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ALSEDA-MISIUREWICZ SYSTEMS WITH PLACE-DEPENDENT
PROBABILITIES

KLAUDIUSZ CZUDEK

ABSTRACT. We consider systems of two specific piecewise linear homeomor-
phisms of the unit interval, so called the Alseda-Misiurewicz systems, and in-
vestigate the basic properties of Markov chains which arise when these two
transformations are applied randomly with probabilities depending on the
point of the interval. Though this iterated function system is not contracting
in average and known methods do not apply, stability and the strong law of
large numbers are proven.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The main results. Let fy be an interval homeomorphisms such that its
graph consists of two straight lines, the first one connecting (0,0) with some
point (xg,y0) € (1/2,1) x [1/2,1) under diagonal, and the second one connect-
ing (xg,y0) with (1,1). Next, let f; be the interval homeomorphisms defined by
fi(z) =1— fo(1 =), x € [0,1] (see Figure 1). Setting ag = £* and a; = i:;’?} we
can write

fo(z) = { Z?fx—1)+1 iiiig and  fi(z) =1 fo(1 - 2).

Fix two positive real functions pg,p; on [0,1] with po(z) + pi(x) = 1 for every
x € [0,1]. It defines the following natural random process on the interval (0,1):
being at any point = € (0,1) we choose transformation f; with probability p;(x)
and move to the point f;(xz), i = 0,1. To be more strict, we define the family of
Markov chains with common transition probabilities given by the formula 7(z, ) :=
Po(2)0 5, () + P1(7)d¢, (), T € (0,1).

As far as we know, stability of these Markov chains, i.e. arising from random ap-
plication of transformations on the interval, were always proved under assumption
that all transformations are contractions or are contracting in average. However,
recently several papers have been published which established stability with drop-
ping this assumptions. The first one and probably the most important for us was
by Lluis Alsedd and Michat Misiurewicz [I] in 2014 where the authors showed that
if we consider two transformations defined in the first paragraph for yo = 1/2 and
choose it randomly with constant and equal probabilities 1/2,1/2 then the corre-
sponding Markov chain is stable. After [2] we call the systems defined above the
Alseda-Misiurewicz systems (in [2] the only restriction for (xg,y0) € (0,1) x (0,1)
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is that it should be under diagonal). Later their results were generalized to the
case of two C? diffeomorphisms ([7]) or even arbitrary finite number of homeo-
morphisms ([I4]) satisfying additional assumptions that from each point we have
positive probabilities of moving to the left and moving to the right, all functions
are differentiable at 0 and 1 and the average Lyapunov exponents at these points
are positive. In our setting we define the average Lyapunov exponents at 0 and 1
by the formulae

Ao := po(0)log(ao) + p1(0) log(a1),

(1) A1 :=po(1)log(ar) + p1(1)log(ao).

In the general case coefficients ag, a; should be replaced by derivatives at 0 and 1,
respectively. Note that all known results are proven under assumption that proba-
bility of choice of a transformation does not depend on the point of the interval.

The most important papers concerning systems with place-dependent probabil-
ities are probably [3], [9] where the stability of the corresponding Markov chains
is proved under the most general assumptions in arbitrary locally compact metric
spaces. However, one of them is contractivity in average which in our case is never
satisfied, therefore we can neither apply the result, nor use the proof. In [3] and
[13] one can find further references and historical comments.

The goal of our paper is to provide proofs of ergodicity, stability and the strong
law of large numbers for Alsedé-Misiurewicz systems in the case when probabilities
are not necessarily constant. To this end we introduce the following assumptions:

(A1) 3 <zo<1land $ <yo<uzo

(A2) po,p1 are Dini continuous,

(A3) 0 < pi(z) <1lforze0,1] and i =0,1,
(A4) Ao, Ay > 0.

The functions pg,p; are Dini continuous, which means that for every C' > 0 and
t < 1 we have > B(Ct") < oo, where  denotes the modulus of continuity of

Po, P1, Le.

B = max  sup  |pi(@) — pilw+ b)),

=0.13¢(0,1),|n|<t
We do not need any further assumptions on contractiveness of the system. Our two
main results are the following theorems.

Theorem 1. If (A1)-(A4) hold then there exists a unique Borel probability measure
W € M such that the Markov chain (X!~) is stationary.

Theorem 2. If (A1)-(A4) hold, v is any Borel probability measure then the Markov
chain (X}) is asymptotically stable.

The last theorem was proved in the case of general Markov chains on compact
spaces in [4]. Later it was proved in [5] in the case of iterated systems of contractions
in R™ with constant probabilities and in [6] in the case of systems contracting in
average with place dependent probabilities on locally compact spaces. Our system
does not satisfy assumptions of any of these theorems, however, using some ideas
from the last paper we are still able to prove it. In its statement it is essential that
it holds for every point x € (0, 1), not only for . almost every.
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Theorem 3 (The Strong Law of Large Numbers). If (41)-(A4) hold, x € (0,1),
¢ €C((0,1)) then
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Figure 1. The example of Alseda-Misiurewicz
system. The hatched area is the set of points (z,y)
which satisfy assumption (A1).

