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Abstract. For a compact negatively curved space, we develop a thermodynamic formalism frame-

work to study the space of quasimorphisms of its fundamental group modulo bounded functions.

We prove that this space is Banach isomorphic to the space of Bowen functions on the associated

Gromov geodesic flow, modulo a weak form of Livšic cohomology.

We also show that each unbounded quasimorphism is associated with a unique invariant mea-

sure for the flow, which uniquely determines the cohomology class. As a consequence, we establish

the Central Limit Theorem and the invariance principle for any unbounded quasimorphism with

respect to Markov measures, and we prove that the associated equilibrium state has the Bernoulli

property.
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1. Introduction and main results

In this article we study the bounded cohomology of compact spaces of negative curvature, and

its counterpart on the corresponding fundamental group. The theory of bounded cohomology

was introduced by Johnson in the context of Banach algebras [1], but gained maturity with the

foundational paper of Gromov [2], where it was extended to topological spaces. For a topological

space 𝑀 , one considers the usual singular cochain complex {𝐶𝑛 (𝑀 ;R), 𝜕𝑛} and observes that

the boundary map 𝜕 sends bounded cochains in𝐶𝑛 (𝑀 ;R) to bounded cochains in𝐶𝑛+1(𝑀 ;R).
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The bounded cohomology of𝑀 is the cohomology of the cochain complex {𝐶𝑛
𝑏
(𝑀 ;R), 𝜕𝑛} and

is denoted by 𝐻 ∗
b
(𝑀 ;R). For a discrete group Γ, its bounded cohomology can be defined as

𝐻 ∗
b
(Γ;R) := 𝐻 ∗

b
(𝐾 (Γ, 1);R). In addition to its algebraic structure, the vector space 𝐻 ∗

b
(𝑀,R)

carries a natural seminorm, ∥ [𝑓 ] ∥ℓ∞ := inf{∥𝑔∥ℓ∞ : [𝑔] = [𝑓 ]}.
Banach Structure of Ker 𝒄2. Of particular interest is the second bounded cohomology group

𝐻 2

b
(𝑀 ;R), and the kernel of the map 𝑐2 : 𝐻 2

b
(𝑀 ;R) → 𝐻 2(𝑀 ;R) induced by the inclusion

𝐶2

b
(𝑀 ;R) ↩→ 𝐶2(𝑀,R). This map is called the comparison map. If 𝜋1(𝑀, ∗) is (word) hyper-

bolic then 𝑐2 is surjective, and in fact it is a result of Mineyev [3] that hyperbolicity of a group is

equivalent to surjectivity of the comparison map replacing R by arbitrary bounded𝐺-modules.

Moreover, by the work of Matsumoto and Morita [4], and independently Ivanov [5], it follows

that the natural seminorm on 𝐻 2

b
(𝑀 ;R) is positive definite, hence 𝐻 2

b
(𝑀 ;R) is a Banach space.

In this setting however, not much is known about the Banach structure besides the fact that

Ker 𝑐2 is infinite dimensional. This was originally established by Brooks and Series [6] for surface

groups (see also Mitsumatsu [7], Barge and Ghys [8]), extended for non-elementary word hyper-

bolic groups by Epstein and Fujiwara [9], and then pushed further for non-elementary countable

subgroups of the isometry group of a Gromov hyperbolic metric space, assuming some proper-

ness condition of the action (Fujiwara [10], then Bestvina and Fujiwara [11], culminating with

Hamenstäedt [12]). We point out that these constructions fall into two (essentially equivalent)

types, either they directly construct an infinite linearly independent subset in Ker 𝑐2, or they inject

linearly some infinite dimensional vector space. In both, no information is given about the norm.

Understanding the Banach structure of 𝐻 2

b
(𝑀 ;R) and obtaining a concrete characterization of

it is one of the main motivations of this paper.

It is well known that elements of Ker 𝑐2 can be represented by quasimorphisms of Γ = 𝜋1(𝑀, ∗),
that is, functions 𝐿 : Γ → R satisfying ∥𝛿𝐿∥ := sup𝑔,ℎ |𝐿(𝑔 ·ℎ) −𝐿(𝑔) −𝐿(ℎ) | < ∞: see Section 3

for details. For the present discussion it suffices to say that the space QM(Γ) of quasimorphisms

of Γ is a vector space containing both the bounded functions on Γ and the real-valued morphisms

of Γ (denoted by ℓ∞(Γ),Hom(Γ,R), respectively). Moreover, the seminorm 𝐿 ↦→ ∥𝛿𝐿∥ induces a
norm on

QM(Γ)
Hom(Γ,R) ⊕ ℓ∞(Γ) ,

and with the latter this space is isometric to Ker(𝑐2).
Unbounded Cohomology. It will be convenient (and more natural) to ignore the purely alge-

braic part Hom(Γ,R) and work with

Q̃M(Γ) := QM(Γ)
ℓ∞(Γ) .

Definition 1.1. The space Q̃M(Γ) will be referred to as the space of unbounded quasimorphisms

on Γ.

The seminorm on quasimorphisms does not induce a norm on Q̃M(Γ), hence some care is

needed. We proceed as follows: assume that Γ is finitely generated (which is the case of interest

for us), fix some finite generating set 𝑆 , and define

∥𝐿∥ = ∥𝐿 |𝑆 ∥ℓ∞ + ∥𝛿𝐿∥.
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This defines a complete norm on QM(Γ), which in turn induces a Banach structure on Q̃M(Γ),
and moreover induces the same norm on Ker 𝑐2 =

Q̃M(Γ)
Hom(Γ,R) as before. This does not seem to be

readily available in the literature, so we include a discussion in Section 3.

Unbounded classes as probabilities. In this article (and its sequel) we propose a different way

to understand classes of (un)bounded cohomology. We will show that for some natural classes of

groups Γ, each 𝛼 ∈ Q̃M(Γ) is uniquely determined by a probability measure which is related to a

natural dynamical system associated to the group. In this article we focus on the hyperbolic case.

Our results apply to compact negatively curved spaces and some of them even apply to non-

elementary hyperbolic groups, but since the formulation of the theorems in these contexts re-

quires the introduction of additional dynamical concepts, we restrict ourselves in the intro-

duction to the following case. Let 𝑀 be a 𝑑−dimensional closed hyperbolic manifold, and let

𝔤 = (𝑔𝑡 )𝑡∈R : 𝑋 =𝑇 1𝑀 → 𝑋 be the geodesic flow associated with the metric.

The aforementioned probability measures in this case turn out to be equilibrium measures

for some non-regular potentials. To define these potentials we fix some reference measure on 𝑋

which is invariant under 𝔤. For concreteness, we work with 𝜇𝑋 , the Liouville probability measure

on 𝑋 .

Definition 1.2. A Borel function 𝜙 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇𝑋 ) is a weak Bowen function if there exist𝐶, 𝜀 > 0

so that (𝜇𝑋 -a.e. 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ 𝑋,∀𝑇 > 0) :

sup

𝑡∈[0,𝑇 ]
d𝑋 (𝑔𝑡𝑥,𝑔𝑡𝑦) ≤ 𝜀 ⇒

����∫ 𝑇

0

𝜙 (𝑔𝑡𝑥) d𝑡 −
∫ 𝑇

0

𝜙 (𝑔𝑡𝑦) d𝑡
���� ≤ 𝐶.

The Bowen constant of 𝜙 is ∥𝜙 ∥𝐵 = inf𝐶 .

Functions satisfying this condition were introduced by Bowen in his studies of the thermody-

namic formalism of hyperbolic systems [13], and received a lot of attention since then. See e.g.

[14], [15] and references therein. Bowen’s definition, however, deals with (typically continuous)

functions defined everywhere, and not almost everywhere with respect to some fully supported

measure. This difference will be key in what follows.

We denote by Bow𝜇𝑋
(𝑋 ) the vector space of weak Bowen functions for some a priori fixed

𝜀 > 0. Note that since 𝔤 is an Anosov flow [16], it follows without much trouble that Bow𝜇𝑋
(𝑋 )

contains the space of Hölder continuous functions on 𝑋 .

Livšic cohomology. It will be shown that each 𝜑 ∈ Bow𝜇𝑋
(𝑋 ) has an associated 𝔤−invariant

probability measure 𝜇𝜑 , and furthermore 𝜇𝜑 = 𝜇𝜑 ′ if and only if 𝜑, 𝜑′ satisfy a cohomology

relation that we define below. Ultimately, classes in Q̃M(Γ) will correspond to cohomology

classes of weak Bowen functions.

Definition 1.3. We say that 𝜙,𝜓 ∈ Bow𝜇𝑋
(𝑋 ) are Livšic cohomologous (𝜙 ∼ 𝜓 ) if ∃𝑢 ∈

𝐿∞(𝑋, 𝜇𝑋 ) which is differentiable along orbits of 𝔤, such that 𝜙 −𝜓 =
d𝑢◦𝑔𝑡
d𝑡

|𝑡=0.

The above definition is well known in ergodic theory, and its importance owes much to the

work of Livšic [17], especially for regular (Hölder) functions. An in-depth analysis of this equiva-

lence relation for the general case that we are discussing is carried out in Section 4. In particular,

one has that Bow𝜇𝑋
(𝑋 )/∼ is naturally a Banach space with respect to the norm
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||| [𝜙] |||𝐵 = inf{∥𝜓 ∥𝐿∞ + ∥𝜓 ∥𝐵 : 𝜓 ∼ 𝜙}.
There is a natural involution 𝐼 : 𝑋 → 𝑋 which reverses the direction of geodesics. We say that

𝜙 ∈ Bow𝜇𝑋
(𝑋 ) is antisymmetric if 𝜙 ◦ 𝐼 is Livšic cohomologous to −𝜙 , and denote by

Bow
𝑎
𝜇𝑋
(𝑋 )

the set of antisymmetric weak Bowen functions.

Antisymmetry arises naturally in our description of quasimorphisms. In contrast with [12],

where a related anti-flip condition appears as part of a specific construction, it serves here to

characterize the image of the correspondence. This is formalized in the following theorem.

Theorem A. Let 𝑀 be a closed hyperbolic manifold with fundamental group Γ = 𝜋1(𝑀, ∗). Then
there is a Banach isomorphism

Ψ : Q̃M(Γ) → Bow
𝑎
𝜇𝑋
(𝑋 )/∼ .

Remark 1.4. We say that a probability measure 𝜇 ∈ P (𝑋 ) is invariant under the flow 𝔤 = (𝑔𝑡 )𝑡∈R
if ∀𝑡 ∈ R, 𝜇 = 𝜇 ◦ 𝑔𝑡 . The set of invariant measures under 𝔤 is denoted by P𝔤 (𝑋 ).

The above theorem remains true if 𝜇𝑋 is replaced by any other invariant measure 𝜇 ∈ P𝔤 (𝑋 )
of full support.

Concrete representation of Ker 𝒄2. This implies almost directly that Ker 𝑐2 has uncountable

dimension (a fact already known from the previously cited works), but more importantly, it

elucidates its Banach space structure. Let us recall some alternative characterization due to

Monod and Shalom [18], based on the seminal work of Burger and Monod [19].

A standard Borel Γ-space (𝐵, 𝜈) (where 𝜈 is quasi-invariant) is a strong boundary of Γ if

• Γ ↷ 𝐵 is amenable in the Zimmer sense [20],

• if 𝐸 is a separable coefficient Γ−module, then every measurable Γ−invariant map Γ×𝐵 →
𝐸 is 𝜈−essentially constant.

Theorem1.5 (Corollary 2.6 in [18]). If Γ is a countable discrete group and (𝐵, 𝜈) is a strong boundary
for it, then there exists a canonical isomorphism 𝐻 2

b
(Γ) � 𝑍𝐿∞

a
(𝐵3)Γ , where the right-hand side is

the space of Γ−invariant, alternating 𝜈−essentially bounded real-valued 2−cocycles on 𝐵.

For Γ = 𝜋1(𝑀, ∗) with𝑀 compact hyperbolic manifold, one can choose 𝐵 = 𝜕𝑀 , identified as

the Poisson boundary associated to some non-degenerate random walk on Γ, say for a driving
measure with finite first moment [21].

The equivalence 𝐻 2

b
(Γ) � 𝑍𝐿∞

a
(𝜕𝑀3)Γ , although conceptually important, replaces 𝐻 2

b
(Γ) by

another complicated Banach space, which is difficult to deal with. In contrast, the equivalence

given in Theorem A replaces 2−cocycles with equivalence classes of functions, which we will

show to be more manageable objects. The principal tool for this is a measurable version of Livšic

theorem which we prove in Section 5, stating that Livšic cohomology classes of elements in

Bow𝜇𝑋
(𝑋 ) are completely determined by their values on closed geodesics. To be more precise,

each closed geodesic𝛾 in𝑋 defines a linear functional 𝑃𝛾 : Bow𝜇𝑋
(𝑋 ) → R, and𝜑 ∼ 𝜙 if and only

if for every 𝛾 one has 𝑃𝛾 (𝜑) = 𝑃𝛾 (𝜙). For a continuous weak Bowen function 𝜑 , 𝑃𝛾 (𝜑) coincides
with the average of 𝜑 along 𝛾 . However, for general weak Bowen functions the theorem is much
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more delicate, since in principle 𝜑 is only an essentially bounded function on 𝑋 , and 𝜇𝑋 (𝛾) = 0,

so one cannot evaluate 𝜑 along the curve.

We point out that the classical version of Livsic cohomology (for Hölder potentials) is insuffi-

cient for our purposes, as there are examples of continuous functions that are not continuously

cohomologous (meaning, with continuous transfer function 𝑢) to any Hölder function. See Re-

mark 5.26.

All (un)bounded cohomology classes. Some authors have previously obtained related charac-

terizations of Ker 𝑐2 using dynamical systems. The first was probably Picaud in the setting where

𝑀 is a hyperbolic surface [22], who proved that one can embed Ker 𝑐2 into the space of Γ-invariant
measures on 𝜕𝑀 , or alternatively, into the space of geodesic currents in the sense of Bonahon

and Sullivan. Then, using symbolic dynamics for the action of Γ on 𝜕𝑀 [23], he characterized

some regular quasimorphisms
1
as Hölder functions on a subshift of finite type. The arguments

rely heavily on the two-dimensionality of𝑀 (although they also work for surfaces of finite type).

However, the restriction on the class of quasimorphisms considered is more serious. On

the one hand, there are no general methods available to check whether a given quasimorphism

corresponds to a Hölder function, while on the other hand not every quasimorphism corresponds

to such functions.

Restricting to Hölder classes of objects also appears in the work of Hamenstäedt [12], who

showed that (antisymmetric) Hölder functions endowed with the seminorm ∥·∥𝐵 continuously
embed into Q̃M(Γ), and in other places e.g. [24].

Theorem A makes it possible to consider all quasimorphisms. We will apply this to obtain

precise statistical properties of these objects.

Unbounded quasimorphisms as invariant measures. The philosophy that drives the previ-
ous result is that in fact elements of Q̃M(Γ) can be understood as a certain type of 𝔤−invariant
measures, namely equilibrium states for weak Bowen functions. The perspective of treating

quasimorphisms as dynamically defined measures appears to be new, at least in explicit form (see,

however, [22]), and proves to be useful. In [25], we adopt this approach to provide a new proof

of a beautiful result of Burger and Monod, which states that if Γ is a uniform lattice in a real

semisimple Lie group of non-compact type and rank at least 2, then Q̃M(Γ) = 0.

Each 𝜇 ∈ P𝔤 (𝑋 ) defines a positive linear functional on Bow𝜇𝑋
(𝑋 ), which extends the usual

integral for continuous functions with the Bowen property, and therefore is denoted in the same

manner. Below, if 𝜇 ∈ P𝔤 (𝑋 ), then ℎ𝜇 (𝔤) = ℎ𝜇 (𝑔1) denotes the metric entropy of the time-one

map 𝑔1 with respect to 𝜇.

Theorem B. Let 𝑀 be a closed hyperbolic manifold. For each [𝜙] ∈ Bow𝜇𝑋
(𝑋 )/∼ there exists a

measure 𝜇 [𝜙] = 𝜇𝜙 ∈ P𝔤 (𝑋 ) which can be characterized as the unique element of this space satisfying

ℎ𝜇𝜙 (𝔤) +
∫

𝜙 d𝜇𝜙 = sup

𝜇∈P𝔤 (𝑋 )

(
ℎ𝜇 (𝔤) +

∫
𝜙 d𝜇

)
.

For every 𝑡 ≠ 0, the stochastic process defined by (𝜙 ◦ 𝑔𝑛𝑡 )𝑛∈N : 𝑋 → R is measure-theoretically
isomorphic to a Bernoulli process with finitely many symbols.

1
Essentially, homogeneous quasimorphisms that vanish on the set of generators of Γ = 𝜋1 (𝑀, ∗)
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We will show that 𝜇 [𝜙] uniquely determines [𝜙] ∈ Bow𝜇𝑋
(𝑋 )/∼, hence by Theorem A, the

unique associated unbounded quasimorphism (provided that 𝜙 is antisymmetric).

Remark 1.6. Again, one can replace the Liouville measure by any other fixed invariant measure

of full support.

The theory of thermodynamic formalism for non-continuous potentials was first developed

by Haydn and Ruelle in [26] (see also Ruelle’s article [27]). These works are mainly concerned

with the existence of dominant eigenfunctions and eigenmeasures for the corresponding transfer

operator, but finer (as well as cohomological) properties of the systems were not addressed. A

plausible reason for this is that the arguments involve some arbitrary extensions of the potential,

which makes further investigations difficult. Here we give a different concrete construction for

weak Bowen functions, but of course we have been inspired by these previous works.

Central LimitTheoremfor quasimorphisms. Using the characterization given byTheoremA

we are able to show that any non-trivial element of Ker(𝑐2) has a very rich dynamical behavior.

TheoremC. Let𝑀 be a closed hyperbolic manifold. Then there exists aMarkov measure 𝜇 ∈ P𝔤 (𝑋 )
such that the following is true. For any 0 ≠ [𝜙] ∈ Bow𝜇(𝑋 )/∼ there exists a positive constant
𝜎2 = 𝜎2( [𝜙]) so that for E[[𝜙]] = E[𝜙] =

∫
𝜙 d𝜇, it holds

∀𝑐 ∈ R, 𝜇©­«𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 :

∫ 𝑇
0
𝜙 (𝑔𝑡𝑥) d𝑡 −𝑇E[𝜙]

𝜎
√
𝑇

≤ 𝑐ª®¬ −−−−→
𝑇→∞

1

√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞
𝑒−

𝑢2

2 d𝑢

Central Limit Theorems for quasimorphisms were first studied by Calegari and Fujiwara in

[28], and have been thoroughly studied ever since. For a gentle introduction we refer to the notes

of Calegari [29]. See also Horsham and Sharp [24], and the more recent article of Cantrell [30].

Unlike Theorem B, the cited limit theorems are given with respect to some appropriate exit

measure for a randomwalk in the group (for example, the Patterson-Sullivan measure). But more

importantly, the most general version [30] assumes a strong form of regularity, essentially that

the quasimorphism corresponds to a Hölder continuous function on the subshift associated to

some Strong Markov structure of Γ.
To treat all unbounded cohomology classes of quasimorphisms we prove a general version of

the Central Limit Theorem for discrete Markov chains, which to our knowledge is new even in

the independent case. The novelty is that we can consider highly non-regular processes given by

measurable functions on the corresponding subshift (weak Bowen functions). Observe that in

this level of generality even the convergence of the variance for such functions is non-trivial. On

the other hand, the method does not use any spectral gap property for the action of the Ruelle-

Perron-Frobenius operator on the space of Bowen functions (which is probably not true), and

we do not obtain any Barry-Esseen type bound.

Randomwalks and quasimorphisms. Let us state the previous theorem directly in the group

context. For a closed hyperbolic manifold 𝑀 , write as above Γ = 𝜋1(𝑀, ∗), and let Conj(Γ) =
Γ/Inn(Γ) denote its set of conjugacy classes. Equip Γ with a word metric associated to some

finite set of generators 𝑆 . Γ is word hyperbolic, therefore any 𝛾 ∈ Γ can be represented as a word

in 𝑆 of minimal length, and two such words differ by a cyclic permutation. For our purposes it
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is more convenient to work with R(Γ; 𝑆), the set of reduced cyclic words of Γ in 𝑆 , instead of

Conj(Γ). If𝑤 ∈ R(Γ; 𝑆) let |𝑤 |𝑆 denote its length.
We say that 𝐿, 𝐿′ ∈ QM(Γ) are cohomologous if [𝐿] = [𝐿′] ∈ Q̃M(Γ). Every quasimorphism

𝐿 is cohomologous to a class function 𝐿: as a result, the asymptotic behavior of 𝐿 on conjugacy

classes can be studied via the corresponding analysis of 𝐿 : R(Γ; 𝑆) → R. Given 𝑛 ∈ N let

𝐵𝑛 := {𝑤 ∈ R(Γ; 𝑆) : |𝑤 |𝑆 ≤ 𝑛}, which is a finite set, and consider the probability measures

𝜈Γ,𝑆𝑛 :=
1

#𝐵𝑛

∑︁
𝑤∈𝐵𝑛

𝛿𝑤 .

Ideally, one would like to use a limiting distribution of (𝜈Γ,𝑆𝑛 )𝑛 to study the statistical properties
of

¯𝐿, but since R(Γ; 𝑆) lacks sufficient structure, it is necessary to enlarge it in order to find this

distribution.

Theorem 1.7 (Compactification of conjugacy classes). There exists a compact metric space 𝑋Γ , a
filtration of finite 𝜎−algebras (F𝑛)𝑛 of 𝑋Γ , an injective map Φ : R(Γ; 𝑆) → 𝑋Γ , a constant 𝐷 ≥ 0

and a probability 𝜇Γ ∈ P (𝑋Γ) satisfying:
(1) Im(Φ) is dense in 𝑋Γ;
(2) Φ(𝑤) ∈ F𝐷+|𝑤 |𝑆 ;
(3) the sequence (𝜇Γ,𝑆𝑛 = 𝜈

Γ,𝑆
𝑛 ◦ Φ−1)𝑛∈N converges weakly to 𝜇Γ .

We remark that 𝜇
Γ,𝑆
𝑛 is a probability measure on F𝐷+𝑛 . If 𝐿 ∈ QM(Γ), one first considers the

induced function
¯𝐿 : R(Γ; 𝑆) → R, and then uses Φ as above to induce a sequence of continuous

functions (𝐿(𝑛) : 𝑋Γ → R)𝑛 which verifies
(1) 𝐿(𝑛) (Ψ(𝑤)) = 𝐿(𝑤), if |𝑤 |𝑆 = 𝑛;
(2) 𝐿(𝑛) is F𝑛−measurable.

See 4.2 for details. Themeasure 𝜇Γ does not depend on chosen generating set𝑆 . On the other hand,

the construction of (𝐿(𝑛))𝑛 is not canonical, but can be achieved so that two of such sequences

are at uniformly bounded distance from each other. Thus, with no loss of generality, we assume

that 𝐿 itself is a class function.

Corollary C. Let 𝑀 be a closed hyperbolic manifold with fundamental group Γ. If 𝐿 ∈ QM(Γ) is
unbounded, then there exist constants 𝜎2 = 𝜎2(𝐿) > 0, 𝑒 (𝐿) ∈ R so that for every 𝑐 ∈ R,

𝜇Γ
(
𝑥 ∈ 𝑋Γ :

𝐿(𝑛) (𝑥) − 𝑛𝑒 (𝐿)
𝜎
√
𝑛

≤ 𝑐
)
−−−−→
𝑛→∞

1

√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞
𝑒−

𝑢2

2 d𝑢

In [31] Björklund and Harnick prove a very general Central Limit Theorem for quasimor-

phisms on locally countable groups when the sequence of words is chosen by a random walk

whose driving measure 𝜇 is spread-out. When the corresponding stationary measure on 𝜕Γ is the
Patterson-Sullivanmeasure, the results in [32] imply that the CLT holds for every quasimorphism

with respect to 𝜇.

However, these results concern distributions arising from random walks on the group. In con-

trast, the measure 𝜇Γ considered here, although reminiscent of the Patterson-Sullivan measure,

is not associated to a random walk on Γ. Instead, it arises as a uniform measure on a natural

compactification of Conj(Γ). The two settings are conceptually different and consequently, the
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results of [31, 32] do not imply Corollary C. The latter permits one to study the distribution of

quasimorphisms on conjugacy classes, which provides a natural framework for the problem.

More generally, the results above show that quasimorphisms admit a natural dynamical and

probabilistic interpretation, allowing their statistical properties to be studied using tools from

thermodynamic formalism.

Functional limit theorem, Law of iterated logarithm and large deviations. Other limit

theorems follow from our approach. We highlight the invariance principle, the law of the iter-

ated logarithm, and concentration inequalities, giving a unified treatment of these results in full

generality.

If (𝐽𝑛)𝑛≥1 is a stationary sequence of zero mean in (𝑋Γ, 𝜇
Γ), let 𝑆𝑛 =

∑𝑛
𝑘=1

𝐽𝑘 and consider the

random element 𝔏 : N × 𝑋Γ → C([0, 1])

𝔏𝑡 (𝑛, 𝑥) = (𝔏(𝑛, 𝑥)) (𝑡) =
𝑆 ( [𝑛𝑡]) (𝑥) + (𝑛𝑡 − [𝑛𝑡]) 𝐽[𝑛𝑡]+1(𝑥)

𝜎
√
𝑛

𝑡 ∈ [0, 1] .

Let 𝜂𝑛 = 𝜇
Γ ◦ (𝔏(𝑛, ·))−1 be its distribution. Define

K = {𝑥 ∈ C([0, 1]) : 𝑥 (0) = 0, 𝑥 is absolutely continuous, and

∫
1

0

¤𝑥2(𝑡) d𝑡 ≤ 1}.

For 𝑒 < 𝑡 < +∞ denote 𝜙 (𝑡) =
√︁
2𝑡 log log 𝑡 .

Theorem D. Under the hypothesis of the previous corollary, suppose that 𝐿 is unbounded with
𝑒 (𝐿) = 0. Then, there exists a stationary ergodic sequence (𝐽𝑛)𝑛≥1 so that

(1) sup𝑛≥1,𝑥∈𝑋Γ
|𝑆𝑛 (𝑥) − 𝐿(𝑛) (𝑥) | < ∞;

(2) the sequence of distributions (𝜂𝑛)𝑛 converges weakly to theWiener measure. That is, (𝔏𝑡 (𝑛, ·))𝑛
converges in distribution to the standard Brownian process.

(3) For 𝜇Γ-a.e. 𝑥 , the sequence
(

𝔏(𝑛,𝑥)
𝜙 (𝑛𝜎2 (𝐿))

)
𝑛≥ 𝑒

𝜎2 (𝐿)

is relatively compact, and each of its limit points

belongs to K .
(4) For every 0 ≤ 𝛿 ≤ 1 there exists 𝐻 (𝛿) ∈ (0, 1],𝐶 > 0 such that for every 𝑛 ≥ 0,

𝜇Γ
(
𝐿(𝑛)

𝑛
≥ 𝛿

)
≤ 𝑒−𝑛𝐻 (𝛿)

𝜇Γ
(
𝐿(𝑛)
√
𝑛

≥ 𝛿
)
≤ 𝑒−𝐶𝛿2 .

As in Theorem C, this will be a consequence of the corresponding statements for weak Bowen

functions. We remark that for regular (edge-combable) quasimorphisms [30] gives a large devi-

ation theorem and, although not explicitly stated, the results in [33] can be adapted to give the

invariance principle and the LIL for these regular quasimorphisms.

Asymptotics with respect to the Patterson-Sullivan measure. When Γ is a non-elementary

Gromov-hyperbolic group, as in the case that we are discussing, there exists a symbolic coding

of 𝜕Γ (the so-called Cannon coding), which allows one to lift the Patterson-Sullivan measure

to a Markov measure. It was kindly pointed out to us by S. Cantrell that, combining this with

the technique developed for proving Theorem C, one obtains remarkable corollaries about the
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asymptotics of any unbounded quasimorphism with respect to the Patterson-Sullivan measure,

and with respect to averaging on spheres in the Cayley graph.

For 𝑛 ∈ N denote 𝑆𝑛 = {𝑔 ∈ Γ : |𝑔|𝑆 = 𝑛} the sphere of radius 𝑛. For a ray 𝑟 ⊂ Cay(Γ) we
write 𝑟𝑛 ∈ 𝑆𝑛 for the initial segment of size 𝑛. The class determined by 𝑟 on 𝜕Γ is denoted by [𝑟 ] .
The identity of Γ is 1Γ .

Corollary D. Let Γ be a non-elementary Gromov-hyperbolic group, and let 𝜈 ∈ P (𝜕Γ) be the
Patterson-Sullivan measure. If 𝐿 ∈ QM(Γ) is unbounded, then there exist 𝜎2 = 𝜎2(𝐿) > 0 such that
for every 𝑐 ∈ R,

𝜈

(
[𝑟 ] : ∃𝑟 ∈ [𝑟 ] with 𝑟0 = 1Γ and

𝐿(𝑟𝑛)
𝜎
√
𝑛

≤ 𝑐
)
−−−−→
𝑛 ↦→∞

1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞
𝑒−

𝑢2

2𝜎 d𝑢

1

#𝑆𝑛
#

{
𝑔 ∈ 𝑆𝑛 :

𝐿(𝑔)
𝜎
√
𝑛
≤ 𝑐

}
−−−−→
𝑛 ↦→∞

1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞
𝑒−

𝑢2

2 d𝑢.

We remark that this corollary does not follow from [31], which concerns limit theorems for

quasimorphisms with respect to the driving measure of a random walk on the group. In contrast,

Corollary D describes the asymptotic behavior with respect to the Patterson-Sullivan measure

on the boundary.

On the definition of Dynamical System. At the end of this introduction, we would like to

draw the reader’s attention to some interpretations of themeaning of the previous theorems from

the optics of dynamical systems. The notion of classical dynamical systems, used by Poincaré,

Gibbs, Boltzmann and many others at that time, consists of (at least) two main components: the

law of evolution, which is modeled for example by some flow (𝑔𝑡 : 𝑀 → 𝑀)𝑡∈R on the phase

space, and an observable, which is represented by some function 𝜙 : 𝑀 → R. The evolution
is in principle unknown, and the only possible interaction with the physical system is to take

measurements at discrete times. To smooth out small fluctuations, it is more natural to record

𝜙 (𝑛)
: 𝑀 → R, the cumulative sum of the measurements up to time 𝑛, and then take the average.

In this way, what one actually gets is a sequence {𝜙 (𝑛)
: 𝑀 → R}𝑛≥0 which, assuming that

measurement errors remain bounded (otherwise no relevant information is extracted), satisfies

some condition of the form

sup

𝑛,𝑚

|𝜙 (𝑛+𝑚) − 𝜙 (𝑛) − 𝜙 (𝑚) ◦ 𝑔𝑛 | < 𝐶 < ∞.

In this interpretation, quasimorphisms play the role of approximate observables whose cumula-

tive measurements satisfy the bounded error relation above. What Theorems A to C and The-

orem D say is that if the driving evolution is sufficiently chaotic, then the system has an error-

correcting mechanism that allows the observable 𝜙 to be recovered, at least for almost every

point, and in such a way that the empirical measurements remain at a bounded distance from the

sums {∑𝑛
𝑘=0

𝜙 ◦𝑔𝑘}𝑛≥1. This potential is essentially determined by some variational principle for

the measurements. Moreover, as one would expect from reality, the measurements are normally

distributed, provided one averages with respect to some well-behaved law.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank S. Cantrell for several suggestions and
references, in particular for telling us about Corollary D. We also thankM. Burger, C. Dilsavor, L.
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Flaminio, F. Ledrappier, E. Pujals, D. Thompson and B. Pozzetti for their constructive comments

that improved this work.

2. Geodesic flow on negatively curved spaces and its symbolic representation

In this section, we review some dynamical concepts related to geodesic flows and explain their

symbolic structure. We also state analogues of the theorems from the introduction in this more

general setting.

2.1. Geodesic flows. Let𝑀 be a closed (connected) geodesic space which is negatively curved

in the Alexandrov sense. Its universal covering 𝑀 is therefore a proper CAT

(
−𝑎2

)
space and

hence contractible. The group Γ = 𝜋1(𝑀, ∗) acts by isometries on𝑀 by deck transformations.

Thus, we can (and do) identify𝑀 = 𝑀/Γ. By the Milnor-Švarc theorem, Γ is finitely generated

and quasi-isometric to𝑀 , when equipped with any word metric associated to a finite generating

set. In particular, Γ is word hyperbolic. We adopt the following nomenclature, which appears in

[34].

Definition 2.1. 𝑀 is referred to as a closed locally CAT

(
−𝑎2

)
space.

The limit set of Γ on𝑀 can be naturally identified with its geometric boundary 𝜕Γ � 𝜕𝑀 , and

we denote

G := {𝑐 : R → 𝑀 : 𝑐 is a geodesic, 𝑐 (−∞), 𝑐 (+∞) ∈ 𝜕Γ}.
G is equipped with the topology of uniform convergence on compact subsets; this topology is

metrizable. On G there are three natural actions, namely:

(1) Γ acts cocompactly by isometries with 𝛾 · 𝑐 = 𝛾 ◦ 𝑐 ;
(2) Z2 acts by an involution, 𝐼 : 𝑐 (𝑡) ↦→ 𝑐 (−𝑡);
(3) R acts by 𝑠 · 𝑐 (𝑡) := 𝑐 (𝑡 + 𝑠).
Let E := G/Γ. Since the Γ− and R− actions commute, there exists an induced R action on

E . We denote by 𝔤 = (𝑔𝑡 )𝑡∈R : E ý the corresponding flow. Likewise, the Z2 action induces an

action on 𝐼 : E ý, with 𝐼 (𝑔𝑡 ) = 𝑔−𝑡 ,∀𝑡 ∈ R.

Definition 2.2. 𝔤 is the geodesic flow associated to Γ.

The above flow was introduced by Gromov [35] for hyperbolic groups; further details can be

found in [36, 37]. In the setting of a negatively curved space, the flow is better behaved and can

be seen as a direct analogue of the (differentiable) geodesic flow on a hyperbolic manifold. See

Bourdon’s article [38]. We note that the above construction is by no means canonical, and the

resulting flow is susceptible to reparametrization. However, Gromov proved that two different

geodesic flows associated with Γ are equivalent in the following sense.

Definition 2.3. If 𝑋,𝑌 are metric spaces equipped with flows 𝜙𝑋 = (𝜙𝑋𝑡 )𝑡 : 𝑋 ý, 𝜙𝑌 = (𝜙𝑌𝑡 )𝑡 :
𝑌 ý we say that a homeomorphism ℎ : 𝑋 → 𝑌 is an equivalence between the flows if it sends

orbits of 𝜙𝑋 onto orbits of 𝜙𝑌 . In this case the flows are said to be equivalent.

By the above, we will refer to any equivalent flow to 𝔤 as a geodesic flow.

Remark 2.4. For𝑀 hyperbolic manifold the space E is homeomorphic to its unit tangent bundle,

and 𝔤 is flow equivalent to any geodesic flow on𝑇 1𝑀 defined by a smooth Riemannian metric.
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In [34], the authors show that for locally CAT

(
−𝑎2

)
spaces one can find a geodesic flow asso-

ciated to Γ that is also a topologically mixing Smale flow (also called a metric Anosov flow). For

our purposes it will suffice to note three dynamical consequences: expansitivity, shadowing and

symbolic representation.

Theorem 2.5 (Expansivity). There exists a geodesic flow 𝔤 = (𝑔𝑡 )𝑡∈R and a constant𝐶exp > 0 such
that

sup

𝑡∈R
dE (𝑔𝑡 (𝑥), 𝑔𝑡 (𝑦)) ≤ 𝐶exp ⇒ 𝑥 = 𝑔𝑡0 (𝑦) |𝑡0 | < 𝐶exp.

Notation. A geodesic 𝛼 : R → E is periodic if there exists𝑇 > 0 so that 𝛼 (𝑡 +𝑇 ) = 𝛼 (𝑡),∀𝑡 ∈ R.
The smallest of such𝑇 is called the period of 𝛼 and is denoted by per(𝛼).
Theorem 2.6 (Shadowing). The geodesic flow given in the previous theorem also satisfies: given
𝛿 > 0 there exists𝐶sha =𝐶sha(𝛿) > 0 so that if 𝛼1, 𝛼2 are periodic orbits there exists a periodic orbit
𝛼3 such that

per(𝛼3) ≤ per(𝛼1) + per(𝛼2) + 2𝐶sha

sup

𝑡∈[0,per(𝛼1)]
{dE (𝛼1(𝑡), 𝛼3(𝑡))} < 𝛿, sup

𝑡∈[0,per(𝛼2)]
{dE (𝛼2(𝑡), 𝛼3(𝑡 +𝐶sha))} < 𝛿.

The proof of both theorems for Smale flows is the same as for smooth hyperbolic flows, which

is standard. See for example Chapter 18 in [39]. From now on we work with a parametrization 𝔤

satisfying both Theorems 2.5 and 2.6. Symbolic representation is discussed below.

Notation. We fix 𝛿0 > 0 and write 𝐶sha for the corresponding constant. If 𝛼1, 𝛼2 are periodic

orbits then we write 𝛼3 = 𝛼1 ★ 𝛼2 for any periodic orbit 𝛼3 satisfying the conclusion of the

previous theorem.

2.2. Weak Bowen Functions and their Livšic cohomology. Recall that P𝔤 (E) denotes the
invariant (probability) measures for the flow 𝔤. Given 𝑥 ∈ E and𝑇 > 0 we denote

𝑆𝑇𝜙 (𝑥) :=
∫ 𝑇

0

𝜙 (𝑔𝑡𝑥) d𝑡 .

Fix 0 < 𝜀0 <
𝐶exp

4
.

