (i_i) holds for z = z,, t = t,, and J = J,.

If t4 = inf{t € [0,t,] | P (2s) € U'} < t, then & o rt(J,) C
Usel—cs e @°(r21 () for J C IR (24) by the inclusion (@) for r*1(J.). Since
P! (z,) € U C U, for t € [0,t1], we have &' o r "1 (J,) = J,.. Therefore, the

Zx

inclusion () holds for z = z,, t =t,, and J = J.. O

In order to prove Proposition :_3'._51, it is sufficient to show that Per}(®) is
empty. Assume that Per}(®) contains a point z.. Recall that I} (2) and
I3, (z) are C* intervals which depend continuously on z. Since Per,(®) consists
of finitely many periodic orbit and Per(®) is a dense subset of M, there exists
a continuous embedding H : [0,1]2—M such that

1. H(0,0) = z., 2z, = H(1,1) is a hyperbolic periodic point,
2. H([0,1] x 0) C IX _(z),

3. H(z,-) is a C? embedding of [0,1] into I{ _(H (x,0)) for any x € [0,1], and
4. H([0,1] x y) € F5(H(0,y)) for any y € [0,1].
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Remark that H([0,1]x0) C Im ¢., C G(z.). Since I (H(2,0)) C ¥ pr(4,0)([—€x, €:)? %

0) C G(H(,0)) = G(2.) for any = € [0, 1], we have Im H C 1., ([—2d., 20,]?x0).
In particular, we have I (H(z,0)) C F*(2.)NG(2«). Hence, by replace H with
a smaller one, we may assume that H([0,1]x0) C I3 (H(z,0)) for any y € [0, 1].

Lemma 3.11. {dlst(rH(1 0y H(1x[0,1])) }e>0 is bounded and {dist(r;*, H(O x
[0,1]))}e>0 is unbounded.

Proof. Take K > 0 so that dist(r;*,I) < K - |I| for any z € M, t € [0,1], and
I C IX (#). Since z, = H(1,1) is a hyperbolic periodic orbit and H (1, [0,1]) is
tangent to E*, there exist Cp, > 0 and Ap, > 1 such that |7°H 1oy (H(1x[0,1]))] <
C’h/\ for any ¢t > 0. Hence, we have

n—1
dist(ry o) H(L X [0,1])) <K - Y CuA,™ < Co(1 =)~
m=0

It implies the former assertion of the lemma.
Let T, be the period of z, Since (r7"|g(ox(0,1))) (2:) = 1 for any n > 0

Zx

and
tlim |r;f(H(O x [0,1]))] < tlim |T;t(IZ*(Z*)| =0,
we obtain the latter assertion of the lemma. O

Fort > 0, we deﬁne maps H; : [0,1]>—M and hy : Hy(0x[0,1])—H(1x[0, 1])
by Hi(x,y) =1y o H(z,y) and hy o H(0,) = Hy(1,y). See Figure 8. The

H(z.0)
map h; is a holonomy map of F* and it satisfies the equation
(1,0 © oo H(0,y) = hyor ! o H(0,y). (10)

Hence, our goal is to show that {dist(h; ', H;(1 x [0,1]))}¢>0 is bounded.

H(Ox[0,1]) { _ -} - - 1 H(1x[0,1])

H(x [0 f=-f=-f==2=—T | | X 0]
Y { X 10,
) ooy ™ “XX[MD
= f of H (< [0.1D)

Figure 3: The holonomy map h;

For z € [0, 1] and t > 0, we define an interval L(z,t) C [0,1] by H(L(z,t) x
0) = TH @0 A, (He(2,0)))NH([0,1] x0). It is well-defined since H ([0, 1] x0) C

A, (H(z,0)) and Hi(x,0) = &t o H(x,0). We remark that H;(L(x,t) x 0) =
IA (Ht(:v, 0)) if L(z,t) N {0,1} = 0. Put

P(z,t) = {®° o Hy(2',y') | 2’ € L(x,t),y € [0,1],8 € [—¢x, €]}
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By Lemma 5: 1:0:, we have
{Hy(z',y") | 2’ € L(z,t),y € [0,1]} C U U (1K, (=)
s€[—ex,e] 2’€I} (H(x,0))
C Ym0 ([~26 26.]°).

It implies that P(x,t) C 9,([—25.,25,])%) for any 2 € M with Hy(z,0) €
U5 ([0x,0.]%).

Lemma 3.12. There exist K, > 0 and t. > 0 such that |[He(z x [0,1])] <
K. - vol(P(z,t)) for any x € [0,1] and t > t,. with L(z,t) N {0,1} = 0, where
vol(+) is a fized smooth volume on M.