The space of Borel probability measures on (0,1) will be denoted by M; and
the space of all positive Borel measures by M. Recall that the family of transition
probabilities p(z,-) € My, x € (0,1) by the formula

p(IE7 ) = p0($)5fo(z) +m ($)5f1 () for x € (0, 1)

Let us choose an initial distribution 4 € M;. Together with the transition proba-
bilities it defines the Markov chain (X#) on (0,1). For simplicity of notation, we
shall write (X7¥) when p = d,. Let us stress that values of this Markov chain are
in the open interval (0,1), not [0, 1].

The canonical space for this Markov chain is constructed as follows. Put 2 =
(0,1)*, G = B(0,1). Here B(0,1) stands for the o-algebra of Borel subsets of
(0,1). We define the family of measures P3°, = € (0,1) on (2, G) by giving its values
on cylinder sets, i.e.

P2(A; x ... x A x (0,1)) ::/
A

p(x,d:vl)/ p(:vl,dxg).../ p(xr—1,dxy),
1 A2 Ak

where Aj,...,Ar € B(0,1), z € (0,1). Existence of the unique extension to a
measure on G follows from the Kolmogorov Extension Theorem. Fix the initial
distribution v € M; and define the measures PS° on cylinders by

P>*(A x B) := AP;O(B)U(dI),
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for A € B(0,1), B € G. This measure the unique extension to G by the Kolmogorov
Extension Theorem. Now the sequence (m,) of projections defined on (£2,G,P2°)
by 7, (z1,22,...) := Zn, n > 1, is the canonical realization of the Markov chain
(X2).

The processes (XZ),r € (0,1) may be also realized on the space ¥ = {0, 1}
with the standard product o-algebra F and the probability measure P, defined on
cylinders Cy, . i, ={w € X :wy =141,...,wE =ir} by

.....

P2(Ciy,....i.) = Dir (¥)pis (fir () - - P, (fin 1 © - 0 fir ().

Then it is clear that f7(x) := f,, o...0fu, (z), where w = (w1, w2, . ..) is a realization
of (X7Z). Expectation with respect to P, is denoted by E,. By 6,, we denote the
shift 0, : ¥ — %, 0,(w) := (Wnt1,wWn+2,--.), where w = (wy,ws,...). Forn > 1
and w € ¥ put

Q) = Gy, - - - Oy -

In order to describe the evolution of (X)) we introduce the Markov-Feller oper-
ator P: M — M by

Ppu(A) = /f | PoEn) + | m@utin)

FA)
for A € B(0,1), u € M. Its predual operator U : C(0,1) — C(0,1) is given by

Ugp(z) = po(x)¢(fo(2)) + pi(2)p(f1(2)),
for ¢ € C(0,1) and = € (0,1). By ”predual” we mean that

/ pdPp = / Updp
(0,1) (0,1)

for every € M and ¢ € C(0,1). The operator P is linear, i.e. P(Aju1 + Agpz) =
APy + Ao Ppusg for A, Ao > 0, 1, pe € M. It also preserves the total mass of a
measure, i.e. Pu((0,1)) = x((0,1))) for p € M. We say that a measure p, € M
is invariant for the operator P if Pu, = p.. In that case we say that the operator
P is asymptotically stable if P"v — u, weakly for every v € M;j.

The Markov-Feller operator P has the property that the distribution of X# is
Py for all n > 0 and p € M. Therefore one can choose an initial distribution
1 € Mj in such a way that (X/) is stationary if and only if px is P-invariant and
the Markov chain (X#) is stable if and only if P is asymptotically stable.

Following [7] we define

Prra = {p € My :pu((0,2)) < Mz® and p((1 —2,1)) < Mz® for all x € (0,1)}.

By what we just mentioned, the theorem below is equivalent to the existence of a
unique invariant probability measure for the Markov-Feller operator P.

3. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Proof of existence. The proof follows the lines of the proof from [7] with necessary
changes. Namely, we shall show that there exist parameters M > 1,a € (0,1)
such that the class Py o is invariant under the operator P. It is sufficient since in
that case one can apply the standard Krylov-Bogoliubov technique, i.e. take any
v € Py, and define v, = (v + ...+ P""'v). By the P-invariance of Piy,q, all
vy’s are in Py o, and by weak-* compactness of Py o there exists an accumulation
point . € Ppr,o of this sequence which is an invariant measure. Details are left
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to the reader. What remains to show is the existence of parameters M, o with the
desired property.
By the continuity of pg,p; at the boundary, (A4) and () one can find 0 < € <
1 — zg such that
Ao
max po(t) log ag + max p;(t) loga; > —,
(2) t<e t<e 2

Ay
1-1)1 1-1)1 =L
maxpo(1 —t)loga; +maxpy(1 ~t)logao > -

[0} [0}

Writing the Taylor formula of the function o — a=® at 0 we obtain a=¢ =
1 — aloga + o(a), where a is any fixed positive number. By this formula and (2])
one can find « € (0,1) and p € (0,1) with

max po(t)ag * + maxps(ta;* <p,

(3)

_ — _ —
maxpo(1 —t)ay® + maxpy (1 —tag® <p.

Eventually, put M to be any number greater or equal than (age)™* > e~ * > 1.

