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Horocycle @ Rigidity D &ERIT/LICD VT

BISK BT PI# K (Ryuji Abe)

1 Introduction

Horosphere HEMBDTIEE = ¥ 7 + SERIKDMELE~ ¥ Fr Lo MMH CHIET
WS L LTEREI WS, ERMFEMEHOBAE N FLOHESG R, 20WAIE
BMA % 41C horocycle & PETS, horocycle % #8 & 3 3 #tiL horocycle flow HHET 5o
M. Ratner i [R] IC5 Ty horocycle flow ORIEER I Lo N, % EEMZE L D= >
#%7 b 7% 2 KIC Riemann S4RiE, M. & T DBV FA &3 50 N, M, % R A ZEH

L35 L%, Ratner DEBRRDLSCEFT T LHATE S,

| M, L@ horocycle flow & M! E® horocycle flow &} ic HIBEFRN 4 FRIB & 5

HETBEE N, & N @5ETH 3,

COBBRCEATHERNEFARER Y XV BRWER (RO FREARYEER) KFss, #
A RHEC X > TESIC. TORBERH M, LofiMFE M, LofikcBT
EHbh b, Otal DEER [0] 22 N, & N ORICEREHBY 5L 5 C LRI ND.
BEic, ToORMENAHBERFAZEEMEBOZECIAHTH I LB RIND. ThboD
FER. FK [Abl] [Ab2] CBWTRRTHEDT, HLWC LRI LEBBELT L
& T

C TR EDEROMFERD 2 IEAMBLr OEKTORAICHIRT 5 L2 AL T

50 N %327 } Riemann ZHRETHE ky 25 -4 < sy < -1 TH DI D,
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M2 F0OBMNESY FA LT D, M LORIBH g W fHBEL T expanding horosphere #%
Bohd. NM 2RRAZEEE T DL E, ARDBRECL LR, M,M' LD expanding
horosphere DREIDXIILBIFR b M, M' LOFMBOER LB e B CEDIh L v

5C¢ThHhd, BRAKRDEISCETCLRTE S,

Theorem. FIHE®R o : M - M’ 52 M _ED ezpanding horosphere % M' L
? ezxpanding horosphere IR X % {RoTB T AL, P2 EM ce R KL T

vogr=gl.oY XM TRHEER v: M - M BFLET %o
UTF. CoOEBOERLIFAOBREL LR 5,

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Anosov background

DT Anosov flow DEEXEZEE L, CCCTHWLIES*HEAT S & & B IC, Anosov
flow ICBIT 3 BEARE % & HTH<. WA LOBRLWERIE [An] 2BFL Tk

X7\,

V% ik = %7 + Riemann S8k 3 30 VED flow f, 4% Anosov flow TH 3 &

B BFO&MRELEREC LR,

(A) f: AR E2F ek w2 TRER flow TH 5,

(B) B~ KA TV B TV = E- 9 E° @ E* %3 f- REAIWLED,

(C) E°Ht flow f2 RT3 <7 FABIKE >TH OB line bundle TH 3,

(D) E-,E* RRO&HEHEL LT3,
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t>0 K LCTIEER a,c BFEL.
XeE ot¥ |df_X|<alX|e
YeEt DL ¥ |df,Y| < a|Y|e™™
BT D0 TTTS a,cREICEIOAEVTLEFELTE L,

VA Anosov flow f; ICBEL TKRD 4 DOWDIERIKSBER T Do Riemann HEBEH» O

BridV LoERY dLLT.zeVicdLT

unstable manifold
W (z)={yeV | tlgg d(f_iz, f_sy) =0}

stable manifold

WH(z)={y eV | limd(fz,fy)=0}

weak unstable manifold

W=(z) = Uer W~ (fiz)

weak stable manifold

WH(z) = UerW*(fiz)

THD. BV Fr E- RELEBSTRETH D, Tk 85 L b O i unstable manifold
W-(z) ¢ —3F 5. EIC, unstable manifold W—(z) &k VAEERE:X 5T, TOEER
BE W- ¢ERFT T 2T b, FIBRIC, stable manifold Wt(z) % leaf &35 VANOREERH