Proof. By the continuity of {¥,}.c, there exists K7 > 1 such that

SuAI;{I det o, [| D |, [[ Dy |} < K.
z€E

Put Ji(z,1) = Ty 0 Yy © Hi(L(z,8) x 0) and Ja(z,t) = 7uy © Yy, o) ©
Hi(z x [0,1]), where myy(z,y,s) = (z,y). Then, we have

Ji(@,t) = bp oA, (Hi(z,1))) C [~en 6] x 0,
Ja(,t)  C Gt (woyIA, (Hi(2,0))),
Lebrs (V) (4.0)(P(2:1))) = 26 - Lebga(may 0 ¥, ) (P(,1)))

for any x € [0,1] and ¢ > 0 with L(x,t)N{0,1} = 0, where Lebgn is the Lebesgue
measure on R".

By the continuity of I{ _(z), we can take a., > 0 such that [¢7 (I3 _(2))] > o
for any z € M. In particular, |Ji(z,t)] > o, for any ¢ > 0 and = € [0,]1]
with L(z,t) N {0,1} = 0. Since ¢, (E") is contained in a cone {a(d/dz) +
b(0/0y) | |a| < (1/10)|b|}, we have

|y (J2(, 1))

| |J2(2,1)]/2,
Lebp2 (7T;Ey O¢Ht(w,0)( ( )))

(1@, )] = (1/5)| o, 1)) - [y (Ja (1))

Since |Jo(x, 1) < Ki|rp,. 0 (1K, (H(2,0))) and lim, oo supe s 12 (1% (2))] =
0, there exists ¢, > 0 such that |Jz(z,t)| < o for any z € [0,1] and ¢t > ¢,.
Then, we obtain |Hy(x x [0,1])] < 5a; 16, K% - vol(P(z,t)) for any z € [0,1] and
t > t. with L(z,t) N {0,1} = 0. O

2
>

Lemma 3.13. P(z,t)NP(z',t) =0 for any z, 2’ € [0,1] and t > 0 with L(x,t)N
L(z',t) = 0.

Proof. Suppose P(z,t) N P(z',t) # 0 for x,2’ € [0,1] and ¢t > 0 with L(z, t)
L(2',t) = 0. Then, there exist s, € [~2¢.,2¢.], 21 € L(w,t), 12 € L(a',t
and y1,y2 € [0,1] such that &% o Hy(z1,y1) = Hi(w2,y2). By Lemma §_1
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there exist s1, 82 € [—€x, €] such that ®* ™t o Hy(x;,y;) = H(w;,y;) for i = 1,2.
Therefore, we have H(z2,y2) € Use(—4c, 4c.) P 0 H(z1,y1). However, it cannot
occur since {U¢(_3s, 35,] 20 H (2 x[0,1])}e(0,1) is a family of mutually disjoint
surfaces. O

The following lemma gompletes the p_r(_)(_)f of Proposition :_’;_9: In f_a_ct, it
contradicts the equation ¢0)) and Lemma 8.11. Recall that Proposition 3.9 and
Corollary 8.5 imply Proposition B.1. Therefore, the following lemma completes
the proof of Theorem ,1.3.

Lemma 3.14. {dist(h; ', H;(1 x [0,1]))}¢>0 4s bounded.

Proof. If 2" € ¥.([—0x, 0,]? x 0), then the holonomy map p. .. : IX (2)—I% ()
of F* along any curve in 9, ([—30,,35.]% x 0) is well-defined and depends con-
tinuously on z and 2’ as a C? map. Take K > 0 so that dist(p, ./, I) < K|I| for
any such a pair (z, 2') and I C I (2). For each ¢ > 0, there exists an increasing
sequence (z} € [0,1]);™, such that zf = 0, #{ = 1, and L(x},t) N L(z%,t) = 0 if
J >4+ 2. Then, we have

my—1
dist(hy ! Hy (0% [0,1))) < > dist(pr,(at,, 0., (ot.0)) [ He (@i y x [0,1]))]
1=0
my—1
< K Y [Hi(alhy, x [0,1)].
=0

By Lemma 8.1%, there exist K, > 0 and ¢, > 0 such that |H(z! x [0,1])] <
K,vol(P(x,t)) for any t > t, and i = 3,4,...,m; — 2. Lemma 8.13 implies that
the set {i =0,...,my | 2 € P(z!,t)} consists at most 3 elements for any z € M

and t > 0. Therefore, {dist(h:, H;(0 x [0,1]))}+>0 is bounded. O

4 Foliations with tangentially contracting flows

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.5 and i.6.