We are in position to show the invariance of Pys o for M, chosen above. Take
i € Py and z € (0,1). If z > ape, then Maz® > M(ape)® > 1, hence the
condition Pu((0,z)) < Mz is trivially satisfied. If z < age, then also z < 1 — xg
and

Pu((0.2) = [

(0,a5 ']

po(t)u(dt) + / p1 (£)a(dt)

(0,01 2]
< mgxpo(t)Magaxa +maxp tH)May “z® < Mx“p < Mz®,
t<e t<e

where in the last line we used ([B]). Therefore Pu((0,x)) < Ma®. The proof that
Pu((1 —x,1)) < Mz® is analogous. The invariance of Py, is established. 0

1—yo o fi(yo)
¢ —0—0— 00— 00— 00— 0
0 1—5(,‘0 ]_/2 Zo 1

Figure 2. The order of the points 1 — zo, 1 — yo, Yo,
Zo.

We are now going to make some use of (Al). Take 77 such that the following
condition is satisfied

(4) apy — a1(y —ar1m) <0 for y > 1 — yo.
There exists such 7;. Indeed, since ap < 1 < a;, the linear function y — apy —
a1(y — a1m ) is decreasing and, in consequence, it suffices to show that there exists
such 7 for y =1 — yo. But since

ao(1 = yo) — a1 ((1 = yo) — axm) = (1 = yo)(ao — a1) + afm,

it just follows by (1 — yo)(ap — a1) < 0. Let us also assume that 7; is less than the
length of the interval [1 — xg, 1 — yo] and satisfies

(5) fi(yo +a1m) < zo.
This is possible by the continuity of f; and

(6) fi1(yo) < wo.



6 KLAUDIUSZ CZUDEK

To show this, however, we compute f1(yg) = %{:y”) + 1 and obtain that (@] is
equivalent to the condition yo(1 — yo) > zo(1 — x¢). By the assumptions made on

Zo, Yo we have 1/2 < yo < xo, so our statement follows from the monotonicity of
the function ¢(t) :=t(1 —¢) on [1/2,1].

Proposition 1. If z,y € [1 — zg,x0] and |z —y| < n1, then
115 () = fo )] < arlw —

for every n.

In order to simplify the reasoning we assume that z < y and w such that f7(x)
visits (0,1 — xg) infinitely often and f7(y) visits (2o, 1) infinitely often. In the end
of the proof we will give a simple explanation that this assumption may be dropped.

Lemma 1. If 1 —2xg <z <y <z, |t —y| <aim, y >1—1yo and u is such that
f2(y) < xo for alln < wu, then

|fo (@) = fo )] < |z -yl
for all n < u.

Proof of Lemma 1. Let t be the least integer for which f!(z) < 1—x0 and let s < ¢
be the maximal integer for which f3(y) > 1—yo. Obviously | f7(z)— f2(y)| < |x—y|
for n < s, since both fy, f1 are contractions on [1 — xq, xg]. Moreover, f3(z), f3(y)
again satisfy assumptions of the lemma, therefore we may assume s = 0. Next,
define r to be the moment of the first visit of f(y) in (1 — yo,1). If we will show
the claim for n < r, then the points f/(z), f7(y) again satisfy the assumptions of
the lemma, therefore we may assume r = u.

For this purpose observe that f(y) = a”y and f7(z) = ax for n < r — 1,
i.e. application of fy and f; is actually a multiplication by ag,a;, respectively.
Indeed, assume contrary to our claim that f?~'(y) > 1 —xp and w, = 1. Then
foy) = f(f"1(y)) > fi(1 — z0) = 1 — yo, hence r = n, which is a contradiction.
Since f(y) = al’y and fI(z) = al'z for n < r — 1, we have for these n’s

(7) 115 (@) = f5 )] = agle —yl
But since f*(y) <1 —yo <y for n < r — 1, we have a” < 1 which completes the
proof in the case n < r — 1.

The only point remaining now is to show that |fI(x) — fI(y)| < |z — y|. If
fr=1(z) > 1 — o, then the statement is obviously true, since both fy, f1 are con-
tractions on [1 —zg, zo] and the statement is true for n = r —1. We are reduced now
to proving | f7(z) — f7(y)| < |z — y| provided that f7=1(z) < 1—=z¢ < f77(y). Let
us consider the function k — |f1(ky)— f1(kx)| for k € [%, 1=20] (this condition

1—:60 1—:60 :
e, A | is
equivalent to our case now). We assert that this function is nonincreasing. Indeed,

Silky) = fi(kz) = (filky) — f1(1 — z0)) + (f1(1 — x0) — fi(kx))

=ag(ky — (1 — z0)) + a1 ((1 — zo) — kx),
hence the function is linear with the slope equal to agy — a1z which is negative

since |z — y| < aim and @) holds for n;.

We compute now |f1(ky) — fi(kz)| for k = ko := 1‘% We have |f1(koy) —

fi(koz)| = ai1(koy — kox) = arko(y — =) and arkoy = fi(koy) = fi(1 — o) =

is equivalent to say that 1 —xg € [kx, ky] , thus the condition a’,~! € [
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1 —yo <y which implies that a1ky < 1. Combining that with the monotonicity of
the considered function yields

\f(@) = fL()] = [fa(al y) = fial o) < | fi(koy) — fi(kom)| < |z —yl

which completes the proof of Lemma 1. ([l

Lemma 2. If z,y € [1 — xg, zo, |x — y| < m1, and u is such that fI(y) < xo for
alln < u, then | f2(x) — £2(3)] < arle —y].