BWIEERTICEHNTED, Lo (D) DHE X Y Anosov flow f, IKBIL T, EEHEE



135

W- RBEM. EEEE W R/MITH oL Bbrd, Hib,
T € ‘/,xl,xg € W-($),t 2 0 KﬂLf d‘(f_txl,f_tl'g) S ae_Ctd_($1,$2)

YyEVyL,p € WH(y),t >0 IextLT dY(fiyr, fiva) < ae™'d¥ (y1,2)

BRI T %0 T T T, d-,dt i1 V _ED Riemann 2 B% W-, Wt CHlBRE+ 3¢ ck->T

EEINIERHETH 5,

unstable manifold & weak stable manifold H® 5 z DFTEZLLITCEET %0
B (z)={ye W (z) | d7(z,y) <€}

Bf®(z) = {y € W*(z) | d;°(z,y) < ¢}

ZTT, d;,df® @ V £ Riemann §EZZhEh W (2), Wt(z) KKCHIBRFT D2 T L
Ko TEHINIBERETD 0 Y FALODEHEETTH 5 L 22D (KD canonical

coordinate DELENRE I N B,

Lemma 2.1 +3/pE A >0 LT (=((n),0<{<n BFLEL T, LIT T,
VADR z,y ¥ d(z,y) <2¢ 5o Bf°(z)NB; (y) R—H X Y& 3,

EHLCEDREAMR o,y CHEICKET D,

2.2 Geometric background

NEGMEZFFOHEKE A 2 %7 | Riemann ZHik, MEZ X OBE Y Fr i35,
M EDRIHBE N 38 ECH 5 T & 5 b Anosovilow & A %, K ICABEL TiRONL D
unstable manifold W~ (z),z € M % expanding horosphere % 7 {X h-leaf, stable manifold

WH(z),z e M % 'contracting horosphere % 7 t% k-leaf £ FELRC & 1C$ 5o Anosov flow IC
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B3 5 —AkERd b £ £ expanding horosphere & contracting horosphere % leaf & 3
5 M ROEFERE W- Wt 38oh 3, e, e 2 EEREICBELTRK

DT LML TS,
Lemma 2.2 EEHEE W- Wt 0N END leaf t M A dense TH %,

—ARIC Riemann ZERIEDBIAIEE Y v FA 1L contact manifold & AR >Tw3%, > T,
Z2fd] M X contact form 0 %20 LI TORIRTLEL & D contact form § & JUHIH ¢ D

BERZ DT T <,

(a) 8D Hy, H, € E-, Ki,K, € E* €34 LT d6(H,, H,) = d8(K:, K;) = 0 HERITL

35,
(b) d0 K& E- @ E* L nondegenerate T3 %,

HiC, contact form § T M _L® pseudo-Riemannian metric . M EDO~<X7 +tr
X,Y extL T

g(X,Y) = do(X, IY) + 0(X)8(Y)
CE-oTEEKTDHCLHTED, HL, T TI R IE* =+id 55898 TH 5,

Z O pseudo-Riemannian metric % fAV»CT M _E® canonical connection % EZ L ’c\»D
THEIB, EDHDICE M OENY FAOBETM = E- @ E°® EY 33 C-f D vI8E T
DPICLHBLREED. NHB2RTTHEIHG. ¥tk N OWEIEN —4 < ky < -1
EHILTVBIEHGICHR TM OMFE C-BATHE TH T e BMbh T3, TOH
EBT3H LR [HP) 22 LT E¥ kv, XoT. LORED B & pseudo-
Riemannian metric g ICXf L. M _L® affine connection TROFGH % »7c T b DHE—FEIC

FET 5o
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(i) Vg=0
(i) X,Y € TM 5L T(X,Y) = d(X,Y)G TH 5o
fHL. €T T K torsion tensor TH 5, LITOBRBMTHLE L % 5 T D affine connection
PHEEDTTEL,