First, we show Theorem {I.5 by assuming Theorem 1.6, Recall that GA
is generated by two one-parameter subgroups {a®}scr and {b'};cr with a re-
lation a® - b* = b=*P()t . g5 Suppose that GA acts locally freely on a closed
three-dimensional manifold M. Let ® be the flow generated by the action of
{a"*}scrr. Since ® is tangentially contracting with respect to the orbit folia-
tion of the action of GA, Theorem :_l-_a implies that ® is topologically equivalent
to an algebraic Anosov flow. In particular, up to finite cover, M is diffeomorphic
to the torus-bundle over the circle with a hyperbolic monodromy or the unit
tangent bundle over an orientable closed surface with genus greater than one.
Ghys and Sergiescu [[3, Théoreme 1] and Ghys [[2, Théoreme 5.3] classified
foliations without compact leaves on such manifolds. Since the orbit foliation
of GA has no compact leaves, their results imply Theorem :_1-_5:
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In the rest of the section, we show Theorem i_@: Let F be a C? foliation
on a closed three dimensional manifold M. Suppose that F admits a C? tan-
gentially contracting flow ®. Let C > 0 and A > 1 be constant such that
IN®'|(rz/r0)(2) || < CA™* for any z € M and t > 0. Our goal is to show that
® is topologically equivalent to an algebraic Anosov flow. By results of Barbot
[4h, Théoreme 5.1] and Ghys [[3, Théoreme 4.1, 4.7], it is sufficient to show that
® is an Anosov flow.

Lemma 4.1. ® is a PA flow.

Proof. Let Ny® be the flow on TM/TF induced from ®. Let S, be the set of
points z € M that satisfies

1 1
lim sup - log | Nt < - ng. (11)
t—oo

We will show that S, must be empty. Once it is shown, the compactness of
M implies that there exists C’ > 0 such that |[Nz®L|| > C’A~*/2 for any
z € M and t > 0. Then, by the same calculation as Lemma :_3-._7:, we may take
a closed cone field C* on TM/T® which is transverse to TF/T® and satisfies
N (C"(2)) C Int C*(®(2)) U {0} for any z € M and t > 0. By the standard
argument, we can show that there exists a ®-invariant plane field E* transverse
to TF. It is easy to check that TM = E* 4+ TF is a PA splitting for .

Now, we show that S, must be empty. Suppose that S, contains a point
zp. First, we claim that ® admits an attracting periodic point. By taking a
limit of experimental measures on {®*(z) | t € [0, 7]} with T—o0, we obtain a
d-invariant Borel probability measure m, with

d

LG

It implies that there exists an m,-positive measure subset U, of M on which all

Lyapunov exponents are negative. By Pesin theory, the w-limit set of any point
of U, is an attracting periodic point.

Suppose that z, is an attracting periodic point of ®. Since @ is tangentially
contracting, by an easy argument using a family of local cross-sections and local
returns, we can see that W*(O(z4)) = U, ew+(0(2.)) & (¢) and any neighborhood
A of O(z,) in F(zq) satisfy J;»g @ (A) = F(zq) and ;59 P (A) = O(za).
In particular, the leaf F*(z,) is diffeomorphic to S' x R. For any compact
neighborhood A of O(z,) in F(z,), there exists a compact neighborhood U of
O(z,) in M such that DANU = () and ®U) C Int U for any t > 0. It is easy to
see that such U satisfies U N F(z,) = U N A. Tt implies that F(z,) is a proper
leaf. By Lemma 2: 1:3, F*(z4) has trivial holonomy. It contradicts that O(z,) is
an attracting periodic orbit. O

log \
1og||Nf<1>i||) am. (z) < — 52

t=0

Lemma 4.2. & is topologically transitive.
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Proof. By the same argument as above, if zg is a u-irregular periodic point,
then F(zg) is semi-proper. By the strong stable manifold theorem, each leaf
of F is diffeomorphic to R? or S' x R. Since F has no closed leaves and no
exceptional minimal sets by Duminy’s theorem, each leaf of F is dense in M.
In particular, any periodic point is u-regular. Since any periodic point is also
s-regular trivially, we can apply the proof of Proposition 2-_51 in Subsection 2-_1'
It implies that ® is topologically transitive. O

Now, we proof Theorem |I.6, As we mentioned above, it is sufficient to show
that ® is Anosov. By the above lemmas, ® is a topologically transitive PA
flow. Let TM = E°® + E" be the PA splitting for ®. Since ® is tangentially
contracting with respect to F, we have TF = E*.

By Proposition B-_Zl:, there are at most finitely many non-hyperbolic periodic
orbits. Notice that any time-change of ® preserves each leaf of F and is tan-
gentially contracting with respect to F. Hence, we may assume that there is an
invariant local foliation G transverse to T® on a neighborhood of Per, (®) (see
the beginning of Subsection 5:3) Since ® is PA and is tangentially contracting,
there exist a ®-invariant subbundle E*° of E° and constants C; > 0 and Ay > 1
such that E* = E%° © T® and [|[D®|pes ()| < Cy ]! for any z € M and t > 0.
Hence, the counterpart of Proposition 8.4 to E* holds trivially. It allows us to
apply the argument in Subsection B.3 to ®, and we can show Proposition 8.9
for ®. Therefore, ® is an Anosov flow by Proposition 3.4.
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