Definition 2.7. Let 𝜇 ∈ P𝔤 (E) be an invariant probability measure of full support. We say that

𝜙 ∈ 𝐿∞(E) is a 𝜇−weak Bowen function if there exist𝐶 > 0 so that

(𝜇-a.e. 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ E,∀𝑇 > 0) : sup

𝑡∈[0,𝑇 ]
dE (𝑔𝑡𝑥,𝑔𝑡𝑦) ≤ 𝜀0 ⇒ |𝑆𝑇𝜙 (𝑥) − 𝑆𝑇𝜙 (𝑦) | ≤ 𝐶.

The Bowen constant of𝜙 is ∥𝜙 ∥𝐵 = inf𝐶 , and its Bowen norm is |||𝜙 |||𝐵 = ∥𝜙 ∥𝐿∞ + ∥𝜙 ∥𝐵 . The space
of 𝜇−weak Bowen functions is denoted by Bow𝜇(E).

Let us discuss this norm in more detail.

Notation. If 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ E,𝑇 > 0 we write

dE,𝑇 (𝑥,𝑦) = sup

𝑡∈[0,𝑇 ]
dE (𝑔𝑡𝑥,𝑔𝑡𝑦)

and

𝐵(𝑥, 𝜀0,𝑇 ) = {𝑦 : dE,𝑇 (𝑥,𝑦) ≤ 𝜀0};
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these are the𝑇−Bowen distance and the (𝜀0,𝑇 )-Bowen ball, respectively.

Thus,

|||𝜙 |||𝐵 = ∥𝜙 ∥𝐿∞ + sup

𝑛∈N>0

sup

𝑥,𝑦∈𝐵(𝑥,𝜀0,𝑛)
|𝑆𝑛𝜙 (𝑥) − 𝑆𝑛𝜙 (𝑦) |

where in the last supremum it is understood that 𝑥,𝑦 are chosen almost everywhere with respect

to 𝜇. Note that this is clearly a norm, and if (𝜙𝑘)𝑘 ⊂ Bow𝜇(E) verifies lim𝑘 |||𝜙𝑘 − 𝜙 |||𝐵 = 0 for

some function 𝜙 , then 𝜙 ∈ Bow𝜇(E).

Proposition 2.8.
(
Bow𝜇(E), |||·|||𝐵

)
is a Banach space.

Proof. For 𝑛 ∈ N>0 let 𝑈𝑛 = {(𝑥,𝑦) ∈ E × E : 𝑦 ∈ 𝐵(𝑥, 𝜀0, 𝑛)}. Note that for 𝜙 ∈ Bow𝜇(E),
denotingℎ𝑛 (𝑥,𝑦) = 𝑆𝑛𝜙 (𝑥) −𝑆𝑛𝜙 (𝑦), we have ∥𝜙 ∥𝐵 = sup𝑛>0 ess sup(ℎ𝑛 |𝑈𝑛), where the essential
supremum is taken with respect to 𝜇 ⊗ 𝜇 |𝑈𝑛 .

Let

𝑍 = E × {0} ∪
⋃
𝑛>0

𝑈𝑛 × {𝑛}

be the disjoint union of the different𝑈𝑛 andE . For a given function𝑢 on𝑍 wewrite𝑢 (·, 0), 𝑢 (·, ·, 𝑛)
for its restrictions to E×{0},𝑈𝑛×{𝑛}, respectively. Let 𝜈 be the (𝜎−finite) measure on𝑍 induced

by 𝜇.

Consider the Banach space𝐴, whose underlying space is 𝐿∞(𝑍, 𝜈), but with norm

∥𝑢∥𝐴 := ∥𝑢 |E×{0}∥𝐿∞ + sup

𝑛>0

∥𝑢 |𝑈𝑛×{𝑛}∥𝐿∞ .

Notice that this norm is equivalent to the standard 𝐿∞ norm on 𝑍 .

We have that the functions with the Bowen property embed isometrically into 𝐴 by 𝜄𝜙 (𝑎) =
𝜙 (𝑥) for 𝑎 = (𝑥, 0) ∈ E × {0} and 𝜄𝜙 (𝑎) = 𝑆𝑛𝜙 (𝑥) − 𝑆𝑛𝜙 (𝑦) if 𝑎 = (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑛) ∈ 𝑈𝑛 × {𝑛}.

It is thus enough to show that 𝜄 (Bow𝜇(E)) ⊂ 𝐴 is closed. Let (𝜙𝑘)𝑘 ⊂ Bow𝜇(E) and assume

that 𝑢𝑘 := 𝜄𝜙𝑘 −−−−→
𝑘 ↦→∞

𝑢; we want to show that there is a function 𝜙 : 𝐷𝜙 ⊂ E → R so that

𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑛) = 𝑆𝑛𝜙 (𝑥) − 𝑆𝑛𝜙 (𝑦) whenever dE,𝑛 (𝑥,𝑦) ≤ 𝜀0. Note that 𝜙 (𝑥) can only be defined as

𝜙 (𝑥) = lim𝑘 𝑢𝑘 (𝑥, 0), which exists 𝜇−almost everywhere.

On the other hand, we know that for every given𝑛 and𝑘 ,𝑆𝑛𝜙𝑘 (𝑥)−𝑆𝑛𝜙𝑘 (𝑦) = 𝑢𝑘 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑛) −−−−→
𝑘 ↦→∞

𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑛). Also, for 𝜇-a.e. it holds for every 𝑛, 𝑆𝑛𝜙𝑘 (𝑥) −−−−→
𝑘 ↦→∞

𝑆𝑛𝜙 (𝑥) (pointwise convergence
together with the bounded convergence theorem). Hence

𝑢𝑘 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑛) = 𝑆𝑛𝜙𝑘 (𝑥) − 𝑆𝑛𝜙𝑘 (𝑦) −−−−→
𝑘 ↦→∞

𝑆𝑛𝜙 (𝑥) − 𝑆𝑛𝜙 (𝑦)

and so

𝑆𝑛𝜙 (𝑥) − 𝑆𝑛𝜙 (𝑦) = 𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑛)
for every 𝑛, for almost every 𝑥,𝑦 with dE,𝑛 (𝑥,𝑦) ≤ 𝜀0, which means that𝑢 = 𝜄𝜙 , thus the image is

closed. ■

Definition 2.9. We say that 𝜙 ∈ Bow𝜇(E) is a Livšic coboundary if there exists 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿∞(E, 𝜇)
which is differentiable along orbits of 𝔤 and satisfies 𝜙 =

d𝑢◦𝑔𝑡
d𝑡

|𝑡=0. The space of Livšic cobound-
aries is denoted by Cob𝜇(E).
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Two functions 𝜙,𝜓 ∈ Bow𝜇(E) are said to be Livšic cohomologous (𝜙 ∼ 𝜓 ) if their difference
is a Livšic coboundary.

Note that Cob𝜇(E) ⊂
(
Bow𝜇(E), |||·|||𝐵

)
is a closed subspace, thus

Bow𝜇(E)/∼:=
Bow𝜇(E)
Cob𝜇(E)

is a Banach space with respect to the norm

||| [𝜙] |||𝐵 = inf{|||𝜓 |||𝐵 : 𝜓 ∼ 𝜙}.
Definition 2.10. We say that 𝜙 ∈ Bow𝜇(E) is antisymmetric if 𝜙 ◦ 𝐼 ∼ −𝜙 . We denote by

Bow
𝑎
𝜇 (E) the subspace of Bow𝜇(E) consisting of antisymmetric elements.

With these definitions we have the following generalization of Theorems A and B.

Theorem 2.11. Let𝑀 be a closed locally CAT
(
−𝑎2

)
space, and let 𝜇 ∈ P𝔤 (E) be fully supported.

Denote by Γ = 𝜋1(𝑀, ∗).
(1) There exists a Banach isomorphism

Ψ :

(
Q̃M(Γ), ∥·∥

)
→

(
Bow

𝑎
𝜇 (E), |||·|||

)
.

(2) For each [𝜙] ∈ Bow𝜇(E)/∼ there exists a measure 𝜇 [𝜙] = 𝜇𝜙 ∈ P𝔤 (E) which can be
characterized as the unique element of this space satisfying

ℎ𝜇𝜙 (𝔤) +
∫

𝜙 d𝜇𝜙 = sup

𝜇∈P𝔤 (𝑋 )

(
ℎ𝜇 (𝔤) +

∫
𝜙 d𝜇

)
.

For every 𝑡 ≠ 0, the stochastic process defined by (𝜙◦𝑔𝑛𝑡 )𝑛∈N : E → R is measure-theoretically
isomorphic to a Bernoulli process with finitely many symbols.

An important part of this article is devoted to extending the classical cohomology theory of

Livšic [17] for non-regular weak Bowen functions. Consider 𝜙 : 𝐷𝜙 → R ∈ Bow
𝑎
𝜇 (E): with no

loss of generality we assume that 𝐷𝜙 is 𝔤-invariant, and also dense, since 𝜇 is fully supported. Let

𝑥 ∈ E be contained in a periodic orbit 𝛼 , and suppose that 𝑦 ∈ 𝐷𝜙 is so that
sup

𝑡∈[0,per(𝛼)]
dE (𝑔𝑡𝑥, 𝑔𝑡𝑦) ≤ 𝐶exp.

Then the limit

lim

𝑇→∞

𝑆𝑇𝜙 (𝑦)
𝑇

exists, does not depend on the point 𝑦 chosen with the above rule, and in fact only depends on

𝛼 . These facts are simple to prove: existence follows almost directly from subadditivity of the

sequence (𝑆𝑛𝜙 (𝑥))𝑛∈N, while independence of the chosen point (𝑦 and 𝑥 ∈ 𝛼 ) is consequence of
the weak Bowen property. See Section 5 where an analogous fact is proven.

Definition 2.12. The average of 𝜙 on the periodic orbit 𝛼 is

av𝛼 (𝜙) := lim

𝑇→+∞

𝑆𝑇𝜙 (𝑦)
𝑇

,
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where 𝑥 ∈ 𝛼 and 𝑦 ∈ 𝐷𝜙 satisfy
sup

𝑡∈[0,per(𝛼)]
dE (𝑔𝑡𝑥, 𝑔𝑡𝑦) ≤ 𝐶exp.

This definition is natural, since if 𝐷 (𝜙) = E , then av𝛼 (𝜙) is just the integral of 𝜙 with respect

to the homogeneous probability measure supported on 𝛼 . We will prove:

Theorem E. Let 𝜇 ∈ P𝔤 (E) be fully supported. Then 𝜙,𝜓 ∈ Bow𝜇(E) are Livšic cohomologous if
and only if for every periodic orbit 𝛼 of 𝔤 it holds av𝛼 (𝜙) = av𝛼 (𝜓 ).

This immediately implies the claim stated in the introduction that Ker 𝑐2 is infinite-dimensional

[6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12].

Corollary 2.13. For 𝑀, 𝜇 as in Theorem 2.11, the kernel Ker
(
𝑐2 : 𝐻

2

b
(𝑀,R) → 𝐻 2(𝑀 ;R)

)
is

infinite dimensional.

Proof. Take (𝛼𝑛)𝑛 an infinite sequence of different (oriented) periodic orbits for the flow 𝔤, and

choose a pairwise disjoint open family (𝑈𝑛)𝑛 so that 𝑈𝑛 = 𝐼 (𝑈𝑛) is a neighborhood of 𝛼𝑛 in

E. Standard methods allow one to construct for each 𝑛 a Lipschitz function 𝜙𝑛 : E → R
so that 𝜙𝑛 |𝛼𝑛 > 0 and 𝜙𝑛 |𝑈 𝑐

𝑛
= 0. Define 𝜙𝑛 ◦ 𝐼 = −𝜙𝑛 . Theorem E directly implies that

{[𝜙𝑛]}𝑛 ⊂ Bow𝜇(E)/∼ is linearly independent, therefore the target space is infinite dimensional,

which implies the same for Q̃M(Γ), Γ = 𝜋1(𝑀, ∗), by Theorem 2.11. Since Ker 𝑐2 is isomorphic

to Q̃M(Γ)/Hom(Γ,R), the claim follows. ■

There exist analogous versions of the Limit Theorems and their corresponding Corollaries for

the general setting discussed in Theorem 2.11. The proofs will be given in this framework.

2.3. Symbolic Representation of the Geodesic flow. A key fact in the differentiable setting is

that the geodesic flow of a negatively curved metric is an Anosov flow, and in particular it admits

Markov partitions [40, 41]. This allows one to use the powerful machinery of symbolic dynamics

to study the flow. In a recent work of Constantine, Lafont and Thompson [34] the same type of

structure is established for compact locally CAT

(
−𝑎2

)
spaces, refining a previous construction

due to Pollicott [42]. We explain this below.

Given A a finite set (the alphabet) and 𝑅 : A × A → {0, 1} consider
Σ̃ = Σ̃𝑅 =

{
𝑥 = (𝑥𝑛)𝑛∈Z : 𝑥𝑛 ∈ A , 𝑅(𝑥𝑛, 𝑥𝑛+1) = 1,∀𝑛 ∈ Z

}
.

By identifying A = {1, · · · , 𝑑} we get that 𝑅 = (𝑅𝑖 𝑗 )1≤𝑖, 𝑗≤𝑑 ∈ Mat𝑑 ({0, 1}). From now on we

assume that 𝑅 is irreducible and aperiodic, and in particular, there exists𝑀 > 0 such that for all

𝑘 ≥ 𝑀 , 𝑅𝑘 is a positive matrix. If𝑀 = 1 (𝑅𝑖 𝑗 = 1 for all 𝑖, 𝑗 ) then Σ̃ is called the full shift.

Definition 2.14. By a subshift of finite type (SFT) we mean a space Σ𝑅 as described above (in

particular, 𝑅 is irreducible and aperiodic). The number𝑀 ∈ N such that 𝑅𝑀 is positive will be

referred to as the specification constant of the subshift.

The space Σ̃ is topologized as a subset of A Z
, where the latter is given the product topology

induced by the discrete one on A . It follows that Σ̃ ⊂ A Z
is closed, and homeomorphic to a

Cantor space (Moore-Kline theorem). The metric on A Z
defined as

dΣ̃(𝑥,𝑦) =
1

2
𝑁 (𝑥,𝑦)+1 , 𝑁 =max{𝑛 : 𝑥𝑖 = 𝑦𝑖, 𝑖 = −𝑁, . . . 𝑁 }



BOUNDED COHOMOLOGY AND STATISTICS 15

is compatible with the product topology, therefore A Z
and Σ̃ are metrizable. In the rest of the

article it is assumed that these spaces are equipped the above metric.

The shift map on Σ̃ is the (bi-Lipschitz) homeomorphism 𝜏 : Σ̃ ý, 𝜏 (𝑥) = (𝑥𝑛+1)𝑛∈Z.
Fix a SFT Σ̃, and let 𝑓 : Σ̃ → R>0 be a continuous bounded function. Here and in other parts

of this article we write

𝑆𝜏𝑛 𝑓 =



0 𝑛 = 0

𝑛−1∑︁
𝑘=0

𝑓 ◦ 𝜏𝑘 𝑛 > 0

−1∑︁
𝑘=𝑛

𝑓 ◦ 𝜏𝑘 𝑛 < 0

(Birkhoff’s sums of 𝑓 associated to the dynamics 𝜏 ): then (𝑆𝜏𝑛 𝑓 )𝑛∈Z is an additive cocycle over

Z. On Σ̃ × R consider the Z−action given by 𝑛 · (𝑥, 𝑡) = (𝜏𝑛𝑥, 𝑡 − 𝑆𝜏𝑛 𝑓 (𝑥)), and denote by

Σ̃𝑓 = Σ̃ × R/Z. The translation flow on Σ̃ × R induces a continuous flow (𝜏𝑡 )𝑡∈R on Σ̃𝑓 by

𝜏𝑡 ( [𝑥, 𝑠]) = [𝑥, 𝑠 + 𝑡] .

Definition 2.15. The flow 𝔱 = (𝜏𝑡 )𝑡∈R : Σ̃𝑓 ý is the suspension flow of 𝜏 under the function 𝑓 .

Recall that an invariant probability for a flow is ergodic if every (Borel) set that is invariant

under flow has zero or full measure.

Theorem 2.16. Let 𝑀 be a closed locally CAT
(
−𝑎2

)
space. Then there exist a reparametrization

𝔤 = (𝑔𝑡 : E ý)𝑡∈R of the associated geodesic flow, a SFT Σ̃, a Hölder function 𝑓 : Σ̃ → R>0, and a
Hölder map ℎ : Σ̃𝑓 → E satisfying:

(1) ℎ is surjective, and ℎ ◦ 𝜏𝑡 = 𝑔𝑡 ◦ ℎ for every 𝑡 ∈ R;
(2) there exists a closed nowhere dense set 𝐵 ⊂ E so that ℎ is one-to-one on ℎ−1(⋃𝑡∈R 𝑔𝑡 (𝐵));
(3) there exists 𝑘 ∈ N so that ℎ is at most 𝑘-to-one;
(4) ℎ sends periodic orbits of Σ̃𝑓 to periodic orbits of 𝔤;
(5) if 𝜈 ∈ P𝔤 (E) has full support and is ergodic, then there exists a unique 𝜈𝔱 ∈ P𝔱 (Σ̃𝑓 ) so that

𝜈𝔱 ◦ ℎ−1 = 𝜈 .
Proof. This is classical for hyperbolic flows [41]. In the previous generality, everything is proven

in [34], except for the last point, that follows from the others. ■

Corollary 2.17. Let 𝜈 ∈ P𝔤 (E) be an ergodic measure of full support and 𝜈𝔱 ∈ P𝔱 (Σ̃) as in
the previous theorem. Then ℎ induces Banach isomorphisms ℎ∗ : Bow𝜈𝔱

(Σ̃𝑓 ) → Bow𝜈(E), ℎ∗ :

Bow𝜈𝔱
(Σ̃𝑓 )/∼→ Bow𝜈(E)/∼.

The above theorem allows us to reduce the study of some dynamical properties of 𝔤 to the

corresponding ones in 𝔱, which typically are more manageable. As an illustration, if 𝜈𝔱 ∈ P𝔱 (Σ̃),
then there exists some 𝜏-invariant measure 𝜈𝜏 such that

𝐻 ∈ C(Σ̃𝑓 ) ⇒ 𝜈𝔱 (𝐻 ) =

∫
Σ̃

(∫ 𝑓 (𝑥)
0

𝐻 ( [𝑥, 𝑡]) d𝑡
)
d𝜈𝜏 (𝑥)∫

𝑓 (𝑥) d𝜈𝜏 (𝑥)
,
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and conversely, for 𝜈𝜏 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ̃) the above formula defines an invariant measure for 𝔱. It follows

that there exists a one-to-one correspondence between invariant measures onP𝔱 (Σ̃) andP𝜏 (Σ̃).
Moreover, 𝜈 is ergodic if and only if 𝜈𝜏 is ergodic (the definition of ergodicity for 𝜏 is analogous

to the case of flows). See for example [43], Chapter 6.

Corollary 2.18. In the same hypotheses as in the previous theorem, there exists a one-to-one cor-
respondence between fully supported ergodic probability measures for 𝔤, and fully supported ergodic
measures for 𝜏 .

After discussing some of the structure of SFTs we will improve Corollary 2.17, establishing

that Bow𝜈(E) is in fact isomorphic to the space Bow𝜈𝜏
(Σ̃𝑓 ).

Other possible extensions. To apply our arguments we rely on the existence of the symbolic

model for the flow, but once one reaches this setting the rest of the theory goes through. In

particular, the same applies to Axiom A flows, which is the case of the geodesic flow restricted

to its non-wandering set, when𝑀 is a convex compact CAT

(
−𝑎2

)
space: this fact is also proven

in [34]. We also mention that the content of this article gives a coarse version of thermodynamic

formalism for classical hyperbolic systems, as Anosov diffeomorphisms and flows.

The idea of studying equilibrium states for the Gromov-Mineyev flow of a locally CAT

(
−𝑎2

)
space also appears in the recent work of Dilsavor and Thompson [44] (based on the first author

Ph.D. thesis [45]). The focus there is on constructing equilibrium states for some families of

continuous sub-additive potentials (in our terminology, continuous quasicocycles for the flow),

while the arguments are more dependent on the geometry of the group, e.g. constructing some

Patterson-Sullivan type density and using it to assemble the equilibrium state. In the compact

case, the results here give another proof of existence and uniqueness of equilibrium states for the

families that they consider, but their geometrical approach allows them to consider non-compact

cases as well. It seems likely that further synergy between their results and ours can be exploited.

3. Quasimorphisms on hyperbolic groups

Given a finitely generated group Γ, one can consider bounded real-valued cochains and proceed
analogously to the case of topological spaces in order to define its bounded cohomology. It is a

result of Gromov (page 257 of [2]) that if𝑀 is a K(Γ, 1), the bounded cohomology of𝑀 and Γ are
naturally isomorphic. This is useful because, as mentioned in the introduction, to study the Ker 𝑐2
one can study instead the space QM(Γ). We remind the reader that, by the Cartan–Hadamard

theorem, if𝑀 is a locally CAT

(
−𝑎2

)
space then it is a K(𝜋1(𝑀, ∗), 1),

Notation. if 𝑋 is a set we denote ℓ∞(𝑋 ) = {𝑓 : 𝑋 → R : (∃𝐶 > 0) ∀𝑥 ∈ 𝑋, |𝑓 (𝑥) | ≤ 𝐶}, and
we write ℓ∞ = ℓ∞(N). The ℓ∞ norm on ℓ∞(𝑋 ) is defined as usual.

Recall that 𝐿, 𝐿′ ∈ QM(Γ) are said to be cohomologous if 𝐿−𝐿′ ∈ ℓ∞(Γ). Note that 𝐿 ↦→ ∥𝛿𝐿∥
is a seminorm on QM(Γ), hence it induces naturally a norm on Q̃M(Γ). However, this norm is

not complete, and it is more convenient to use a different one. Fix a finite generating set 𝑆 of Γ,
and denote 𝑆𝑒 = 𝑆 ∪ {1Γ}. For 𝐿 ∈ QM(Γ) and 𝑎, 𝑏 ∈ Γ we are writing

𝛿𝐿(𝑎, 𝑏) = 𝐿(𝑎𝑏) − 𝐿(𝑎) − 𝐿(𝑏).
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Define

∥𝐿∥ = ∥𝐿∥𝑆 = ∥𝐿 |𝑆𝑒 ∥ℓ∞ + ∥𝛿𝐿∥ℓ∞ .
Proposition 3.1. (QM(Γ), ∥·∥) is a Banach space. Moreover, if 𝑆′ is another finite generating set
of Γ then the norms ∥·∥𝑆, ∥·∥𝑆′ are equivalent.
Proof. Clearly ∥·∥ is a semi-norm, and if ∥𝐿∥ = 0 then, on one hand 𝛿𝐿 = 0 and hence 𝐿 is a

homomorphism, and on the other hand it vanishes on a generating set, so it is the 0 homomor-

phism. Thus ∥·∥ is norm. The equivalence of the norms for finite 𝑆, 𝑆′ is obvious, so it remains

to show completeness. We proceed similarly as in Proposition 2.8.

Consider the space S = ℓ∞(𝑆𝑒) × ℓ∞(Γ × Γ) with the norm
∥(𝑙, 𝑢)∥𝑆 = ∥𝑙 ∥ℓ∞(𝑆𝑒 ) + ∥𝑢∥ℓ∞(Γ×Γ) .

S is a Banach space, and QM(Γ) embeds isometrically in it as 𝐿 → (𝐿 |𝑆𝑒 , 𝛿𝐿). We claim that

the image of this map is closed. Let (𝑙𝑛, 𝑢𝑛)𝑛 = (𝐿𝑛 |𝑆𝑒 , 𝛿𝐿𝑛) be a sequence in S and assume that

𝑙𝑛 −−−−→
𝑛 ↦→∞

𝑙 and 𝑢𝑛 = 𝛿𝐿𝑛 −−−−→
𝑛 ↦→∞

𝑢 , thus in particular ∥(𝑙, 𝑢)∥𝑆 < ∞: we want to show that 𝑙 = 𝐿 |𝑆
and 𝛿𝐿 = 𝑢 for some 𝐿 : Γ → R (which necessary will satisfy ∥𝛿𝐿∥ < ∞, hence 𝐿 ∈ QM(Γ)). Let
us show inductively that 𝐿𝑛 converges pointwise in 𝐵𝑘 = {𝑤 ∈ Γ : |𝑤 |𝑆 ≤ 𝑘}.
For 𝑘 = 0 and 𝑘 = 1 this is true since 𝐿𝑛 |𝑆𝑒 = 𝑙𝑛 −−−−→

𝑛 ↦→∞
𝑙 . Assume it is convergent for 𝑘 , take

𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑘+1 and consider 𝑠 ∈ 𝑆,𝛾 ∈ 𝑆𝑘 , so that 𝑥 = 𝑠𝛾 . It follows that

𝐿𝑛 (𝑥) = 𝐿𝑛 (𝑠𝛾) = 𝑢𝑛 (𝑠, 𝛾) + 𝑙𝑛 (𝑠) + 𝐿𝑛 |𝐵𝑘 (𝛾).
It is no loss of generality to suppose |𝑥 |𝑆 = 𝑘 + 1, otherwise we are already in the induction

hypotheses. Note also that 𝑥 = 𝑠1𝛾1, then if 𝑥 = 𝑠1𝛾1, then

𝑢𝑛 (𝑠, 𝛾) + 𝑙𝑛 (𝑠) + 𝐿𝑛 |𝐵𝑘 (𝛾) = 𝐿𝑛 (𝑥) = 𝑢𝑛 (𝑠1, 𝛾1) + 𝑙𝑛 (𝑠1) + 𝐿𝑛 |𝐵𝑘 (𝛾) (𝛾1),
Since 𝑢𝑛, 𝑙𝑛 and 𝐿𝑛 |𝐵𝑘 are convergent, we get that 𝐿𝑛 (𝑥) is Cauchy, hence convergent, so 𝐿𝑛 |𝐵𝑘+1
converges pointwise to a map that we denote 𝐿 |𝐵𝑘+1 . This way we have 𝐿 defined on

⋃
𝑘≥0 𝐵𝑘 = Γ.

From the pointwise convergence we also get that if 𝑎 ∈ 𝐵𝑘 , 𝑏 ∈ 𝐵𝑘 ′ (⇒ 𝑎𝑏 ∈ 𝐵𝑘+𝑘 ′ )
𝛿𝐿𝑛 (𝑎, 𝑏) = 𝑢𝑛 (𝑎, 𝑏) −−−−→

𝑛 ↦→∞
𝑢 (𝑎,𝑏)

𝛿𝐿𝑛 (𝑎, 𝑏) = 𝐿𝑛 (𝑎𝑏) − 𝐿𝑛 (𝑎) − 𝐿𝑛 (𝑏) −−−−→
𝑛 ↦→∞

𝐿(𝑎𝑏) − 𝐿(𝑎) − 𝐿(𝑏) = 𝛿𝐿(𝑎, 𝑏).

This concludes the proof. ■

Remark 3.2. In the proof above, note that 𝛿𝐿(𝑎, 𝑎−1) = 𝐿(1Γ) −𝐿(𝑎) −𝐿(𝑎−1), hence 𝛿𝐿 and 𝐿 |𝑆𝑒
determine 𝐿 on 𝑆−1. We deduce that we can assume that 𝑆 is symmetric in what follows.

In other geometrical problems it would be important to consider distances in the space of

quasimorphisms that do not possess this feature.

Since ℓ∞(Γ) ⊂ QM(Γ) is closed with respect to ∥·∥𝑆 , from the above it follows directly that

Q̃M(Γ) is a Banach space with respect to the quotient norm
∥ [𝐿] ∥𝑆 = inf{∥𝐿′∥𝑆 : 𝐿′ ∼ 𝐿}.

Moreover, the induced norm on
QM(Γ)

Hom(Γ,R)⊕ℓ∞ (Γ) ≈
Q̃M(Γ)

Hom(Γ,R) is given by

∥ [𝐿] ∥ = inf{∥𝛿𝐿′∥ : 𝐿′ ∼ 𝐿},
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which in particular does not depend on 𝑆 .

We collect the relation between quasimorphism and bounded cohomology in the following.

Proposition 3.3. If Γ is finitely generated then there exists a short exact sequence of linear maps

0 → Hom(Γ,R) → QM(Γ)
ℓ∞(Γ) → 𝐻 2

b
(Γ;R) 𝑐2−→ 𝐻 2(Γ;R) → 0.

Moreover, there exists a linear isometry

QM(Γ)
Hom(Γ,R) ⊕ ℓ∞(Γ) ≈ Ker 𝑐2.

Proof. The existence of the short exact sequence is well known, and can be found for example

in [46]: the linear map Γ : QM(Γ) → Ker 𝑐2 given by Γ(𝐿) = [𝛿𝐿] is surjective and vanishes

precisely on Hom(Γ,R) ⊕ ℓ∞(Γ). On the other hand, the norm on Ker 𝑐2 is of the form

∥ [𝐵] ∥ = inf{∥𝐵 + 𝛿𝑏∥ℓ∞ : 𝑏 ∈ ℓ∞(Γ)}

(see [5]), thus

∥Γ( [𝐿])∥ = inf{∥𝛿 (𝐿 + 𝑏)∥ℓ∞ : 𝑏 ∈ ℓ∞(Γ)} = inf{∥𝛿 (𝐿′)∥ : 𝐿′ ∼ 𝐿} = ∥ [𝐿] ∥.

■

Due to the above, we will focus on the space of unbounded quasimorphisms Q̃M(Γ) = QM(Γ)
ℓ∞ (Γ) .

Each cohomology class of quasimorphism has a well behaved representative, namely a (unique)

quasimorphism 𝐿 so that for every 𝑔 ∈ Γ, 𝑛 ∈ Z, 𝐿(𝑔𝑛) = 𝑛𝐿(𝑔). From here it follows that

𝐿(𝑔) := lim

𝑛→∞
𝐿(𝑔𝑛)
𝑛

See [46], or Lemma 4.14 where an analogous statement is discussed.

Definition 3.4. 𝐿 ∈ QM(Γ) is homogeneous if for every 𝑔 ∈ Γ, 𝑛 ∈ Z it holds 𝐿(𝑔𝑛) = 𝑛𝐿(𝑔).
The set of homogeneous quasimorphisms on Γ is denoted by HQM(Γ).

Corollary 3.5. If 𝐿 ∈ HQM(Γ), then it is constant on conjugacy classes of Γ.

Proof. Indeed, |𝐿(ℎ · 𝑔ℎ−1) − 𝐿(𝑔) | ≤ 2∥𝛿𝐿∥ for every 𝑔, ℎ. It follows that for ℎ fixed the map

𝐿′(𝑔) = 𝐿(ℎ · 𝑔 · ℎ−1) − 𝐿(𝑔) is a bounded homogeneous quasimorphism, hence identically

zero. ■

Consider the inclusion 𝜄 : HQM(Γ) → QM(Γ), This is a continuous map and has a left

inverse 𝑝 (𝐿) = 𝐿. Note that |𝑝 (𝐿) (𝑔) − 𝐿(𝑔) | ≤ ∥𝛿𝐿∥ for every 𝑔 and so ∥𝑝 (𝐿)∥𝑆 ≤ ∥𝐿∥𝑆 , thus
𝑝 : HQM(Γ) → QM(Γ) is continuous.

Since any bounded homogeneous quasimorphisms is necessarily trivial, we obtain:

Corollary 3.6. The spaces Q̃M(Γ) and HQM(Γ) are Banach isomorphic when equipped with the
norm associated to some finite symmetric generating set 𝑆 ⊂ Γ.

Assumption: From now on we work with homogeneous quasimorphisms.
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3.1. quasimorphisms in negative curvature. Now let𝑀 be a closed locally CAT

(
−𝑎2

)
space,

and let 𝔤 : E ý be a geodesic flow associated to Γ = 𝜋1(𝑀, ∗), as in Section 2.1. In this part we
will show that elements of Q̃M(Γ) can be uniquely represented by some equivalence classes of

functions defined on the set of periodic orbits of 𝔤. We introduce the notation

Per(𝔤) := {𝛼 : oriented closed orbit of 𝔤}

and for 𝛼 ∈ Per(𝔤), we denote its minimal period by per(𝛼). We recall that for 𝛼1, 𝛼2 ∈ Per(𝔤)
we write 𝛼3 = 𝛼1 ★ 𝛼2 if 𝛼3 verifies the conclusion of Theorem 2.6. From now on we choose 𝛿

sufficiently small so that if 𝑐, 𝑑 are curves in 𝑀 whose Hausdorff distance is less than 2𝛿 , then

they are homotopic. By compactness of𝑀 we can also guarantee the existence of some 𝐸 > 0 so

that if 𝛼3 = 𝛼1 ★ 𝛼2, 𝛼4 = 𝛼1 ★ 𝛼2 then

sup

𝑡∈[0,per(𝛼3)=per(𝛼4)]
{dE (𝛼3(𝑡), 𝛼4(𝑡))} < 𝐸.

We fix 𝑆 a finite symmetric set of generators for Γ as before. By word-hyperbolicity of Γ, any
𝑔 ∈ Γ is conjugate to some element that can be written in a reduced cyclic word on 𝑆 , and if𝑔1, 𝑔2
are two such elements, then 𝑔1 is conjugate to some cyclic permutation on the letters of 𝑔2. See

Chapter 4 in [47]. For 𝑔 ∈ Γ its translation length is defined as

tlΓ (𝑔) = lim

𝑛→∞
dΓ (𝑔𝑛, 1)

𝑛
.

It is well known that this is a class function; moreover, tlΓ (𝑔) = dΓ (𝑔, 1), where 𝑔 is conjugate to
𝑔 and can be written as a reduced cyclic word on 𝑆 of minimal size. Word-hyperbolicity of Γ also

implies that any of its elements 𝑔 fixes a unique geodesic 𝑐𝑔 : R → 𝑀 (called the axis of 𝑔), and

for 𝑥 ∈ Im(𝑐𝑔) it holds that | tlΓ (𝑔) − d
𝑀
(𝑔 · 𝑥, 𝑥) | < 𝐶 , where 𝑔 is as in the previous line and𝐶

does not depend on 𝑔, 𝑥 . For 𝜙 : Per(𝔤) → R define

|𝛿𝜙 (𝛼1, 𝛼2) | = inf

𝛼1★𝛼2
{|𝜙 (𝛼1 ★ 𝛼2) − 𝜙 (𝛼1) − 𝜙 (𝛼2) |},

∥𝛿𝜙 ∥ := sup

𝛼1,𝛼2

{|𝛿𝜙 (𝛼1, 𝛼2) |},

and let

QM(Per(𝔤)) := {𝜙 : Per(𝔤) → R : ∥𝛿𝜙 ∥ < ∞}.

Definition 3.7. Two functions 𝜙1, 𝜙2 ∈ QM(Per(𝔤)) are cohomologous if their difference is

uniformly bounded. We denote

Q̃M(Per(𝔤)) := QM(Per(𝔤))
ℓ∞(Per(𝔤)) .

To define a norm on QM(Per(𝔤)) choose 𝑁 ∈ N so that (the finite set)𝑉 =𝑉𝑁 = {𝛼 ∈ Per(𝔤) :
tlΓ (𝑔) ≤ 𝑁 } satisfies

E =
⋃
𝛼∈𝑉

⋃
𝑥∈𝛼

𝐵(𝑥, 𝜀0
2

, per(𝛼)) :

we say that𝑉 is generating. Let

∥𝜙 ∥𝑉 = ∥𝜙 |𝑉 ∥ℓ∞ + ∥𝛿𝜙 ∥.
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Proceeding as in the proof of Propositions 3.1 and 2.8 one verifies that this is a Banach norm,

and for different 𝑁 ′,𝑉𝑁 ′ the corresponding norms are equivalent. Moreover, with

∥ [𝜙] ∥𝑉 := inf{∥𝜙′∥𝑉 : 𝜙 ∼ 𝜙′}

the space Q̃M(Per(𝔤)) inherits the Banach structure. Denote by

QM
𝑎(Per(𝔤))

the (closed) subspace of QM(Per(𝔤)) consisting of functions 𝜙 that are cohomologous to −𝜙 ◦ 𝐼 ,
and by

Q̃M

𝑎(Per(𝔤))
the corresponding quotient.

The relevance of periodic orbits comes from the following observation. Since homogeneous

quasimorphisms are constant on conjugacy classes, and conjugacy classes correspond to closed

geodesics in𝑀 , it is natural to interpret a quasimorphism as a function on the periodic orbits of

the geodesic flow. The quasimorphism relation

|𝐿(𝑔ℎ) − 𝐿(𝑔) − 𝐿(ℎ) | ≤ 𝐶

translates into the following: although periodic orbits cannot be concatenated, the shadowing

property produces a periodic orbit that successively follows two given ones, and the value as-

signed to this shadowing orbit differs from the sum of the individual values by a uniformly

bounded error.

Theorem 3.8. There exists a bijection 𝐵 : Conj(Γ) → Per(𝔤) and constants 𝑏1, 𝑏2 so that

∀𝑔 ∈ Γ, 𝑏1 · tlΓ (𝑔) − 𝑏2 ≤ per(𝐵( [𝑔])) ≤ 𝑏1 · tlΓ (𝑔) + 𝑏2.

If 𝑆 ⊂ Γ,𝑉 ⊂ Per(𝔤) are corresponding generating sets, then this bijection induces a Banach isomor-
phism

𝐵∗ :
(
Q̃M(Γ), ∥·∥𝑆

)
→

(
Q̃M

𝑎(Per(𝔤)), ∥·∥𝑉
)
.

Proof. We divide the proof into three steps.

Step 1: correspondence between conjugacy classes and periodic orbits.
Since𝑀 is negatively curved, every free homotopy class of loops in𝑀 contains a unique closed

geodesic. Due to compactness of𝑀 , every𝑔 ∈ Γ = 𝜋1(𝑀, ∗) is represented by a curve of the form
ℎ𝑔 ∗ 𝑐𝑔 ∗ℎ−1𝑔 , where 𝑐𝑔 is a closed (parametrized) geodesic, and ℎ𝑔 is a geodesic segment of length

bounded by 𝑎, where 𝑎 > 0 does not depend on 𝑔. This defines a bijection between Conj(Γ) and
the set of closed geodesics in𝑀 , [𝑔] ↦→ 𝑐𝑔.