Proof of Lemma 2. The proof is essentially the same as in the case of previous
lemma. We define ¢ and r in the same way and assume without loss of generality
that ¢t = 1, r = u (for n > r we can apply Lemma [I). We again observe that
My) = a’y, f™(z) = al’z, and f(y) < 1 —yo for n < r — 1. The difference is
that y > 1 — yg is not true anymore. However, by the definition of a; we have
1—yo=a1(1 —x9) < ary, thus a!, < a; which proves the assertion for n <r —1
(ct. ([@).

If n = r then we have again two cases. If f7~!(z) > 1—x, then the statement is
obviously true, since both fy, f1 are contractions on [1— g, zo] and the statement is
true forn = r—1. If f71(z) < 1—zg thena’,z = f7(z) < 1—yo = a1(1—x9) < a1,
so al,y — ay < ai(y — x). Observation that f7(y) < aly yields the assertion. O

Proof of Proposition 1. We can define the following infinite sequences of natural
numbers

t1:=min{n > 1: f(z) <1—xz¢ or f3(y) > xo},

P min{n >ty : f2(y) > xo} if flx(z) <1-—1mo B>
R mindn >ty f0 () < 1 -0} if £ (y) > 20 ’ =7

max{n < tpy1: f[H(x) <1—yo}t if flr(z) <1-—1x0
U 1= v oo o , k>1.
{ max{n < tg1 0 f5(y) > o} if f2(y) > 2o

To finish the proof notice that the statement for n < wy follows from Lemma
(or its symmetric version) with v = w;. Hence, from the definition of (ux), the
points f¥(z), fu1(y) satisfy assumptions of Lemma [I] (or its symmetric version)
with u = ug —uy. We continue in this fashion: for every k the points f%*(x), f2*(y)
satisfy assumptions of Lemma [I] or its symmetric version with v = ug11 — ug, and
the conclusion follows.

To obtain the statement for any w observe that for some k we cannot define tj41
and in this case either Lemmal[Ilor @l applies for f%*(z), f2* (y) with arbitrary large
Uu. O

Proposition 2. There exists na > 0 such that if x,y € [1 —xg,x0] and |z —y| < 02,
then

Ee|f5(x) = f5W) < Lq"|x -y
for all naturaln, L >1, g < 1.

From now on, M, o, e, and p always stand for the quantities chosen in the proof of
existence of a stationary measure. Fix z € (0,1) and define

Apj={wes: fila)w) <e}, A" :={weX: fi(z)(w)>1—¢},

By = ﬁ Az j, BY" .= ﬁ A%
j=1

Jj=1
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Lemma 3. If z < ¢ then
Py(Byn) < (e/2)*p"
for all n > 0. The same estimation holds for P;_,(B*~%m).

Proof. Fix x < ¢ and recall that we write a, = aq,, ...a,, forn > 1 and w € X.
We first observe that E,1p, ,_, (al2)~* < p™. Indeed, by (2) we have

E.(ag|Fa-1) = po(f2 7 (@) (@)ag® + pr (£ (2))ar™ < p
provided that w € By ,,—1. Here (Fy,)n>1 stands for the natural filtration in (X, F).
Therefore

EI]le,nfl(aZ>ia =E,; <ﬂBz,n1(a21)aEm (awyﬂfnl)) < pEiﬂBz,n—l(azil)ia'

Proceeding by induction yields E,1p, ,_,(al)~* < p™.
Observe that for all w € ¥ with w € B,, we have fJ(z)(w) = a/z and, in
consequence, _
Bypn={weX:axz<eforall j <n}.
The Chebyshev inequality gives now
Py(Byyn) =Pu({w € £ :alx < e for all j < n})
<P, ({weX:(a) ' >x/e} N By 1)
< (e/2)"Bulp,, ,(al)~" < (e/)°p"
which establishes our claim for P, (B, ). The same proof works for P;_,(B1~%").
O

Lemma 4. There exists a point ¢ € (1 — xg,xo) such that for every, h >0, p >0
there exist a natural number ny and 6 > 0 such that

inf P, (f™ —p, 0
el (f5' (@) € (c=p.c+p)) >

for x € [h,1—h).

Proof. First of all, by () and symmetry we have f1([1—zo,%0 +a17]) C [1 —yo, z0o]
and fo([1 — yo,zo]) C [1 — g, yo]. Hence the composition fy o fi restricted to the
interval [1 — g, yo + a17] is a contraction and acts to the interval [1 — xq, yo + a17].
Let ¢ be the unique attractive fixed point for this composition on [1 — g, yo + a17].
For any point = € [1—zo,yo+a17] and p > 0 there exists m/ such that P, (f2™ (z) €
(c—p,c+p)) >0.

