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Cr ergodic Pugh-Shub conjecture (1995)

Stable ergodicity is Cr dense among partially hyper-
bolic diffeomorphisms.
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Theorem - RHertz RH. Tahzibi Ures (2007)

Stable ergodicity is C1 dense among C2 partially hyperbolic
diffeomorphisms with dim Ec = 2.
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remark

p homoclinically related to q

⇓

Λ(p) ⊜ Λ(q)
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g (x) ≥ λ−

g (x) Lyapunov exponents of g|Ec
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