If 𝑐̃𝑔 : R → 𝑀 is a lift of 𝑐𝑔, then 𝑐̃𝑔 determines a periodic orbit of the geodesic flow 𝔤. Denote

this orbit by 𝛼𝑔. Altogether, this defines a bijection

𝐵 : Conj(Γ) → Per(𝔤), 𝐵( [𝑔]) = 𝛼𝑔 .

Step 2: comparison of periods and translation lengths.
Let𝑔 ∈ Γ and let 𝑐𝑔 be the closed geodesic corresponding to [𝑔]. Since 𝔤 is a reparametrization

of the Gromov geodesic flow, the period of 𝛼𝑔 is uniformly comparable to the length of 𝑐𝑔. Using
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the relation between the length of𝑐𝑔 and the translation length tlΓ (𝑔), we obtain constants𝑏1, 𝑏2 >
0 such that

𝑏1 tlΓ (𝑔) − 𝑏2 ≤ per(𝐵( [𝑔])) ≤ 𝑏1 tlΓ (𝑔) + 𝑏2.
Step 3: correspondence of quasimorphisms.

Let 𝐿 ∈ HQM(Γ) and define, for a closed geodesic 𝛼 ,

𝐵∗(𝐿) (𝛼) = 𝐿(𝐵−1(𝛼)).

Since homogeneous quasimorphisms are constant on conjugacy classes (see Corollary 3.5), this

definition is well posed.

Consider𝑔𝑖 ∈ Γ, 𝑐𝑖 = 𝑐𝑔𝑖 , 𝛼𝑖 = 𝐵(𝑔𝑖), 𝑖 = 1, 2 and let 𝛼3 = 𝛼1★𝛼2: recall that (Theorem 2.6) this

denotes a periodic orbit of 𝔤 that remains at short distance of 𝛼1, 𝛼2, with bounded transitions

between them. It follows that the corresponding parametrized geodesic 𝑐3 is (freely) homotopic

to a closed curve of the form

𝛾 = 𝑢 ∗ 𝑐1 ∗ 𝑣 ∗ 𝑐2 ∗𝑤
where the length of 𝑢, 𝑣 and𝑤 are uniformly bounded, independently of 𝑔1, 𝑔2. Choose any 𝑔3
in the conjugacy class of 𝛾 and note that 𝐵(𝑔3) = 𝛼3: in particular the translation length of 𝑔3 is

uniformly comparable with

per(𝑐3) ≈ per(𝛼3) ≈ per(𝛼1) + per(𝛼2) ≈ tl(𝑔1) + tl(𝑔2).

Moreover, |𝐿(𝑔3) − 𝐿(𝑔1) − 𝐿(𝑔2) | is uniformly bounded by a multiple of ∥𝐿∥𝑆 , hence the same

is true for |𝐵∗(𝐿) (𝛼1 ★ 𝛼2) − 𝐵∗(𝐿) (𝛼1) − 𝐵∗(𝐿) (𝛼2) |. Note also that by construction,

𝐵∗(𝐿) (𝐼 (𝛼)) = −𝐵∗(𝐿) (𝛼)

Recall that HQM(Γ) is Banach isomorphic to Q̃M(Γ) (Corollary 3.6). We thus have constructed

a continuous linear map 𝐵∗ : Q̃M(Γ) ≈ HQM(Γ) → Q̃M

𝑎(Per(𝔤)), which is easily seen to be

injective: if 𝐿 − 𝐿′ ∈ ℓ∞(Γ) then 𝐵∗(𝐿) − 𝐵∗(𝐿′) ∈ ℓ∞(Per(𝔤)).
Let us prove that it is also surjective. Take 𝐾 ∈ QM

𝑎(Per(𝔤)) and define 𝐿 : Conj(Γ) → R by

𝑔, ℎ ∈ Γ ⇒ 𝐿(ℎ𝑔ℎ−1) := 𝐾 (𝛼𝑔).

We consider 𝑅 > 𝐶sha so that any two pair of points in𝑀 can be joined by a broken geodesic of

size 𝑅, and say that 𝑔 ∈ Γ is small if there exists a closed geodesic 𝑐 and paths 𝑢, 𝑣,𝑤 of size ≤ 𝑅
so that 𝑔 ≈ 𝑢𝑐𝑣𝑐−1𝑤 . The fact that 𝐾 is bounded and antisymmetric implies that 𝐿 is bounded

on small words. Now suppose that we are given 𝑔1, 𝑔2 ∈ Γ, that we write in terms of the set of

generators 𝑆 ,

𝑔1 = 𝑠1 · · · 𝑠𝑘
𝑔2 = 𝑟1 · · · 𝑟𝑙 .

Let 𝑔3 = 𝑔1 ∗ 𝑔2 with corresponding closed geodesic 𝑐3, and consider the closed curve 𝛾 =

𝑢 ∗ 𝑐1 ∗ 𝑣 ∗ 𝑐2 ∗𝑤 as above. If 𝑠𝑘 ≠ 𝑟
−1
1

then 𝛾 and the closed geodesic corresponding to 𝑔3 differ

by (a uniformly bounded amount of) small words, hence

𝐿(𝑔3) ≈ 𝐾 (𝑐3) ≈ 𝐾 (𝑐1) + 𝐾 (𝑐2).



22 PABLO D. CARRASCO AND FEDERICO RODRÍGUEZ-HERTZ

In general, 𝑔1 ∗ 𝑔2 = 𝑠1 · · · 𝑠𝑖𝑟 𝑗 · · · 𝑟𝑙 with 𝑠𝑖 ≠ 𝑟−1𝑗 and by the previous part and antisymmetry of

𝐾 ,

𝐿(𝑔3) = 𝐿(𝑠1 · · · 𝑠𝑖) + 𝐿(𝑟 𝑗 · · · 𝑟𝑙 ) ≈ 𝐿(𝑠1 · · · 𝑠𝑖𝑠𝑖+1 · · · 𝑠𝑘) + 𝐿((𝑠𝑖 · · · 𝑠𝑘)−1𝑟𝑖+1 · · · 𝑟𝑙 )
= 𝐿(𝑔1) + 𝐿(𝑔2).

We thus get that 𝐿 defines an homogeneous quasimorphism and 𝐵∗𝐿 = 𝐾 .

By the open mapping theorem (or just by following the constants along in the construction of

𝐿 above) one gets that 𝐵 is a Banach isomorphism. ■

At this point the natural idea would be to use Theorem 2.16 and try to pass from Q̃M

𝑎(Per(𝔤))
to an analogous space defined for the suspension flow 𝔱. Since the periodic orbits of 𝔱 are in

one-to-one correspondence with the periodic points of the shift 𝜏 : Σ ý, we could reduce even

further and work at the symbolic level. Unfortunately, this approach has a significative drawback.

The semi-conjugacy between 𝔱 and 𝔤 is one-to-one only for periodic points in an open and dense

subset of E , hence a given 𝜙 ∈ QM(Per(𝔤)) could be lifted only on a subset of its domain, and

indeed this set of problematic periodic points is typically exponentially large. This would make

it very difficult to achieve a lift that preserves the “quasimorphism” property on periodic points

of 𝜏 , which is central to what we are doing. Instead, we work at a coarser level and show that a

certain cohomology class of 𝜙 is well defined even with this partially available information. To

achieve this we now study the corresponding concept of quasimorphism on a SFT.

4. Quasimorphisms on subshifts and their cohomology

Given A a finite set (the alphabet) and 𝑅 : A × A → {0, 1} consider the one-sided shift

Σ = Σ(𝑅) = {𝑥 = (𝑥𝑛)𝑛∈N : 𝑥𝑛 ∈ A , 𝑅(𝑥𝑛, 𝑥𝑛+1) = 1,∀𝑛 ∈ N}.

As in Definition 2.14 we identify A = {1, · · · , 𝑑}, 𝑅 = (𝑅𝑖 𝑗 )1≤𝑖, 𝑗≤𝑑 ∈ Mat𝑑 {0, 1}, and suppose

that 𝑅 is irreducible and aperiodic. The product topology on Σ is induced by the metric

dΣ(𝑥,𝑦) =
1

2
𝑁 (𝑥,𝑦)+1 , 𝑁 =max{𝑛 : 𝑥𝑖 = 𝑦𝑖, 𝑖 = 0 . . . 𝑁 }.

The set of finite allowed words is W = W𝑅 =
⋃
𝑛≥0 W𝑛 , where

W𝑛 =

{{∗} (∗ is the empty word) 𝑛 = 0

{𝒂 ∈ A 𝑛
: ∃ 𝑥 ∈ Σ, 𝑥𝑖 = 𝑎𝑖−1 ∀0 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑛 − 1} 𝑛 ≥ 1.

We also write W≤𝑛 =
⋃𝑛
𝑘=0

W𝑘 . If 𝒂 ∈ W we define the quantity |𝒂 | to be 𝑛 if and only if 𝒂 ∈ W𝑛 ;

|𝒂 | is the length of 𝒂. Given finite words 𝒂 = 𝑎1 · · ·𝑎𝑛, 𝒃 = 𝑏1 · · ·𝑏𝑚 ∈ W of lengths 𝑛,𝑚 ≥ 1

and such that 𝑅(𝑎𝑛, 𝑏1) = 1 the concatenated word 𝒂𝒃 is,

𝒂𝒃 = 𝑎1 · · ·𝑎𝑛𝑏1 · · ·𝑏𝑚 .

Concatenation with the empty word is defined in the obvious way. It is direct to check that

𝒂𝒃 ∈ W .
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Definition 4.1. A word 𝒂 ∈ W \ {∗} is said to be periodic if 𝑅(𝑎 |𝒂 |, 𝑎1) = 1. For a such a word

we let 𝑝 (𝒂) = 𝒂𝒂𝒂 · · · ∈ Σ, and write

Fix𝑛(W ) = {𝒂 is periodic and |𝒂 | | 𝑛}
Fix(W ) =

⋃
𝑛≥1

Fix𝑛(W ).

If 𝒂 ∈ Fix(W ), 𝑛 ≥ 1 we denote 𝒂𝑛 = 𝒂 · · · 𝒂︸︷︷︸
𝑛 times

, and set 𝒂0 = ∗,∀𝒂 ∈ W . The shift map on Σ is

the continuous endomorphism 𝜏 : Σ ý, 𝜏 (𝑥) = (𝑥𝑛+1)𝑛≥0.
Remark 4.2. If 𝒂 ∈ Fix𝑛(W ) then 𝜏𝑛 (𝑝 (𝒂)) = 𝑝 (𝒂). We will write

Fix𝑛(𝜏) = {𝑝 (𝒂) : 𝒂 ∈ Fix𝑛(W )},
and likewise Fix(𝜏) = ⋃

𝑛≥1 Fix𝑛(𝜏), the set of periodic points of 𝜏 .
Lemma 4.3. It holds

(1) Fix(𝜏) is dense in Σ.
(2) If 𝑖, 𝑗 ∈ A , then there exists 𝒖 (𝑖 𝑗) ∈ W𝑀−1 so that 𝑖𝒖 (𝑖 𝑗) 𝑗 ∈ W . As a consequence, for every

pair of words 𝒂, 𝒃 ∈ W there exist 𝒖, 𝒗 ∈ W𝑀 so that 𝑢1 = 𝑎1, 𝑣1 = 𝑏𝑚 and 𝒂𝒖𝒃𝒗 ∈ Fix(W ).
This is a direct consequence of irreducibility. See Lemma 1.3 in [14].

For 𝒂 ∈ W𝑛, 𝑛 ≥ 1 the cylinder in Σ corresponding to this word is

[𝒂] = {𝑥 ∈ Σ : 𝑥𝑖 = 𝑎𝑖, 0 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑛 − 1},
and for 𝑥 ∈ [𝒂] we also denote [𝑥]𝑛 = [𝒂]. Observe that

[𝑥]𝑛 = {𝑦 ∈ Σ : dΣ(𝜏𝑖𝑥, 𝜏𝑖𝑦) < 1/2, 𝑖 = 0, 1, . . . 𝑛 − 1};

the set [𝑥]𝑛 will be referred to as the 𝑛𝑡ℎ−Bowen ball of 𝑥 . To conclude, we write P𝜏 (Σ) for the
set of Borel probability measures 𝜇 on Σ that are invariant under 𝜏 (meaning, 𝜇 (𝐴) = 𝜇 (𝜏−1𝐴) for
every Borel set𝐴). We remind the reader that 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) is ergodic if every Borel set𝐴 satisfying

𝐴 = 𝜏−1(𝐴) also verifies 𝜇 (𝐴)𝜇 (𝐴𝑐) = 0.

Here are the main definitions of this part.

Definition 4.4. For 𝐿 : W → R denote

𝛿𝐿(𝒂, 𝒃) = 𝐿(𝒂𝒃) − 𝐿(𝒂) − 𝐿(𝒃)
|𝛿𝐿𝑛,𝑚 | =max{|𝛿𝐿(𝒂, 𝒃) | : |𝒂 | = 𝑛, |𝒃 | =𝑚}
∥𝛿𝐿∥ = sup

𝑛,𝑚

{|𝛿𝐿𝑛,𝑚 |}.

𝐿 is a quasimorphism if ∥𝛿𝐿∥ < ∞: in this case ∥𝛿𝐿∥ is the defect of 𝐿. The set of quasimorphisms

is denoted by QM(W ).
QM(W ) forms naturally a vector space and 𝐿 ↦→ ∥𝛿𝐿∥ is a semi-norm on it; moreover ∥𝛿𝐿∥ =

0 if and only if for every pair of concatenable words 𝒂, 𝒃 , 𝐿(𝒂𝒃) = 𝐿(𝒂) + 𝐿(𝒃).
From the discussion in the last part of the previous session it follows that we are interested in

quasimorphisms that are defined in principle only on periodic points of 𝜏 . To make this precise

we rely on the second part of Lemma 4.3.
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Definition 4.5. If 𝒂 ∈ W we denote by 𝒂̃ any word of the form 𝒂𝒖 ∈ Fix(W ), with 𝒖 ∈ W≤𝑀 .
For 𝒂, 𝒃 ∈ Fix(W ) we denote by 𝒄 = 𝒂 ★ 𝒃 any word of the form

𝒄 = 𝒂𝒖𝒃𝒗 ∈ Fix(W),
where 𝒖, 𝒗 ∈ W≤𝑀 .

Remark 4.6. ByLemma4.3, if 𝒂 ∈ Fix𝑛(W ), 𝒃 ∈ Fix𝑚(W ) then there exists 𝒂★𝒃 ∈ Fix
𝑛+𝑚+2𝑀(W ).

The next step is to restrict the theory from arbitrary admissible words to periodic words,

which are the symbolic counterparts of periodic orbits.

Definition 4.7. By a quasimorphism on Fix(W ) we mean a map 𝐿 : Fix(W ) → R verifying:

given 𝒂, 𝒃 ∈ W , it holds

∥𝛿𝐿∥ := sup

{
|𝐿(𝒄) − 𝐿(𝒂̃) − 𝐿(𝒃̃) | : 𝒂, 𝒃 ∈ W , 𝒂̃, 𝒃̃ ∈ Fix(W ), 𝒄 = 𝒂 ★ 𝒃

}
< ∞.

The set of such functions is denoted by QM(Fix(W )), and we call ∥𝛿𝐿∥ the defect of 𝐿.
Note that 𝑟 : QM(W ) → QM(Fix(W )), 𝑟 (𝐿) = 𝐿 |

Fix(W ) verifies

∥𝛿𝑟 (𝐿)∥ ≤ ∥𝛿𝐿∥ + 2∥𝐿 |W≤𝑀 ∥ℓ∞ .
We equip QM(W ),QM(Fix(W )) with the norms

∥𝐿∥ = ∥𝐿 |W≤𝑀 ∥ℓ∞ + ∥𝛿𝐿∥
∥𝐿∥ = ∥𝐿 |

Fix(W≤𝑀 ) ∥ℓ∞ + ∥𝛿𝐿∥,
and leave it to the reader to verify that these are complete norms (see Propositions 3.1 and 2.8).

As in the case of groups, we will be concerned with cohomology classes of quasimorphisms.

Definition 4.8. The quasimorphism 𝐿 is said to be cohomologically trivial if ∥𝐿 |W ∥ℓ∞ < ∞. Two

quasimorphisms 𝐿, 𝐿′ are cohomologous (𝐿 ∼ 𝐿′) if their difference is cohomologically trivial.

We write [𝐿] := {𝐿′ : 𝐿′ ∼ 𝐿} for the cohomology class of 𝐿, and denote

Q̃M(W ) := QM(W )
ℓ∞(W ) .

Similarly,

Q̃M(Fix(W )) := QM(Fix(W ))
ℓ∞(Fix(W )) .

It is clear that Q̃M(W ), Q̃M(Fix(W )) are vector spaces over R. We equip them with the

(Banach) norm

∥ [𝐿] ∥ := inf{∥𝐿′∥ : 𝐿′ ∼ 𝐿}.
The following holds true.

Proposition 4.9. The spaces Q̃M(W ) and Q̃M(Fix(W )) are Banach isomorphic.
Proof. Fix 𝑠 : W → Fix(W ) so that 𝑠 (𝒂) = 𝒂̃ = 𝒂𝒖, where 𝒖 ∈ W≤𝑀 , and furthermore 𝑠 (𝒂) = 𝒂
if 𝒂 ∈ Fix(W ). Given 𝐿 ∈ QM(Fix(W )) define 𝐿̃(𝒂) = 𝐿(𝑠 (𝒂)). It is direct that 𝐿̃ ∈ QM(W ),
with ∥𝛿𝐿̃∥ ≤ ∥𝛿𝐿∥, ∥𝐿̃ |W≤𝑀 ∥ℓ∞ ≤ ∥𝐿 |

Fix(W≤𝑀 ) ∥ℓ∞ .
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Clearly 𝐿 ∼ 𝐿′ implies 𝐿̃ ∼ 𝐿̃′, and conversely. From here one constructs a continuous

linear bijection between the two Banach spaces Q̃M(W ) and Q̃M(Fix(W )), hence a continuous
isomorphism. ■

4.1. Basic properties of quasimorphisms. For later use, in this part we establish some prop-

erties of quasimorphisms and introduce notation. Fix 𝐿 ∈ QM(W ).
Lemma 4.10. Let {𝒂1, · · · , 𝒂𝑘} ⊂ W \ {∗} be such that 𝒂1 · · · 𝒂𝑘 ∈ W . Then

|𝐿(𝒂1 · · · 𝒂𝑘) −
𝑘∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐿(𝒂𝑖) | ≤
𝑘−1∑︁
𝑗=1

���𝛿𝐿∑𝑗

𝑖=1
|𝒂𝑖 |,

∑𝑘
𝑖=𝑗+1 |𝒂𝑖 |

��� ≤ (𝑘 − 1)∥𝛿𝐿∥.

Proof. We argue by induction on 𝑘 . For 𝑘 = 2 the claim is immediate from the definition. Assume

it holds for 𝑘 − 1. Then

|𝐿(𝒂1 · · · 𝒂𝑘) −
𝑘∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐿(𝒂𝑖) |

= |𝐿(𝒂1 · · · 𝒂𝑘) − 𝐿(𝒂1 · · · 𝒂𝑘−1) − 𝐿(𝒂𝑘) + 𝐿(𝒂1 · · · 𝒂𝑘−1) −
𝑘−1∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐿(𝒂𝑖) |

≤
���𝛿𝐿∑𝑘−1

𝑗=1
|𝒂 𝑗 |, |𝒂𝑘 |

��� + |𝐿(𝒂1 · · · 𝒂𝑘−1) −
𝑘−1∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐿(𝒂𝑖) |

≤
���𝛿𝐿∑𝑘−1

𝑗=1
|𝒂 𝑗 |, |𝒂𝑘 |

��� + 𝑘−2∑︁
𝑗=1

���𝛿𝐿∑𝑗

𝑖=1
|𝒂𝑖 |,

∑𝑘−1
𝑖=𝑗+1 |𝒂𝑖 |

���
=
𝑘−1∑︁
𝑗=1

���𝛿𝐿∑𝑗

𝑖=1
|𝒂𝑖 |,

∑𝑘
𝑖=𝑗+1 |𝒂𝑖 |

��� .
This proves the result. ■

Corollary 4.11. Let {𝒂1, · · · , 𝒂𝑘}, {𝒃1, · · · , 𝒃𝑘} ⊂ W \ {∗} such that 𝒂1 · · · 𝒂𝑘 , 𝒃1 · · · 𝒃𝑘 ∈ W . It
holds

|𝐿(𝒂1 · · · 𝒂𝑘) − 𝐿(𝒃1 · · · 𝒃𝑘) | ≤ 2(𝑘 − 1)∥𝛿𝐿∥ + |
∑︁

𝐿(𝒂𝑖) −
∑︁

𝐿(𝒃𝑖) |.
We turn our attention to quasimorphisms defined on Fix(W ). For 𝒂 ∈ Fix(W ) its cyclic

permutation group is denoted by C𝒂 (⇒ |C𝒂 | = |𝒂 |). Define

𝐿cyc(𝒂) =
1

|𝒂 |
∑︁
𝜋∈C𝒂

𝐿(𝜋 (𝒂)).

We say that 𝐿 is cyclic if ∀𝒂 periodic, 𝐿cyc(𝒂) = 𝐿(𝒂).
Remark 4.12. From the definition of quasimorphism we get that for 𝒂 ∈ Fix(W ), 𝜋 ∈ C𝒂 then
|𝐿(𝜋 (𝒂)) − 𝐿(𝒂) | ≤ 2∥𝛿𝐿∥, and thus |𝐿cyc(𝒂) − 𝐿(𝒂) | ≤ 2∥𝛿𝐿∥. Note also that for any𝑚 ∈ N,

|𝐿cyc(𝒂𝑚) −𝑚𝐿cyc(𝒂) | ≤ ∥𝛿𝐿∥.
For 𝐿 ∈ QM(W ) ∪ QM(Fix(W )) define

𝐿(𝒂) := lim

𝑛→∞
1

𝑛
𝐿(𝒂̃𝑛) = inf

𝑛

𝐿(𝒂̃𝑛) + ∥𝛿𝐿∥
𝑛

.
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The limit exists since (𝐿(𝒂̃𝑛) + ∥𝛿𝐿∥)𝑛 is a sub-additive sequence.
Definition 4.13. A quasimorphism 𝐿 ∈ QM(W ) ∪ QM(Fix(W )) is called homogeneous if for

all 𝒂 ∈ Fix(W ), 𝑛 ≥ 1 it holds 𝐿(𝒂𝑛) = 𝑛𝐿(𝒂).
The set of homogeneous quasimorphisms onQM(W ),QM(Fix(W )) is denoted by HQM(W ),

HQM(Fix(W )), respectively.

Lemma 4.14. The function 𝐿 : W → R is a homogeneous quasimorphism. Moreover,
• ∥𝐿∥ ≤ 32∥𝐿∥;
• ∥(𝐿 − 𝐿) |

Fix(W ) ∥ℓ∞ ≤ 2∥𝐿∥.
It follows that 𝐿 ∼ 𝐿, and is the unique homogeneous quasimorphism in that cohomology class.

Proof. Let 𝒂, 𝒃 ∈ W , 𝒖, 𝒖′, 𝒗, 𝒗′ ∈ W𝑀 such that 𝒂̃ = 𝒂𝒖, 𝒃̃ = 𝒃𝒗, 𝒄 = 𝒂̃ ★ 𝒃̃ = 𝒂𝒖′𝒃𝒗′ ∈ Fix(W ).
By definition of quasimorphism,

|𝐿
(
𝒂̃ ★ 𝒃̃

)
− 𝐿(𝒂̃) − 𝐿(𝒃̃) | ≤ 4∥𝐿∥

|𝐿
(
(𝒂̃ ★ 𝒃̃)2

)
− 𝐿((𝒂̃)2) − 𝐿((𝒃̃)2) | ≤ 16∥𝐿∥.

Arguing by induction we get

|𝐿 ((𝒄)𝑛) − 𝐿(𝒂̃)𝑛) − 𝐿((𝒃̃)𝑛) | = |𝐿(𝒂𝒖′(𝒃𝒗′𝒂𝒖′)𝑛−1𝒃𝒗′) − 𝐿(𝒂𝒖 (𝒂𝒖)𝑛−1) − 𝐿(𝒃𝒗 (𝒃𝒗)𝑛−1) |
≤ 16∥𝐿∥ + |𝐿((𝒃𝒗′𝒂𝒖′)𝑛−1) − 𝐿((𝒂̃)𝑛−1) − 𝐿((𝒃̃)𝑛−1) | ≤ 16∥𝐿∥ + 16(𝑛 − 1)∥𝐿∥ = 16𝑛∥𝐿∥.

Hence 𝐿 : W → R is a quasimorphismwith ∥𝛿𝐿∥ ≤ 16∥𝐿∥, and by the same token, ∥𝐿∥ ≤ 32∥𝐿∥.
Define 𝐿′ : Fix(W ) → R, 𝐿′(𝒂) = 𝐿(𝒂) + ∥𝛿𝐿∥. Then 𝐿′ = 𝐿 and 𝐿′(𝒂) ≤ 𝐿′(𝒂) + ∥𝛿𝐿∥ =

𝐿(𝒂) + 2∥𝛿𝐿∥. Applying the same −𝐿, and noting that −𝐿 = −𝐿 we get

∥(𝐿 − 𝐿) |
Fix(W ) ∥ℓ∞ ≤ 2∥𝐿∥.

Uniqueness is obvious. ■

Remark 4.15. Notice that 𝐿cyc = 𝐿, and in particular 𝐿 is cyclic.

One sees directly that HQM(W ),HQM(Fix(W )) are Banach isomorphic.

Corollary 4.16. The space Q̃M(W ) is Banach isomorphic to HQM(Fix(W )).
Proof. This is completely analogous to Corollary 3.6, using Proposition 4.9. ■

4.2. Quasicocycles. When dealingwith quasimorphisms𝐿 : Γ → R defined on groups the basic

problem concerning bounded cohomology is to determine whether or not 𝐿 is at bounded dis-

tance from a zero defect quasimorphism (i.e. a group morphism). To translate the same question

to quasimorphisms defined on a SFT we have to face the difficulty that the zero defect quasimor-

phism will typically be ill-defined, or trivial. To get around this, we will use that quasimorphisms

can be used to induce a sequence of functions (𝐿(𝑛) : Σ → R)𝑛≥0 with certain properties, and

translate the corresponding cohomological problems into this setting.

Definition 4.17. For𝐿 ∈ QM(W ) and𝑛 ≥ 0wedefine𝐿(𝑛) : Σ → R by𝐿(𝑛) (𝑥) = 𝐿(𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑛−1).
The family of continuous functions (𝐿(𝑛))𝑛≥0 is the quasicocycle associated to 𝐿.
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Given a a sequence of bounded Borel functions 𝑩 = (𝐵𝑛 : Σ → R)𝑛≥1 we denote by
|𝛿𝑩𝑛,𝑚 | = sup

𝑥

|𝐵𝑛+𝑚 (𝑥) − 𝐵𝑛 (𝑥) − 𝐵𝑚 (𝜏𝑛𝑥) |

∥𝛿𝑩∥ = sup

𝑛,𝑚

|𝛿𝑩𝑛,𝑚 |

∥𝑩∥𝐵 = sup

𝑛≥1
var𝑛 (𝐵𝑛)

where for a function 𝐵 : Σ → R we write var𝑛 (𝐵) = sup{|𝐵(𝑥) − 𝐵(𝑦) | : [𝑥]𝑛 = [𝑦]𝑛}.

Definition 4.18. A (Bowen) quasicocycle is a sequence 𝑩 = (𝐵𝑛)𝑛≥1 of bounded Borel functions
satisfying ∥𝛿𝑩∥ + ∥𝑩∥𝐵 < ∞. The set of all Bowen quasicocycles is denoted by QCB(Σ).

The quasicocycle is continuous if it consists of continuous functions, and is locally constant if

[𝑥]𝑛 = [𝑦]𝑛 implies 𝐵𝑛 (𝑥) = 𝐵𝑛 (𝑦).
We denoteQCB

𝑐(Σ),QCB 𝑙 (Σ) the subspaces of continuous and locally constant quasicocycles,
respectively.

In the literature sequences satisfying ∥𝛿𝒃 ∥ < ∞ are also called almost additive sequences. Note

that ∥𝛿𝑩∥ = 0 if and only if 𝐵𝑛 =
∑𝑛−1
𝑘=0

𝐵1 ◦ 𝜏 , and ∥𝑩∥𝐵 = 0 if and only if 𝐵𝑛 is locally constant.

Denote

|||𝑩 |||𝐵 = ∥𝛿𝑩∥ + ∥𝑩∥𝐵 + ∥𝐵1∥ℓ∞ .
It follows that (QCB(Σ), |||·|||𝐵) is a Banach space.
We remark the following consequence of [48].

Theorem 4.19. If 𝑩 ∈ QCB
𝑐(Σ) then there exists 𝜙 : Σ → R continuous so that

lim

𝑛

1

𝑛
∥𝐵𝑛 − 𝑆𝑛𝜙 ∥ℓ∞∞ = 0.

The previous theorem however does not guarantee that (𝑆𝑛𝜙)𝑛 has also finite norm (i.e. that

𝜙 has the Bowen property).

Next we address cohomology of quasicocycles.

Definition 4.20. The quasicocycle 𝑩 is said to be cohomologically trivial if sup𝑛∥𝐵𝑛∥ℓ∞ < ∞.

Two quasicocycles 𝑩,𝑩′
are cohomologous (𝑩 ∼ 𝑩′

) if their difference is cohomologically trivial.

We denote [𝑩] := {𝑩′
: 𝑩′ ∼ 𝑩} the cohomology class of 𝑩, and write�QCB(Σ) = {[𝑩] : 𝑩 ∈ QCB(Σ)} .

The vector space �QCB(Σ) is equipped with the (complete) norm

||| [𝑩] |||𝐵 = inf{|||𝑩′|||𝐵 : 𝑩 ∼ 𝑩′}.

Proposition 4.21. The map Γ : Q̃M(W ) → �QCB(Σ) defined by Γ( [𝐿]) = [(𝐿(𝑛))𝑛] is a continu-
ous linear isomorphism, with 1

𝑀
≤ ∥Γ∥

OP
≤ 1.

As a consequence, the spaces �QCB(Σ), Q̃M(W ), Q̃M(Fix(W )) are Banach isomorphic.
Proof. It is direct to check that Γ is an injective linear map, and since for every 𝐿 ∈ QM(W ) it
holds that ∥(𝐿(𝑛))𝑛∥𝐵 = 0, ∥𝛿 (𝐿(𝑛))𝑛∥ ≤ ∥𝛿𝐿∥, ∥𝐿(1) ∥ℓ∞ = ∥𝐿 |W1

∥ℓ∞ , we deduce that ∥Γ∥OP ≤ 1. It

remains to show that Γ is surjective and compute the norm of its inverse.
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Let 𝑩 be a given quasicocycle. For each 𝒂 ∈ W𝑛 choose a point 𝑥𝒂 ∈ [𝒂] and define

𝐿𝑩 (𝒂) = 𝐵 |𝒂 | (𝑥𝒂).

If 𝒂 ∈ W𝑛, 𝒃 ∈ W𝑚 are concatenable words, then

𝐿𝑩 (𝒂𝒃) = 𝐵𝑛+𝑚 (𝑥𝒂𝒃) ⇒
��𝐿𝑩 (𝒂𝒃) − 𝐵𝑛 (𝑥𝒂𝒃) + 𝐵𝑚 (𝜏𝑛𝑥𝒂𝒃)�� ≤ |𝛿𝑩𝑛,𝑚 |

|𝐵𝑛 (𝑥𝒂𝒃) − 𝐿𝑩 (𝒂) |, |𝐵𝑚 (𝜏𝑛𝑥𝒂𝒃) − 𝐿𝑩 (𝒃) | ≤ ∥𝑩∥𝐵

}
⇒��𝐿𝑩 (𝒂𝒃) − 𝐿𝑩 (𝒂) − 𝐿𝑩 (𝒃)�� ≤ 2∥𝑩∥𝐵+∥𝛿𝑩∥ and 𝐿𝑩 is a quasimorphism. Moreover Γ( [𝐿]) = [𝑩] .

Since ∥𝐿𝑩 |W≤𝑀 ∥ℓ∞ ≤ ∥𝐵𝑀 ∥ℓ∞∞ ≤ 𝑀 ∥𝐵1∥ℓ∞ , it follows that

∥𝐿𝑩 ∥ ≤ 𝑀 |||𝑩 |||𝐵 ⇒ ∥Γ−1∥
OP

≤ 𝑀,

and this proves the first part. The second is direct from Proposition 4.9. ■

Thus we see that the cohomology class of any quasimorphism on a SFT is uniquely determined

by a zero defect quasicocycle. Compared to the group case, this may seem surprising at first sight.

However, a closer look reveals that the non-triviality of these cohomology classes is due to the

fact that they are represented by locally constant functions (which necessarily carry some choices

in their construction). At this point we have reached the point where we need further technology

to understand the space Q̃M(W ). For this, we introduce a coarse version of Livsic cohomology

for dynamical systems, and show that both theories are isomorphic.

5. Livšic cohomology on SFTs

We start with an extension of a concept introduced by Bowen [13]. Throughout this section,

Σ denotes a fixed SFT.

Definition 5.1. A bounded function 𝜑 : 𝐷𝜑 ⊂ Σ → R is said to be a weak Bowen function if

(1) 𝐷𝜑 is dense and 𝜏-invariant.

(2) There is𝐶 > 0 such that if 𝑛 ≥ 1 and 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ 𝐷𝜑 then

𝑦 ∈ [𝑥]𝑛 ⇒
���𝑆𝑛𝜑 (𝑥) − 𝑆𝑛𝜑 (𝑦)��� ≤ 𝐶.

We denote by ∥𝜑 ∥𝐵 = inf𝐶 , and call it the Bowen constant of 𝜑 .

If, in addition,

3 𝐷𝜑 contains a full measure set for some 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) of full support, we say that 𝜑 is a 𝜇-

weak Bowen function. In this case the Bowen norm of𝜑 is defined as |||𝜑 |||𝐵 = ∥𝜑 ∥𝐵+∥𝜑 ∥ℓ∞ .
4 𝐷𝜑 = Σ then we say that 𝜑 has the Bowen property.

Notation. We denote by Bow(Σ) ( resp. Bow𝜇(Σ)) the set of weak (𝜇−weak) Bowen functions

on Σ.

Usually, the literature deals with Bowen functions which are furthermore continuous. Let us

justify introducing the weaker definition here by stating two theorems (to be proven in the next

section) which will be used to establish Theorem A.
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Theorem 5.2. Let 𝑅 ∈ Mat𝑑 ({0, 1}) be an aperiodic and irreducible matrix and consider Σ the SFT
that it determines. Given 𝑩 ∈ QCB(Σ) and 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ), there exist 𝐸 = 𝐸𝑩 > 0 and 𝜑𝑩,𝜇 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇)
defined on a full measure set Σ0(𝜇) so that

(∀𝑥 ∈ Σ0(𝜇), 𝑛 ≥ 1) : |𝐵𝑛 (𝑥) − 𝑆𝑛𝜑𝑩,𝜇 (𝑥) | < 𝐸.

Corollary 5.3. In the same hypotheses as the previous theorem, if 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) has full support, then
𝜑𝑩,𝜇 is a 𝜇−weak Bowen function.

In this part we will look at how unique the function constructed in the previous theorem is:

this will lead us to develop some version of Livšic cohomology [17] for 𝐿∞−functions. Comple-

mentary to the above, we also have.

Theorem 5.4. Let Σ be as above. If 𝜑 : 𝐷𝜑 → R is a weak Bowen function then there exists a
canonically defined measure 𝜇𝜑 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) such that 𝐷𝑐𝜑 is a 𝜇𝜑-null set. In particular, 𝜇𝜑 has full
support.

Moreover, this measure is ergodic.

This shows that there is essentially no difference between weak Bowen functions and locally

constant quasicocycles. For if𝜑 : 𝐷𝜑 → R is a weak Bowen function, thenwe can use themeasure

𝜇𝜑 to average over cylinders the sequence (𝑆𝑛𝜑)𝑛 and obtain a locally constant quasicocycle

associated with 𝜑 . Since this procedure (conditioning with respect to some increasing filtration

of 𝜎−algebras) will be used repeatedly, we recall its construction below.

Conditional expectation. We consider the partitions 𝜉𝑛 defined by the Bowen balls of length

𝑛 + 1 together with the associated filtration of 𝜎−algebras in B(Σ),

B𝑛 =

{{∅, Σ} 𝑛 = −1
𝜎 − algebra generated by 𝜉𝑛 𝑛 ≥ 0.

We write 𝜉 = 𝜉0 = {[𝑎] : 𝑎 ∈ A }, and hence 𝜉𝑛 = ∨𝑛−1
𝑘=0

𝜏−𝑘𝜉 . It follows that for any probability
measure 𝜇 ∈ P (Σ),

E𝜇 [𝑓 | 𝜉𝑛] = E𝜇 [𝑓 | B𝑛] =
∑︁
𝐴∈𝜉𝑛
𝜇 (𝐴)≠0

1

𝜇 (𝐴)

∫
𝐴

𝑓 d𝜇 · 1𝐴

where 1𝐴 is the characteristic function of𝐴.

Consider 𝜑 : 𝐷𝜑 → R with the weak Bowen property, and let 𝜇𝜑 be the 𝜏-invariant measure

associated to it given in Theorem 5.4. Define 𝑩𝜑 = (𝐵𝜑𝑛 ) : Σ → R with

𝐵
𝜑
𝑛 = E𝜇𝜑 [𝑆𝑛𝜑 | 𝜉𝑛] .

Lemma 5.5. It holds that 𝑩𝜑 ∈ QCB
𝑙 (Σ), and furthermore ∥𝛿𝑩𝜑 ∥ ≤ 6∥𝜑 ∥𝐵 .