Choose h > 0. Now it is sufficient to show that for any x € [h, 1 — h] there exists
a number m” such that P, (2" (x) € [1 —zo,y0 +a1n]) > 0. Then n; = 2m + 2m/
will be desired number, where m is the maximum of m” for z € [h,1 — h]. Indeed,
the quantity
Pin, (fin, 100 fiy (@) ... piy(2)

inf min

z€[h,1—h] (i1,...,in, )€{0,1}™1
is positive by (A3) and for any x € [h,1 — h] we can first take a sequence of length
2m” with P, (2" (z) € [1 — zo,yo + a1n]) > 0 (which may be less than 2m) and

then apply the composition fy o fi exactly m’ + (m — m/) many times.
We are left to show that for any = € [h,1 — h] there exists m” such that
P, (2" (z) € [L—xo,y0+a1n]) > 0. It is readily seen that there exist m’” and a se-
quence (i1, ..., ime) € {0,1}™" such that zo := fi,mo...ofi (x) € [1—=x0,yo+a1n).
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If m'” is even then put m'” = 2m”. If not then apply fo to zo. If fo(z0) > 1 — o
then m"” + 1 = 2m/ is a desired number. If not then fy(z9) < 1 — xo, hence
z1 = f10 fo(z0) > 1 — yo. Note that z1 = ajapzo > 2z9. We can repeat this
procedure and define z,41 while fy(2,) < 1 — x¢. This procedure, however, must
finish for some n, since z, = (a1ag)™zo which eventually become greater than 1 —gyq
for some n, which means that f;'(z,) > 1 — 2. A contradiction. Let n be the
minimal number with fo(z,) > 1 — z9. Then 2m” = m’" 4 2n + 1 has the desired
property. ([

Proof of Proposition 2. Let ¢ be the point from Lemma[dl Take p > 0 to be any
positive number less than distance from ¢ to the boundary points of [1 — xg, yo].
Take h = € (recall that M, e, were the numbers given in the proof of existence
of the stationary measure; see the comment under Proposition 2]). Take n; to be
the numbers given in Lemma [l By the continuity of fy, f1 and the compactness of
[h, 1 — h], there exists 72 > 0 such that if |z — y| < a1m2 then

inf P, (fM —p, 0.
el (f5'(y) € (c=p,c+p)) >

Let ny be such that (ag)™ < 1/(2a1). Put m :=ny +ng and & := f*(e) (i.e. £
is such a number that P, (f7(z) € [,1 —&]) = 1 for x € [e,1 —€]). Eventually put

e i P (fimoa 0---0 fir(2)) piy () >

Let us define the following optional times on ¥ for u € (0,1):
Ti(z):=min{n >0:e < fl(x) <1—c}+m,
Ty (x) = Tu(@) + Ty (S5 () © 01, (a),

. . . 1
Sila) = min {1 > 13 ¥yl 20— £20)] < 5o-le o,

and f2(2), £5(0) € 1= . 0] .

Snt1(2) := Sp(x) + S1(f57 ) ()) 0 s, (x)
Tn(z) == max{k > 1: Ty (z)
on(z) :=max{k > 1: Si(z) <
for x € (0,1). From what has already been proved we conclude that
Py (Si(z) > Ti(x)) <1-94
for all £ <z <1—¢&. By the strong Markov property
P (S1(z) > Thg1 () = EPy (S1(x) > Ty (2)| Fry,)

=E. <11{51 (@)>Tn (@)} F 70 () <51(ff"(z)($)) 0 01, (2) > Tl(ff"(m)(w))»

< (1 =P (S1(z) > Ta(x)),
for all ¢ <z <1—¢&. By induction argument we get
P.(S1(x) > Tn(x)) < (1—-6)"

for such x.
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By Lemma [3] there exists C; > 0 and v € (0,1) such that E,e"T1(®) < ¢ for all
z € [£,1 — &]. Induction argument applied below yields

E, @) — | (anl(w)Em (HUE @) me)> < OyE, " Tr1@) < C

forz € [¢,1—¢& and n > 1, since f " (x) € [£,1—¢] for every n. Fix k € (0,1). We
have again by the Chebyshev inequality
By (7 (x) < ) < Po(Tln 2 (2) > n) < O e
for all x € [¢,1 — £], thus
P, (Si(z) > n) <P ({Si(z) > n} N {m(x) > kn}) + Py(mn(z) < kn)

< Pu(S1(2) > Ten) (7)) + O e < (1 = §)l5n) 4 oy (Cpe ).
Choose « such that Cfe™ < 1. By the above we have

E,e51(®) < 7 Z e’"P,(S1(z) > n) < Oy < oo,
n=0
for all z € [¢,1 — ¢] provided that p € (0,1) was chosen sufficiently small. Again,
conditioning argument yields

E,erS @) < 7.

Eventually, using again the Chebyshev inequality we obtain for such z,y and any
A€ (0,1),

Eo £5(2) =5 W] = Balio,, (2.9) <xn} [ f5 ()= 5 W) HEe Lo, (222} | 5 (2) = f2 (1)

1
< ai|r — yPe(S|an(@,y) >n) + Wlx —

1

n| — _ 1
<aCyM e~y + xnle —y| < (m(o;e P)”+W>|x—y|.