(c) MEEEDR7 ' A4H X KX LT VX =[G, X] B Y L2,

(d) MELEED~X7 A3l X, He E-,K € EY Kx¥{LT VxH € E-,VxK € Et* T

$ %o

L CHA XN affine connection KT 2 X VHLVERI [K] 22BLTWAKE
fCV‘o
ET# w7 affine connection % = 3 & Jl#if & £ h BT 2 EEREEOHHE KD

roeRFTLBTE S,

Lemma 2.3 (1) He€ E- 237 trABexdt LT [G,Hl € E- T 5,
(2) H,H, e E- %57 PABEI LT [Hy,H))€e E- TH 3,
(3) K€ EY B3R 'ABEAEBCL->TEk e i, $_TO He E- kLT [H,K] €

E- tidiav®hwvn,

Proof. (1) (c),(d) X YEHO B

(2) affine connection 3% 73 %M (ii) & torsion tensor DEFEIC X Y

VHng - VH2H1 bt [Hl,Hg] = T(Hl,Hz) = dg(Hl, Hg)G
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B/ohd, 2T, (a),d) EAVhHE X v,

(3) (2) & FBRICL T
VyK —VygH - [H,K)=T(H,K) = d0(H,K)G

¥, TCT IRTO HCH LT [H,K]€ E- TH D¢ T3¢ dO(H K)G =057
RTCO HICH LTI LA hiE R b A v, df & E- @ Et _E nondegenerate T3 - 7 2
b. TNR K =0DFECRD, ThikR7 PAB K 2 FEBRL->TL B3 CKT %6

X><T [H,K| ¢ E- 5% H #%HET 5,

LD Lemma CBIL TERE2 G52 TEL. (1) REBEEW- K g RETHIC L, Tk
Db, EED ze M K LT g (W (z)) = W (grz) BT 5 L DB MR ICTE L
Vo (2) i h-leaf ICH o 72 ZEH 1L h-leaf 4RO T L AR L T3, T T T, h-leaf LR >
REREREDI NV FALE- CEENBER7 P ABICX > TEREINS local 1-parameter
group of local transformation D & TH %, ([KN| B, ) ¥, BB~ Fr E- B5%E
SHNTIRETH B LOBRATH B L b i Bo (3) 1 k-leaf ICH > EHaIL h-leaf %

BEBAhnwCc 2R LTNVS,

3 Outline of Proofs

EEOHAZ 4 2DRFECHTTERENDZ, CTTRENENRDORFEOBRE 2 RT o #F
LVl [Ab3) 22 LTk v UT. ¢ REBORE L #ATER. HI b,
M Lo expanding horosphere % M’ E® expanding horosphere IC[ % % £f > TB T FH

B%TH 5,
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Lemma 3.1 IEEH 7 BFLEL T, 0<r<7 A3 r CxfL
© 0 g:(z) = go(r) © hrop(z) foral ze M

BRRILT B0 {H LA ofr) 1 r (BT 28RN AL B o, r ICGHECKET 5 h-leaf CH -

kEfaTH 3,

Outline of proof. ¢(z),¢(g-z),z € M,0 <r <7 ICXf L+ Lemma 2.1 #@HTE 3 X5
KizgdtdooeMEZRBEELZLE, M AD h-leaf W (z), M’ AD k'-leaf W~ ((z))
BEED 0<r<ihdr BEELTENER poyg, ¥F X Do g, 1 h-leaf 2RO T L
eﬁ%t»é, @0 gy 1t h-leaf W—(z) % h'-leaf W~ (¢ o0 g,(z)) CBTFo —FH~ o(z),(grz)
I3 LT Lemma 2.1 28T 3 & pog(z)=g.okohop(z) REBC L BbhDo T
£y bh RERTR Kleaf b-leaf ICH - R EHRTH Y. o b h BFRS z,r CEHLT
@ﬁfiéo%¢qhﬁtémbwﬁ%M%ﬁkﬁftklbgpkoﬁﬁykﬁ%ﬁ
Fe R E AR bR H, Lemma 2.3 (3) CHELAXSIC k E h-leaf 2R bBA v, fEo
T\ pog.(z) = glm) O oo p(z) ERERTRER LR V. TTT, ofz,r),hl RFhb
z & r IGHRCEKFET 2 L %2FT. W (2)dy 5d y LTI FARCERTE S
T W(z) & M A dense ’666 Tehbs olkr DARCKEFT 5 HEREHTHS ce