Proof. By construction𝑩𝜑 consists of locally constant functions. If 𝒂 ∈ W𝑛, 𝑥 ∈ [𝒂]∩𝐷𝜑 , 𝑦 ∈ [𝒂] ,
then |𝐵𝜑𝑛 (𝑦) − 𝑆𝑛𝜑 (𝑥) | ≤ 2∥𝜑 ∥𝐵 . From here the bound on the norm follows directly, and thus

𝑩𝜑 ∈ QCB
𝑙 (Σ). ■
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There is a natural notion of cohomology associated with weak Bowen functions which, in case

of functions with the Bowen property, coincides with that given by the Livšic theorem, i.e., two

functions with the Bowen property are cohomologous in the Livšic sense if and only if they have

the same integral with respect to any 𝜏-invariant measure. To explain this we first define the

integral for this more general class of functions.

Integration. We define integrals of quasicocycles with respect to invariant measures. If 𝑩 =

(𝐵𝑛)𝑛 ∈ QCB(Σ) and 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ), we define

𝜇 (𝑩) := lim

𝑛→∞
1

𝑛

∫
𝐵𝑛 d𝜇.

Existence of this limit follows from sub-additivity of the real valued sequence (
∫
𝐵𝑛 d𝜇)𝑛 .

Example 5.6. Let 𝐿 ∈ QM(Fix(Σ)) and construct an associated quasicocycle 𝑩𝐿 = (𝐿(𝑛))𝑛 ∈
QCB(Σ) by proceeding first as in Proposition 4.9, and then considering the associated quasico-

cycle. If 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) then

𝜇 (𝐿) := 𝜇 (𝑩𝐿) = lim

𝑛

1

𝑛

∑︁
𝒂∈W𝑛

𝜇 ( [𝒂])𝐿(𝒂).

It is worth noticing that 𝜇 (𝐿) does not depend on the choices made to extend 𝐿 to a fully defined

quasimorphism, and likewise, it is invariant in the cohomology class [𝐿] ∈ Q̃M(Fix(Σ)).
Proposition 5.7. If 𝑩 = (𝐵𝑛)𝑛 ∈ QCB

𝑐(Σ) then the map P𝜏 (Σ) ∋ 𝜇 → 𝜇 (𝑩) is weakly
continuous. As a consequence, if 𝐿 is a quasimorphism of a mixing SFT then P𝜏 (Σ) ∋ 𝜇 → 𝜇 (𝐿) is
weakly continuous.

Proof. The first part follows from Theorem 4.19: if 𝜙 ∈ C(Σ) is so that lim𝑛
1

𝑛
∥𝐵𝑛 − 𝑆𝑛𝜙 ∥ℓ∞ = 0,

then for every 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) it holds 𝜇 (𝑩) =
∫
𝜙 d𝜇.

The second part follows by observing that the quasicocycle associated to a quasimorphism

consists of continuous (locally constant) functions. ■

Periodic points. Let us investigate the behavior at periodic points. For 𝑥 ∈ Fix
𝑁
(𝜏), let 𝜇𝑥 =

1

𝑁

∑𝑁−1
𝑗=0 𝛿𝜏 𝑗𝑥 be the invariant probability measure supported on the orbit of 𝑥 . Each periodic

point 𝑥 is associated to a periodic word 𝒂 ∈ Fix(W ) (𝑥 = 𝑝 (𝒂)), thus we write 𝜇𝒂 = 𝜇𝑥 .

Lemma 5.8. If 𝑥 ∈ Fix
𝑁
(𝜏) and𝑚 > 0 then����𝐵𝑚𝑁 (𝑥)𝑚

− 𝐵𝑁 (𝑥)
���� ≤ ∥𝛿𝑩∥.

The proof is straightforward.

Lemma 5.9. If 𝑥 ∈ Fix
𝑁
(𝜏) then

𝜇𝑥 (𝑩) = lim

𝑛→∞

𝐵𝑛 (𝑥)
𝑛

.

Proof. By definition,

𝜇𝑥 (𝑩) =
1

𝑁
lim

𝑛→∞

𝑁−1∑︁
𝑗=0

1

𝑛
𝐵𝑛 (𝜏 𝑗𝑥).
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For 𝑗 fixed the previous lemma implies that ( 1
𝑛
𝐵𝑛 (𝜏 𝑗𝑥))𝑛 is convergent, and since |𝐵𝑛+ 𝑗 (𝑥) −

𝐵 𝑗 (𝑥) − 𝐵𝑛 (𝜏 𝑗𝑥) | ≤ ∥𝛿𝑩∥ we get that lim𝑛→∞
1

𝑛
𝐵𝑛 (𝜏 𝑗𝑥) = lim𝑛→∞

1

𝑛
𝐵𝑛 (𝑥), which finishes the

proof. ■

Example 5.10. Let 𝐿 ∈ QM(Fix(W )) and let𝑩𝐿 be an associated quasicocycle as in the previous
example. For 𝒂 ∈ Fix

𝑁
(W ), 𝑛 ≥ 1 we have 𝐿𝑛𝑁 (𝑝 (𝒂)) = 𝐿(𝒂𝑛), we deduce

𝜇𝒂 (𝐿) = lim

𝑛

1

𝑛
𝐿(𝒂𝑛) = 𝐿(𝒂).

In particular, if 𝐿 ∈ HQM(W ), 𝜇𝒂 (𝐿) = 𝐿(𝒂).
Proposition 5.11. Let 𝜑 : 𝐷𝜑 → R be a weak Bowen function. Then for every 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) such
that 𝐷𝜑 contains a full 𝜇-set it holds

∫
𝜑 d𝜇 = 𝜇 (𝑩𝜑 ).

Proof. For each 𝑛 ≥ 1 one has∫
𝜑 d𝜇 =

1

𝑛

∫
𝑆𝑛𝜑 d𝜇 =

1

𝑛

∫
𝐵
𝜑
𝑛 d𝜇 +

𝜀𝑛

𝑛
,

where |𝜀𝑛 | ≤ 2∥𝜑 ∥𝐵 . Letting 𝑛 → ∞ gives the result. ■

Notation. Due to the above, if 𝜑 : 𝐷𝜑 → R is a weak Bowen function and 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ), we write
𝜇 (𝜑) = 𝜇 (𝑩𝜑 ).

5.1. A Livšic type theorem for quasicocycles. Observe the following simple but important

fact.

Lemma 5.12. If 𝑩 ∈ QCB(Σ) is cohomologically trivial then for every 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) it holds 𝜇 (𝑩) =
0.

In this part we establish the converse.

Example 5.13. Let 𝐿 ∈ QM(Fix(Σ)) be a quasimorphism defined on a mixing SFT, and consider

the potential 𝜑𝐿 : Σ0 → R associated to 𝐿 as given in Theorem 5.4. Then 𝑩𝜑𝐿 ∈ QCB
𝑙 (Σ) is

cohomologous to 𝑩𝐿 . It follows directly from Proposition 5.11 and the previous lemma that∫
𝜑𝐿 d𝜇𝜑𝐿 = 𝜇𝜑𝐿 (𝑩𝐿).
Let us spell some basic considerations.

Lemma 5.14. Let 𝑥 ∈ [𝒂], 𝒂 ∈ Fix𝑛(W ). Then��𝐵𝑛 (𝑥) − 𝑛 · 𝜇𝒂 (𝑩)
�� ≤ |||𝑩 |||𝐵 .

Proof. Direct computation:

|𝐵𝑛 (𝑝 (𝒂)) − 𝐵𝑛 (𝑥) | ≤ ∥𝑩∥𝐵
and ���𝑛𝜇𝒂 (𝑩) − 𝐵𝑛 (𝑝 (𝒂))��� = �����𝑛 lim

𝑚→∞

𝐵𝑚𝑛 (𝑝 (𝒂))
𝑚𝑛

− 𝐵𝑛 (𝑝 (𝒂))
����� ≤ ∥𝛿𝑩∥.

■

Corollary 5.15. If 𝑩 ∈ QCB(Σ) and 𝜇 (𝑩) = 0 for every 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ), then
sup

𝑛

∥𝐵𝑛∥ℓ∞ ≤ ∥𝑩∥𝐵 + ∥𝛿𝑩∥.
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Corollary 5.16. Let 𝜑 ∈ Bow(Σ) be such that 𝜇 (𝑩𝜑 ) = 0 for every 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ). Then, for every 𝑥
on its domain

|𝑆𝑛𝜑 (𝑥) | ≤ 6∥𝜑 ∥𝐵 .
Proof. Use Lemma 5.5. ■

After these preparations we can make a meaningful remark.

Proposition 5.17 (Livšic theorem for quasicocycles). Let 𝑩,𝑩′ ∈ QCB(Σ). Then 𝑩 ∼ 𝑩′ if and
only if for every 𝒂 ∈ Fix(Σ) it holds 𝜇𝒂 (𝑩) = 𝜇𝒂 (𝑩′).
Proof. The necessary condition is spelled in Lemma 5.12, while the sufficient condition follows

directly from Corollary 5.15. ■

Corollary 5.18 (Livšic theorem for quasimorphisms). Let Σ be a mixing SFT and 𝐿, 𝐿′ ∈ QM(W ).
Then 𝐿 ∼ 𝐿′ if and only if for every 𝒂 ∈ Fix(W ) it holds 𝐿(𝒂) = 𝐿′(𝒂). It follows that 𝐿 ∼ 𝐿′ if and
only if 𝐿 |

Fix(W ) ∼ 𝐿′|Fix(W ) .

Proof. It is no loss of generality to assume that 𝐿, 𝐿′ are homogeneous; the statement of the

corollary is direct from the previous proposition and the considerations given in Example 5.10.

■

A general Livšic theorem. Next we deal with cohomology for weak Bowen functions. The

central theorem that we will establish is the following.

Theorem 5.19 (Livšic’s Theorem for weak Bowen functions). Let 𝜑 ∈ Bow𝜈(Σ) for some 𝜈 ∈
P𝜏 (Σ), and assume that for every 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) it holds 𝜇 (𝜑) = 0. Then there exists 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜈) such
that

𝑢 − 𝑢 ◦ 𝜏 = 𝜑 𝜈-a.e.
Moreover, ∥𝑢∥𝐿∞(𝜈 ) ≤ 6∥𝜑 ∥𝐵 .
Notation. The Koopman operator induced by 𝜏 with respect to some invariant measure 𝜈 is

𝑇 : 𝐿2(𝜈) ý,𝑇𝜙 = 𝜙 ◦ 𝜏 . We write𝑇 ∗
for its adjoint.

Lemma 5.20. Let 𝜈 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ), 𝜙 ∈ 𝐿2(𝜈) and define

𝑢𝑁 =
1

𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑆𝑘𝜙

Assume that
lim inf

𝑁→∞
∥𝑢𝑁 ∥𝐿2 < ∞,

(this is true for example if sup𝑘 ∥𝑆𝑘𝜙 ∥𝐿2 < ∞). Then the sequence (𝑢𝑁 )𝑁 converges both in 𝐿2(𝜈)
and 𝜈-a.e. to some function 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿2(𝜈) which is orthogonal to the invariant 𝜎-algebra of 𝜏 . That is,
for every invariant set 𝐴, it holds true

∫
𝐴
𝑢 d𝜈 = 0. Moreover

(1) 𝜙 = 𝑢 −𝑇𝑢.
(2) 𝑢 − 1

𝑁
𝑆𝑁𝑢 = 𝑢𝑁 .

Proof. Take 𝑢 to be a weak accumulation point of (𝑢𝑁 )𝑁 in 𝐿2(𝜈): for some sub-sequence (𝑢𝑁𝑖
)𝑖

and for every𝑤 ∈ 𝐿2(𝜈), it holds ⟨𝑢𝑁𝑖
,𝑤⟩ −−−−→

𝑖→∞
⟨𝑢,𝑤⟩. Notice that if𝐴 is invariant, ⟨𝑢𝑁 ,1𝐴⟩ =

1

𝑁

∑𝑁
𝑘=1

𝑘 ⟨𝜙,1𝐴⟩ = 𝑁+1
2

⟨𝜙,1𝐴⟩.
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To satisfy the convergence condition, necessarily ⟨𝜙,1𝐴⟩ = 0 for every invariant set, hence

due to the von Neumann theorem,

1

𝑁






 𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

𝜙 ◦ 𝜏𝑘






𝐿2

−−−−−→
𝑁 ↦→∞

0.

Now,

𝑢𝑁 − 𝑢𝑁 ◦ 𝜏 = 1

𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

(𝑆𝑘𝜙 − 𝑆𝑘𝜙 ◦ 𝜏) = 1

𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

(𝜙 − 𝜙 ◦ 𝜏𝑘) = 𝜙 − 1

𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

𝜙 ◦ 𝜏𝑘 ,

therefore for𝑤 ∈ 𝐿2(𝜈),
lim

𝑖→∞
⟨𝑢𝑁𝑖

,𝑤⟩ − ⟨𝑢𝑁𝑖
◦ 𝜏,𝑤⟩ = lim

𝑖→∞
⟨𝑢𝑁𝑖

,𝑤⟩ − ⟨𝑢𝑁𝑖
,𝑇 ∗𝑤⟩ = ⟨𝑢 − 𝑢 ◦ 𝜏,𝑤⟩

and

⟨𝑢 − 𝑢 ◦ 𝜏,𝑤⟩ = lim

𝑖→∞
⟨𝜙 − 1

𝑁𝑖

𝑁𝑖∑︁
𝑘=1

𝜙 ◦ 𝜏𝑘 ,𝑤⟩ = ⟨𝜙,𝑤⟩.

This gives

⟨𝑢 − 𝑢 ◦ 𝜏 − 𝜙,𝑤⟩ = 0 ∀𝑤 ∈ 𝐿2(𝜈)
which shows that any accumulation point 𝑢 of (𝑢𝑁 )𝑁 solves the cohomological equation for 𝜙 .

Next, for 𝑢 as above we have 𝑢 − 𝑢 ◦ 𝜏𝑘 = 𝑆𝑘𝜙 and hence summing over 𝑘 = 1, . . . , 𝑁 we get

that

𝑢 − 1

𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑢 ◦ 𝜏𝑘 = 𝑢𝑁 ⇒ 𝑢 − 𝑢𝑁 =
1

𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑢 ◦ 𝜏𝑘 .

Since we showed that

∫
𝐴
𝑢 d𝜈 = 0 for every invariant set 𝐴, the Birkhoff and von Neumann

ergodic theorems applied to 𝑢 give the pointwise and 𝐿2−convergence. ■

Remark 5.21. In the previous lemma, and assuming sup𝑘 ∥𝑆𝑘𝜙 ∥𝐿2 < ∞, it is classical to show that

the cohomological equation has a solution in 𝐿2: consider 𝔛 the set of convex combinations of

(𝑆𝑘𝜑) and note that its weak 𝐿2 closure is compact, and of course convex. The map 𝑢 ∈ 𝔛 →
𝜙 + 𝑢 ◦ 𝑇 preserves 𝔛 and is continuous, so by the Schauder-Tychonoff theorem, there exists

𝑢 ∈ 𝔛 satisfying𝑢 = 𝜙 +𝑢 ◦𝑇 , hence𝑢 satisfies the cohomological equation in 𝐿2. It follows that

there exists (𝑣𝑛)𝑛 ⊂ 𝔛 such that ∥𝑢 − 𝑣𝑛∥𝐿2 −−−−→
𝑛 ↦→∞

0. Note however that this argument does not

give the pointwise convergence statements, which will allow us to improve the regularity of 𝑢.

Corollary 5.22. Under the same hypotheses as in the previous theorem, if

lim inf

𝑁→∞
∥𝑢𝑁 ∥𝐿∞ < ∞,

(for example, if sup𝑘 ∥𝑆𝑘𝜙 ∥𝐿∞ < ∞), then there exists 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜈) with ∥𝑢∥𝐿∞ ≤ lim inf𝑁 ∥𝑢𝑁 ∥𝐿∞ so
that lim𝑁 𝑢𝑁 = 𝑢 both 𝜈-a.e. and in 𝐿∞. Moreover, 𝜙 = 𝑢 − 𝑢 ◦ 𝜏 .
Proof. Since lim inf𝑁→∞∥𝑢𝑁 ∥𝐿2 < ∞, we can apply the previous theorem and deduce 𝜈-a.e. con-

vergence 𝑢𝑁 −−−−−→
𝑁→∞

𝑢 . The dominated convergence theorem implies the rest. ■

We now are ready to prove Theorem 5.19.
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Proof. We can assume that the domain of 𝜑 is a measurable, invariant 𝜈−full measure set. Let

𝑢𝑁 = 1

𝑁

∑𝑁
𝑘=1

𝑆𝑘𝜑 . By hypotheses and Corollary 5.16 we get that |𝑢𝑁 (𝑥) | ≤ 6∥𝜑 ∥𝐵 , for every
𝑥 ∈ 𝐷𝜑 and 𝑁 ≥ 1, therefore the result follows from Corollary 5.22. ■

Definition 5.23. Let 𝜈 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ). A function 𝜙 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜈) is a 𝐿∞-coboundary if 𝜙 = 𝑢 −𝑢 ◦ 𝜏 for
some 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜈). The space of coboundaries in 𝐿∞(𝜈) is denoted by Cob∞

𝜈 (Σ).

Note that Cob
∞
𝜈 (Σ) ⊂

(
Bow𝜈(Σ), |||·|||

)
is a closed subspace. We equip

Bow (Σ)/∼:=
Bow𝜈(Σ)
Cob

∞
𝜈 (Σ)

with the induced norm.

Theorem 5.24. Let 𝜈 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) be a fully supported measure. Then there exists a Banach isomor-
phism between Q̃M(W ) and Bow𝜈(Σ)/∼.

Proof. Given 𝐿 ∈ QM(W ) consider its associated quasicocycle 𝑩𝐿 , and the corresponding asso-
ciated potential 𝜑𝐿 : Σ0 → R as given in Theorem 5.2. Using Proposition 4.21 and Lemma 5.5

we get that 𝑩𝜑𝐿 ∼ 𝑩𝐿 , and since 𝑩𝐿 is cohomologically trivial if and only if 𝐿 is cohomologically

trivial in QM(W ), we deduce that 𝐿 is cohomologically trivial if and only if 𝑩𝜑𝐿 is uniformly

bounded. Due to Theorem 5.19, this happens if and only if 𝜑𝐿 = 𝑢 − 𝑢 ◦ 𝜏 , for some 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜈).
The above shows that the linear map Γ : Q̃M(W ) → Bow𝜈(Σ)/∼, Γ( [𝐿]) = [𝜑𝐿] is bijective,

and it is direct to check that it is continuous, hence a Banach isomorphism. ■

5.2. Livšic cohomology for suspension flows.

Bowen functions in the natural extension. Consider Σ̃, a two-sided SFT. The notion of weak
Bowen (𝜇− weak Bowen function) is exactly the same in this context as in the one-sided shift.

Note that the proof of Theorem 5.19 applies to this type of function without modifications.

Let 𝜋 : Σ̃ → Σ be the projection onto the non-negative coordinates, 𝜋 (𝑥) = 𝑥+ = (𝑥𝑛)𝑛∈N:
this map is continuous, surjective and verifies 𝜋 ◦𝜏 = 𝜏 ◦𝜋 (that is, it is a semi-conjugacy between

𝜏 : Σ̃ ý and 𝜏 : Σ ý). Moreover, it induces an isomorphism 𝜋# : P𝜏 (Σ̃) → P𝜏 (Σ) which
can be characterized as follows (cf. page 28 in [43]). Fix 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ). Given 𝑓 ∈ C(Σ), it induces
naturally an element 𝑓 ∈ C(Σ̃) by 𝑓 (𝑥) = 𝑓 (𝑥+). Define, for 𝑛 ≥ 0,

𝜇̃ (𝑓 ◦ 𝜏−𝑛) := 𝜇 (𝑓 ).

This determines a bounded positive linear functional 𝜇̃ on the dense subspace {𝑓 ◦ 𝜏−𝑛 : 𝑛 ≥
0, 𝑓 ∈ C(Σ)} ⊂ C(Σ̃), hence it extends uniquely to a bounded linear functional 𝜇̃ : C(Σ̃) → R
with ∥𝜇̃∥𝑂𝑃 = ∥𝜇∥𝑂𝑃 = 𝜇 (1Σ) = 1, therefore it is a probability on Σ̃. Furthermore, 𝜇 is ergodic if

and only if 𝜇̃ is ergodic.

Notation. If 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ), 𝜇̃ denotes its unique lift to P𝜏 (Σ̃).

Proposition 5.25. If 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) is of full support, then the spaces Bow𝜇(Σ)/∼ and Bow
𝜇̃
(Σ̃)/∼

are Banach isomorphic.
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Proof. Consider the linear continuous mappings

Γ1 : Bow𝜇̃
(Σ̃) ∋ 𝜙 ↦→

(
𝑩 = (E𝜇̃ [𝑆𝑛𝜙 | 𝜉𝑛])𝑛

)
∈ QCB(Σ) ↦→ 𝜑𝑩,𝜇 ∈ Bow𝜇(Σ)

Γ2 : Bow𝜇(Σ) ∋ 𝜙 → 𝜙 ◦ 𝜋 ∈ Bow
𝜇̃
(Σ̃).

By definition we have that 𝜇̃ (𝜙) = 𝜇̃ (𝑩), and since 𝑩 is constant on 𝜉𝑛 , 𝜇̃ (𝑩) = 𝜇 (𝑩). Now
𝑩 ∼ (𝑆𝑛𝜑𝑩,𝜇)𝑛 , and thus 𝜇̃ (𝜙) = 𝜇 (𝜑𝑩,𝜇). From this and Theorem 5.19 one gets that Γ1 induces a

continuous injective linear map Bow
𝜇̃
(Σ̃)/∼→ Bow𝜇(Σ)/∼. Using Γ2 it follows that this map is

surjective as well, hence the result. ■

Remark 5.26. It is a classical result of Sinai that any Hölder function on Σ̃ is continuously co-

homologous to a Hölder function on Σ. On the other hand, even for well behaved measures (as

the entropy maximizing measure of 𝜏 ) there are 𝐿∞−coboundaries that are not continuously
cohomologous to any function depending only on the non-negative coordinates, thus, not con-

tinuously cohomologous to any Hölder function [49]. In particular, if 𝜙 is such a function, then 𝜙

is not continuously cohomologous to Γ1(𝜙) ◦ 𝜋 . This shows the necessity of working with these
broader cohomology theories instead of the classical versions using continuous functions.

Flows. Consider 𝔱 = (𝜏𝑡 )𝑡∈R : Σ̃𝑓 ý a suspension flow as in Theorem 2.16, and for 𝜈 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ̃)
let 𝜈𝔱 ∈ P𝔱 (Σ̃𝑓 ) be the unique invariant measure that it determines (see Section 2.3). Since 𝔱 is

a metric Anosov flow, one can define 𝜈𝔱−Bowen functions and their Livšic cohomology in the

same way as in Definitions 2.7 and 2.9.

It is convenient to define 𝑃 : Σ̃𝑓 ý the return map to the section 𝑆 = {[𝑥, 0] : 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃} ⊂ Σ̃,

𝑃 ( [𝑥, 𝑡]) = [𝜏 (𝑥), 0] .

Note that 𝑃 preserves 𝜈𝔱 . If𝜓 ∈ Bow𝜈𝔱
(Σ𝑓 ) define

ˆ𝜓 ( [𝑥, 𝑡]) =
∫ 𝑓 (𝑥)−𝑡

0

𝜓 ( [𝑥, 𝑠]) d𝑠 (5.1)

ˆ𝜓 (𝑥) = ˆ𝜓 ( [𝑥, 0]) =
∫ 𝑓 (𝑥)

0

𝜓 ( [𝑥, 𝑠]) d𝑠 .

Lemma 5.27. Let𝜓 ∈ Bow𝜈𝔱
(Σ𝑓 ). Then𝜓 is a Livšic coboundary with respect to 𝔱 if and only if ˆ𝜓

is a Livšic coboundary for the return map 𝑃 .

The proof is standard, and is essentially an application of the fundamental theorem of Calculus.

On the other hand, if
ˆ𝜓 is a Livšic coboundary with respect to the dynamics 𝜏 , ˆ𝜓 (𝑥) = 𝑢 (𝑥) −

𝑢 (𝜏𝑥) let

𝑈 ( [𝑥, 𝑡]) = 𝑢 (𝑥) −
∫ 𝑡

0

𝜓 ( [𝑥, 𝑠]) d𝑠 .

𝑈 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜈̃) and by direct computation𝑈 ( [𝑥, 𝑡]) −𝑈 (𝑃 [𝑥, 𝑡]) = ˆ𝜓 ( [𝑥, 𝑡]), which shows that ˆ𝜓

is a coboundary with respect to 𝑃 , hence𝜓 is a Livšic coboundary for the flow 𝔱.

If 𝛼 is a periodic orbit of 𝔱 we denote, as in the case of the geodesic flow,

av𝛼 (𝜙) = lim

𝑇→∞

𝑆𝑇𝜙 ( [𝑥, 0])
𝑇
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where [𝑥, 0] ∈ 𝛼 : of course, av𝛼 (𝜙) is just the integral of 𝜙 with respect to the periodic measure

supported on 𝛼 . We remark the following simple fact.

Lemma 5.28. There exists a bijection between the periodic orbits of 𝔱 and the periodic orbits of
𝜏 : Σ ý.

In view of the above it makes sense to consider av𝒂 for 𝒂 ∈ Fix(W )

Corollary 5.29. The map Γ : Bow𝜈𝔱
(Σ𝑓 ) → Bow

𝜈̃
(Σ̃) given by Γ(𝜙) = ˆ𝜙 induces a Banach

isomorphism Γ∗ : Bow𝜈𝔱(Σ𝑓 )/∼→ Bow
𝜈̃
(Σ̃)/∼.

Moreover, 𝜓,𝜓 ′ ∈ Bow𝜈𝔱
(Σ̃𝑓 ) are Livšic cohomologous if and only if for every 𝒂 ∈ Fix(Σ),

av𝒂 ( ˆ𝜓 ) = av𝒂 ( ˆ𝜓 ′).

Proof. It is direct to check that Γ is linear and continuous. Note that given 𝜑 ∈ Bow (Σ̃), 𝜑 =

Γ(𝜓 ), where 𝜓 ( [𝑥, 0]) = 1

𝑓 (𝑥)𝜑 (𝑥). Hence by the discussion above induces a bijective linear

isomorphism Γ∗ between the quotients. Note that for 𝑦 ∈ [𝑥]𝑛 ,

|𝑆𝑛𝜓 ( [𝑥, 0]) − 𝑆𝑛𝜓 ( [𝑦, 0]) | = |𝑆𝑛 ˆ𝜓 (𝑥) − 𝑆𝑛 ˆ𝜓 (𝑦) |.

From here one deduces that Γ∗ is continuous with respect to the corresponding Bowen norms,

hence a Banach isomorphism.

The second part is a consequence of Theorem 5.19: necessity is clear, while for sufficiency,

av𝒂 (𝜓 ) = av𝒂 (𝜓 ′) implies that
ˆ𝜓 ∼ ˆ𝜓 ′

, hence𝜓 ∼ 𝜓 ′
. ■

Back to geodesic flows. Finally, let 𝔤 = (𝑔𝑡 )𝑡∈R : E ý be a geodesic flow corresponding

to a closed locally CAT

(
−𝑎2

)
space, and consider a suspension flow 𝔱 = (𝜏𝑡 ) : Σ̃𝑓 ý as in

Theorem 2.16; the corresponding semi-conjugacy is ℎ : Σ̃𝑓 → E .

Corollary 5.30. In the hypotheses above, consider a fully supported measure 𝜈𝔤 ∈ P𝔤 (E ). Then
𝜙 ∈ Bow𝜈𝔤

(E ) is a Livšic coboundary if and only if for every 𝛼 periodic orbit of 𝔤, av𝛼 (𝜙) = 0.

Proof. Consider the isomorphismℎ∗ : Bow𝜈𝔱(Σ̃𝑓 ) → Bow𝜈𝔤
(E ) (Corollary 2.17), which preserves

cohomology classes. If av𝛼 (𝜙) = 0 for every periodic orbit of 𝔤, then av𝛼 ′ (ℎ−1∗ 𝜙) = 0 for every

periodic orbit 𝛼′ of 𝔱 that lies in some open dense set 𝐷 ⊂ Σ̃𝑓 .
This is enough to guarantee that the quasicocycle defined byℎ−1∗ 𝜙 is uniformly bounded, hence

its integral with respect to every invariant measure of 𝔱 is zero. Due to Corollary 5.29, we deduce

thatℎ−1∗ 𝜙 is a Livšic coboundary, hence𝜙 is a Livšic coboundary as well. Necessity is obvious. ■

The previous Corollary in fact implies Theorem E, where no assumptions on ergodicity are

made. This is consequence of the fact that any invariant measure can be written as an integral of

ergodic measures (Ergodic Decomposition Theorem). The proof of this theorem can be found

for example in [50].

6. Ergodic theory of quasimorphisms

In this section we develop a thermodynamic formalism for quasimorphisms on SFTs (equiv-

alently, quasicocycles), and use it to characterize their cohomology classes by means of certain

invariant measures for the shift. These measures are uniquely associated with Livšic cohomology
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classes of weak Bowen functions (this is the content of Theorem 5.2, which we prove here), and

we explain how to construct them and analyze their dynamical properties.

6.1. Pressure for quasimorphisms.
Quasi-bounded sequences. Given a sequence of real numbers 𝑎 = (𝑎𝑛)𝑛 , denote

𝛿𝑛,𝑚 (𝑎) = 𝑎𝑛+𝑚 − 𝑎𝑛 − 𝑎𝑚
∥𝛿𝑎∥ = sup

𝑛,𝑚

|𝛿𝑛,𝑚𝑎 |.

Recall that 𝑎 is subadditive if ∀𝑛,𝑚, 𝛿 (𝑎)𝑛,𝑚 ≤ 0 (i.e. 𝑎𝑛+𝑚 ≤ 𝑎𝑛 + 𝑎𝑚). We denote by S𝑠𝑎 the
set of all sub-additive sequences. If 𝑎 ∈ S𝑠𝑎 , then for every𝑚 = 𝑘𝑛 + 𝑟, 0 ≤ 𝑟 < 𝑛 we have

𝑎𝑚

𝑚
− 𝑎𝑛

𝑛
≤ 1

𝑟
𝑎𝑟 .

It follows that for such a sequence,

∃ lim

𝑛

𝑎𝑛

𝑛
= inf

𝑎𝑛

𝑛
∈ R ∪ {−∞}.

Corollary 6.1. If 𝑎 ∈ S𝑠𝑎 and lim𝑛
𝑎𝑛
𝑛
= 0 then 𝑎𝑛 ≥ 0 for every 𝑛.

Definition 6.2. A sequence 𝑎 is quasi-bounded if ∥𝛿𝑎∥ < ∞. The set of quasi-bounded se-

quences is denoted by S𝑞𝑏 .
For 𝑎 ∈ S𝑞𝑏 the sequence 𝑏 = (𝑏𝑛 = 𝑎𝑛 + ∥𝛿𝑎∥)𝑛 satisfies

𝑏𝑛+𝑚 = 𝑎𝑛+𝑚 + ∥𝛿𝑎∥ = 𝛿𝑛,𝑚𝑎 + 𝑎𝑛 + 𝑎𝑚 + ∥𝛿𝑎∥ ≤ 𝑏𝑛 + 𝑏𝑚
and therefore there exists 𝑃 (𝑎) = lim𝑛

𝑎𝑛
𝑛
. Note that for any𝐶 ≥ ∥𝛿 (𝑎)∥, 𝑃 (𝑎) = inf

𝑎𝑛+𝐶
𝑛

.

Corollary 6.3. If 𝑎 ∈ S𝑞𝑏 then sup𝑛 |𝑎𝑛 − 𝑛𝑃 (𝑎) | ≤ ∥𝛿𝑎∥. In particular, if 𝑃 (𝑎) = 0 then 𝑎 ∈ ℓ∞.
Proof. Suppose first that 𝑃 (𝑎) = 0. Applying Corollary 6.1 to 𝑏 = (𝑎𝑛 + ∥𝛿𝑎∥)𝑛 we get 𝑏𝑛 ≥ 0 ⇒
𝑎𝑛 ≥ −∥𝛿𝑎∥, and by considering 𝑐 = (𝑎𝑛 − ∥𝛿𝑎∥)𝑛 we get 𝑎𝑛 ≤ ∥𝛿𝑎∥ and the claim follows in this

case. In general, the sequence 𝑎̃ = (𝑎𝑛 − 𝑛𝑃 (𝑎))𝑛 satisfies ∥𝛿𝑎̃∥ = ∥𝛿𝑎∥ and lim𝑛
𝑎𝑛
𝑛
= 0, hence

the result. ■

Fix 𝐿 ∈ QM(W ) and denote

𝑍𝑛 (𝐿) =
∑︁

𝒂∈Fix𝑛(W )
𝑒𝐿(𝒂)

𝑃𝑛 (𝐿) = log𝑍𝑛 (𝐿).

Recall that 𝑀 ∈ N is so that 𝑅𝑘 > 0, for every 𝑘 ≥ 𝑀 , and we remark that given 𝒂 =

𝑎0 · · ·𝑎𝑛−1, 𝒃 = 𝑏0 · · ·𝑏𝑚−1 ∈ W the number of words 𝒄 ∈ W𝑘 such that 𝒂𝒄𝒃 ∈ W is 𝑅𝑘+1
𝑎𝑛−1𝑏0

.

Convention. Recall that for 𝒂 ∈ W we are denoting 𝒂̃ any periodic word starting with 𝒂 of size
at most |𝒂 | +𝑀 . To avoid carrying constants, given a quasimorphism on W we re-define ∥𝛿𝐿∥
so that for any 𝒂, 𝒃 ∈ W

|𝐿(𝒂̃ ★ 𝒃̃) − 𝐿(𝒂̃) − 𝐿(𝒃̃) | ≤ ∥𝛿𝐿∥
and furthermore ∥𝛿𝐿cyc∥ ≤ ∥𝛿𝐿∥.
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Lemma 6.4. There exists some 𝐷 > 0 so that for every 𝑛,𝑚 ≥ 3𝑀 it holds

𝐷−1 ≤ 𝑍𝑛+𝑚 (𝐿)
𝑍𝑛 (𝐿) · 𝑍𝑚 (𝐿)

≤ 𝐷.

Proof. Step 1: comparison between 𝑍𝑛 (𝐿) and 𝑍𝑛+𝑀 (𝐿).
For 𝑖, 𝑗 ∈ A we fix 𝒖𝑖, 𝑗 ∈ W𝑀 so that 𝑖𝒖𝑖, 𝑗 𝑗 ∈ W . Given 𝒂 = 𝑎1 · · ·𝑎𝑛 ∈ Fix𝑛(W ) we get

𝑍𝑛 (𝐿) ≤ 𝑒 ∥𝐿∥
∑︁

∈Fix𝑛(W )
𝑒𝐿(𝒂𝒖

𝑎𝑛,𝑎1 ) ≤ 𝑒 ∥𝐿∥𝑍𝑛+𝑀 (𝐿).

Assume that 𝑛 > 𝑀 : if 𝒂𝒗 = 𝑎1 · · ·𝑎𝑛−𝑀𝑣1 · · · 𝑣2𝑀 ∈ Fix
𝑛+𝑀(W ), then 𝒂𝒖𝑎𝑛−𝑀 ,𝑎1 ∈ Fix𝑛(W ), and

|𝐿(𝒂𝒗) − 𝐿(𝒂𝒖𝑎𝑛−𝑀 ,𝑎1) | ≤ ∥𝐿∥. We can thus define a function 𝜅 : Fix
𝑛+𝑀(W ) → Fix𝑛(W ) by

𝜅 (𝒂𝒗) =
{
𝒂𝑣1 · · · 𝑣𝑀 if 𝒂𝑣1 · · · 𝑣𝑀 ∈ Fix𝑛(W )
𝒂𝒖𝑎𝑛−𝑀 ,𝑎1 otherwise.

By construction𝜅 is surjective. According to [51], there is some constants𝐶1, htop(𝜏) > 0 (htop(𝜏)
is the topological entropy of 𝜏 ) so that

𝐶−1
1
𝑒𝑀 htop (𝜏) ≤

#Fix
𝑛+𝑀(W )

#Fix𝑛(W ) ≤ 𝐶1𝑒
𝑀 htop (𝜏),

which implies that 𝜅 is at most𝐶2 = [𝐶1𝑒
𝑀 htop (𝑇 ) + 1]-to-one. Therefore

𝑍𝑛+𝑀 (𝐿) ≤ 𝑒 ∥𝐿∥
∑︁

𝒂𝒗∈Fix
𝑛+𝑀 (W )

𝑒𝐿(𝜅 (𝒂𝒗)) ≤ 𝐶2 · 𝑒 ∥𝐿∥𝑍𝑛 (𝐿).

Step 2: comparison between 𝑍𝑛+𝑛 (𝐿) and 𝑍𝑛 (𝐿) · 𝑍𝑚 (𝐿).
We fix 𝑛,𝑚 > 𝑀 and argue as above to compute (using the previous equation)

𝑍𝑛 (𝐿) · 𝑍𝑚 (𝐿) ≤ 𝑒 ∥𝐿∥𝑍𝑛+𝑚+2𝑀 (𝐿) ⇒ 𝑍𝑛 (𝐿) · 𝑍𝑚 (𝐿) ≤ 𝐶2

2
𝑒3∥𝐿∥𝑍𝑛+𝑚 (𝐿).

For the reverse inequality we use again [51] and Lemma 4.3 to construct surjective map 𝜅 :

Fix
𝑛+𝑚+2𝑀(W ) → Fix𝑛(W ) × Fix𝑚(W ), which is 𝐶3-finite to one, where 𝐶3 does not depend

on 𝑛,𝑚. We thus get

𝑍𝑛+𝑚 (𝐿) ≤ 𝑒2∥𝐿∥𝑍𝑛+𝑚+2𝑀 (𝐿) ≤ 𝐶3𝑒
3∥𝐿∥𝑍𝑛 (𝐿)𝑍𝑚 (𝐿).