Take A such that C2e™” < 1 and put L = a1 + 1, ¢ = max{Cqe ", 2%} < 1. Then
by the above we have

E.|f5(x) — fo () < Lg" |z —y|

for all natural n which is the desired conclusion. O

Proof of uniqueness. Throughout the proof p;, .. ;. (z) stands for
Pin(finy 00 fiy (@) o piy (@)

First observe that for any x € (0, 1) there exists a finite sequence (i1, ..,4;) € {0, 1}
for some I such that f;, o...o fi, (z) € [1 — 0, yo] which implies that the topological
support of any P-invariant measure p must have nonempty intersection with [1 —
Zo, Yo]. Further, f1o fo([1 —x0,%0]) C (1 —20,y0) by (6) and f; o fy is a contraction
on the interval [1 — zg, yo], hence this composition has exactly one attractive fixed
point ¢ € (1 — zo,yo). Combining these facts yields ¢ € T', for all P-invariant
measures 1, where I';, denotes the topological support of this measure. The proof
is completed by showing that the family (U™p) is equicontinuous at ¢ for any
Lipschitz ¢. Indeed, if there exist at least two different ergodic invariant measures
11, po, then there exists a Lipschitz function ¢ such that ‘ [ pdpr — fcpdug‘ >0
for some § > 0. We consider the averages L(p(z) + Up(x) + ... + U tp(x))

which must differ from L (p(c) + Up(c) + ... + U Lp(c)) at most §/2, provided

n
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that x is sufficiently close to c¢. On the other hand, ¢ € I',, NT',,, therefore in any
neigbourhood of ¢ we can find points z1, x3 such that considered averages tend to
[ edur, [ odus, respectively, which is a contradiction.

We are going to show that (U™y) is equicontinuous at any point of (1 — zg, zq).
Take € (x9,1 — x0) and § > 0. Take ng such that Y >° 26(Lg") < m (by
(A2)) and Lg¢" < ﬁ(s@) for n > mg, where Lip(¢) denotes the Lipschitz constant
of ¢. By Theorem 8 on the page 45 in [10] there exists a concave function 8* with
B(t) < B*(t) < 2B(t). Thus we have 377 5*(Lg") < m.

Take y such that |z — y| < 12 and

(®) >

where the summation is over all finite sequences (i1,...,in,) € {0,1}"0. It is
satisfied provided that |z — y| is less than, say, d > 0. Then for n > ny we have

U p(z) = U p(y)]

oo 0r0 fu(@) —p(fi 0.0 fn(y))‘

]
pi1,.~~;ino ((E) _pil,.~~7in0 (y) < m=

< Zpil ..... in (T)

Pirvin (@) = Piv. in<y>\||<p||oo,

where the summation is over all finite sequences (i1, ...,4,) € {0,1}". The first
term is bounded by Lip(p)E, |2 () — f7(y)|, and the second term divided by ||¢]|co
is bounded by

- ¥

F Ym0 o fu®)

1y-5tn

P (fir s 00 fir (@) = pi, (fors 020 fi (y»' D (@)

Piy,y.yin_a (JJ) — Pix,in_a (y)‘

< 2B (5~ SEWD+ D

The modulus of continuity * is concave, therefore by the Jensen inequality we
have

<o+ Y

i1yeeyin—1

Piy,ina (JJ) — Piy,oin_a (y)}

Continuing this procedure while n > ng and using (&) yields

<> 28 (L + Y

i:n[) il ..... i""()

_ 00
el 3lipllo

Ditseing (T) = Pis.ooying (Y)
Again by the definition of ny we have
U™ p(x) = U(y)| < Lip(@)Ea| 5 () — f2(y)]

+ el <4

)
3llellso 3[1ello
for all n and y with | — y| < d. Therefore (U"¢p) is equicontinuous at any = €
[1 — 20, zo] which proves the uniqueness of the invariant measure .. O

+llplloo
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4. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Lemma 5. There exists 0 < h < 1/2 such that for all 0 < £ < 1/2 there exists ng
such that P"6,([h,1 — h]) = Py (f(z) € [h,1 = h]) > 1/2 for all x € [§,1 —&] and
n>ng.

Proof. Recall that M, «, ¢ are the quantities given in the proof of existence of a
stationary measure. The class Pas, is P-invariant. Take h > 0 such that Mh® <
1/8. The definition of M yields the relation Me® > 1 which implies clearly P"d, €
Put,a and thus P8, ([h, 1 — h]) > 3/4 for every x € [,1 — €] and n > 0.

Let ng be such that (¢/£)*p™ < 1/8 for n > ng. Take z & [g,1 — €] and
x € [£,1—&]. Denote by T the time of the first visit of = in [e,1 — €]. Then by the
strong Markov property, Lemma [Bl and the first part of the proof we have

B.(f2(@) ¢ (b1~ h)
<SP (72(0) € b1 = KIT = K)BAAT = F) + Bo(T > ) < 1/2,
k=1

for n > ny, since P,(T > n) < (g/z)*p" < (¢/&)*p™ < 1/8 for x € [£,1 —¢]. O
From now on, h denotes the quantity given in Lemma

Lemma 6. For every p > 0 there exists 6 > 0 such that for every & > 0 there exists
a natural number m such that for all n > m we have

inf Pu(fl(x) €(c—p,c+ > 4.
e (fo(z) € (c=p,c+p))

Proof. Fix €. Let ng be the number given in Lemma Bl Let nq,{ be the numbers
given in Lemmall Let m :=nj+ng and ¢ := (/2. Take n > m. Then n—n; > no,
thus

P.(f2(x) € (c—pyc+p)) =Pu(f5(x) € (c = pyc+p)| [ (2) € [, 1 = h])

for every z € [§,1 — ] by Lemma[dl O

We are in position to show Theorem The idea is to apply the lower bound
technique (cf. Theorem 4.1 in [9]).