BEWmTE 5,

a

Lemma 3.2 B8 o i r ICEI3 3 RESMCH - T BEBE R 2HICHET 5 ¢ &

TEBo by HBEM c> 0 RAFEL T,

pog(z) =g o0kl op(z) forall z€ M,reR,
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LTE B, AL, AL & z,r ICHECEET S b -leof LOE]TH B,

Outline of proof. 0 <ro <7 %% ro & pE N % & 5o ro/p IC5F LT p [l Lemma 3.1
EFIVE &, ¢ 5 Koleaf #IED T &5 b ofro/p) = o(re)/p %L T ERTE B, FEEIC
LTy 0 < (g/p)ro <7 &3 pg € N ICHLT o((q/p)ro) = (¢/p)olre) B& 3o BN o
Br cBBLTHETR b 0<rriog<ihdre RIEXHLTo(rrg) =r0(ro) &% D r
B3 28R oh 5, |

—fD r €L T Lemma 3.1 V3 e¢BTEZX5KC r=r+r9+---+

r,0 <r; <71 =1,...,1 EDET B, T; = ng;,'-‘

z,g=1,...,0 £BLE W (z;) &
o CE>T W (p(z;)) KBEh., BCHEBELEBORLTWET L XD Ior; 0 W (0(25)) =
W= (p(zj41)),J = 0,...,01 =1 BERILT %0 ¢(g,z) ZFDHMER L W (p(z;)) ODER

g’_cz{_ » r‘_cp(g,:c) PR EB T ICE>T W(p(z)) LOK ¢, p(9-2) 8%, TOD

HERAWT hlp(z) = ¢, 0(g:z) CE 2T o(r) A XEHETHE XL v,

a

Lemma 3.2 225 ¢,(z) = (¢, 0 0 ¢, )(2) = hlp(z) KX > TER o, ¥ E&HT 30 T

Do, EHWT M LORMAEEZ M LORMBCBEITREEREERT 5 L5 TE S,
Lemma 3.3 #ikER

oo() = lim @,(z) forall z€M
i well-defined TH 3,

Outline of proof. 0 < ro < 7 %3 ro ZEEL . (z) = hlp(z) #EL 3 ¢, HDBER

ABBELTEED e M K LT d(p(z), hop(z) < A BRYID XS5 IKCTE B, &
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zeﬁliﬁﬁb‘%:gmmmlofﬂlﬂﬂﬁﬂ{%hxQ:@muﬁJ@w@)Klo
T M RADEF {2} 2ED D {2} DEBROFLEL —EHEEZREE L e W(z,) iR p KL
2T W (p(zn)) CBE NN 6, W (0(20)) = W (0(Zn41)) BRILL TV Do W (p(2,))
T o(zn) & oro(zn) DEEMERX A CTFHUEBTE 3 T & & h-leaf HEMFICEIL THENTD
BT EBD, p(z.) ® W(p(z)) ECRIMRICE >TOE S ELTEBORS o, 1t Cauchy
kT tibdd, {z,} DER%E 2, T35 L, EEOMIF {r.} €HLT {p..(2)}
RLREFIEELTS ARCLT 2, KRT 2 ¢B R 5. CoFimlt M LoER
DEICH L TR YILDDT o & well-defined TH 2o FiC, M A & h'-leaf OFHHE
ICBIT 3 B EE 2 T 5 M (§2.1 (D) BF) HAICI LA WT &2 b lim, o ¢,(z) 1

—HRBRTH ST L HBbh b f>T BRTEXINIFR o bFKRTD 5o

Lemma 3.4 B ¢, &

Poo 0 9r(T) = gL, 0 Poo(z) forall z €M
i’ T FIHEERTH 5,

Outline of Proof. Bff ¢, 2* M LoJ#Fi% M' LoRMFHCB I T L RER»OT
CDD Do oo I 1 THET LS 9o B M _LOJMBT % M _EORHMICEBT C
& k. h-leaf ORIHIAICEET 2 HEH2ZE L DDEI L CI>TRON D, EEDOHF L
HEHEIC XY o BEHTHZCLITCLIB, LoTs o} *EXTICLHETE

3. CONEBERIPEBGETHETLRARLEALHOLITH B,
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LI ED Lemma 3.1-34 CX > TERBRIEHINLLT LICK S,

EEZXM
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