Re-arranging the constants we obtain the claimed inequalities. ■

Corollary 6.5. For 𝐿 ∈ QM(W ) it holds (𝑃𝑛 (𝐿))𝑛 ∈ S𝑞𝑏 .
Definition 6.6. The pressure of 𝐿 ∈ QM(W ) ∪ QM(Fix(W )) is

Ptop(𝐿) = lim

𝑛

𝑃𝑛 (𝐿)
𝑛

By Corollary 6.3 it holds

sup

𝑛

|𝑃𝑛 − 𝑛 Ptop(𝐿) | < ∞;

we write

ˆ𝐿(𝒂) = 𝐿(𝒂) − 𝑃 |𝒂 | (𝐿), 𝒂 ∈ Fix𝑛(W ).
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Naturally,

𝑍𝑛 ( ˆ𝐿) :=
∑︁

𝒂∈Fix𝑛(W )
𝑒
ˆ𝐿(𝒂) = 1

and Ptop( ˆ𝐿) = 0.

6.2. The invariant measure associated to a quasimorphism. Recall that if 𝒂 ∈ Fix(W ) then
𝜇𝒂 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) denotes the measure supported on the orbit of 𝑝 (𝒂) = 𝒂𝒂 · · · . We write 𝛿𝒂 = 𝛿𝑝 (𝒂) ,

so 𝜇𝒂 =
1

|𝒂 |
∑
𝜋∈C𝒂 𝛿𝜋𝒂 .

Given a quasimorphism 𝐿 we consider the (𝜏-invariant) measures

𝜇𝑁𝐿 =
1

𝑍𝑁 (𝐿)
∑︁

𝒂∈Fix
𝑁
(W )

𝑒𝐿(𝒂)𝛿𝒂 =
∑︁

𝒂∈Fix
𝑁
(W )

𝑒
ˆ𝐿(𝒂)𝛿𝒂 .

Lemma 6.7. There exists 𝐸 > 0 so that for any 𝑁 sufficiently large and any 𝒂 ∈ W𝑛 it holds

𝐸−1 ≤
𝜇𝑛+𝑁
𝐿

( [𝒂])
exp (𝐿(𝒂̃) − 𝑃𝑛 (𝐿))

≤ 𝐸.

Proof. Let 𝐴 = {𝒄 = 𝒂𝒖𝒃𝒗 ∈ Fix
𝑛+2𝑀+𝑁 (:) |𝒖 | = |𝒗 | = 𝑀}. It follows that there exists some

constant𝐶 > 0 which does not depend on 𝑛, so that𝐶−1 ≤ #𝐴
#Fix

𝑁
(W ) ≤ 𝐶 . If 𝒄 ∈ 𝐴, then

|𝐿(𝒄) − 𝐿(𝒂̃) − 𝐿(𝒃̃) | ≤ ∥𝛿𝐿∥
and thus

𝜇𝑛+𝑁𝐿 ( [𝒂])𝑍𝑛+𝑁+2𝑀 (𝐿) =
∑︁
𝒄∈𝐴

𝑒𝐿(𝒄) = 𝑒𝐿(𝒂̃)
∑︁
𝒄∈𝐴

𝑒𝐿(𝒄)−𝐿(𝒂̃)−𝐿(𝒃̃)𝑒𝐿(𝒃̃)

is uniformly comparable to 𝑒𝐿(𝒂̃)𝑍𝑁+𝑀 (𝐿). By Lemma 6.4,

𝜇𝑛+𝑁𝐿 ( [𝒂]) ≈ 𝑒𝐿(𝒂̃) 𝑍𝑁+𝑀 (𝐿)
𝑍𝑛+𝑁+2𝑀 (𝐿)

≈ 𝑒𝐿(𝒂̃)−𝑃𝑛 (𝐿) .

■

This directly implies.

Corollary 6.8. For every 𝑛 ≥ 1 and 𝑁 sufficiently large it holds: for every 𝒂 ∈ W

𝐸−1 ≤
𝜇𝑛+𝑀
𝐿

( [𝒂])
𝜇𝑛+𝑀
𝐿

( [𝒂̃])
≤ 𝐸.

Corollary 6.9. For every𝑛,𝑚 ≥ 1 and𝑁 sufficiently large, it holds: if 𝒂𝒃 ∈ W𝑛+𝑚, 𝒂 ∈ W𝑛, 𝒃 ∈ W𝑚

then

𝐸−1 ≤
𝜇𝑁+𝑛+𝑚
𝐿

( [𝒂𝒃])
𝜇𝑁+𝑛+𝑚
𝐿

( [𝒂]) · 𝜇𝑁+𝑛+𝑚
𝐿

( [𝒃])
≤ 𝐸.

Proof. Indeed,

𝜇𝑁+𝑛+𝑚
𝐿

( [𝒂𝒃])
𝜇𝑁+𝑛+𝑚
𝐿

( [𝒂̃]) · 𝜇𝑁+𝑛+𝑚
𝐿

( [𝒃̃])
≈ 𝑒𝐿(𝒂★𝒃)−𝐿(𝒂̃)−𝐿(𝒃̃)𝑒𝑃𝑛+𝑚 (𝐿)−𝑃𝑛 (𝐿)−𝑃𝑚 (𝐿)

which is bounded, from above and below independently of 𝑛,𝑚, 𝑁 . ■
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Recall that an invariant measure 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) is mixing if for every𝐴, 𝐵 ∈ B(Σ),

lim

𝑘→∞
𝜇 (𝐴 ∩ 𝜏−𝑘𝐵) = 𝜇 (𝐴)𝜇 (𝐵).

Clearly such a measure is ergodic.

Proposition 6.10. The sequence (𝜇𝑁
𝐿
)𝑁 is weakly convergent to some probability 𝜇𝐿 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ).

Moreover, 𝜇𝐿 is mixing, has full support, and there exists some uniform constant 𝐸 > 0 so that for
every pair of concatenable words 𝒂 ∈ W𝑛, 𝒃 ∈ W𝑚 and 𝑘 ≥ 𝑛, it satisfies

𝐸−1 ≤ 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝒂])
exp

(
𝐿(𝒂̃) − 𝑛 Ptop(𝐿)

) ≤ 𝐸 (6.1)

𝐸−1 ≤ 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝒂] ∩ 𝜏−𝑘 [𝒃])
𝜇𝐿 ( [𝒂]) · 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝒃])

≤ 𝐸.

Proof. Due to Corollary 6.3, sup𝑛 |𝑃𝑛 − 𝑛 Ptop(𝐿) | < ∞, and thus by the corollary above and

re-defining 𝐸 if necessary, we deduce that property (6.1) is true for any accumulation point 𝜇𝐿 of

(𝜇𝑁
𝐿
)𝑁 . On the other hand, by Corollary 6.9, since [𝒂] ∩ [𝜏−𝑛𝒃] = [𝒂𝒃] , we deduce that

𝒂 ∈ W𝑛, 𝒃 ∈ W𝑚, 𝒂𝒃 ∈ W ⇒ 𝐸 ≤ 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝒂] ∩ 𝜏−𝑛 [𝒃])
𝜇𝐿 ( [𝒂]) · 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝒃])

≤ 𝐸.

For 𝑙 = 𝑘 − 𝑛 + 1 > 0 we can write [𝒂 ∩ 𝜏−𝑘𝒃] = ⋃
𝒄∈𝐴𝑙

[𝒂𝒄𝒃] , where 𝐴𝑙 = 𝒄 ∈ W𝑙 : 𝒂𝒄𝒃 ∈ W :

note that the sum

∑
𝒄 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝒂𝒄]) is uniformly comparable to

∑
𝒅∈W𝑙+𝑀 𝜇 ( [𝒂𝒅]) = 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝒂]), thus

𝜇𝐿 ( [𝒂 ∩ 𝜏−𝑛𝒃]) =
∑︁
𝒄∈W𝑙

𝜇𝐿 ( [𝒂𝒄𝒃]) ≈ 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝒂]) · 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝒃]).

Since the algebra of cylinders is generating, a classical measure theory argument implies the

following: for every𝐴, 𝐵 ∈ B(Σ),
(1) lim inf𝑘→∞ 𝜇 (𝐴 ∩ 𝜏−𝑘𝐵) ≥ 𝐸−1𝜇𝐿 (𝐴) · 𝜇𝐿 (𝐵);
(2) lim sup𝑘→∞ 𝜇 (𝐴 ∩ 𝜏−𝑘𝐵) ≤ 𝐸𝜇𝐿 (𝐴) · 𝜇𝐿 (𝐵).

The first condition implies that every power of 𝜏 is ergodic: this fact and 2) tell us that we are in
the hypotheses of a theorem of D. Ornstein [52] that guarantees that 𝜇 is mixing.

By (6.1) we have any pair of accumulation points of (𝜇𝑁
𝐿
)𝑁 are non-singular with respect to

each other and have full support, hence by ergodicity they have to coincide. It follows that there

is only one (necessarily mixing) accumulation point of (𝜇𝑁
𝐿
)𝑁 . ■

Remark 6.11. If 𝐿 ∼ 𝐿′ then it is direct from the construction that 𝜇𝐿 = 𝜇𝐿′ .

6.3. The potential associated to the quasimorphism. Herewewill show that to eachmeasure

𝜇𝐿 as constructed above, it corresponds a weak Bowen function.

Define for 𝑥 ∈ Σ, 𝑘 ∈ N>0

𝜑𝑘𝐿 (𝑥) = log

𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥]𝑘)
𝜇𝐿 ( [𝜏𝑥]𝑘−1)

= log

𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑘−1])
𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥1 · · · 𝑥𝑘−1])

.

Lemma 6.12. The sequence (𝜑𝑘
𝐿
(𝑥))𝑘≥1 is uniformly bounded.
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Proof. Fix 𝑘 ∈ N and let 𝑥 ∈ Σ. The quotient
𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥0···𝑥𝑘−1])
𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥1···𝑥𝑘−1]) can be written as

𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑘−1])
exp(𝐿(𝑥̃ (𝑛)) − 𝑛 Ptop(𝐿))

·
exp(𝐿(𝜏𝑥 (𝑛−1)) − (𝑛 − 1) Ptop(𝐿))

𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥1 · · · 𝑥𝑘−1])

· exp
(
𝐿(𝑥̃ (𝑛)) − 𝐿(𝜏𝑥 (𝑛−1)) + Ptop(𝐿)

)
so by (6.1),

|𝜑𝑘𝐿 (𝑥) | ≤ 2𝐸 + ∥𝛿𝐿∥ + Ptop(𝐿).
■

Lemma 6.13. For every 𝑛 ≥ 1, 𝑘 > 𝑛 and 𝑥 ∈ Σ,�����𝑛−1∑︁
𝑙=0

𝜑𝑘−𝑙𝐿 (𝜏𝑙𝑥) − 𝐿(𝑥̃ (𝑛)) + 𝑛 Ptop(𝐿)
����� ≤ 2 log𝐸 + Ptop(𝐿) + ∥𝛿𝐿∥.

Proof. Let us compute

log

(
𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥]𝑘)

𝜇𝐿 ( [𝜏𝑛𝑥]𝑘−𝑛)

)
= log 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥]𝑘) − log 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝜏𝑛𝑥]𝑘−𝑛)

=
𝑛−1∑︁
𝑙=0

log 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝜏𝑙𝑥]𝑘−𝑙 ) −
𝑛∑︁
𝑙=1

log 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝜏𝑙𝑥]𝑘−𝑙 )

=
𝑛−1∑︁
𝑙=0

log 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝜏𝑙𝑥]𝑘−𝑙 ) −
𝑛−1∑︁
𝑙=0

log 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝜏𝑙+1𝑥]𝑘−𝑙−1)

=
𝑛−1∑︁
𝑙=0

log

(
𝜇𝐿 ( [𝜏𝑙𝑥]𝑘−𝑙 )

𝜇𝐿 ( [𝜏𝑙+1𝑥]𝑘−𝑙−1)

)
=
𝑛−1∑︁
𝑙=0

𝜑𝑘−𝑙𝐿 (𝜏𝑙𝑥)

Using Equation (6.1) we get

| log 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥]𝑘) − 𝐿(𝑥̃ (𝑘)) + 𝑘 Ptop(𝐿) | ≤ log𝐸

and

| log 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝜏𝑛𝑥]𝑘−𝑛) − 𝐿(𝜏𝑛𝑥 (𝑘−𝑛)) + (𝑘 − 𝑛) Ptop(𝐿) | ≤ log𝐸

hence �����𝑛−1∑︁
𝑙=0

𝜑𝑘−𝑙𝐿 (𝜏𝑙𝑥) − 𝐿(𝑥̃ (𝑛)) + 𝑛 Ptop(𝐿)
����� ≤ 2 log𝐸 + Ptop(𝐿) + ∥𝛿𝐿∥.

■

We are ready to show the existence of a weak Bowen function associated to 𝐿.

Theorem6.14. The sequence (𝜑𝑛
𝐿
)𝑛 converges both 𝜇𝐿-a.e. and in 𝐿𝑝,∀𝑝 ∈ [1,+∞) to some function

𝜑𝐿 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇𝐿).
Proof. The sequence of continuous functions (𝑒𝜑𝑛𝐿 )𝑛 is bounded by Lemma 6.12, and one has

𝑒𝜑
𝑛
𝐿 =

∑︁
𝐴∈𝜉

E𝜇𝐿 [1𝐴 |𝜏−1B𝑛]1𝐴
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By the (increasing) Martingale convergence theorem and Doob’s inequality (see for example [53])

it follows that this sequence converges almost everywhere and in 𝐿𝑝,∀𝑝 ∈ [1,+∞) to some

function 𝑒𝜑𝐿 ∈ 𝐿 [∞](𝜇𝐿). ■

Remark 6.15. We can argue similarly and guarantee that the set of points 𝑥 where

∃ lim

𝑘→∞
log

𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥𝑟 · · · 𝑥𝑘−1])
𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥𝑟+1 · · · 𝑥𝑘−1])

is of full 𝜇𝐿 measure for every 𝑟 ≥ 0, hence by induction we get that the set Σ0 where (𝜑𝑛
𝐿
)𝑛

converges is invariant under 𝜏 . Replacing Σ0 by

⋃
𝑛≥0 𝜏

−𝑛Σ0 it is no loss of generality to assume

that Σ0 = 𝜏 (Σ0) = 𝜏−1(Σ0).

Definition 6.16. The function 𝜑𝐿 : Σ0 → R is the potential associated to 𝐿.

Due to Lemma 6.13 we have that:

Corollary 6.17. For 𝑥 ∈ Σ0, 𝑛 ∈ N it holds

|𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿 (𝑥) + 𝑛 Ptop(𝐿) − 𝐿(𝑥̃ (𝑛)) | ≤ 2 log𝐸 + log𝐷 + ∥𝛿𝐿∥.

Therefore 𝜑𝐿 has the weak Bowen property.

6.4. The equilibrium state associated to the quasicocycle. We are now interested in deter-

mining how unique 𝜇𝐿 is. Here we establish the following.

Theorem 6.18 (Variational principle). It holds that Ptop(𝐿) = sup𝜇∈P𝜏 (Σ){ℎ𝜇 (𝜏) + 𝜇 (𝐿)} =

ℎ𝜇𝐿 (𝜏) + 𝜇𝐿 (𝐿). Moreover, the measure 𝜇𝐿 is the unique 𝜏-invariant measure where the equality
is attained.

We recall that for 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) the number ℎ𝜇 (𝜏) is the metric entropy of 𝜏 with respect to 𝜇. It

can be computed as

ℎ𝜇 (𝜏) = lim

𝑛→∞
−
𝐻𝜇 (𝜉𝑛)
𝑛

= lim

𝑛→∞
−1

𝑛

∑︁
𝐴∈𝜉 (𝑛)

𝜇 (𝐴) log 𝜇 (𝐴);

this is consequence of the classical Sinai-Kolmogorov theorem (see for example [54]). If 𝜇 is

ergodic, then the Brin-Katok formula [55] permits to compute the entropy also as

ℎ𝜇 (𝜏) = lim

𝑛→∞
−
log 𝜇 ( [𝑥]𝑛)

𝑛
𝜇-a.e. 𝑥 .

The number 𝑃𝜇 (𝐿) := ℎ𝜇 (𝜏) + 𝜇 (𝐿) will be referred to as the metric pressure of the pair (𝜇, 𝐿).
Proof of the Variational Principle. Since (𝜏, 𝜇𝐿) is ergodic, using (6.1) and Birkhoff’s ergodic theo-
rem we get that for 𝜇𝐿-a.e. 𝑥 ,

ℎ𝜇𝐿 (𝜏) = lim

1

𝑛
− log 𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥]𝑛) = lim

𝑛

−𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿 (𝑥)
𝑛

= −
∫

𝜑𝐿 d𝜇𝐿 = Ptop(𝐿) − 𝜇𝐿 (𝐿).

Therefore 𝑃𝜇𝐿 (𝐿) = Ptop(𝐿). We now show that 𝜇𝐿 is the unique shift invariant measure satisfying

the equality, and that for any other invariant measure 𝜇 the metric pressure of (𝜇, 𝐿) is strictly
smaller than Ptop(𝐿).
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To verify the remaining parts we modify an argument due to P. Spitzer. For 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) given
we consider the Borel functions

𝑀𝑛 (𝑥) :=

𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥]𝑛)
𝜇 ( [𝑥]𝑛)

𝜇 ( [𝑥]𝑛) ≠ 0

0 𝜇 ( [𝑥]𝑛) = 0.

Then (𝑀𝑛)𝑛 is amartingale relative to {B𝑛}𝑛 in (Σ, 𝜇), and converges to either the zero function if
𝜇 ⊥ 𝜇𝐿 , or to

d𝜇𝐿
d𝜇

if 𝜇𝐿 ≪ 𝜇. In the casewhen 𝜇 is singular with respect to 𝜇𝐿 , we let𝑁𝑛 = − log𝑀𝑛 :

then (𝑁𝑛)𝑛 is a super-martingale, with∫
𝑁 −
𝑛 d𝜇 =

∫
(log𝑀𝑛 ∧ 0) d𝜇 ≤

∫
(𝑀𝑛 − 1 ∧ 0) d𝜇 ≤

∫
𝑀𝑛 d𝜇 = 1,∀𝑛.

Due to the convergence of (𝑀𝑛)𝑛 , it follows that lim
∫
𝑁𝑛 d𝜇 = +∞. Note that∫

𝑁𝑛 d𝜇 =
∑︁
𝐴∈𝜉𝑛

𝜇 (𝐴) log 𝜇 (𝐴)
𝜇𝐿 (𝐴)

and therefore by the Gibbs property of 𝜇𝐿 it holds

𝐻𝜇 (𝜉𝑛) = −
∑︁
𝐴∈𝜉𝑛

𝜇 (𝐴) log 𝜇𝐿 (𝐴) −
∫

𝑁𝑛 d𝜇 ≤ 𝐸 + 𝑛 Ptop(𝐿) −
∫

𝐿(𝑛) d𝜇 −
∫

𝑁𝑛 d𝜇

⇒ ℎ𝜇 (𝜏) + 𝜇 (𝐿) = inf

𝑛

𝐻𝜇 (𝜉𝑛)
𝑛

+ 𝜇 (𝐿) ≤
𝐻𝜇 (𝜉𝑛)
𝑛

+
∫
𝐿(𝑛) d𝜇

𝑛
+

(
𝜇 (𝐿) −

∫
𝐿(𝑛) d𝜇

𝑛

)
≤
𝐸 + ∥𝛿𝐿∥ −

∫
𝑁𝑛 d𝜇

𝑛
+ Ptop(𝐿).

For 𝑛 large the quantity

𝐸+∥𝛿𝐿∥−
∫
𝑁𝑛 d𝜇

𝑛
is strictly negative, and therefore if 𝜇 is singular with

respect to 𝜇𝐿 then ℎ𝜇 (𝜏) + 𝜇 (𝐿) < Ptop(𝐿) = ℎ𝜇𝐿 (𝜏) + 𝜇𝐿 (𝐿).
Finally, one notes that if 𝜇 =

∫
𝜇𝛼 dΨ(𝛼) for someΨ ∈ P (P𝜏 (Σ)), then𝑃𝜇 (𝐿) =

∫
𝑃𝜇𝛼 dΨ(𝛼):

this follows due to convexity of the metric entropy with respect to such decomposition, plus the

fact that 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) → 𝜇 (𝐿) is convex and continuous (cf. Proposition 5.7). As a consequence,

applying this to an ergodic decomposition of a given invariant measure, we get to conclude that

sup𝜇∈P𝜏 (Σ){ℎ𝜇 (𝜏) + 𝜇 (𝐿)} = sup𝜇∈P
erg

𝜏 (Σ){ℎ𝜇 (𝜏) + 𝜇 (𝐿)}, whereP
erg

𝜏 (Σ) ⊂ P𝜏 (Σ) denotes the
set of ergodic invariant measures of 𝜏 .

Recalling the basic fact that two ergodic invariant measures are either mutually singular or

they coincide, using that 𝜇𝐿 is ergodic and applying the previous reasoning we conclude that it is

the unique equilibrium state. ■

Remark 6.19. For the first part of the previous theorem one could use the work of Cao, Feng and

Huang [56], where they establish the variational principle for continuous sub-additive functions

on compact metric spaces. The proof given above gives simultaneously the variational principle

and the uniqueness of the equilibrium measure in our context.

We thus see that in fact, for 𝐿 ∈ QM(W ) (equivalently, for 𝜙 ∈ Bow(Σ) or 𝑩 ∈ QCB(Σ)) the
corresponding measure 𝜇𝐿 is canonically defined to its cohomology class. In fact, there is a one

to one correspondence as we show below.
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Corollary 6.20. Let 𝐿1, 𝐿2 ∈ QM(W ) be such that they have the same equilibrium state 𝜇, with
𝜇 (𝐿1) = 𝜇 (𝐿2). Then, they are cohomologous.
Proof. Indeed, the hypothesis shows that the potentials associated to 𝐿1, 𝐿2 coincide, thus by

Corollary 6.17 we deduce that (𝐿(𝑛)
1

− 𝐿(𝑛)
2

)𝑛 is uniformly bounded on a dense set of Σ. This is
enough to show that they are uniformly bounded everywhere, and thus 𝐿1 ∼ 𝐿2. ■

Remark 6.21. For Hölder functions 𝜙1, 𝜙2, the corresponding statement is due to Bowen (Propo-

sition 4.5 in [14]). Bowen’s result includes the fact that that transfer function is Hölder. This

can be deduced from the Corollary above, applying [49] to obtain a bounded continuous transfer

function, and then using [17] to improve the regularity.

At this stage we have essentially proved the statements of Theorem 5.2. Indeed, defining

𝜓𝐿 = 𝜑𝐿 +Ptop(𝐿) it follows by the previous inequality that 𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿 (𝑥) is uniformly close to 𝐿(𝑥̃ (𝑛)).
Moreover, given any other𝜓 ′

𝐿
with the weak Bowen property and satisfying the same, the qua-

sicocycle 𝑩𝜓
′
𝐿 is cohomologous to 𝑩𝐿 , and therefore it determines 𝐿′ ∈ QM(W ) cohomologous

to 𝐿, which then has the same invariant measure 𝜇𝐿 . Applying the previous Corollary we deduce

that𝜓 ′
𝐿
=𝜓𝐿 + 𝑢 − 𝑢 ◦ 𝜏 for some 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇𝐿), due to Theorem E.

6.5. The transfer operator associated to 𝐿. Here we give another characterization of 𝜇𝐿 . For

this we introduce the transfer operator associated to 𝜑𝐿 , which will also be used later. Fix 𝑝 ∈
[1,+∞] and define L𝜑𝐿 = L𝐿 : 𝐿

𝑝 (𝜇𝐿) ý by the formula

L𝐿𝜓 (𝑥) =
∑︁
𝜏𝑦=𝑥

𝑒
𝜑𝐿 (𝑦)𝜓 (𝑦).

The following is verified by direct computation.

Lemma 6.22 (Transference property). Let 𝜓 ∈ 𝐿𝑝 (𝜇𝐿) and 𝜙 ∈ 𝐿𝑞 (𝜇𝐿) where 𝑝−1 + 𝑞−1 = 1 if
𝑝 < ∞, and 𝑞 =∞ is 𝑝 =∞. Then

L𝐿 (𝜓 · 𝜙 ◦ 𝜏) = L𝐿𝜓 · 𝜙.
We are interested in the action of the transpose of L when 𝑝 = ∞. Consider Add(𝜇𝐿) =

Add(Σ,B(Σ), 𝜇𝐿) the set of finitely additive measures on (Σ,B(Σ)) that vanish on the null-sets

of 𝜇𝐿 . Due to the Yosida-Hewitt representation theorem we can identify Add(𝜇𝐿) = 𝐿∞(𝜇𝐿)∗;
since 𝜇𝐿 (Σ) = 1 (finite) it follows that 𝜇𝐿 ∈ Add(Σ). We can then consider L ∗

: Add(𝜇𝐿) ý the

corresponding adjoint operator, with

𝜈 ∈ Add(𝜇𝐿), 𝜑 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇𝐿) ⇒ L ∗
𝐿 𝜈 (𝜑) = 𝜈 (L𝐿𝜑).

Lemma 6.23. It holds L𝐿1 = 1 for 𝜇𝐿-a.e.

Proof. Using that L𝐿1 =
∑
𝑎∈A L𝐿1[𝑎] and linearity we obtain

L𝐿1[𝑎] (𝑥) = 𝑅𝑎𝑥0𝑒𝜑𝐿 (𝑎𝑥0𝑥1··· ) = lim

𝑛

𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑎𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑛−1])
𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑛−1])

⇒ L𝐿1(𝑥) = lim

𝑛

∑︁
𝑎∈A

𝑅𝑎𝑥0
𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑎𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑛−1])
𝜇𝐿 ( [𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑛−1])

= 1 = 1(𝑥),

for 𝜇𝐿-a.e. point. ■
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Corollary 6.24. It holds L ∗
𝐿
𝜇𝐿 = 𝜇𝐿 .

Proof. By the transference property it follows that for 𝜙,𝜓 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇𝐿)∫
𝜙 d𝜇𝐿 =

∫
𝜙 ◦ 𝜏 d𝜇𝐿 =

∫
𝜙 ◦ 𝜏 · L𝐿1 d𝜇𝐿 =

∫
L𝐿𝜙 d𝜇𝐿

and the claim follows. ■

Remark 6.25. The same argument shows that if 𝜈 ∈ Add(𝜇𝐿) is invariant under L ∗
𝐿
, then it is

𝜏-invariant.

Corollary 6.26. If 𝜈 ∈ Add(𝜇𝐿) is 𝜎−additive and L ∗
𝐿
invariant, then 𝜈 = 𝜇𝐿 .

Proof. Previous remark and ergodicity of 𝜇𝐿 . ■

Now take 𝜓 ∈ Bow𝜇𝐿
(Σ),𝜓 ∼ 𝜑𝐿 : by Theorem 5.19 there exists 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇𝐿) so that 𝜑𝐿 =

𝜓 + 𝑢 − 𝑢 ◦𝑇 . It follows that

1 = L𝜑𝐿 (1) =
L𝜓𝑒

𝑢

𝑒𝑢

and 𝑒𝑢 is an eigenvector of L𝜓 corresponding to the eigenvalue 1. Proposition 4.3 of [26] implies

that in fact 𝑒𝑢 is a simple eigenfunction of L𝜓 : 𝐿1(𝜇𝐿) ý.

6.6. The potential for other reference measures. In order to address more precise statistical

properties of a given quasimorphism (as the Central Limit Theorem), the construction of its

associated potential has a major drawback, namely, it is defined only for its equilibrium mea-

sure 𝜇𝐿 . In this part we remedy this: given some invariant measure 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) we construct an
associated potential𝜑𝐿,𝜇 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇) with the weak Bowen property, and so that (𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿,𝜇)𝑛≥1 is coho-
mologous to (𝐿(𝑛))𝑛≥1. Although this method also works for 𝜇𝐿 , unlike the previous construction,

the potentials obtained do not seem to be unique, thus preventing a unique characterization of

𝜑𝐿 .

Fix 𝐿 ∈ QM(W ) and consider the sequence of locally constant functions 𝜁𝑛 : Σ → R,

𝜁𝑛 (𝑥) =
1

𝑛

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

𝐿(𝑥0 . . . 𝑥𝑘) − 𝐿(𝑥1 . . . 𝑥𝑘)

=
1

𝑛
(𝐿(𝑥0𝑥1) − 𝐿(𝑥1) + 𝐿(𝑥0𝑥1𝑥2) − 𝐿(𝑥1𝑥2) + · · · 𝐿(𝑥0 . . . 𝑥𝑛) − 𝐿(𝑥1 . . . 𝑥𝑛)) .

The following is clear.

Lemma 6.27. (𝜁𝑛)𝑛≥1 ⊂ C(Σ) is uniformly bounded: ∥𝜁𝑛∥ℓ∞ ≤ ∥𝐿∥.

Let us now fix𝑇 ∈ N and consider 𝑛 > 𝑇 .

Lemma 6.28. It holds

|𝑆𝑇𝜁𝑛 (𝑥) − 𝐿(𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑇−1) | ≤ ∥𝛿𝐿∥(2𝑇
𝑛

+ 1 − 𝑇
𝑛
) + 𝑇

𝑛
∥𝐿 |A ∥ℓ∞ .



46 PABLO D. CARRASCO AND FEDERICO RODRÍGUEZ-HERTZ

Proof. Since 𝜁𝑛 ◦ 𝜏𝑙 = 1

𝑛

∑𝑛
𝑘=1

𝐿(𝑥𝑙 . . . 𝑥𝑙+𝑘) − 𝐿(𝑥𝑙+1 . . . 𝑥𝑙+𝑘), one gets

𝑆𝑇𝜁𝑛 (𝑥) =
1

𝑛

(
𝑇−1∑︁
𝑙=0

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

𝐿(𝑥𝑙 . . . 𝑥𝑙+𝑘) − 𝐿(𝑥𝑙+1 . . . 𝑥𝑙+𝑘)
)

=
1

𝑛

(
𝑛−1∑︁
𝑘=0

𝐿(𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑘) +
𝑇−1∑︁
𝑘=0

𝐿(𝑥𝑘 · · · 𝑥𝑛+𝑘) −
𝑇−1∑︁
𝑘=0

𝐿(𝑥𝑘) −
𝑛−1∑︁
𝑘=0

𝐿(𝑥𝑇 · · · 𝑥𝑇+𝑘)
)
.

Therefore,

|𝑆𝑇𝜁𝑛 (𝑥) − 𝐿(𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑇−1) | ≤

𝑇

𝑛
∥𝐿 |A ∥ℓ∞ + 1

𝑛

�����𝑇−2∑︁
𝑘=0

𝐿(𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑘) + 𝐿(𝑥𝑘+1 · · · 𝑥𝑛+𝑘) − 𝐿(𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑇−1) − 𝐿(𝑥𝑇 · · · 𝑥𝑇+𝑛−2)
�����

+ 1

𝑛

����� 𝑛∑︁
𝑘=𝑇

𝐿(𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑘) − 𝐿(𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑇−1) − 𝐿(𝑥𝑇 · · · 𝑥𝑘)
�����

≤ ∥𝛿𝐿∥(2𝑇
𝑛

+ 1 − 𝑇
𝑛
) + 𝑇

𝑛
∥𝐿 |A ∥ℓ∞ .

■

To construct the potential we now argue as in Burkholder’s proof of Kingman subadditive

ergodic theorem, [57]. The following is delicate result due to Komlós.

Theorem 6.29 (Komlos, [58]). Let 𝜇 be a probability measure on a measurable space (𝑋,B(𝑋 ))
and suppose that (𝑓𝑛)𝑛 ∈ 𝐿1(𝜇) is uniformly bounded in norm. Then there exists 𝑓 ∈ 𝐿1(𝜇) and a
sub-sequence (𝑟 (𝑛))𝑛∈N ⊂ N so that for 𝜇-a.e. 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 it holds

lim

𝑁→∞

1

𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝑓𝑟 (𝑛) (𝑥) = 𝑓 (𝑥).

Proposition 6.30. For any 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) there exists 𝜑𝐿,𝜇 : 𝐷𝜇 → R ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇) so that
𝑥 ∈ 𝐷𝜇, 𝑛 ∈ N ⇒ |𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿,𝜇 (𝑥) − 𝐿(𝑥0 . . . 𝑥𝑛−1) | ≤ ∥𝛿𝐿∥.

In particular, if 𝜇 has full support then 𝜑𝐿,𝜇 has the weak Bowen property.

Proof. Applying Komlós’ theorem to (𝜁𝑛)𝑛≥1, let 𝜑𝐿,𝜇 : 𝐷𝜇 → R and (𝑟 (𝑛))𝑛∈N be as in its conclu-

sion. Fixing𝑇 ∈ N, 𝜀 > 0, for sufficiently large𝑛 one has that sup𝑥∈Σ |𝑆𝑇𝜁𝑛 (𝑥) −𝐿(𝑥0 . . . 𝑥𝑇−1) | ≤
∥𝛿𝐿∥ + 𝜀 , therefore (since 𝜑𝐿,𝜇 is limit of a convex combination of (𝜁𝑛)),

sup

𝑥∈Σ
|𝑆𝑇𝜑𝐿,𝜇 (𝑥) − 𝐿(𝑥0 . . . 𝑥𝑇−1) | ≤ ∥𝛿𝐿∥ + 𝜀.

This implies the first part, while the second is automatic. ■

Remark 6.31. Since (𝜁𝑛)𝑛 are uniformly bounded in 𝐿∞(𝜇), we have

lim

𝑁→∞

1

𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

𝐿(𝑥0 . . . 𝑥𝑟 (𝑛)−1) − 𝐿(𝑥1 . . . 𝑥𝑟 (𝑛)−1) = 𝜑𝐿,𝜇 (𝑥)

both a.e. and in 𝐿𝑝 (𝜇) for 1 ≤ 𝑝 < ∞.
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Remark 6.32. The following generalization is useful to compareweakBowen functions associated

to different measures. Suppose that (𝜇𝑘)𝑘∈N ⊂ P𝜏 (Σ) is given: then there exists a 𝜑 : 𝐷 → R so

that

(1) ∀𝑘, 𝜇𝑘 (𝐷) = 1.

(2) 𝑥 ∈ 𝐷,𝑛 ∈ N ⇒ |𝑆𝑛𝜑 (𝑥) − 𝐿(𝑥0 . . . 𝑥𝑛−1) | ≤ ∥𝛿𝐿∥.
To see this it suffices to apply the previous proposition to 𝜇 =

∑∞
𝑘=1

𝜇𝑘

2
𝑘 . It would be interesting

to establish the existence of a cohomologous weak function defined for every invariant measure,

but this remains as an open problem.

7. Finer properties of the equilibrium measure associated to a quasimorphism

In this section we investigate the dynamical properties of the equilibrium state, and elucidate

the structure of the set where the potential 𝜑𝐿 is well defined. We use this knowledge to deduce

the Bernoulli property of the system (Σ, 𝜏, 𝜇𝐿).
This part is more dynamically flavored than others in the article, and contains results that are

well known for the case of Hölder functions. For weak Bowen functions we need to give different

proofs. These methods also reveal non-obvious structure of weak Bowen functions, and hence

of quasimorphisms. It is also likely that the machinery that we present here will be applicable

in other instances of thermodynamic formalism for non-continuous potentials, which is still a

largely undeveloped area.

7.1. The transpose quasimorphism and the natural extension. It will be important to work

in the natural extension of the shift dynamical system, which can be canonically identified with

the two-sided SFT Σ̃ = Σ̃(𝑅). The canonical projection is𝜋 : Σ̃ → Σ, 𝜋 (𝑥) = 𝑥+; as was explained
in Section 5, it induces an isomorphism P𝜏 (Σ̃) ∋ 𝜇̃ → 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ), preserving ergodicity.
Notation. For points 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃ we use a dot to indicate the zero entry, i.e.

𝑥 = (· · · 𝑥−𝑛 · · · 𝑥−1.𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑛 · · · ).
If 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃, 𝑘 ≤ 0 ≤ 𝑙 we write

[𝑥𝑘𝑥𝑘+1 · · · 𝑥−1.𝑥0𝑥1 · · · 𝑥𝑙 ] = {𝑦 ∈ Σ̃ : 𝑦𝑖 = 𝑥𝑖, 𝑘 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑙}.

Given 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃ we denote 𝑥+ = (𝑥𝑛)𝑛≥0, 𝑥− = (𝑥𝑛)𝑛≤0, and write 𝑥 = ⟨𝑥−, 𝑥+⟩.

The space non-positive entries of Σ̃ is also a one-sided shift space, which can be identified

with the subshift of finite type Σ(𝑅†) corresponding to 𝑅†, the transpose of 𝑅. Indeed, we can
write Σ(𝑅†) = {𝑥 = (𝑥𝑛)𝑛≤0 : 𝑅𝑥𝑛−1𝑥𝑛 = 1,∀𝑛 ≥ 0}, and observe that in this notation the shift

endomorphism is given by (𝑥𝑛)𝑛≥0 ↦→ (𝑥𝑛−1)𝑛≥0: we denote this map by 𝜏−1. The projection
𝜋†

: Σ̃(𝑅) → Σ(𝑅†),
𝜋†(𝑥) = (𝑥−𝑛)𝑛≥0

semi-conjugates𝜏−1 : Σ̃ ý and
2𝜏−1 : Σ(𝑅†) ý. It follows in particular thatP𝜏 (Σ̃) = P𝜏−1 (Σ̃) is

in bijection with P𝜏−1 (Σ†), and therefore there exists a bijection 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) → 𝜇† ∈ P𝜏−1 (Σ†).
We now fix 𝐿 ∈ QM(W ) and lift the measure 𝜇𝐿 to obtain 𝜇̃𝐿 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ̃). Let 𝜑𝐿 : Σ0 → R be

the associated potential, where Σ0 is completely invariant and 𝜇𝐿 (Σ0) = 1. The lifted potential

2
Here 𝜏−1 : Σ̃ ý is the inverse of the shift map in Σ̃.
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𝜑𝐿 (𝑥) = 𝜑𝐿 (𝑥+) is defined in the full measure invariant set Σ̃0 = 𝜋−1(Σ0). Observe that 𝜑𝐿
satisfies the weak Bowen property and only depends on the positive coordinates of 𝑥 .

Lemma 7.1. 𝜇̃𝐿 is the (unique) equilibrium state for 𝜑𝐿 .