Proof of Theorem 2. Take x < y, A > 0 and a Lipschitz function ¢. By the equicon-
tinuity of (U™y) at ¢ there exists p > 0 such that

9) [U"p(u) —UMp(v)] < Xfor n > 1 and u,v € (¢ — p,c+ p).

Define
Ay i={(w,w) e xTic—p< flz) < fI(y) <c+p}.

By LemmaM there exist mq, § > 0 with P,®@Py(A,,,) > 6%, Put & = min{ " (z), 1—

" (y)}. Then & < fim(x) < fI(y) < 1—¢& for all (w,w’) € ¥ x X. Once
again, by Lemma [0 there exists mo such that P, ® Py(4,,,) > 6% Put & =
min{ fo" 77" (2), 1 — fi" T (y)}. Obviously, & < fitm(z) < fIT™(y) <
1 =& for all (w,w') € 8 x X.

We continue in this fashion to construct a sequence my,ma, ... such that

P, @ Py(An,) > 6°
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for all n’s. It is easy to check that
(10) P, ® Py (B,) < (1-46%)",
where
n
Bpi=[]Zx 2\ An,.
k=1

Hence for n > my we get

Unpto) = Umet) = [ [ (el — o) Bald) 0 Py ()

k
- /] | B (A2 — AL 01, P (0) Py

+//Bk (p(f5(x) = (2 (y)))Pe(dw) @ Py (dw')

k

= Z//A . (U™ (74 () — U™ o( £ () ) Py (dw) ® Py (de)

Jj=1

[ () - U ) ) o By ).
By (@), ([I0), and the definition of Ap;’s eventually we have

U p(x) = Utp(y)] < A+ (1 - 6% < 2
provided that k was sufficiently large. Therefore
Jim [U"p(z) = Ump(y)| = 0

for every x,y € (0,1). If p. is the stationary probability measure and v € My,
then for any Lipschitz function ¢ we obtain

’/(0)1) sﬂ(x)P”u(dx)—/O)l) (y) pe (dy)‘ = ’/(0)1) U”cp(x)u(d;v)—/(oﬁl) U o(y) s (dy)

(
< // |U"p(x) = Up(y)|v(dz) @ pa(dy) — 0
(0,1)x(0,1)

by the Lebesgue Convergence Theorem. Thus P"v — u, weakly-* for every v € M
which is our assertion. (]

5. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 3

Let ¢ be the number given in Lemma [l Recall that c is the unique attractive fixed
point of the composition fo o fi on (1 — zg,yo). For any p > 0 we will write S,(x)
for the time of the first visit of the process (f(z)) in (¢ — p,c+ p).

Lemma 7. If p> 0, z € (0,1), then S,(z) is finite Py-a.s.

We omit the proof, since it is an easy consequence of Lemma [3] and Lemma [4]
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Lemma 8. Let ¢ <1, L > 1, 12 > 0, be the quantities given in Proposition . Let
x,y € [1 — xo, x| be such that |x —y| < n2. If ¢ <r < 1 then for every X\ > 0 there

exist a natural ny and a measurable set ¥ C ¥ such that Py(X) > 1 — X and
[fo (@) = fo ) <™
for every w € Y and n > ny.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the Chebyshev inequality and the Borel-
Cantelli lemma. Indeed,

Py(fw e X2 [fo(x) = fEW) = ")) <By|f5(x) — f2(y)lr™™ < L(g/r)",

therefore {|f7(z) — f2(y)| > r™} occurs only finitely many times P.-a.s which
completes the proof. O

The following lemma is proven in [6], Lemma 3. For the convenience of the reader
we rewrite the proof here.

Lemma 9. There exists p > 0 such that for every x,y € (c— p,c+ p) the measures
P., Py, on X are absolutely continuous.

Proof. Put p :=n2/2. We have > -, B(r*) < oo, since pg,p1 are Dini continuous
(let us recall that 8 stands for the modulus of continuity of py and p;. Take § such
that 0 < po(z) <1 —4 for every z € (0, 1), by assumption (A3).

Fix z,y € (¢ — p,c+ p) and a measurable set E with P,(E) = 0. Take A > 0
and ¢ < r < 1, where ¢ is given in Lemma[2l We will show that P,(E) < 2X. Let
S and ny be given in Lemma & Let m > ny be such that D ore g BrF) < A/2.

Put 2, = Jg= {0, 1}* and let = C 3, be a countable set such that £ C U, Cie=
and Py (U;ez C1) < (A/2)(6/(1 —6)™, where Ci denotes the cylinder set in X corre-
sponding to the finite sequence i € =. Moreover, we assume Cj to be pairwise dis-
joint for i € Z. Let Q,, = {(i1,42,...) € ¥ : |f¥(x) — fE(y)| < r* for m < k <n}
forn > m and Q,, = ¥ for n < m, Q := (),~, @,. By Lemma B we have
P,(2\ Q) <P,(S\X) < A. Take n > m, (i1, is,...) € Q,. We obtain the following
estimation

1-0\" 1 |pi1,~~~7ik(y)_pi1,~~~7ik(x)|
P <pn@(5) I (14

k=m+1 pi17~~~;ik (‘T)
1-6\" B(r*)
oS50 (1 2)
k=m+1
One can show easy by induction the following claim: if rq, 79, ... are positive num-
bers such that > 77 ri < 1/2, then (14+71)-...- (1 +7rg) <14+2(r1 + ...+ 1p).

Application of this claim yields

ﬁ <1+@)§1+2 i ﬁ(gk)gz

k=m-+1 k=m-+1

and thus
1-6\"
Pir,in (Y) < 2<T> Dir,.in (T)

for n > m. If n < m then this holds trivially for any w € X.
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Take i = (i1,...,%) € 2. If Q and C; are not disjoint then also @; and C; are
not disjoint, hence we have be the above estimation

P,(QNCs) <P (QiNCs) =piy,..i,(v)
1-6\™ 1-6\™
o5 =25 .

]P’y<(E\Q)ﬂ Uci) <A
ic=
Recall here that the cylinders Cj, i € = are disjoint. Combining that with two
above inequalities yields

Py(E) S]P’y<UOi> —Py<(E\Q)ﬁ Uci> +]P’y<QﬂUCi>

Moreover,

) ie= i€z
< >\+Z]P> QNG < /\+Z2 19 m]P)z(Ci)
i -0 s
ie= ie=
1—-6\"
=\t 2(T) Pm(igci) < 2X
which is the desired assertion. O

Proof of Theorem 3. Let ¢ be any Lipschitz function. The statement for any
continuous function follows from the density of the set of Lipschitz functions in
C((0,1)) with the supremum norm. Let p be given in Lemma There exists
y € (¢ — p,c+ p) such that

ey) +...+o(fa () /
d i

n

for P,-a.e. w € ¥ where p, is the unique P-invariant measure. It follows by the
fact that c is in the support of u. (see the beginning of the proof of uniqueness) and
by the Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem. Take any z € (¢ — p,c¢ + p). For P,-a.e. w € &
there exists n(w) such that |f(z) — f2(y)| < r™ for n > n(w), where ¢ < r < 1 by
Lemmal[8 Therefore

ey) +- . Felfa ')  ek) +. +e(fo'(2)

n n

0

n—oo

for P,-a.e. w € 3. By Lemmal[0lthe measures P, P, on ¥ are absolutely continuous.
Hence

n—1
Pt AT [,
for w € D,, where D, C X is certain measurable set with P,(D,) = 1.

To complete the proof fix any x € (0,1) and observe that by Lemma [ one can
find a set = C ¥, = [J;—,{0,1}* such that f;, o...0 f;(z) € (¢ — p,c + p) for
i=(i1,...,71) € E, Py| Uje=Ci | = 1 and, moreover, the family of cylinder sets

(i, i € = is disjoint. Then for
C:= U (il,...,i[) X Dfilo»»»ofil(x)
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we have P, (C) =1 and

p(x) + ...+ o(f2 " (2)) /
ed i

n

for every w € C. (]

6. OPEN PROBLEMS

One cannot hope to prove uniqueness of a stationary measure with continuous
probabilities without any additional assumptions on them. Indeed, in [I3] it is
proved that for two affine contractions of the interval there exists continuous prob-
ability functions p1, p2 such that there is no uniqueness of a stationary measure for
the corresponding Markov chain. It is reasonable to assume (A2) from two reasons.
The first one is that it is exactly what we need to deduce from Proposition 2l the
equicontinuity of the family (U™) at some point of the interval [1 — zg, zg]. The
second is that this assumption appears also in papers [3] and [9], hence it seems to
be natural.

The assumption (A3) is not very restrictive and without that the situation is
more complicated. For example, admission of vanishing probabilities may easily
create invariant intervals, i.e. disjoint intervals such that probability of getting
from one to the another is zero. We used this assumption for example in the proof
of Lemma [4

The assumption (A4) was crucial to ensure the existence of a stationary measure
and to show Lemma [B] which was a key ingredient in the proof of Proposition
Without it, different situations may happen. For example, X? — 0 a.s., if Ag <0
and Ay > 0 (see [1]).

The assumption (Al) was also important in our reasoning. Essentially it was
used only in the proof of Proposition [I, but we are not able to show Proposition
without Proposition [II Proposition [ is generally not true in the case of all
Alseda-Misiurewicz systems, so the following question is natural:

1. Tt is not possible (in general) to show Proposition [[l without (A1). However,
is it possible to show Proposition 2] without this assumption? If not, then it is
possible to show uniqueness of a stationary measure?

Our method of proving Theorem [2] does not provide any rate of convergence of
U"p to [ du. However, if one assume that probabilities are Lipschitz continuous
then we may expect that rate of convergence is exponential (see the main result in
[12]), therefore sufficiently fast to provide the Central Limit Theorem (see []], [I1]).

2. Does the Central Limit Theorem hold for our Markov chains provided that
probabilities are Lipschitz continuous?

The last question is connected with paper [2]. The authors prove there that
under some assumptions, if yg < 1/2 then there are invariant Cantor sets for the
iterated function system (fo, f1). However, nothing is known in the case yo > 1/2
which is our case.

3. If the Alseda-Misiurewicz system satisfies (A1) then is it necessarily minimal?
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