Proof. We use the following facts:

(1) for every 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ), ℎ𝜇 (𝜏) = ℎ𝜇̃ (𝜏);
(2) for every 𝒂 ∈ Fix(W ),

𝜇̃𝒂 (𝜑𝐿) = 𝜇𝒂 (𝜑𝐿).
This in turn implies, by density of measures supported on periodic orbits [59] and Propo-

sition 5.7, that

(∀𝜇̃ ∈ P𝜏 (Σ̃)) : 𝜇̃ (𝜑𝐿) = 𝜇 (𝜑𝐿) = 𝜇 (𝐿).
The result then follows from the variational principle (note that proof of Theorem 6.18 applies

without modifications to the system

(
Σ̃, 𝜏, 𝜑𝐿

)
). ■

Next we look at 𝜇𝐿† . For a word 𝒂 = 𝑎1 · · ·𝑎𝑛 write 𝒂† = 𝑎𝑛 · · ·𝑎1. Then † : W =

W (𝑅) → W † = W (𝑅†) induces a linear isomorphism † : QM(W ) → QM(W †) (respectively,
† : QM(Fix(W )) → QM(Fix(W †))) by the formula

𝐿†(𝒂) = 𝐿(𝒂†);

accordingly, ∥𝛿𝐿†∥ = ∥𝛿𝐿∥, ∥𝐿†∥ = ∥𝐿∥.
We define 𝜑𝐿† : Σ

†
0
→ R as before,

𝑒𝜑𝐿† (𝑥
−) = lim

𝑛→∞
𝜇̃𝐿† ( [𝑥−𝑛 · · · .𝑥0])
𝜇̃𝐿† ( [𝑥−𝑛 · · · .𝑥−1])

and consider its lift to Σ̃, 𝜑𝐿† (𝑥) = 𝜑𝐿† (𝑥−).

Lemma 7.2. 𝜇̃𝐿 is the equilibrium state for 𝜑𝐿† . Therefore 𝜋†𝜇̃𝐿 = 𝜇𝐿† .

Proof. We argue as in the previous Lemma, using that

(1) for every 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏−1 (Σ†), ℎ𝜇 (𝜏−1) = ℎ𝜇̃ (𝜏−1) = ℎ𝜇̃ (𝜏).
(2) For every 𝒂 ∈ Fix(W ) it holds that 𝒂† ∈ Fix(W †) and

𝜇̃𝒂† (𝜑𝐿†) = 𝜇𝒂† (𝜑𝐿†) = 𝜇𝒂† (𝐿†) = 𝜇𝒂 (𝐿).

Hence,

∀𝜈 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ̃), 𝜈 (𝜑𝐿†) = 𝜈 (𝜑𝐿).
The result follows again by the variational principle and the uniqueness of the equilibrium mea-

sure for 𝜑𝐿† . ■

During the proof of Lemmas 7.1 and 7.2 we established that ∀𝜈 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ̃) it holds 𝜈 (𝜑𝐿) =

𝜈 (𝜑𝐿†). For this reason:

Corollary 7.3. The functions 𝜑𝐿, 𝜑𝐿† are cohomologous in 𝐿∞(𝜇̃𝐿): there exists 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇̃𝐿) so that
𝜑𝐿 = 𝜑𝐿† + 𝑢 − 𝑢 ◦ 𝜏 .
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Convention. From now on 𝜑𝐿, 𝜑𝐿† are defined in the same invariant set of full 𝜇̃𝐿 measure,

Σ̃0 = 𝜋−1(Σ0) ∩ (𝜋†)−1(Σ̃†
0
). The transfer function 𝑢 is defined in the full 𝜇̃𝐿 measure and

invariant set Σ̃1 ⊂ Σ̃0.

Remark 7.4. The previous Corollary evidences further the necessity of working with the coarser
version if Livšic cohomology. Indeed, in [60] the authors give an example of a continuous Bowen

potential 𝜑 : Σ → R for which the reverse measure 𝜇† is not associated to any continuous

potential.

7.2. The conditionals of 𝜇̃𝐿. Our next goal is to prove that 𝜇̃𝐿 is equivalent to the product

𝜇𝐿 × 𝜇𝐿† , and give a dynamical interpretation of the transfer function𝑢 . First, we recall the basics

of the theory of measurable partitions and disintegration of measures in the sense of Rohklin.

Given a Borel probability space (𝑋,B(𝑋 ), 𝜇) and a family of partitions (by measurable sets)

(P𝑖)𝑖∈𝐼 , its join is

∨
𝑖∈𝐼 P𝑖 = 𝜎 (⋃𝑖∈𝐼 P𝑖) < B(𝑋 ). A 𝜎-algebra 𝜉 is called measurable if there

exists a countable family of finite partitions (P𝑛)𝑛 so that 𝜉 =
∨
𝑛 P𝑛 , while a partition P is called

measurable if the 𝜎-algebra that it generates is measurable.

Theorem 7.5 (Rohklin). If 𝜉 is a measurable 𝜎−algebra for 𝜇, there exists 𝑋0 ⊂ 𝑋 of full measure,
and a family {𝜇𝜉𝑥 }𝑥∈𝑋 ⊂ P (𝑋 ) (called the conditionals of 𝜇 with respect to 𝜉 ) so that for every
𝜓 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇) the map 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋0 → 𝜇

𝜉
𝑥 (𝜓 ) is a measurable version of E𝜇 [𝜓 |𝜉]. In particular, 𝜇 (𝜓 ) =∫ (∫

𝜓 d𝜇
𝜉
𝑥

)
d𝜇 (𝑥).

Since 𝜉 is measurable, for 𝜇-almost every 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 the set 𝜉 (𝑥) = ⋂
𝑥∈𝐴∈𝜉 𝐴 (called the atom of 𝜉

containing 𝑥 ) is in B(𝑋 ), and 𝑋0 can be chosen so that 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋0 implies

• 𝜇
𝜉
𝑥 (𝜉 (𝑥)) = 1,

• 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋0 ∩ 𝜉 (𝑥) ⇒ 𝜇
𝜉
𝑥 = 𝜇

𝜉
𝑦 .

Define 𝑋𝜉 as the space of atoms of 𝜉 and equip it with the final measure structure induced by the

projection 𝑝𝜉 (𝑥) = 𝜉 (𝑥). Due to the above considerations, the family of conditionals can also

be thought of as a measurable map (𝑋/𝜉, 𝑝𝜉𝜇) ↦→ P (𝑋 ) sending 𝐴 = 𝜉 (𝑥) → 𝜇
𝜉

𝐴
= 𝜇

𝜉
𝑥 . The

measure 𝜇 is thus completely determined by

{
𝜇
𝜉

𝐴

}
𝐴∈𝑋/𝜉

and the quotient measure 𝜇𝑋/𝜉 = 𝑝𝜉𝜇.

We refer to [61] for further discussion.

Stable and unstable sets. For 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃ denote

𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥) := {𝑦 : 𝑦+ = 𝑥+}

𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥) := {𝑦 : 𝑦− = 𝑥−}

Definition 7.6. 𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥),𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥) are the local stable and unstable sets of 𝑥 , respectively.

These sets can be parametrized as follows. Fix 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃ and let

𝑝𝑢𝑥 : Σ𝑥0 = Σ ∩ [𝑥0] →𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥) 𝑝𝑢𝑥 (𝑧) = ⟨𝑥−, 𝑧⟩

𝑝𝑠𝑥 : Σ
†
𝑥0

= Σ† ∩ [𝑥0] →𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥) 𝑝𝑠𝑥 (𝑧) = ⟨𝑧, 𝑥+⟩.

Both 𝑝𝑢𝑥 , 𝑝
𝑠
𝑥 are homeomorphisms.

Write 𝜉𝑢 = {𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥) : 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃} for the partition into local unstable sets: it holds that
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• 𝜉𝑢 is finer than 𝜏𝜉𝑢 = {𝜏
(
𝜉 (𝜏−1(𝑥))

)
: 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃};

• ∨
𝑛≤0 𝜏

𝑛𝜉𝑢 = B(Σ̃);
• ⋂

𝑛≥0 𝜏
𝑛𝜉𝑢 = {𝑊 u(𝑥) : 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃} =: B𝑢

, where𝑊 u(𝑥) = {𝑦 : lim𝑛→∞ d(Σ̃, 𝜏−𝑛𝑥)𝜏−𝑛𝑦 =

0}.
Similarly for the partition 𝜉𝑠 = {𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥) : 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃}, replacing 𝜏 by its inverse. Next we compute

the disintegration of 𝜇̃𝐿 with respect to the partition 𝜉
𝑢
.

Notation. Denote 𝜇𝑢𝑥 = (𝜇̃𝐿)𝜉
𝑢

𝑥 , whenever is defined. For 𝑥 ∈ Σ, 𝑦 ∈𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥) and 𝑘 ≥ 0 we write

[𝑦0 · · ·𝑦𝑘]𝑢𝑥 = {𝑧 ∈𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥) : 𝑧𝑛 = 𝑦𝑛,∀𝑛 ≤ 𝑘} = 𝑝𝑢𝑥 ( [𝑥0𝑦1 · · ·𝑦𝑘]).

Likewise if 𝑦 ∈𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥), we write

[𝑦−𝑘 · · ·𝑦0]𝑠𝑥 = {𝑧 ∈𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥) : 𝑧𝑛 = 𝑦𝑛,∀𝑛 ≥ −𝑘} = 𝑝𝑠𝑥 ( [𝑦−𝑘 · · ·𝑦0]).

If we now assume that 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃0 it follows that

𝜇𝑢𝑥 ( [𝑦0 · · ·𝑦𝑘]𝑢𝑥 ) = lim

𝑛→∞
𝜇̃𝐿 ( [𝑥−𝑛 · · · 𝑥−1.𝑥0𝑦1 · · ·𝑦𝑘])

𝜇̃𝐿 ( [𝑥−𝑛 · · · 𝑥−1.𝑥0])
= lim

𝑛→∞
𝜇̃𝐿 ( [𝑥−𝑛 · · · 𝑥−1𝑥0𝑦1 · · · .𝑦𝑘])

𝜇̃𝐿 ( [𝑥−𝑛 · · · 𝑥−1.𝑥0])
= exp(𝑆𝑘𝜑𝐿† (𝜏𝑦)) = exp (𝑆−𝑘𝜑𝐿† (· · · 𝑥−𝑛 · · · 𝑥−1𝑥0𝑦1 · · ·𝑦𝑘)) (7.1)

with the convention that 𝑆0𝜑 ≡ 0, 𝑆−𝑘𝜓 =
∑𝑘−1
𝑖=0 𝜓 ◦ 𝜏−𝑖 . We remark that we have used the

invariance of Σ̃0 the guarantee the existence of the limit (cf. Remark 6.15): more generally, this

permits to define 𝜇𝑢𝑥 whenever 𝑥 belongs to the set (𝜋†)−1(Σ†
0
), which is saturated by the partition

𝜉𝑢 . These unstable measures only depend on the past of 𝑥 , and we can safely write 𝜇𝑢𝑥 = 𝜇𝑢𝑥− .

Corollary 7.7. The unstable disintegration can be defined on Σ̃0.

Similarly for the stable disintegration we get,

𝜇𝑠𝑥 ( [𝑦−𝑘 · · ·𝑦0]𝑠𝑥 ) = lim

𝑛→∞
𝜇̃𝐿 ( [𝑦−𝑘 · · ·𝑦−1.𝑥0𝑥1 · · · 𝑥𝑛])

𝜇̃𝐿 ( [𝑥−𝑛 · · · 𝑥−1.𝑥0])
= lim

𝑛→∞
𝜇̃𝐿 ( [.𝑦−𝑘 · · ·𝑦−1𝑥0𝑥1 · · · 𝑥𝑛])

𝜇̃𝐿 ( [.𝑥0 · · · 𝑥𝑛])
= exp(𝑆𝑘𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−𝑘𝑦)) = exp (𝑆𝑘𝜑𝐿 (𝑦−𝑘 · · ·𝑦−1𝑥0𝑥1 · · · 𝑥𝑛 · · · )) .

It follows that 𝑥 ↦→ 𝜇𝑠𝑥 is well defined for 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃0. Next we compute the behavior of these

stable/unstable measures under iteration.

Corollary 7.8. For every 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃0 it holds
(1) if 𝑦 ∈ 𝜏−1(𝑊 u

loc
(𝜏𝑥)), then

d𝜏−1𝜇𝑢𝜏𝑥

d𝜇𝑢𝑥
(𝑦) = exp(−𝜑𝐿† (𝜏𝑦)).

(2) If 𝑦 ∈ 𝜏 (𝑊 s

loc
(𝜏−1𝑥)), then

d𝜏𝜇𝑠
𝜏−1𝑥

d𝜇𝑠𝑥
(𝑦) = exp(−𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−1𝑦)).
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Proof. Compute

𝜏−1𝜇𝑢𝜏𝑥 ( [𝑦0 · · ·𝑦𝑘]𝑢𝑥 ) = 𝜇𝑢𝜏𝑥
(
[𝑦1 · · ·𝑦𝑘]𝑢𝜏𝑥

)
=

{
exp(𝑆𝑘−1𝜑𝐿† (𝜏2𝑦)) = exp(−𝜑𝐿† (𝜏𝑦)) · 𝜇𝑢𝑥 ( [𝑦0 · · ·𝑦𝑘]𝑢𝑥 ) 𝑥1 = 𝑦1

0 𝑥1 ≠ 𝑦1.

This shows that 𝜏−1𝜇𝑢𝜏𝑥 ∼ 𝜇𝑢𝑥 . By taking 𝑘 ↦→ ∞ and using the Radon-Nikodym theorem we

obtain the claim in the first case. The second is analogous. ■

It follows that we can write

𝜇𝑢𝑥 =
∑︁
𝑖∈A

𝑅𝑥0𝑖1[𝑥0𝑖]𝑒
𝜑
𝐿† (𝑥

−𝑖)𝜏−1𝜇𝑢𝑥𝑖 .

Holonomy. Given 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ Σ̃ with 𝑦 ∈𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥) we define holu𝑥,𝑦 :𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥) →𝑊 s

loc
(𝑦)

hol
u

𝑥,𝑦 (⟨𝑧−, 𝑥+⟩) = ⟨𝑧−, 𝑦+⟩.

We call this map the local unstable holonomy between𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥) and𝑊 s

loc
(𝑦). Note that

∀𝑧 ∈𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥), holu𝑥,𝑦 ( [𝑧−𝑘 · · · 𝑧0]𝑠𝑥 ) = [𝑧−𝑘 · · · 𝑧0]𝑠𝑦 .

Now suppose that 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ Σ̃0 and let 𝑧 = ⟨𝑧−, 𝑥+⟩ ∈𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥). Then for every 𝑘 ≥ 0 one has

hol
u

𝑦,𝑥 𝜇
𝑠
𝑦

(
[𝑧−𝑘 · · · 𝑧0]𝑠𝑥

)
= exp

(
𝑆𝑘𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−𝑘 ⟨𝑧−, 𝑦+⟩))

)
= exp

(
𝑆𝑘𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−𝑘 ⟨𝑧−, 𝑦+⟩) − 𝑆𝑘𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−𝑘𝑧)

)
𝜇𝑠𝑥

(
[𝑧−𝑘 · · · 𝑧0]𝑠𝑥

)
=

𝑘∏
𝑖=1

exp

(
𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−𝑖 ⟨𝑧−, 𝑦+⟩)

)
exp

(
𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−𝑖 ⟨𝑧−, 𝑥+⟩)

) · 𝜇𝑠𝑦
(
[𝑧−𝑘 · · · 𝑧0]𝑠𝑥

)
which if 𝑧, holu𝑦,𝑥 (𝑧) ∈ Σ̃1 is equal to

=

exp

(
𝑢 (⟨𝑧−, 𝑦+⟩)

)
exp

(
𝑢 (⟨𝑧−, 𝑥+⟩)

) :

exp

(
𝑢 (𝜏−𝑘 ⟨𝑧−, 𝑦+⟩)

)
exp

(
𝑢 (𝜏−𝑘 ⟨𝑧−, 𝑥+⟩)

) · 𝜇𝑠𝑦
(
[𝑧−𝑘 · · · 𝑧0]𝑠𝑥

)
.

Definition 7.9. The unstable Jacobian between𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥) and𝑊 s

loc
(𝑦) is the function

J
𝑢
𝑥,𝑦 (𝑧) = lim

𝑛→∞

𝑛∏
𝑘=1

exp

(
𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−𝑘 ⟨𝑧−, 𝑦+⟩)

)
exp

(
𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−𝑘 ⟨𝑧−, 𝑥+⟩)

)
for 𝑧 ∈𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥) (whenever it exists).

By the computation above, and since𝜑𝐿 has theweakBowenproperty, themeasures hol
u

𝑦,𝑥 𝜇
𝑠
𝑦, 𝜇

𝑠
𝑥

are equivalent. The Radon-Nikodym theorem now implies that there exists a full 𝜇𝑠𝑥 measure set

where the limit J
𝑢
𝑥,𝑦 (𝑧) exists.
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Corollary 7.10. For every 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ Σ̃0 with 𝑥0 = 𝑦0 the measures holu𝑦,𝑥 𝜇𝑠𝑦, 𝜇𝑠𝑥 are equivalent:

hol
u

𝑦,𝑥 𝜇
𝑠
𝑦 = J

𝑢
𝑥,𝑦 · 𝜇𝑠𝑥 , where J𝑢𝑥,𝑦 ∈ 𝐿∞

(
𝜇𝑠𝑥

)
is bounded away from zero and infinity, with constants

that do not depend on 𝑥,𝑦.

Similarly, the stable holonomy is themaphol
s

𝑥,𝑦 :𝑊
u

loc
(𝑥) →𝑊 u

loc
(𝑦) defined by hols𝑥,𝑦 (⟨𝑥−, 𝑧+⟩) =

⟨𝑦−, 𝑧+⟩. As before, we compute for 𝑧 ∈𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥)

hol
s

𝑥,𝑦 𝜇
𝑢
𝑦 ( [𝑥0𝑧1 · · · 𝑧𝑘]𝑢𝑥 ) = exp

(
𝑆𝑘𝜑𝐿† (𝜏 ⟨𝑦−, 𝑧+⟩)

)
= exp

(
𝑆𝑘𝜑𝐿† (𝜏 ⟨𝑦−, 𝑧+⟩) − 𝑆𝑘𝜑𝐿† (𝜏 ⟨𝑥−, 𝑧+⟩)

)
· 𝜇𝑢𝑥 ( [𝑥0𝑧1 · · · 𝑧𝑘]𝑢𝑥 ) (7.2)

which if 𝑧, hols𝑦,𝑥 (𝑧) ∈ Σ̃1 is equal to

=
exp(𝑢 (𝜏 ⟨𝑥−, 𝑧+⟩))
exp(𝑢 (𝜏 ⟨𝑦−, 𝑧+⟩)) :

exp(𝑢 (𝜏𝑘+1⟨𝑥−, 𝑧+⟩))
exp(𝑢 (𝜏𝑘+1⟨𝑦−, 𝑧+⟩))

· 𝜇𝑢𝑥 ( [𝑥0𝑧1 · · · 𝑧𝑘]𝑢𝑥 ).

7.3. The set of convergence of the unstable Jacobian. The previous Corollary 7.10 guaran-
tees that, if 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ Σ̃0 verify 𝑥0 = 𝑦0, then for 𝜇𝑠𝑥 almost every 𝑧 ∈𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥) the limit

lim

𝑘→∞
𝑆𝑘𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−𝑘 holu𝑥,𝑦 (𝑧)) − 𝑆𝑘𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−𝑘𝑧)

exists. For this, implicitly we have used that 𝜋−1(Σ0) is saturated by the partition 𝜉𝑠 . In principle
we do not have means to guarantee that the same holds for the domain of the transfer function in

order to deduce that lim𝑘→∞𝑢 (𝜏−𝑘 holu𝑥,𝑦 (𝑧)) − 𝑢 (𝜏−𝑘𝑧) also exists. Nevertheless, by definition
of disintegration we get the following:

Corollary 7.11. There exists a full measure invariant set Σ̃2 ⊂ Σ̃1 so that for 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ Σ̃2, 𝑥0 = 𝑦0 it
holds

∃ lim

𝑘→∞
𝑢 (𝜏−𝑘 holu𝑥,𝑦 (𝑧)) − 𝑢 (𝜏−𝑘𝑧) 𝜇𝑠𝑥-a.e.(𝑧)

In this part we analyze more carefully the previous convergence. For 𝜙 ∈ C(Σ̃2) let

P𝑢 (𝜙) =
∫

E𝜇𝑢𝑥 [𝜙 (𝑥, ·)] d𝜇̃𝐿 (𝑥).

Then P𝑢 is a probability supported in the fiber bundle E =

{
(𝑥,𝑦) ∈ Σ̃2

: 𝑦 ∈𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥)

}
. If

proj
(1), proj(2) : Σ̃2 → Σ̃ denote the respective projections onto the first and second coordi-

nates, we get in particular proj
(1)P𝑢 = 𝜇̃𝐿 .

Define the probability measure P𝑢𝑠 on Σ̃3
by the formula

𝜙 ∈ C(Σ̃3), P𝑢𝑠 (𝜙) =
∫

E𝜇𝑠𝑥 [𝜙 (𝑥,𝑦, ·)] d P
𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦).

Denote proj : Σ̃3 → Σ̃2
the projection onto the first two coordinates. From Corollary 7.11 we

deduce:
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Lemma 7.12. There exists a full P𝑢𝑠 measure set D3 ⊂ Σ̃3 such that proj(D3) = Σ̃2

2
, and so for

(𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧) ∈ D3 it holds
∃ lim

𝑘→∞
𝑢 (𝜏−𝑘 holu𝑥,𝑦 (𝑧)) − 𝑢 (𝜏−𝑘𝑧).

Consider the family of functions 𝑣𝑘 : Σ̃
2

2
→ R, 𝑣𝑘 (𝑥,𝑦) = 𝑢 (𝜏−𝑘𝑥) − 𝑢 (𝜏−𝑘𝑦).

Lemma 7.13. There exists a full P𝑢 measure set D2 ⊂ Σ̃2 so that

(𝑥,𝑦) ∈ D2 ⇒ ∃𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦) := lim

𝑘→∞
𝑣𝑘 (𝑥,𝑦)

Proof. Indeed, projP𝑢𝑠 = P𝑢 . The claim follows from this and the previous lemma. ■

Our next goal is showing that 𝑣 is the zero function.

Lemma 7.14. It holds that 𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦) = 0 for P𝑢-almost every pair (𝑥,𝑦).

Proof. Suppose not and denote 𝐵 = {(𝑥,𝑦) ∈ D2
: |𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦) | > 0}. Using Egoroff and Lusin’s

theorems one deduces the existence of constants 𝜀, 𝜂 > 0 and 𝑘0 so that for 𝑘 ≥ 𝑘0, P𝑢 ( ˆ𝐵𝑘) ≥ 𝜂,
where

ˆ𝐵𝑘 = {(𝑥,𝑦) : |𝑣𝑘 (𝑥,𝑦) | > 𝜀}. Let ˆ𝐶 ⊂ Σ̃2

2
be a compact set so that (𝑥,𝑦) ↦→ 𝑢 (𝑥) − 𝑢 (𝑦)

is continuous and P𝑢 ( ˆ𝐶) ≥ 1−𝜂. Observe that by the definition of P𝑢 and the defining properties
of disintegrations it follows that 𝜇̃𝐿 (𝐵) ≥ 𝜂, with 𝐵 = proj

(1) ˆ𝐵.
Take 𝛿 > 0 for which d𝐶 (𝑥,𝑦) < 𝛿 ⇒ |𝑢 (𝑥) − 𝑢 (𝑦) | < 𝜀 , and let 𝑘1 ≥ 𝑘0 so that

sup{diam(𝜏−𝑘1𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥)) : 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃} < 𝛿.

This implies in particular that
ˆ𝐵 ∩ 𝜏𝑘1 × 𝜏𝑘1 ( ˆ𝐶) = ∅, therefore P𝑢 (𝜏𝑘1 × 𝜏𝑘1 ( ˆ𝐵)) < 𝜂, which in

turn implies

𝜇̃𝐿 (proj(1) (𝜏−𝑘1 × 𝜏−𝑘1 ( ˆ𝐵)) = 𝜇̃𝐿 (𝜏−𝑘1𝐵)) < 𝜂,
which is a contradiction. ■

Corollary 7.15. There exists D ⊂ Σ̃3

2
⊂ Σ̃3

0
of full P𝑢𝑠 measure so that (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧) ∈ D then

J
𝑢
𝑦,𝑥 (𝑧) =

𝑒𝑢 (𝑧)

𝑒𝑢 (⟨𝑧
−,𝑥+⟩) =

∞∏
𝑘=1

exp

(
𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−𝑘 ⟨𝑧−, 𝑥+⟩)

)
exp

(
𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−𝑘 ⟨𝑧−, 𝑦+⟩)

)
= lim

𝑘→∞
exp

(
𝑆𝑘𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−𝑘 ⟨𝑧−, 𝑥+⟩) − 𝑆𝑘𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−𝑘 ⟨𝑧−, 𝑦+⟩)

)
.

Remark 7.16. The previous corollary reveals yet another some subtlety of functions with the

(weak) Bowen property. For 𝜑 to have the weak Bowen property, sup𝑛≥0 |
∑𝑛
𝑘=1

𝜑 (𝜏−𝑘𝑥) −
𝜑 (𝜏−𝑘𝑦) | < ∞ for 𝑥,𝑦 ∈𝑊 u

loc
(𝑧), it turns out that in fact ∃ lim𝑛

∑𝑛
𝑘=1

𝜑 (𝜏−𝑘𝑥) − 𝜑 (𝜏−𝑘𝑦) < ∞
for points 𝑥,𝑦 chosen with respect to some fully supported measure in the same unstable sets.

7.4. New conditionals and the transverse measure. We now compare the unstable disinte-

grations with 𝜇𝐿 , and the the transverse measure with 𝜇𝐿† . The method is based on what is done

in [62] for regular Hölder potentials (see also [63]), which has its origins in the work of Haydn

[64], Bowen-Ruelle [65], and Ledrappier-Young [66]. Here, on the other hand, we are dealing with

a more delicate situation, since we have to compare disintegrations corresponding to a priori

different invariant measures, which typically implies that their domain of definition are mutually
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singular. Another difficulty comes from the fact that we want to construct the unstable disinte-

gration everywhere by using a measure equivalent to 𝜇𝐿 (which is defined on a different space).

In the literature the identification between Σ and the local unstable manifold is sometimes not

made explicit, which does not pose a serious problem since the Jacobian is defined everywhere.

For 𝑖 ∈ A let 𝜇𝑖
𝐿
= 1[𝑖]𝜇𝐿 . Recall the definition of the transfer operator given in Section 6.5.

Lemma 7.17. If 𝑎 ∈ A , 𝑧 ∈ Σ0 it holds L𝐿1[𝑎] (𝑧) = 𝑅𝑎𝑥0𝑒𝜑𝐿 (𝑎𝑧) .

Proof. Direct computation. ■

From this we deduce:

Corollary 7.18. It holds 𝜏𝜇𝑎
𝐿
=

∑
𝑖 𝑅𝑎𝑖𝑒

𝜑𝐿 (𝑎•)𝜇𝑖
𝐿
=

∑
𝑖 𝑅𝑎𝑖1[𝑖]𝑒

𝜑𝐿 (𝑎•)𝜇𝐿 .

If 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃ we define

𝜂𝑥 = 𝑝
𝑢
𝑥 𝜇

𝑥0
𝐿
.

This is a finite measure supported on𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥), which moreover verifies:

Lemma 7.19. For every 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃0 the measure 𝜂𝑥 is equivalent to 𝜇𝑢𝑥 . Furthermore, the Jacobian is
uniformly bounded from above and below by some constant independent of 𝑥 .

Proof. This follows from (7.1) and the Gibbs property of 𝜇𝐿 . ■

Note that 𝑥− = 𝑦− ⇒ 𝜂𝑥 = 𝜂𝑦 . Given 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃ for each symbol 𝑖 with 𝑅𝑥0𝑖 = 1 we choose

𝑥 (𝑖) ∈ 𝜏 (𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥)) ∩ [𝑖].

Lemma 7.20. For every 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃ it holds 𝜏𝜂𝑥 =
∑
𝑖 𝑅𝑥0𝑖𝑒

𝜑𝐿◦𝜏−1𝜂𝑥 (𝑖 ) =
∑
𝑖 𝑅𝑥0𝑖𝑒

𝜑𝐿◦𝜏−1𝜂𝑥−(𝑖 ) .

Proof. It is direct to check that 𝜏 ◦ 𝑝𝑢𝑥 =
∑
𝑖 1[𝑥0𝑖] · 𝑝𝑢𝑥 (𝑖 ) ◦ 𝜏 , while

𝑝𝑢𝑥 (𝑖 )

(
1[𝑖]𝑒

𝜑𝐿 (𝑥0•)𝜇𝐿
)
= 𝑒

𝜑𝐿 (𝑥0•)◦(𝑝𝑢𝑥 (𝑖 ) )
−1
𝜂𝑥 (𝑖 ) = 𝑒

𝜑𝐿◦𝜏−1𝜂𝑥 (𝑖 ) .

Hence, by Corollary 7.18,

𝜏𝜂𝑥 = (
∑︁
𝑖

1[𝑥0𝑖] · 𝑝𝑢𝑥 (𝑖 ) ◦ 𝜏)𝜇
𝑥0
𝐿

=
∑︁
𝑖

𝑅𝑥0𝑖𝑒
𝜑𝐿◦𝜏−1𝜂𝑥 (𝑖 ) .

■

For 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃1 the function𝑊
u

loc
(𝑥) ∩ Σ̃2 ∋ 𝑧 → 𝑒−𝑢 (𝑧) is in 𝐿∞

(
𝜂𝑥

)
, therefore

d𝜈𝑥 := 𝑒
−𝑢

d𝜂𝑥

d𝜈𝑥 := 𝑒
𝑢 (𝑥)−𝑢

d𝜂𝑥 = 𝑒
𝑢 (𝑥)

d𝜈𝑥

are well defined finite measures on𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥). Our next goal is proving that {𝜈𝑥 : 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃2} verifies

𝜇𝑢𝑥 =
𝜈𝑥

𝜈𝑥 (𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥)) =

𝜈𝑥

𝜈𝑥 (𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥)) .

We start analyzing the behavior of {𝜈𝑥 : 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃2}, {𝜈𝑥 : 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃2} under iteration.
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Lemma 7.21. For every 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃1 it holds

𝜏−1𝜈𝜏𝑥 = 1[𝑥0𝑥1] exp(−𝜑𝐿† (𝑥))𝜈𝑥
As a consequence,

𝜈𝑥 = 𝑒
𝜑
𝐿† (𝑥)𝜏−1

(∑︁
𝑖

𝑅𝑥0𝑖𝜈𝑥 (𝑖 )

)
𝜈𝑥 = 𝑒

𝜑𝐿 (𝑥)𝜏−1
(∑︁
𝑖

𝑅𝑥0𝑖𝜈𝑥 (𝑖 )

)
.

Proof. Write 𝑤 = 𝜏𝑥 . By Lemma 7.20 we have 𝜏
(
1[𝑥0𝑖]𝜂𝑥

)
= 𝑒−𝜑𝐿◦𝜏

−1
𝜂𝑥 (𝑖 ) , hence in particular

𝜏−1𝜂𝑤 = 1[𝑥0𝑥1]𝑒
−𝜑𝐿𝜂𝑥 . Therefore

𝜏−1𝜈𝑤 = 𝜏−1
(
𝑒−𝑢𝜂𝑤

)
= 1[𝑥0𝑥1]𝑒

−𝑢◦𝜏−𝜑𝐿𝜂𝑥 = 1[𝑥0𝑥1]𝑒
−𝑢−𝜑

𝐿†𝜂𝑥 = 1[𝑥0𝑥1]𝑒
−𝜑

𝐿† (𝑥)𝜈𝑥 .

■

The above lemma allows us to extend each 𝜈𝑥 (for 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃1) to a Radon measure on𝑊 u(𝑥) with
some quasi-invariance property.

Lemma 7.22. There exists a family of measures
{
𝜈𝑥

}
𝑥∈Σ̃1

, where 𝜈𝑥 is a Radon measure on𝑊 u(𝑥)
satisfying:

(1) for every 𝑛 ∈ N, 𝜏−𝑛𝜈𝜏𝑛𝑥 = 𝑒−𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿† (𝑥)𝜈𝑥 .
(2) 𝑥, 𝑧 ∈ Σ̃1, 𝑧 ∈𝑊 u(𝑥) implies 𝜈𝑥 = lim𝑛 𝑒

𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿† (𝜏
−𝑛𝑥)−𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿† (𝜏

−𝑛𝑧)𝜈𝑧 .

Proof. Fix 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃1, and for𝑛 ≥ 0 write 𝑥 (𝑛) = 𝜏−𝑛𝑥 and 𝜈 (𝑛)𝑥 := 𝑒−𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿† (𝑥
(𝑛) )𝜏𝑛𝜈𝑥 (𝑛) . It follows from

the previous Lemma that this family of measures satisfies 𝜈
(𝑛)
𝑥 = 𝜈

(𝑛−1)
𝑥 on 𝜏𝑛−1𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥 (𝑛−1)), for

every𝑛 ≥ 1, and hence lim𝑛 𝜈
(𝑛)
𝑥 is a well defined Radonmeasure on

⋃
𝑛≥0 𝜏

𝑛𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥 (𝑛)) =𝑊 u(𝑥),

which coincides with 𝜈𝑥 on𝑊
u

loc
(𝑥). From its definition, it is clear that 𝜈𝜏𝑥 = 𝑒−𝜑𝐿† (𝑥)𝜏𝜈𝑥 . The

last part follows by noticing that if 𝑧 ∈𝑊 u(𝑧), there exists some 𝑘 ≥ 0 so that 𝜈𝑥 (𝑘 ) = 𝜈𝑧 (𝑘 ) , and

then using the quasi-invariance. ■

We obtain a similar statement for the measures 𝜈𝑥 . We remark the dependence on the base

point of these measures, even for points in the same local unstable manifold.

Lemma 7.23. There exists a family of measures
{
𝜈𝑥

}
𝑥∈Σ̃1

, where 𝜈𝑥 is a Radon measure on𝑊 u(𝑥)
satisfying:

(1) for every 𝑛 ∈ N, 𝜏−𝑛𝜈𝜏𝑛𝑥 = 𝑒−𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿† (𝑥)𝜈𝑥 .
(2) 𝑥, 𝑧 ∈ Σ̃1, 𝑧 ∈𝑊 u(𝑥) implies 𝜈𝑥 = 𝑒𝑢 (𝑥)−𝑢 (𝑧) lim𝑛 𝑒

𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿† (𝜏
−𝑛𝑥)−𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿† (𝜏

−𝑛𝑧)𝜈𝑧 .

Proof. Use the previous Lemma and define 𝜈𝑥 globally as 𝑒
𝑢 (𝑥)𝜈𝑥 . Since 𝜑𝐿† (𝑥) = 𝜑𝐿 (𝑥) −𝑢 (𝑥) +

𝑢 (𝜏𝑥), the first equality follows. The others are direct from this. ■

Now we understand the quasi-invariance properties of these measures, and we can compute

how they transform under holonomy.



56 PABLO D. CARRASCO AND FEDERICO RODRÍGUEZ-HERTZ

Corollary 7.24. Suppose that 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ Σ̃1. Then for every 𝑧 ∈ Σ̃2 ∩𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥) ∩ hol

s

𝑦,𝑥

(
Σ̃2 ∩𝑊 u

loc
(𝑦)

)
it holds

d hol
s

𝑦,𝑥 𝜈𝑦

d𝜈𝑥
(𝑧) = 𝑒𝑢 (𝑧)−𝑢 (hol

s

𝑥,𝑦 𝑧) .

Proof. It is no loss of generality to suppose 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃2, 𝑦 = hol
s

𝑥,𝑦 (𝑥) ∈ Σ̃2. Observe that

hol
s

𝑦,𝑥 𝜈𝑦 ( [𝑥0 . . . 𝑥𝑛]𝑢𝑥 ) = 𝜈𝑦 ( [𝑥0 . . . 𝑥𝑛]𝑢𝑦) = 𝑒
𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿† (𝑦)𝜈𝜏𝑛𝑦 ( [𝑥𝑛]𝑢𝜏𝑛𝑦),

and likewise 𝜈𝑥 ( [𝑥0 . . . 𝑥𝑛]𝑢𝑥 ) = 𝑒𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿† (𝑥)𝜈𝜏𝑛𝑥 ( [𝑥𝑛]𝑢𝜏𝑛𝑥 ). Since

𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿† (𝑦) − 𝑆𝑛𝜑𝐿† (𝑥) = 𝑢 (𝜏𝑛𝑦) − 𝑢 (𝜏𝑛𝑥) − (𝑢 (𝑦) − 𝑢 (𝑥)),
we get

hol
s

𝑦,𝑥 𝜈𝑦 ( [𝑥0 . . . 𝑥𝑛]𝑢𝑥 )
𝜈𝑥 ( [𝑥0 . . . 𝑥𝑛]𝑢𝑥 )

= 𝑒
𝑢 (𝑥)−𝑢 (𝑦)

(
𝑒
𝑢 (𝜏𝑛𝑦)−𝑢 (𝜏𝑛𝑥)

𝜈𝜏𝑛𝑥 ( [𝑥𝑛]𝑢𝜏𝑛𝑦)

𝜈𝜏𝑛𝑥 ( [𝑥𝑛]𝑢𝜏𝑛𝑥 )

)
.

The term in parentheses can be seen to converge to one: indeed

• lim𝑛→∞𝑢 (𝜏𝑛𝑦) − 𝑢 (𝜏𝑛𝑥) = 0 due to Lemma 7.14, as we are assuming that 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ Σ̃2, and

• lim𝑛→∞
𝜈𝑥 ( [𝑥0 ...𝑥𝑛]𝑢𝑥 )
𝜈𝑥 ( [𝑥0 ...𝑥𝑛]𝑢𝑦) = 1, again by the same Lemma and arguing as in its proof (use Ego-

roff’s theorem with respect to the reference measure 𝜇𝐿).

By to the Lebesgue-Radon-Nikodym theorem we conclude the claim. ■

The transverse measure. It is time to deal with the transverse measure. For 𝑎 ∈ A let 𝜇𝑎
𝐿†

=

1[𝑎]𝜇𝐿† , and if 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃ consider the measures

𝜁𝑥 = 𝑝
𝑠
𝑥𝜇

𝑥0

𝐿†

𝜃𝑥 :=
∑︁
𝑗

𝑅 𝑗𝑥0𝜏𝜁𝑥 𝑗

where 𝜏𝑥 ( 𝑗) ∈ [ 𝑗𝑥0]𝑠𝑥 . It is easy to see that 𝜁𝑥 (which is completely analogous to𝜂𝑥 ) gives the trans-

verse measure of the unstable disintegration on the rectangle that contains 𝑥 . Correspondingly,

the definition of 𝜃𝑥 is made in order to compatibilize the dynamics of 𝜏 and 𝜏−1, in particular, to

guarantee the following lemma.

Lemma 7.25. For every 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃ it holds 1[𝑥0𝑥1]𝜏
−1𝜃𝜏𝑥 = 𝑒𝜑𝐿†𝜃𝑥 .

Proof. By definition, 1[𝑥0𝑥1]𝜏
−1𝜃𝜏𝑥 = 𝜁𝑥 . Arguing analogously as in Corollary 7.18 one verifies

that 𝜏𝜁𝑥 𝑗 = 1[ 𝑗𝑥0]𝑒
−𝜑

𝐿†𝜁𝑥 , which leads us to

𝜁𝑥 =
∑︁
𝑗𝑥0

𝑒𝜑𝐿†𝜏𝜁𝑥 𝑗 = 𝑒
𝜑
𝐿†𝜃𝑥 ⇒ 1[𝑥0𝑥1]𝜏

−1𝜃𝜏𝑥 = 𝑒
𝜑
𝐿†𝜃𝑥 .

■

Remark 7.26. When defining the product structure Σ†
𝑥0 × Σ𝑥0

⟨•,•⟩
−−−→ [𝑥0] ∩ Σ̃, one could instead

consider a different structure preserving map, changing the first factor for

⋃
𝑗/𝑅 𝑗𝑥

0
=1 [ 𝑗] , which

also parametrizes𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥). The measure 𝜃𝑥 corresponds to 𝜇𝐿† in these coordinates.
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We keep proceeding in like manner as before: for 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃1 let

ˆ𝜃𝑥 = 𝑒
𝑢◦𝜏𝜃𝑥 .

It follows that { ˆ𝜃𝑥 : 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃2} can be extended to a family of Radon measures on stable sets,

verifying the quasi-invariance condition

𝜏−1 ˆ𝜃𝜏𝑥 = 𝑒
𝜑𝐿 (𝑥) ˆ𝜃 .

Proposition 7.27. Let 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ Σ̃2 with 𝑥0 = 𝑦0. Then ˆ𝜃𝑥 = 𝑒
𝑢−𝑢◦holu𝑦,𝑥

hol
u

𝑦,𝑥
ˆ𝜃𝑦 .

Proof. Completely analogous to Corollary 7.24, using the previous quasi-invariance property of

the family. ■

The product structure of 𝜇̃𝐿. We now use the families {𝜈𝑥 : 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃2}, { ˆ𝜃𝑥 : 𝑥 ∈ Σ̃2} to construct
a measure on the full two-sided shift. For each 𝑎 ∈ A choose𝑤 =𝑤𝑎 ∈ Σ̃2 ∩ [𝑎] and define the
measure

m
𝑤 =

∫
𝜈𝑥 d 𝜃𝑤 (𝑥)

This is a well defined measure on [𝑎] of full support, therefore m =
∑
𝑎∈A m

𝑤𝑎

has full support

in Σ̃.

Lemma 7.28. If𝑤, 𝑧 ∈ Σ̃2 ∩ [𝑎] then m𝑤 =m
𝑧 .

Proof. Indeed, by 2) of Lemma 7.23 and Proposition 7.27 we get

m
𝑤 =

∫
𝑊 s

loc
(𝑤)
𝜈𝑥 d ˆ𝜃𝑤 (𝑥) =

∫
𝑊 s

loc
(𝑧)
𝜈𝑥𝑒

𝑢 (𝑥 ′)−𝑢 (𝑥)
d
ˆ𝜃𝑧 (𝑥′) =

∫
𝑊 s

loc
(𝑧)
𝜈𝑥 ′ d ˆ𝜃𝑧 =m

𝑧 .

■

We write m
𝑎 =m

𝑤
, where𝑤 ∈ Σ̃2 ∩ [𝑎].

Corollary 7.29. The measure m is 𝜏 invariant.

Proof. Consider 𝑈 = [𝑤−𝑘 · · ·𝑤−1.𝑤0𝑤1 · · ·𝑤𝑙 ]: 𝜏 (𝑈 ) = [𝑤−𝑘 · · ·𝑤−1𝑤0.𝑤1 · · ·𝑤𝑙 ]. By the

previous corollary we can write

m
𝑤1 (𝜏𝑈 ) =

∫
[𝑤−𝑘 ···𝑤0𝑤1]𝑠𝜏𝑤

𝜈𝑦 (𝜏 [𝑤0𝑤1 · · ·𝑤𝑙 ]𝑢𝑤 ) d ˆ𝜃𝜏𝑤 (𝑦)

which together with 1) of Lemma 7.23 gives

=

∫
[𝑤−𝑘 ···𝑤0𝑤1]𝑠𝜏𝑤

𝑒
−𝜑𝐿 (𝜏−1𝑦)𝜈𝜏−1𝑦 (1[𝑤0···𝑤𝑙 ]𝑢𝑤 ◦ 𝜏−1(𝑦)) d ˆ𝜃𝜏𝑤 (𝑦).

Using Section 7.4 we finally get

=

∫
[𝑤−𝑘 ···𝑤0]𝑠𝑤

𝜈𝑥 ( [𝑤0 · · ·𝑤𝑙 ]𝑢𝑤 ) d ˆ𝜃𝑤 (𝑥) =m
𝑤0 (𝑈 ).

Sets𝑈 of the previous type form a basis for the topology of Σ̃, hence 𝜏−1m =m. ■
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Let m̂ = m

m(Σ̃) ∈ P𝜏 (Σ̃). By definition, its unstable disintegration is given by normalizing the

measures 𝜈𝑥 (equivalently, normalizing the measures 𝜈𝑥 ). Note that m̂ ≪ 𝜇̃𝐿 , and since the later

is ergodic we conclude:

Corollary 7.30. 𝜇̃𝐿 = m̂. In particular, for 𝜇̃𝐿 almost every 𝑥 it holds 𝜇𝑢𝑥 =
𝜈𝑥

𝜈𝑥 (𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥)) =

𝜈𝑥

𝜈𝑥 (𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥)) .

The fact that 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇̃𝐿) implies:

Corollary 7.31. The measure 𝜇̃𝐿 is equivalent to 𝜇𝐿 × 𝜇𝐿† , with uniformly bounded Radon-Nikodym
derivative.

The set of definition of the potential. Denote

𝑐𝑥 = 𝜈𝑥 (𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥)).

This defines a measurable function on the 𝑢-saturated set (𝜋†)−1(Σ†
0
).

By Corollary 7.24 and (7.2) we get that, for 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ Σ̃2, 𝑦 ∈𝑊 s

loc
(𝑥) implies

𝑐𝑦

𝑐𝑥

d hol
s

𝑦,𝑥 𝜇
𝑢
𝑦

d𝜇𝑢𝑥
(𝑥) =

d hol
s

𝑦,𝑥 𝜈𝑦

d𝜈𝑥
(𝑥) = 𝑒𝑢 (𝑥)−𝑢 (𝑦)

⇒
𝑐𝑦

𝑐𝑥
𝑒
𝑢◦𝜏 (𝑥)−𝑢◦𝜏 (𝑦)

= 𝑒
𝑢 (𝑥)−𝑢 (𝑦)

𝑐𝑦

𝑐𝑥
= 𝑒

𝜑
𝐿† (𝑦)−𝜑𝐿† (𝑥)

which together with the quasi-invariance property of 𝜈𝑥 yield

𝜈𝜏𝑥 (𝜏𝑊 u

loc
(𝑥)) = 𝜈𝜏𝑦 (𝜏𝑊 u

loc
(𝑦)).

It follows that for every 𝑎 ∈ A there exists some constant 𝐸𝑎 ∈ R so that for 𝜇𝐿†-a.e.𝑥 ,

𝜑𝐿† (𝑥) = log 𝑐𝑥 + 𝐸𝑎
One sees that defining the value of 𝜑𝐿† (𝑥) is equivalent to define the normalizing constant 𝑐𝑥 . for

𝑥 ∈ Σ†
. Similar considerations apply to the function 𝜑𝐿 .

7.5. Bernoulli property. We now reap the consequences of our work. For that, we need some

definitions from abstract Ergodic Theory. Let (𝑋,B(𝑋 ), 𝜇) be a Borel probability space and

𝑇 : 𝑋 ý a (measure preserving) automorphism. If F ⊂ B(𝑋 ) is a 𝜎−algebra or a partition by

measurable sets, we write

−∞ ≤ 𝑘 ≤ 𝑙 ≤ ∞ ⇒ F 𝑙
𝑘
=

𝑙∨
𝑖=𝑘

𝑇 −𝑖F .

When F is a finite partition generating B(𝑋 ), one considers the measure 𝜈 obtained extending

𝜈 (𝐴 ∩ 𝐵) := 𝜇 (𝐴)𝜇 (𝐵) 𝐴 ∈ F 0

−∞, 𝐵 ∈ F∞
0
.

Recall that F is a generator for𝑇 if F∞
−∞ = B(𝑋 ).

Definition 7.32 (Ledrappier). The process (𝑋,𝑇 ) is quasi-Bernoulli if 𝜈 is equivalent to 𝜇.
A counterpart is given by the notion of Weak Bernoulli process of Ornstein and Friedmann.
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Definition 7.33. The partition F is said to be Weak Bernoulli if for any 𝜀 > 0 there exists

𝑁 ∈ N so that for every 𝑛 ≥ 0 ∑︁
𝐴∈F𝑛

0

𝐵∈F −𝑁
−𝑁−𝑛

|𝜇 (𝐴 ∩ 𝐵) − 𝜇 (𝐴)𝜇 (𝐵) | < 𝜀.

In this case (𝑇,B(𝑋 )) is said to be a Weak Bernoulli process.

Theorem 7.34 (Ledrappier, [67]). For a generator F , (𝑋,𝑇 ) is quasi-Bernoulli if and only if F is
a Weak Bernoulli partition.

Theorem 7.35 (Ornstein and Friedmann, [68]). If (𝑋,𝑇 ) is a Weak Bernoulli process, then it is
isomorphic to a Bernoulli process, meaning a system having a finite independent generator.

Back to (Σ̃, 𝜇̃𝐿, 𝜏), note that 𝜉 = {[𝑎] : 𝑎 ∈ A } is a generator.

Corollary 7.36. The partition 𝜉 is Weak Bernoulli. Therefore (Σ̃, 𝜇̃𝐿, 𝜏) is isomorphic to a Bernoulli
shift.

Proof. Indeed, Corollary 7.31 shows that (Σ̃, 𝜏) is quasi-Bernoulli, and the statement follows

combining both theorems cited above. ■

8. Proofs of Theorems A and B

In this section we summarize the constructions developed above and prove the main results

Theorems A and B. The limit theorems (Theorems C and D) and their corollaries are discussed

in Section 9. We also establish the auxiliary Theorem 1.7.

Let 𝑀 be a closed locally CAT

(
−𝑎2

)
space and consider 𝔤 = (𝑔𝑡 )𝑡∈R the associated geodesic

flow, parametrized in such a way that it is a metric Anosov flow. Consider the continuous linear

isomorphism 𝐵∗ : Q̃M(Γ) → Q̃M

𝑎(Per(𝔤)) given in Theorem 3.8. Fix 𝜈𝔤 ∈ P
erg

𝔤 (E ) of full
support.

Let 𝔱 = (𝜏𝑡 )𝑡∈R : Σ̃𝑓 ý be a suspension flow as in Theorem 2.16 with corresponding semi-

conjugacy ℎ. This is also a metric Anosov flow, and we emphasize that there exists an open and

dense subset E0 ⊂ E such that every 𝛼 ∈ Per(𝔤) intersecting E0 lifts to a unique periodic orbit

of 𝔱. Note also that there exists a natural involution 𝐼 𝑓 : Σ̃𝑓 ý that interchanges the direction of

orbits, and ℎ ◦ 𝐼 𝑓 = 𝐼 ◦ ℎ.
We now describe the sequence of constructions that associate to a class [𝐿𝔤] ∈ Q̃M

𝑎(Per(𝔤)) a
Bowen function on Σ. Given [𝐿𝔤] ∈ Q̃M

𝑎(Per(𝔤)), it induces a function 𝐿𝔱 : Per(ℎ−1(E0)) → R,
with the quasimorphism property

∀𝛼, 𝛽 such that 𝛼 ★ 𝛽 ∈ Per(ℎ−1(E0)) ⇒ |𝐿𝔱 (𝛼 ★ 𝛽) − 𝐿𝔱 (𝛼) − 𝐿𝔱 (𝛽) | ≤ ∥𝛿𝐿𝔤∥.

Observe that if 𝐿𝔤 ∼ 𝐿′𝔤, then ∥𝐿𝔱 − 𝐿′𝔱∥ℓ∞ < ∞.

Recall that by Lemma 5.28 there exists a bijection Per(𝔱) ↔ Per(𝜏), and thus there exists a

bijection 𝑆 : Per(E0) → Σ0 ⊂ Σ, where Σ0 is a dense set of periodic orbits of 𝜏 . We use 𝑆 to

transfer the quasimorphism structure to Σ0, and then extend it to a locally constant quasicocycle

𝑳 = (𝐿(𝑛))𝑛 .
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Below, for 𝛼 ∈ Per(𝔤) we write

m𝛼 (𝐿𝔤) = lim

𝑛→∞
1

𝑛
𝐿𝔤 (𝛼𝑛), 𝛼𝑛 = 𝛼 ★ 𝛼 ★ · · ·𝛼︸         ︷︷         ︸

𝑛 times

for the value of the periodic measure supported on 𝛼 , evaluated on 𝐿𝔤. Similarly for periodic

measures on Σ.
By construction of 𝑳,

𝛼 ∈ Per(E0) → m𝛼 (𝐿𝔤) =m𝑆 (𝛼) (𝑳)

Lemma 8.1. Suppose that 𝐿𝔤, 𝐿′𝔤 ∈ QM(Per(E )) are such that for every 𝛼 ∈ Per(E0), m𝛼 (𝐿𝔤) =
m𝛼 (𝐿′𝔤). Then 𝐿𝔤 ∼ 𝐿′𝔤.

Proof. Arguing as in Section 5.1, it suffices to show that m𝛼 (𝐿𝔤) = m𝛼 (𝐿′𝔤) for every 𝛼 ∈ Per(E ).
After homogenizing 𝐿𝔤, 𝐿

′
𝔤 (thus 𝐿𝔤 (𝛼𝑛) = 𝑛𝐿𝔤 (𝛼)) we can assume that if 𝛼 ∈ Per(E ) then

m𝛼 (𝐿𝔤) = 𝐿𝔤 (𝛼), and similarly for 𝐿′𝔤.
Fix 𝛼 ∈ Per(E ). Using densitiy of E0 we can choose 𝛽 ∈ Per(E0) so that 𝛼★𝛽 ∈ Per(E0). Then

for every 𝑛 ∈ N,

|𝐿𝔤 (𝛼𝑛) − 𝐿′𝔤 (𝛼𝑛) | ≤ |𝐿𝔤 ((𝛼 ★ 𝛽)𝑛) − 𝐿𝔤 (𝛼𝑛) − 𝐿𝔤 (𝛽𝑛) | + |𝐿′𝔤 ((𝛼 ★ 𝛽)𝑛) − 𝐿′𝔤 (𝛼𝑛) − 𝐿′𝔤 (𝛽𝑛) |
≤ ∥𝛿𝐿𝔤∥ + ∥𝛿𝐿′𝔤∥

and thus 𝐿𝔤 (𝛼) = 𝐿′𝔤 (𝛼). ■

As a consequence, if 𝑳, 𝑳′ are two induced quasi-cocyles so that for every 𝑥 ∈ Σ0, m𝑥 (𝑳) =
m𝑥 (𝑳′), then 𝑳 ∼ 𝑳′. This in particular shows that the quasicocycle corresponding to 𝐿𝔤 is

cohomologous to the one corresponding to −𝐿𝔤 ◦ 𝐼 .
Fix 𝜈𝔤 ∈ P𝔤 (E ) of full support, and let 𝜇 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) be the corresponding measure. Since 𝜇

is fully supported we can apply Theorem 5.2 and use 𝑳 to obtain 𝜑𝐿 ∈ Bow (Σ). Recall that the
cohomology class of Bowen function 𝜙 ∈ Bow𝜇(Σ) is represented uniquely by the cohomology

class of some Bowen function
ˆ𝜙 ∈ Bow𝜈𝔱

(Σ𝑓 ) (Corollary 5.29). By the previous paragraph, 𝜑𝐿
has the following antisymmetry property.

Definition 8.2. A Bowen function 𝜙 ∈ Bow (Σ) is antisymmetric if
ˆ𝜙 ∼ − ˆ𝜙 ◦ 𝐼 𝑓 . The set of

cohomology classes of antisymmetric Bowen functions will be denoted as Bow𝑎(Σ)/∼.

Note that Bow𝑎(Σ)/∼⊂ Bow (Σ)/∼ is closed, thus a Banach space itself.

Altogether, this construction defines a map

Φ : Q̃M

𝑎(Per(𝔤)) → Bow
𝑎
𝜇 (Σ)/∼ Φ( [𝐿𝔤]) = [𝜑𝑳] .

given as

[𝐿𝔤] ↦→ [𝐿𝔱 |ℎ−1(E0)] ↦→ [𝐿 |Σ0] ↦→ [𝑳] ↦→ [𝜑𝐿] .

Lemma 8.3. The map Φ is a Banach isomorphism.

Proof. Linearity is immediate from the construction, and continuity is obtained by following the

norms during the construction. It is also injective, due to Lemma 8.1 and the discussion after its

proof.
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It remains to show surjectivity. Consider the Banach isomorphism Ω obtained concatenat-

ing the maps Γ1 : Bow𝜇(Σ)/∼→ Bow
𝜇̃
(Σ̃)/∼ and Γ−1 : Bow

𝜇̃
(Σ̃)/∼→ Bow𝜈𝔱

(Σ̃𝑓 )/∼ and

ℎ∗ : Bow𝜈𝔱(Σ̃𝑓 )/∼→ Bow𝜈𝔤
(E )/∼ given by Proposition 5.25, Corollary 5.29 and Corollary 2.17.

Observe that Ω
(
Bow

𝑎
𝜇 (/) ∼

)
⊂ Q̃M

𝑎(Per(𝔤)), and moreover for [𝜑] ∈ Bow
𝑎
𝜇 (/) ∼, Φ(Ω( [𝜑]))

and [𝜑] have the same integrals with respect to all periodic measures supported on points in Σ0.

Since periodic measures supported on Σ0 determine the cohomology class (see Lemma 8.1), it

follows that Φ(Ω( [𝜑])) = [𝜑] , and the proof is complete. ■

Proof of Theorem 2.11. Let Γ = 𝜋1(𝑀, ∗). Apply successively the Banach isomorphisms

• Ker

(
𝑐2 : 𝐻

2

𝑏
(𝑀 ;R) → 𝐻 2(𝑀 ;R)

)
→ Q̃M(Γ)

Hom(Γ,R) (Proposition 3.3),

• 𝐵∗ : Q̃M(Γ) → Q̃M

𝑎(Per(𝔤)) (Theorem 3.8), and

• Φ : Q̃M

𝑎(Per(𝔤)) → Bow
𝑎
𝜇 (Σ)/∼

given above to conclude the claim. ■

Remark 8.4. In the proof above, [𝐿] ∈ Q̃M(Γ) is trivial if and only if for every periodic orbit 𝛼
of 𝔤, av𝛼 (Ψ( [𝐿])) = 0. This is consequence of Theorem E.

Now we consider Theorem 1.7.

Proof of the Compactification of conjugacy classes theorem. Define 𝑋Γ = Σ(𝑅),F𝑛 = B𝑛
. Identify

R(Γ; 𝑆) ≈ Conj(Γ) and proceed as before to obtain a bijection 𝑆 : Per(E0) → Σ0, where Σ0

consists of a dense set of periodic points. For each 𝛼 ∈ Per(E ) \ E0 we choose 𝒂 ∈ Per(W ) so
that the periodic orbit of 𝔱 determined by 𝒂 is mapped onto 𝛼 byℎ. Altogether, we have a injective

map Φ : (Γ; 𝑆) → 𝑋Γ , whose image is Per(W ). Note that if𝑤 ∈ (Γ; 𝑆) then the period of Φ(𝑤)
is uniformly comparable with its translation length, thus with |𝑤 |𝑆 . This implies condition 2 of

the Theorem.

Consider the finite measures 𝜈𝑛 = 1

#𝐵𝑛

∑
𝑤∈𝐵𝑛 𝛿𝑤 and use Φ to define corresponding periodic

measures 𝜈′𝑛 ∈ P𝜏 (𝑋Γ). By using the results of Section 6.2 we conclude that (𝜈′𝑛)𝑛 converges
weakly to 𝜇Γ := 𝜇MME, the entropymaximizingmeasure of 𝜏 , which is well known to be aMarkov

measure (see next Section). This finishes the proof. ■

Remark 8.5. Note that 𝜇Γ as given above in principle depends on 𝑆 . However, choosing 𝑆′ another
(symmetric) finite generating set for Γ and carrying the construction, one sees first that the

geodesic flows are equivalent, while the length of the periodic orbits is uniformly comparable.

From this we get that we can use the same space𝑋Γ for both flows, and also that the corresponding

periodic measures have the same limit measure 𝜇Γ . On the other hand, the entropy maximizing

measure of the flows are typically different.

For the proof of Theorem B (and of its generalization to negatively curved spaces), we need

some preparations. The topological pressure for the flow 𝔤 corresponding to the potential 𝜙 ∈
Bow(E ) is the number

Ptop(𝜙) := sup

m∈P𝔤 (E )
(ℎm(𝔤) +m(𝜙))

and we say 𝜈 is an equilibriummeasure for the pair (𝔤, 𝜙) if the supremum is attained at 𝜈 . As dis-

cussed previously, if there exists an equilibrium measure then there exist an ergodic equilibrium

measure. Similar definitions hold for the suspension flow 𝔱.
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As in the last part of Section 5 (see (5.1)) consider

𝜙 (𝑥) =
∫ 𝑓 (𝑥)

0

𝜓 ( [𝑥, 𝑠]) d𝑠

where we are tacitly assuming that𝜓 is integrable with respect to the variable 𝑠 : this is no loss

of generality, because 𝜓 is cohomologous a function satisfying this property, and equilibrium

measures for cohomologous potentials are the same.

Recall that 𝑓 : Σ̃ → R is strictly positive. From this, and arguing identically as in Proposition

3.1 of [65] we obtain:

Proposition 8.6 (Bowen and Ruelle). It holds that Ptop(𝜙) = 𝑐 , where 𝑐 is the unique solution to the
equation Ptop(𝜙−𝑐 · 𝑓 ) = 0. Moreover, 𝜈 is an equilibrium measure for 𝜙 if and only its corresponding
measure 𝜇 on Σ̃ is an equilibrium measure for ˜𝜙 − Ptop(𝜙) · 𝑓 .
Remark 8.7. In [65] the proof is given assuming some regularity of 𝜙 . This property is only used

for the uniqueness of equilibrium states for 𝜙 , which is true in our context.

We bring to the attention of the reader that Theorem A (Theorem 2.11) implies in particular

that for every ergodic measure 𝜈̃ ∈ P𝔤 (E ) of full support, the spaces Bow (E )/∼, Bow
𝜈̃
(E )/∼

are Banach isomorphic; a similar statement holds for the suspension flow 𝔱.

In particular, due to Corollary 2.17 we get:

Lemma 8.8. There exists a Banach isomorphism Γ3 : Bow (E )/∼→ Bow (Σ̃𝑓 )/∼.
From this we deduce:

Corollary 8.9. Let 𝜙 ∈ Bow (E ), 𝜙′ ∈ Bow (Σ̃𝑓 ) so that Γ3( [𝜙]) = [𝜙′].
Then (𝔤, 𝜙) has a unique equilibrium state if and only if (𝔱, 𝜙′) has a unique equilibrium state.

Proof of Theorem B. We fix some reference (ergodic) measure 𝜈𝔤 ∈ P𝔤 (E ) of full support, and
consider the Banach isomorphism Ψ : Bow𝜈𝔤

(E )/∼≈ Bow𝜈𝔱
(Σ̃𝑓 )/∼→ Bow𝜇(Σ)/∼.

Given 𝜙 ∈ Bow𝜈𝔱
(Σ̃𝑓 ) take 𝜑 ∈ Bow𝜇(Σ) so that Ψ( [𝜙 − Ptop(𝜙) 𝑓 ]) = [𝜑]. As discussed

above, 𝜇𝜑 ∈ P𝜏 (Σ) is the equilibrium state of 𝜑 if and only if its extension to Σ̃𝑓 Section 2.3 is

the unique equilibrium state of 𝜙 . This proves uniqueness of the equilibrium state.

The Bernoulli part concerning equilibrium measures is consequence of Corollary 7.36, since

this implies that if𝜈𝔱 is a given equilibriummeasure for aweak Bowen potential for the suspension

flow, then (𝔱, 𝜈𝔱) is a Bernoulli flow. Sinceℎ : (𝔱, 𝜈) → (𝔤, 𝜈𝔤) is ametric isomorphism, we deduce

the same for the later system. ■

9. The Central Limit Theorem for Bowen quasimorphisms and statistics for the

Patterson-Sullivan measure

The last two sections are devoted to the statistical properties of quasimorphisms. In this part

we prove Theorems C and D.

We start introducing some notation. Fix 𝜑 : Σ → R a function with the Bowen property and

denote L𝜑 its corresponding transfer operator. We assume that L𝜑1 = 1, and consider its asso-

ciated stationary measure 𝜇𝜑 : 𝜇𝜑 is invariant and is the unique equilibrium state corresponding

to the system (𝜑, 𝜏) (Cf. [14] and compare with Corollary 6.26).
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We now specialize in measures associated to Markov potentials.

Definition 9.1. 𝜑 : Σ → R is called a Markov potential of memory 𝑠 ≥ 0 if it is constant on

cylinders of size 𝑠 + 1. The space of Markov potentials of memory 𝑠 is denoted by LC𝑠 . The

associated equilibrium state is called a Markov measure.

Example 9.2. The zero potential𝜑0 ≡ 0 is clearly aMarkov potential ofmemory 0. Its associated

equilibrium state is 𝜇 = 𝜇MME, the entropy maximizing measure of 𝜏 (also called the Parry

measure of 𝜏 ). See [69].

We remark however that 𝜑0 is not normalized, that is L𝜑1 ≠ 1. Instead, denoting 𝜆 = 𝑒htop (𝜏) ,
there exists some function 𝑢 : Σ → R which only depends on the first coordinate, and so that

𝜑 (𝑥) = 𝑢 (𝑥) − 𝑢 (𝜏𝑥) − htop(𝜏) = 𝑢 (𝑥0) − 𝑢 (𝑥1) − htop(𝜏)

is the (unique) normalized potential cohomologous to 𝜑0 (in particular, its equilibrium state is

𝜇MME).

In general, it is a consequence of the Perron-Frobenius-Ruelle theorem that any 𝜑 ∈ LC𝑠 is

cohomologous to some normalized Markov potential 𝜑′ ∈ LC𝑠+1. With no loss of generality, we

assume that 𝜑 is a normalized Markov potential of memory 𝑠 .

Theorem 9.3. For every 𝜓 ∈ Bow𝜇𝜑
(Σ) with

∫
𝜓 d𝜇𝜑 = 0, there is ℎ ∈ 𝐿∞

(
𝜇𝜑

)
such that

(Id−𝜇𝜑ℎ =𝜓 . Moreover ∥ℎ∥𝐿∞ ≤ Λ(𝜑)
√
𝑠 + 1|||𝜓 |||𝐵 , for some constant Λ(𝜑).

Corollary 9.4. For every 𝜓 ∈ Bow𝜇𝜑
(Σ) with

∫
𝜓 d𝜇𝜑 = 0, there is ℎ ∈ 𝐿∞

(
𝜇𝜑

)
with ∥ℎ∥𝐿∞ ≤

Λ(𝜑)
√︁
(𝑠 + 1) |||𝜓 |||𝐵 and such that ℎ ◦ 𝜏 − ℎ −𝜓 ∈ KerL𝜑 .

Proof of Corollary. Let ℎ be as in the theorem and ℎ = L𝜑ℎ, then

L𝜑 ((L𝜑ℎ) ◦ 𝜏 − L𝜑ℎ −𝜓 ) = (Id−L𝜑ℎ)L𝜑ℎ − L𝜑𝜓 = L𝜑

(
(Id−L𝜑 )ℎ −𝜓

)
= 0.

■

We now prove Theorem 9.3.

Lemma 9.5. L𝜑 (LC𝑠) ⊂ LC𝑠 and L𝜑 (LC𝑠+𝑘) ⊂ LC𝑠+𝑘−1 for every 𝑘 ≥ 1.
In particular for 𝑚 ≥ 0, L𝑚

𝜑 (LC𝑠+𝑘) ⊂ LC𝑠+𝑘−𝑚 for every 𝑘 ≥ 𝑚 and, if 𝑘 ≤ 𝑚 then
L𝑚
𝜑 (LC𝑠+𝑘) ⊂ LC𝑠 . Thus, for every 𝑁 ≥ 1 it holds L 𝑁−1

𝜑 (LC𝑁 ) ⊂ LC𝑠 .

Proof. Compute directly,

L𝜑1[𝑤1𝑤2 ...𝑤𝑠 ] (𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑗

𝑒𝜑 ( 𝑗𝑥)1[𝑤1𝑤2 ...𝑤𝑠 ] ( 𝑗𝑥) = 𝑒𝜑 (𝑤1𝑥0 ...𝑥𝑠−1)1[𝑤2 ...𝑤𝑠 ] (𝑥)

and

L𝜑 (1[𝑤1𝑤2 ...𝑤𝑠+𝑘 ]) (𝑥) =
∑︁
𝑗

𝑒𝜑 ( 𝑗𝑥)1[𝑤1𝑤2 ...𝑤𝑠+𝑘 ] ( 𝑗𝑥) = 𝑒
𝜑 (𝑤1𝑥0 ...𝑥𝑠−1)1[𝑤2 ...𝑤𝑠+𝑘 ] (𝑥).

■

The subspace LC𝑠 ⊂ 𝐿2
(
𝜇𝜑

)
is closed. Let 𝑃⊥𝑠 , 𝑃𝑠 = Id−𝑃⊥𝑠 be the orthogonal projections of

the splitting 𝐿2
(
𝜇𝜑

)
= LC

⊥
𝑠 ⊕ LC𝑠 .



64 PABLO D. CARRASCO AND FEDERICO RODRÍGUEZ-HERTZ

Remark 9.6. We remind the reader that

𝑃𝑠 (𝜌) =
∑︁
|𝒘 |=𝑠

(
1

𝜇𝜑 ( [𝒘])

∫
[𝒘]
𝜌 d𝜇𝜑

)
1[𝒘] = E𝜇𝜑 [𝜌 |𝜉𝑠] .

Lemma 9.7. 𝑃⊥𝑠 ◦ L𝜑 ◦ 𝑃⊥𝑠 = 𝑃⊥𝑠 ◦ L𝜑 .

Proof. It holds that 𝑃𝑠 ◦ L𝜑 ◦ 𝑃𝑠 = L𝜑 ◦ 𝑃𝑠 , since L𝜑 preserves LC𝑠 . Thus

(Id−𝑃𝑠) ◦ L𝜑 ◦ (Id−𝑃𝑠) = L𝜑 ◦ (Id−𝑃𝑠) − 𝑃𝑠 ◦ L𝜑 ◦ (Id−𝑃𝑠)
= L𝜑 − L𝜑 ◦ 𝑃𝑠 − 𝑃𝑠 ◦ L𝜑 + 𝑃𝑠 ◦ L𝜑 ◦ 𝑃𝑠
= L𝜑 − L𝜑 ◦ 𝑃𝑠 − 𝑃𝑠 ◦ L𝜑 + L𝜑 ◦ 𝑃𝑠
= L𝜑 − 𝑃𝑠 ◦ L𝜑 = 𝑃⊥𝑠 ◦ L𝜑 .

■

Letting L̂𝜑 = 𝑃⊥𝑠 ◦ L𝜑 , we get for every 𝑁 ≥ 1,

L̂ 𝑁
𝜑 = 𝑃⊥𝑠 ◦ L 𝑁

𝜑 .

Lemma 9.8. For every 𝑁 ≥ 1, LC𝑁 ⊂ Ker L̂ 𝑁−1
𝜑 .

Proof. Since L 𝑁−1
𝜑 (LC𝑁 ) ⊂ LC𝑠 , we get L̂ 𝑁−1

𝜑 (LC𝑁 ) = 𝑃⊥𝑠 L 𝑁−1
𝜑 (LC𝑁 ) = {0}. ■

It is not difficult to check that for every 1 ≤ 𝑝 ≤ ∞, ∥L𝜑 : 𝐿𝑝
(
𝜇𝜑

)
ý∥

OP
= 1. On the other

hand, the conditional expectation 𝑃𝑠 extends to a linear map 𝑃𝑠 : 𝐿
𝑝
(
𝜇𝜑

)
ý of norm one, hence

we can also extend 𝑃⊥𝑠 := Id−𝑃𝑠 : 𝐿𝑝
(
𝜇𝜑

)
ý. It follows in particular that ∥𝑃⊥𝑠 : 𝐿∞

(
𝜇𝜑

)
∥
OP

≤ 2.

Proposition 9.9. If𝜓 ∈ Bow𝜇𝜑
(Σ), then for every 𝑁 ≥ 1,

∥L̂ 𝑁−1
𝜑 (𝑆𝑁𝜓 )∥𝐿∞ ≤ 2∥𝜓 ∥𝐵 .

Proof. Let us write
𝑆𝑁𝜓 = (𝑆𝑁𝜓 − 𝑃𝑁 (𝑆𝑁𝜓 )) + 𝑃𝑁 (𝑆𝑁𝜓 )

and note that L̂ 𝑁−1
𝜑 (𝑃𝑁 (𝑆𝑁𝜓 )) = 0. On the other hand, by the Bowen property, we get that

∥𝑆𝑁𝜓 − 𝑃𝑁 (𝑆𝑁𝜓 )∥𝐿∞∞ ≤ ∥𝜓 ∥𝐵,
hence

∥L̂ 𝑁−1
𝜑 (𝑆𝑁𝜓 )∥𝐿∞ = ∥𝑃⊥𝑠 L 𝑁−1

𝜑 (𝑆𝑁𝜓 − 𝑃𝑁 (𝑆𝑁𝜓 ))∥𝐿∞ ≤ 2∥𝜓 ∥𝐵 .
■

Recall that we are denoting by𝑇 the Koopman operator of 𝜏 . The transference property of L̂𝜑

now gives:

Lemma 9.10. It holds that for 𝑘 ≥ 0, L̂ 𝑛
𝜑 ◦𝑇 𝑘 = L̂ 𝑛−𝑘

𝜑 for 𝑁 > 𝑘 and L̂ 𝑁
𝜑 ◦𝑇𝑁 = 𝑃⊥𝑠 . Hence for

𝑁 ≥ 1,

L̂ 𝑁−1
𝜑 (𝑆𝑁𝜓 ) = 𝑃⊥𝑠 𝜓 +

𝑁−1∑︁
𝑘=1

L̂ 𝑘
𝜑𝜓 = 𝑃⊥𝑠

(
𝑁−1∑︁
𝑘=0

L 𝑘
𝜑𝜓

)
.
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Proof. Compute

L̂ 𝑁−1
𝜑 (𝑆𝑁𝜓 ) =

𝑁−1∑︁
𝑘=0

L̂ 𝑁−1
𝜑

(
𝑇 𝑘𝜓

)
= 𝑃⊥𝑠 𝜓 +

𝑁−2∑︁
𝑘=0

L̂ 𝑁−1−𝑘
𝜑 𝜓 = 𝑃⊥𝑠 𝜓 +

𝑁−1∑︁
𝑘=1

L̂ 𝑘
𝜑𝜓

= 𝑃⊥𝑠

(
𝑁−1∑︁
𝑘=0

L 𝑘
𝜑𝜓

)
.

■

For 𝑁 ≥ 1 define 𝑢𝑁 = L̂ 𝑁−1
𝜑 (𝑆𝑁𝜓 ): then L̂𝜑𝑢𝑁 = 𝑢𝑁+1 − 𝑃⊥𝑠 𝜓 , and by the previous

Proposition, ∥𝑢𝑁 ∥𝐿2 ≤ 2∥𝜓 ∥𝐵 . Denote

ℎ𝑀 =
1

𝑀

𝑀∑︁
𝑁=1

𝑢𝑁 .

By direct computation,

L̂𝜑ℎ𝑀 = ℎ𝑀 − 𝑃⊥𝑠 𝜓 − 𝑢𝑁+1 − 𝑢1
𝑀

.

Now take ℎ any weak-𝐿2 accumulation point of (ℎ𝑀 )𝑀 . Using that L̂𝜑 is weakly continuous (in

fact, strongly continuous), we deduce

L̂𝜑ℎ = ℎ − 𝑃⊥𝑠 𝜓 .
This tells us in particular that ℎ = 𝑃⊥𝑠

(
L𝜑ℎ +𝜓

)
, hence 𝑃⊥𝑠 ℎ = ℎ and so

𝑃⊥𝑠
(
L𝜑ℎ − ℎ +𝜓

)
= 0 L𝜑ℎ − ℎ +𝜓 ∈ LC𝑠 .

Remark 9.11. By construction,
∫
ℎ d𝜇 = 0.

Lemma 9.12. ∥ℎ∥𝐿∞ ≤ 2∥𝜓 ∥𝐵 .
Proof. Indeed, for every 𝑀 ≥ 1 we have that ∥ℎ𝑀 ∥𝐿∞ ≤ 2∥𝜓 ∥𝐵 . Since the weak limit of non-

negative functions is non-negative, we get that the the 𝐿∞ norm of ℎ is bounded by 2∥𝜓 ∥𝐵 . ■

Putting everything together, we have proved:

Corollary 9.13. If𝜓 ∈ Bow𝜇𝜑
(Σ) then there exists ℎ ∈ LC

⊥
𝑠 verifying:

(1) L𝜑ℎ − ℎ +𝜓 ∈ LC𝑠 .
(2) ∥𝐿∞∥ℎ ≤ 2∥𝜓 ∥𝐵 .

The projection on the locally constant part. Dealing with functions in LC𝑠 is essentially

linear algebra. Denote LC
0

𝑠 = {𝜙 ∈ LC𝑠 :

∫
𝜙 d𝜇𝜑 = 0}.

Lemma 9.14. L𝜑 : LC𝑠 ý is a Perron-Frobenius operator with eigenvalue 1 and eigenfunction 1,
and so Id−L𝜑 |LC0

𝑠
is invertible. If 𝜌 ∈ LC

0

𝑠 then

∥(Id−L𝜑 )−1𝜌 ∥ℓ∞ ≤ Λ(𝜑)
√
𝑠 + 1∥𝜌 ∥ℓ∞

Proof. The fact that L𝜑 is a Perron-Frobenius operator (equivalently, an stochastic matrix on

the 𝑑 · (𝑠 + 1)−dimensional vector space LC𝑠 ) is direct, and thus by its spectral resolution we

get the invertibility of Id−L𝜑 on the complementary of the eigenspace associated to the Perron

eigenvalue. For a square matrix𝐴 denote ∥𝐴∥
OP
its operator norm with respect to the ℓ∞ norm
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on the vector space, and ∥𝐴∥
sp
its spectral norm. Let 𝜆2 be the second largest eigenvalue of L𝜑 :

𝜆2 is strictly smaller than 1, hence for 𝜌 ∈ LC
0

𝑠

∞∑︁
𝑛=0

∥L 𝑛
𝜑 𝜌 ∥ℓ∞ ≤

∞∑︁
𝑛=0

∥L 𝑛
𝜑 |LC0

𝑠
∥
OP
· ∥𝜌 ∥ℓ∞ ≤

√︁
𝑑 · (𝑠 + 1)

∞∑︁
𝑛=0

∥L 𝑛
𝜑 |LC0

𝑠
∥
sp
· ∥𝜌 ∥ℓ∞

≤
√
𝑠 + 1

√
𝑑

1 − 𝜆2
∥𝜌 ∥ℓ∞ .

Taking Λ(𝜑) =
√
𝑑

1−𝜆2 it follows that ∥(Id−L𝜑 )−1𝜌 ∥ℓ∞ ≤
√
𝑠 + 1Λ(𝜑)∥𝜌 ∥ℓ∞ . ■

We are to prove that any𝜓 ∈ LC
0

𝑠 is Livšic cohomologous to an element of KerL𝜑 .

Proof of Theorem 9.3. For 𝜓 ∈ LC
0

𝑠 let 𝜌 = L𝜑ℎ − ℎ + 𝜓 . Then 𝜌 ∈ LC
0

𝑠 , so there is ℎ1 ∈ LC
0

𝑠

such that ℎ1 − L𝜑ℎ1 = 𝜌 . Letting ℎ0 = −ℎ + ℎ1, it follows that
ℎ0 − L𝜑ℎ0 = −ℎ + L𝜑ℎ + ℎ1 − L𝜑ℎ1 =𝜓 − 𝜌 + ℎ1 − L𝜑ℎ1 =𝜓,

and moreover

∥ℎ0∥𝐿∞ ≤ ∥ℎ∥𝐿∞ + ∥ℎ1∥ℓ∞∞ ≤ 2∥𝜓 ∥𝐵 + Λ(𝜑)
√
𝑠 + 1∥𝜌 ∥ℓ∞

≤ 2∥𝜓 ∥𝐵 + Λ(𝜑)
√
𝑠 + 1(2∥ℎ∥𝐿∞ + ∥𝜓 ∥𝐿∞) ≤ 2∥𝜓 ∥𝐵 + Λ(𝜑)

√
𝑠 + 1 (4∥𝜓 ∥𝐵 + ∥𝜓 ∥𝐿∞)

≤
(
2 + 4Λ(𝜑)

√
𝑠 + 1

)
∥𝜓 ∥𝐵 + Λ(𝜑)

√
𝑠 + 1∥𝜓 ∥𝐿∞

≤ 5Λ(𝜑)
√
𝑠 + 1|||𝜓 |||𝐵 .

■

Properties of the variance. At this stage we can use some classical machinery initially de-

veloped by Gordin to establish the CLT for dynamical system, based mostly on the CLT for

martingales differences of Billingsley. We rely on Brown’s version [70]; a thorough exposition is

given in the book by Hall and Heyde [71]. To simplify the notation now 𝜇 denotes a fixed Markov

measure, and L = L𝜑 the corresponding transfer operator.

Fix a locally constant quasicocycle 𝐿 = (𝐿(𝑛))𝑛 , and consider its associated weak Bowen func-

tion 𝜑𝐿 = Bow𝜇(Σ) as given by Proposition 6.30. Denote 𝜓𝐿 = 𝜑𝐿 − 𝜇 (𝐿), and we remind the

reader that changing 𝐿 by a cohomologous cocycle has the effect of changing 𝜓𝐿 by a Livšic

cohomologous potential, which also has the weak Bowen property. Define

𝜎2(𝐿) = lim sup

𝑛

1

𝑛
∥𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿∥2𝐿2

From the previous line one gets that 𝜎2 is constant on cohomology classes. Let𝜓𝐿 ∈ KerL

be as in Corollary 9.4, hence𝜓𝐿 =𝜓𝐿 + 𝑣 − 𝑣 ◦ 𝜏 for some 𝑣 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇). It follows that there exists
some constant 𝐸 > 0 independent of 𝑁 so that 𝜇-a.e.,

|𝐿(𝑁 ) (𝑥) − 𝑆𝑁𝜓𝐿 − 𝑁𝜇 (𝐿) | ≤ 𝐸.
On the other hand, for𝜓 ∈ 𝐿2(𝜇)

∥𝑆𝑁𝜓 ∥2
𝐿2

𝑁
= ∥𝜓 ∥2

𝐿2
+ 2

𝑁−1∑︁
𝑛=1

(
1 − 𝑛

𝑁

)
⟨𝜓 ◦ 𝜏𝑛,𝜓 ⟩ (9.1)
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hence for𝜓 =𝜓𝐿 we obtain

∥𝑆𝑁𝜓 ∥𝐿2
𝑁

= ∥𝜓𝐿∥2𝐿2

and

𝜎2(𝐿) = ∥𝜓𝐿∥2𝐿2 .

Corollary 9.15. If 𝐿 verifies 𝜇 (𝐿) = 0, then 𝜎 (𝐿) = 0 if and only if 𝐿 is cohomologically trivial.

Proof. Indeed, 𝜎 (𝐿) = 0 if and only if 𝜑𝐿 = 𝜓𝐿 = 𝑣 − 𝑣 ◦ 𝜏 in 𝐿2(𝜇). Since 𝜓𝐿 has the weak
Bowen property, this holds if and only if 𝜓𝐿 is a 𝐿∞−coboundary with 𝐿∞ transfer function

(Theorem 5.19). This implies the claim. ■

Before moving further, we establish some properties of the variance, which are of interest. We

have that𝜓𝐿 = ℎ − Lℎ, where ℎ ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇). Recall (Remark 9.11) that

∫
ℎ d𝜇 = 0.

Lemma 9.16. For every 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿∞
(
𝜇𝜑

)
with

∫
𝑢 d𝜇𝜑 = 0 it holds ∥L 𝑛𝑢∥𝐿∞ −−−−→

𝑛 ↦→∞
0.

Proof. Indeed, the uniformly bounded sequence of operators {L 𝑛
: 𝐿∞

0
(𝜇) → 𝐿∞

0
(𝜇)} converges

pointwise to zero for every continuous function 𝑢 ∈ 𝐿∞
0
(𝜇) = {𝑣 ∈ 𝐿∞(𝜇) , 𝜇 (𝑢) = 0}, therefore

everywhere. ■

The above permits us to identify the function ℎ in 𝐿𝑝 (𝜇).

Lemma 9.17. For every 1 ≤ 𝑝 ≤ ∞, ℎ =
𝐿𝑝

∑
𝑛≥0 L 𝑛𝜓𝐿 , i.e. ∥ℎ −

∑𝑁−1
𝑛=0 L 𝑛𝜓𝐿∥𝐿𝑝 −−−−−→

𝑁 ↦→∞
0.

Proof.

ℎ −
𝑁−1∑︁
𝑛=0

L 𝑛𝜓𝐿 = ℎ −
𝑁−1∑︁
𝑛=0

L 𝑛 (ℎ − L 𝑛ℎ) = ℎ −
(
𝑁−1∑︁
𝑛=0

L 𝑛ℎ −
𝑁∑︁
𝑛=1

L 𝑛ℎ

)
= ℎ −

(
ℎ − L 𝑁ℎ

)
= L 𝑁ℎ

𝐿𝑝(𝜇)
−−−−−→
𝑁 ↦→∞

0.

■

In particular we get:

Corollary 9.18. For every 𝜌 ∈ 𝐿1(𝜇), it holds that (
∫
𝜓𝐿 · 𝜌 ◦ 𝜏𝑛 d𝜇)𝑛 is summable and the sum is∑︁

𝑛≥0

∫
𝜓𝐿 · 𝜌 ◦ 𝜏𝑛 d𝜇 =

∫
ℎ𝜌 d𝜇.

Next we get a formula for the variance.

Corollary 9.19. It holds that 𝜎2𝜇 (𝜓𝐿) = ∥𝜓𝐿∥2
𝐿2
+ 2

∑
𝑛≥1

∫
𝜓 ·𝜓 ◦ 𝜏𝑛 d𝜇.
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Proof. Compute

𝜎2𝜇 (𝜓𝐿) = ∥𝜓𝐿∥2𝐿2 = ∥𝜓 + Lℎ − (Lℎ) ◦ 𝜏 ∥2
𝐿2
= ∥ℎ − (Lℎ) ◦ 𝜏 ∥2

𝐿2

= ∥ℎ∥2
𝐿2
+ ∥(Lℎ) ◦ 𝜏 ∥2

𝐿2
− 2⟨ℎ, (Lℎ) ◦ 𝜏⟩

= ∥ℎ∥2
𝐿2
+ ∥Lℎ∥2

𝐿2
− 2⟨Lℎ,Lℎ⟩ = ∥ℎ∥2

𝐿2
− ∥Lℎ∥2

𝐿2

= ∥𝜓𝐿 + Lℎ∥2
𝐿2
− ∥Lℎ∥2

𝐿2

= ∥𝜓𝐿∥2𝐿2 + 2⟨𝜓𝐿,Lℎ⟩ = ∥𝜓𝐿∥2𝐿2 + 2

∑︁
𝑛≥1

⟨𝜓𝐿,L 𝑛𝜓𝐿⟩

= ∥𝜓𝐿∥2𝐿2 + 2

∑︁
𝑛≥1

⟨𝜓𝐿,𝜓𝐿 ◦ 𝜏𝑛⟩.

■

We also deduce the usual formula:

Lemma 9.20. 1

𝑛
∥𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿∥2

𝐿2
−−−−→
𝑛 ↦→∞

𝜎2𝜇 (𝜓𝐿) = ∥𝜓𝐿∥2𝐿2 .

Proof. For every 𝑛,
𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿 = 𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿 + (Lℎ) ◦ 𝜏𝑛 − Lℎ,

so

∥𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿∥2𝐿2 = ∥𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿∥2𝐿2 + ∥(Lℎ) ◦ 𝜏𝑛 − Lℎ∥2
𝐿2
+ 2⟨𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿, (Lℎ) ◦ 𝜏𝑛 − Lℎ⟩

= 𝑛∥𝜓𝐿∥2𝐿2 + ∥(Lℎ) ◦ 𝜏𝑛 − Lℎ∥2
𝐿2
+ 2⟨𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿, (Lℎ) ◦ 𝜏𝑛⟩ − 2⟨𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿,Lℎ⟩

= 𝑛∥𝜓𝐿∥2𝐿2 + ∥(Lℎ) ◦ 𝜏𝑛 − Lℎ∥2
𝐿2
− 2⟨𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿,Lℎ⟩

since𝜓𝐿 ∈ KerL implies thatL 𝑛
(
𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿

)
= 0. Now, on the one hand, we have that ∥(Lℎ) ◦𝜏𝑛−

Lℎ∥2
𝐿2
≤ 2∥Lℎ∥2

𝐿2
. Since

∫
𝜓𝐿 d𝜇 = 0, by Von Neumann ergodic theorem the sequence

1

𝑛
𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿

goes to zero in 𝐿2(𝜇) and hence we get that 1

𝑛
⟨𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿,Lℎ⟩ −−−−→

𝑛 ↦→∞
0, so the lemma follows. ■

Corollary 9.21. It holds
1

𝑁

𝑁−1∑︁
𝑛=0

𝑘

∫
𝜓𝐿 ·𝜓𝐿 ◦ 𝜏𝑘 d𝜇 −−−−−→

𝑁 ↦→∞
0

and hence (𝑛
∫
𝜓𝐿 ·𝜓𝐿 ◦ 𝜏𝑛 d𝜇)𝑛≥0 tends to 0 in the Cesàro sense.

Proof. By Corollary 9.19 and (9.1) we get

𝜎2(𝜓𝐿) = ∥𝜓𝐿∥2𝐿2 + 2

∑︁
𝑛≥1

⟨𝜓𝐿,𝜓𝐿 ◦ 𝜏𝑛⟩ = lim

𝑁→∞

∥𝑆𝑁𝜓 ∥2
𝐿2

𝑁

= lim

𝑁→∞

(
∥𝜓𝐿∥2𝐿2 + 2

𝑁−1∑︁
𝑛=1

(
1 − 𝑛

𝑁

)
⟨𝜓𝐿 ◦ 𝜏𝑛,𝜓𝐿⟩

)
,

which proves the Lemma. ■

Remark 9.22. Convergence of the series
∑
𝑛≥1 𝑛

∫
𝜓𝐿 · 𝜓𝐿 ◦ 𝜏𝑛 d𝜇 remains to be proven. If this

were the case one would get that (𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿 − 𝑛𝜎2(𝜓𝐿))𝑛≥1 is uniformly bounded in 𝐿2(𝜇).



BOUNDED COHOMOLOGY AND STATISTICS 69

Cohomology to a martingale difference. After this preparations we move to the proof of the

Central Limit Theorem. Assume, with no loss of generality, that 𝜇 (𝐿) = 0 and 𝜎 := 𝜎 (𝐿) ≠ 0.

Since 0 = L𝜓𝐿 (𝜏𝑥) = E𝜇 [𝜓𝐿 |𝜏−1B(Σ)] (𝑥), it follows that (𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿, 𝜏−𝑛B(Σ))𝑛≥0 is a reverse
Martingale, therefore by the Martingale Central Limit Theorem [70] we get

𝜇

(
𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿

𝜎
√
𝑛
≤ 𝑐

)
−−−−→
𝑛 ↦→∞

1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞
𝑒−

𝑢2

2𝜎 d𝑢.

Lemma 9.23. It holds

𝜇

(
𝐿(𝑛)

𝜎
√
𝑛
≤ 𝑐

)
−−−−→
𝑛 ↦→∞

1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞
𝑒−

𝑢2

2𝜎 d𝑢

Proof. Fix 𝜀 > 0 and write 𝑟𝑛 =
𝐿 (𝑛) (𝑥)−𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿

𝜎
√
𝑛

, so that ∥𝑟𝑛∥𝐿2 ≤ 𝐸√
𝑛
, and therefore

𝜇 (𝑟𝑛 > 𝜖) ≤ 𝐸2

𝜖𝑛
.

Then for 𝑐 ∈ R fixed,

𝜇

(
𝐿(𝑛)

𝜎
√
𝑛
≤ 𝑐

)
≤ 𝜇

(
𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿

𝜎
√
𝑛
≤ 𝑐 − 𝜀

)
+ 𝜇 (𝑟𝑛 > 𝜀)

−−−−→
𝑛 ↦→∞

1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐−𝜖

−∞
𝑒−

𝑢2

2𝜎 d𝑢

⇒ lim sup

𝑛

𝜇

(
𝐿(𝑛)

𝜎
√
𝑛
≤ 𝑐

)
≤ 1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞
𝑒−

𝑢2

2𝜎 d𝑢

and likewise

lim inf

𝑛
𝜇

(
𝐿(𝑛)

𝜎
√
𝑛
≤ 𝑐

)
≤ 1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞
𝑒−

𝑢2

2𝜎 d𝑢

which implies the claim. ■

By the same argument one obtains:

Lemma 9.24. If𝜓𝐿 ∼ 𝜓 ′
𝐿
, then for all 𝑐 ∈ R

𝜇

(
𝑆𝑛𝜓

′
𝐿

𝜎
√
𝑛
≤ 𝑐

)
−−−−→
𝑛 ↦→∞

1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞
𝑒−

𝑢2

2𝜎 d𝑢.

Next consider the natural extension 𝜋 : Σ̃ → Σ. The unique lift of 𝜇 to Σ is the equilibrium

state of 𝜑 ◦ 𝜋 , and will be denoted as 𝜇̃
Lemma 9.25. Let𝜓 ∈ Bow

𝜇̃
(Σ̃) be a function with zero integral. Then for all 𝑐 ∈ R,

𝜇̃

(
𝑆𝑛𝜓

𝜎
√
𝑛
≤ 𝑐

)
−−−−→
𝑛 ↦→∞

1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞
𝑒−

𝑢2

2𝜎 d𝑢.

Proof. Using Proposition 5.25 and the previous Lemma one gets that it is enough to prove the

same for𝜓𝐿 only depending on positive coordinates. This is checked directly, remembering that

convergence in distribution for a sequence (m𝑛)𝑛 ∈ P (R) to m is equivalent to convergence of

(m𝑛 (𝑘))𝑛 to m(𝑘), for every bounded continuous function 𝑘 : R → R. ■



70 PABLO D. CARRASCO AND FEDERICO RODRÍGUEZ-HERTZ

Proof Theorem D and Corollary C. We use the Theorem 1.7, where 𝑋Γ = Σ and consider 𝜇 =

𝜇MME. Corollary C was proven in Lemma 9.23. As for Theorem D, we write

𝑆𝑛 = 𝑆𝑛𝜓𝐿

𝔏𝑡 (𝑛, 𝑥) =
𝑆 ( [𝑛𝑡]) (𝑥) + (𝑛𝑡 − [𝑛𝑡])𝜓𝐿 (𝜏 [𝑛𝑡]+1)

𝜎
√
𝑛

Then (𝑆𝑛)𝑛≥1 is an stationary ergodic sequence cohomologous to (𝐿(𝑛))𝑛≥1. As noted above

(𝑆𝑛, 𝜏−𝑛B(Σ)) is a reverse martingale with uniformly bounded differences, hence Donsker in-

variance principle and the Law of iterated logarithm holds for this sequence. See [70] for the first

part and Corollary 4.1 in [71] for the second. This establishes the first two parts of Theorem D.

The last part is direct consequence of the concentration inequalities for uniformly bounded

Martingale differences. See for example Corollary 2.4.7 in [72]. ■

CLT for flows. We now address flows.

Notation. We denote by 𝜈𝔱, 𝜈𝔤 the corresponding measure on Σ̃𝑓 , E for the flows 𝔱, 𝔤.

Definition 9.26. An invariantmeasure𝜈𝔤 for𝔤 is said to beMarkov if the correspondingmeasure

on the symbolic model is a Markov measure.

Since we working with 𝜇 = 𝜇MME, 𝜈𝔤 is Markov. If𝜓 ∈ Bow
𝔱
(Σ̃𝑓 ),𝑇 > 0 then∫ 𝑇

0

𝜓 ( [𝑥, 𝑡]) d𝑡 = 𝑆𝑛𝜓 (𝑥) +
∫ 𝑇

𝑛

𝜓 ( [𝑥, 𝑡]) d𝑡

where𝑛 is the unique natural number so that𝑆𝑛 𝑓 (𝑥) ≤ 𝑇 < 𝑆𝑛+1𝑓 (𝑥), and𝜓 (𝑥) =
∫ 𝑓 (𝑥)
0

𝜓 ( [𝑥, 𝑡]) d𝑡
(cf. (5.1)).

Due to Lemma 9.25 we deduce the CLT for 𝜈𝔱−Bowen functions.

Corollary 9.27. If𝜓 ∈ Bow
𝔱
(Σ̃𝑓 ) is not a coboundary, then there exists some 𝜎2 > 0 so that

∀𝑐 ∈ R, 𝜈𝔱
©­«[𝑥, 𝑠] :

∫ 𝑇
0
𝜓 ( [𝑥, 𝑠 + 𝑡]) d𝑡 −𝑇𝜈𝔱 (𝜓 )

𝜎
√
𝑇

≤ 𝑐ª®¬ −−−−→
𝑇→∞

1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞
𝑒−

(𝑢−𝛾 )2
2𝜎 d𝑢

Proof. With no loss of generality assume 𝜈𝔱 (𝜓 ) = 0: let 𝜎2 = 𝜎2(𝜓 ) > 0. Note that the hypothesis

and Lemma 5.27 imply that
˜𝜓 is not a coboundary.

For 𝜀 > 0, and arguing analogously as in Lemma 9.24, we get that

lim sup

𝑇→∞
𝜈𝔱

©­«[𝑥, 𝑠] :
∫ 𝑇
0
𝜓 ( [𝑥, 𝑠 + 𝑡]) d𝑡

𝜎
√
𝑇

≤ 𝑐ª®¬ ≤ lim sup

𝑛→∞
𝜇̃

(
[𝑥, 𝑠] : 𝑆𝑛𝜓

𝜎
√
𝑛
≤ 𝑐 − 𝜖

)
,

hence by Lemma 9.25

lim sup

𝑇→∞
𝜈𝔱

©­«[𝑥, 𝑠] :
∫ 𝑇
0
𝜓 ( [𝑥, 𝑠 + 𝑡]) d𝑡

𝜎
√
𝑇

≤ 𝑐ª®¬ ≤ 1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞
𝑒−

(𝑢−𝛾 )2
2𝜎 d𝑢.

Similarly, lim inf𝑇→∞ 𝜈𝔱

(
[𝑥, 𝑠] :

∫ 𝑇

0
𝜓 ( [𝑥,𝑠+𝑡]) d𝑡
𝜎
√
𝑇

≤ 𝑐
)
≥ 1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞ 𝑒
− (𝑢−𝛾 )2

2𝜎 d𝑢 . ■
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Proof of Theorem C. Recall that the semi-conjugacy ℎ : Σ̃𝑓 → E induces an isomorphism ℎ∗ :

Bow𝜈𝔤
(E )/∼→ Bow𝜈𝔱

(Σ̃𝑓 )/∼. Fix𝜓 ∈ Bow𝜈𝔤
(E ) that is not a coboundary and verifies𝜈𝔤 (𝜓 ) = 0.

Let 𝜎2 = 𝜎2(ℎ∗ [𝜓 ]) and denote

𝑋𝑇 (𝑥) =
𝑆
𝔤

𝑇
𝜓 (𝑥)
𝜎
√
𝑇

𝑌𝑇 ( [𝑥, 𝑡]) =
𝑆 𝔱
𝑇
𝜓 ◦ ℎ( [𝑥, 𝑡])
𝜎
√
𝑇

Since ℎ(𝑔𝑡 ) = 𝜏𝑡 (ℎ), ℎ𝜈𝔤 = 𝜈𝔱 , we get𝑋𝑇𝜈𝔤 = 𝑌𝑇𝜈𝔱 , while by the Corollary above we know that

(𝑌𝑇𝜈𝔱)𝑇>0 converges in distribution toN(0, 𝜎). This finishes the proof. ■

Remark 9.28. It would be interesting to establish the CLT for Bowen functions, when the equi-

librium state is associated to non-Markov potentials. Particularly, the case of the potential

𝜑 : Σ̃𝑓 → R, 𝜑 = − htop(𝔤) 𝑓 corresponds to the entropy maximizing measure of 𝔤. When

𝑀 is a closed hyperbolic manifold this is the same as the Liouville measure on𝑇 1𝑀 .

9.1. CLT for quasimorphisms with respect to the Patterson-Sullivanmeasure and spher-
ical means. We now reap some corollaries of the previous work, and obtain asymptotic infor-

mation for unbounded quasimorphisms [𝐿] ∈ Q̃M(Γ) with respect to the Patterson-Sullivan

measure 𝜈 ∈ P (𝜕Γ). To do this, we combine the general limit theorems of the previous part with

techniques originally developed by Calegari-Fujiwara [28], and further developed by Cantrell [30,

73] (see also Cantrell-Sert [33]) to study regular (e.g. combable) quasimorphisms. The content of

this part was suggested to us by S. Cantrell.

The latter three articles even give Barry-Esseen type inequalities. Here we extend some of

their results to arbitrary unbounded quasimorphisms, but we lose information on the speed of

convergence. We will be following mainly [73], where the computations are written in terms

of uniform asymptotic estimates which are not present in our context. For convenience of the

reader, we sketch the relevant parts in our context.

Take Γ a non-elementary hyperbolic group (say, Γ = 𝜋1(𝑀, ∗) where 𝑀 is a closed locally

CAT

(
−𝑎2

)
space), and fix 𝑆 a finite symmetric generating set. We will use a different type of

symbolic model for Γ and 𝜕Γ.

Theorem 9.29 (Cannon coding, [74]). There exists a finite graph (𝑉 , 𝐸) (vertices, edges) and 𝑙 :
𝐸 → 𝑆 (the labeling map) so that

(1) there exists an initial vertex ∗ ∈ 𝑉 ;
(2) Finite paths ∗ ↦→ 𝑥1 ↦→ 𝑥2 ↦→ · · · ↦→ 𝑥𝑛 in the graph are in bijection with finite words in 𝑆

of the form

𝑙 (∗, 𝑥1)𝑙 (𝑥1, 𝑥2) · · · 𝑙 (𝑥𝑛−1𝑥𝑛)
|𝑙 (∗, 𝑥1)𝑙 (𝑥1, 𝑥2) · · · 𝑙 (𝑥𝑛−1𝑥𝑛) |𝑆 = 𝑛.

In order to be able to represent elements of Γ by finite words in Σ(𝐴), it is convenient to add
and additional vertex 0 ∉ 𝑉𝑆 together with vertices (𝑣, 0) for every 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑆 \ {∗}: the function 𝑙 is
extended as 𝑙 (𝑣, 0) = 1Γ . Consider the resulting graphG = (V, E), and let𝐴 ∈ Mat|V| ({0, 1}) be
its adjacency matrix. We consider (Σ(𝐴), 𝜏) the corresponding dynamical system: note however
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that this is not irreducible in our definition. On the other hand, if 𝜆 = 𝑒htop (𝜏) is the spectral
radius of𝐴, then there exist square sub-matrices 𝐵 (of𝐴) with spectral radius equal to 𝜆, and each

such sub-matrix verifies that 𝜏 | : Σ(𝐵) ⊂ Σ(𝐴) → Σ(𝐵) is transitive. Denote by {𝐵1, · · · , 𝐵𝑘}
all these transitive components. We remark that 𝜏 | : Σ(𝐵𝑖) → Σ(𝐵𝑖) has a unique measure of

maximal entropy 𝜇𝑖 , which is a Markov measure.

There is a natural embedding 𝜄 : Γ → Σ(𝐴), 𝜄 (𝑔) = (∗, 𝑥1, · · · , 𝑥𝑛, 0, 0, · · · ) where

𝑔 = 𝑙 (∗, 𝑥1)𝑙 (𝑥1, 𝑥2) · · · 𝑙 (𝑥𝑛−1𝑥𝑛)
|𝑙 (∗, 𝑥1)𝑙 (𝑥1, 𝑥2) · · · 𝑙 (𝑥𝑛−1𝑥𝑛) |𝑆 = 𝑛.

Also, if 𝐴′
is the matrix obtained from 𝐴 by removing the row and column corresponding to

𝑣 = 0, and 𝑌 = {𝑥 ∈ Σ𝐴′ : 𝑥0 = ∗}, then there is a bijection ℎ : 𝑌 → 𝜕Γ. If 𝑛 ∈ N, 𝑥 ∈ 𝑌 , we
write ℎ(𝑥)𝑛 for the initial segment of size 𝑛 of the geodesic ray ℎ(𝑥).

Proposition 9.30 ([28]). There exists a unique measure 𝜈 on Σ(𝐴′) so that ℎ𝜈 = 𝜈 . In particular, 𝜈
is supported on 𝑌 .

Let

𝜇𝑁 =
1

𝑁

𝑁−1∑︁
𝑘=0

𝜏𝑘𝜈.

Proposition 9.31 (Lemma 4.2 and Proposition 4.2 in [73]). The sequence (𝜇𝑁 ) converges to a
measure 𝜇, which is a convex combination of the measures 𝜇1, · · · , 𝜇𝑘 .

This measure 𝜇 is supported on𝑋 =
⋃𝑘
𝑖 Σ(𝐵𝑖). The idea is then comparing the measure 𝜈 with

the limit measure 𝜇: one of the main difficulties to overcome is that these measure are supported

in different sets of Σ(𝐴).
Fix 0 ≠ [𝐿] ∈ Q̃M(Γ), which with no-loss of generality we assume to be homogeneous. The

Patterson–Sullivan can be obtained as

𝜈 = lim

𝑛
𝜈𝑛, 𝜈𝑛 =

1

#𝑆𝑛

∑︁
𝑔∈𝐵𝑛

𝛿𝑔

where 𝐵𝑛 = {𝑔 ∈ Γ : |𝑔|𝑆 ≤ 𝑛} [75]. We use 𝜄 to lift the measures 𝜈𝑛 to measures 𝜂𝑛 on 𝑌 : it is

direct to check that (𝜂𝑛)𝑛 converges weakly to 𝜈 . Similarly, by identifying 𝑌 = Σ(𝐴′) one uses 𝐿
to define 𝐿 ∈ QM(𝑌 ), and considers 𝑳 = {𝐿(𝑛) : 𝑌 → R}𝑛 the corresponding locally constant
quasicocycle.

Since𝐵𝑛 is symmetric and𝐿 is homogeneous, it follows that for every𝑛,𝑚 ∈ N,𝜂𝑛+𝑚 (𝐿(𝑛)) = 0,

and thus 𝜈 (𝐿(𝑛)) = 0. Similarly, for every 𝑗 ≥ 0, 𝜈 (𝐿(𝑛) ◦ 𝜏 𝑗 ) = 0. From this we deduce that

𝜇 (𝐿(𝑛)) = 0, and since 𝜇 is invariant, 𝜇 (𝑳) = 0, which in turn implies that for every 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑘 ,

𝜇𝑖 (𝑳) = 0 as well.

For 𝜎 ≠ 0 denote N(0, 𝜎) the centered normal distribution function with variance 𝜎2. As

consequence of the results in the previous part we get:

Proposition 9.32. There exists 𝜎2 = 𝜎2(𝐿) > 0 so that for every 𝑐 ∈ R,

𝐿(𝑛) (𝑥)
𝜎
√
𝑛

D−−−−→
𝑛 ↦→∞

N(0, 𝜎)
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Proof. Applying Lemma 9.23 to each component Σ𝑖 one deduces one of the two possibilities:

either 𝐿(𝑛) is bounded on Σ(𝐵𝑖), or
(
𝐿 (𝑛) (𝑥)
𝜎
√
𝑛

)
𝑛
converges in distribution to N(0, 𝜎𝑖), for some

𝜎𝑖 . If 𝜎𝑖 is zero, then one can show that the set {[𝑟 ] ∈ 𝜕Γ : sup𝑛≥N |𝐿(𝑟𝑛) | < ∞} has positive
𝜈−measure, hence by ergodicity of 𝜈 it implies that this set has full measure. A posteriori, 𝐿

is bounded, which contradicts what we assumed. See for example Proposition 5.6 in [30]. This

method is due to Calegari and Fujiwara [28], where the ergodicity is 𝜈 is used further to guarantee

that all 𝜎𝑖 coincide (in page 17 of [30] substitute 𝑓 𝑛 by 𝐿(𝑛) ), hence 𝜎𝑖 = 𝜎 > 0. ■

To continue, Proposition 4.6 in [73] shows that ∥𝜇𝑁 − 𝜇∥
TV

=𝑂 (𝑁 −1), therefore defining

𝐸𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑋 ) =
(
𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 :

𝐿(𝑛) (𝑥)
𝜎
√
𝑛

≤ 𝑡
)
,

one gets:

Corollary 9.33. For 𝑛 ∈ N, 𝑐 ∈ R,����𝜇𝑁 (𝐸𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑋 )) − 1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞
𝑒−

𝑢2

2𝜎 d𝑢

���� ≤ 𝜉𝑛 (𝑐) +𝑂 (𝑁 −1).

where lim𝑛→∞ 𝜉𝑛 (𝑡) = 0.

The following measures are introduced to compare 𝜇𝑁 (𝐸𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑋 )) with 𝜈 (𝐸𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑋 )). Consider
the sets

𝑌𝑖 = {𝑦 ∈ 𝑌 : ∃𝑚 ∈ N such that ∀𝑛 ≥𝑚,𝜏𝑛𝑦 ∈ Σ(𝐵𝑖)}
𝑌 =

⋃
𝑖

𝑌𝑖

𝐸𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑌 ) =
{
𝑥 ∈ 𝑌 :

𝐿(𝑛) (𝑥)
𝜎
√
𝑛

≤ 𝑐
}
.

Definition 9.34. For 𝑗 ∈ N let𝐴 𝑗 = {𝑥 ∈ Σ(𝐴′) : 𝜏𝑘𝑦 ∉ 𝑋∀𝑘 = 0, . . . , 𝑗 − 1 and 𝜏 𝑗𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 }. For
𝑛 ≥ 1 define the measures

𝜈𝑛 (𝐸) = 𝜈 (𝐸 ∩
𝑛⋂
𝑗=0

𝐴 𝑗 ).

Observe that if 𝐸 ⊂ 𝑋 then 𝜏 𝑗𝜈 (𝐸) = 𝜏 𝑗𝜈 𝑗 (𝐸).
Lemma 9.35 (Lemma 5.8 in [73]). For every sequence (𝑁𝑛),

1

𝑁𝑛

𝑁𝑛−1∑︁
𝑗=0

𝜈 𝑗

(
𝐸𝑛 (𝑡, 𝑌 )

)
= 𝜈

(
𝐸𝑛 (𝑡, 𝑌 )

)
+𝑂 (𝑁−1

𝑛 )

Fix 𝑁𝑛 = [ 4

√
𝑛] and let𝐶 > 0 so that ∥𝐿(𝑛) ∥ℓ∞ ≤ 𝐶𝑛. Define

𝐶±
𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑋 ) =

{
𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 :

𝐿(𝑛) (𝑦)
𝜎
√
𝑛

≤ 𝑐 ± 𝐶
4

√
𝑛

}
Then for 0 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑁𝑛 ,

𝜏 𝑗𝜈 (𝐶−
𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑋 )) = 𝜏 𝑗𝜈 𝑗 (𝐶−

𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑋 )) ≤ 𝜈 𝑗 (𝐸𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑌 )) ≤ 𝜏 𝑗𝜈 𝑗 (𝐶+
𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑋 )) = 𝜏 𝑗𝜈 (𝐶+

𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑋 ))
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and

𝜇𝑁𝑛
(𝐶−

𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑋 )) ≤ 𝜈
(
𝐸𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑌 )

)
+𝑂 (𝑛− 1

4 ) ≤ 𝜇𝑁𝑛
(𝐶+

𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑋 )).

Corollary 9.36. For every 𝑐 ∈ R, lim𝑛 𝜈

(
𝐸𝑛 (𝑐, 𝑌 )

)
= 1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞ 𝑒
−𝑢2

2𝜎 d𝑢.

Proof. Direct consequence of Corollary 9.33 and the previous inequality. ■

We are ready to prove Corollary D, starting with its first part.

Theorem. It holds

𝜈

(
[𝑟 ] : ∃𝑟 ∈ [𝛾] with 𝑟0 = 1Γ and

𝐿(𝑟𝑛)
𝜎2
√
𝑛
≤ 𝑐

)
−−−−→
𝑛 ↦→∞

1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞
𝑒−

𝑢2

2𝜎 d𝑢.

Proof. Indeed, denote ˆ𝑅𝑛 (𝑐) the measure on the left hand side, and

𝐻𝑛 (𝑐) = 𝜈
({
𝑥 ∈ 𝑌 :

𝐿(ℎ(𝑥)𝑛)
𝜎
√
𝑛

≤ 𝑐
})
.

By the previous Corollary, lim𝑛 𝐻𝑛 (𝑐) = 1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞ 𝑒
−𝑢2

2𝜎 d𝑢 . On the other hand, Lemma 5.7 in [73]

shows the existence of some 𝐾 > 0 so that for every 𝑛 ≥ 1, 𝑐 ∈ R: 𝐻𝑛 (𝑐) ≤ ˆ𝑅𝑛 (𝑐) ≤ 𝐻𝑛 (𝑐 + 𝐾

𝜎
√
𝑛
).

As a consequence, lim𝑛
ˆ𝑅𝑛 (𝑐) = 1

𝜎
√
2𝜋

∫ 𝑐

−∞ 𝑒
−𝑢2

2𝜎 d𝑢 , which is what we wanted to show. ■

The second part of Corollary D follows from the same skeleton of reasoning as above, this

time following section 8 of [33], which is based on [76]. The only difference is that one substitutes

Theorem 3.8 of that article by Proposition 9.32. We refer the reader to the above cited works for

more details.
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