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Control of chaos with minimal information transfer

Christoph Kawan*

Abstract

This paper studies set-invariance and stabilization of hyperbolic sets over
rate-limited channels for discrete-time control systems. We first investigate
structural and control-theoretic properties of hyperbolic sets, in particular
such that arise by adding small control terms to uncontrolled systems ad-
mitting (classical) hyperbolic sets. Then we derive a lower bound on the
invariance entropy of a hyperbolic set in terms of the difference between the
unstable volume growth rate and the measure-theoretic fiber entropy of as-
sociated random dynamical systems. We also prove that our lower bound
is tight in two extreme cases. Furthermore, we apply our techniques to the
problem of local uniform stabilization to a hyperbolic set. Finally, we discuss
an example built on the Hénon horseshoe.

Keywords: Control under data-rate constraints; stabilization; discrete-time nonlinear sys-
tems; uniform hyperbolicity; invariance entropy; escape rates; SRB measures

1 Introduction

1.1 General introduction

Hyperbolicity is one of the most important paradigms in the modern theory of dy-
namical systems as it provides a way of understanding the mechanisms leading to
erratic behavior of trajectories in chaotic systems. The first traces of the hyperbolic
theory are usually located in Poincaré’s prize memoir on the three-body problem in
celestial mechanics [56]. It took, however, almost 80 years after Poincaré’s work
until a general axiomatic definition of hyperbolicity was presented by Stephen
Smale [[61]]. This definition arose from the desire to explain chaotic phenomena
observed in the study of differential equations modeling real-world engineering
systems [[11} 47, and it built on the concept of Anosov diffeomorphisms studied
before by the Russian school. Smale’s notion of a uniformly hyperbolic set was
soon generalized in different directions to cover a great variety of systems. We do
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not attempt to give an account of all these research threads. The reader may consult
Hasselblatt [33]], Katok & Hasselblatt [[39] and Hasselblatt & Pesin [34]] to obtain
a comprehensive overview of the still ongoing research in hyperbolic dynamics.

For control engineers, a particularly interesting research direction rooted in hyper-
bolic dynamics was initiated by Ott, Grebogi & Yorke [55]] and is known under the
term control of chaos. While chaoticity in most cases is considered an unpleasant
behavior in an engineering system, in the control of chaos its features are exploited
to stabilize a system with low energy use. Here one uses the abundance of un-
stable periodic orbits on a hyperbolic set to pick one of these orbits and keep the
system on a nearby orbit via small “kicks” (control actions), applied at the right
time to drive the state closer to the stable manifold of the periodic orbit. One of
various applications of this method can be found in space exploration, where it is
used to stabilize space probes at unstable Lagrangian points of the solar system,
see e.g. [60].

A relatively new and vibrant subfield of control, in which hyperbolic dynamics is
likely to play a key role, is the control under communication constraints. Motivated
by real-world applications suffering from informational bottlenecks in the commu-
nication links between sensors and controllers or controllers and actuators, many
researchers have studied the problem of characterizing the minimal requirements
on a communication network necessary for achieving a desired control goal by a
proper coder-controller design. Two of the most often cited examples, in which
data-rate constraints constitute the bottleneck, are the control of large-scale net-
worked systems, where the communication resources have to be distributed among
many agents (see e.g. [36}154,49]]), and the coordinated control of unmanned under-
water vehicles, where the medium water makes high-rate communication difficult.
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Figure 1: Control of a system over a finite-capacity channel

A conceptually simple though highly non-trivial scenario allowing to study some of
the essential aspects of the problem is depicted in Fig.|I} Here a controller receives
state information, collected by sensors, through a finite-capacity communication
channel and the goal is to stabilize the system. In the figure, z(¢) denotes the state
of the system at time ¢, s(t) is a symbol sent through the (noiseless) channel at the



sampling time ¢, and u(-) is the control input generated by the controller, based on
the knowledge of the transmitted symbols. A now classical result focusing on lin-
ear system models is known as the data-rate theorem. Proven under a great variety
of different assumptions on the system model, communication protocol and stabi-
lization objective, it yields the unambiguous answer that there is a minimal channel
capacity, given by the log-sum of the open-loop unstable eigenvalues, above which
the stabilization objective can be achieved. The fact that this number appears in the
theory of dynamical systems as the topological or measure-theoretic entropy of a
linear system [8]] has motivated researchers to look for further and deeper connec-
tions between the data-rate-constrained stabilization problem and ergodic theory,
when the dynamics is nonlinear.

These investigations led to the introduction of various notions of “control entropy”
which are quantities defined in terms of the open-loop system, resembling topolog-
ical or measure-theoretic entropy in dynamical systems. Such entropy notions are
particularly successful for the description of the minimal channel capacity when
the stabilization objective can be achieved in a repetitive way, i.e., via a coding
and control protocol that repeats precisely the same tasks periodically in time. An
example for such an objective is set-invariance. Indeed, if a coding and control
scheme achieves invariance of a certain set in a time interval [0, 7], then the same
scheme can be applied again after time 7 to achieve invariance on [7, 27], etc. The
notion of fopological feedback entropy, introduced in Nair et al. [S3], captures the
smallest average data rate above which a compact controlled invariant set can be
made invariant by a coding and control scheme that operates over a noiseless dis-
crete channel transmitting state information from the coder to the controller.

A related, in fact equivalent [16], notion of entropy was introduced in Colonius
& Kawan [15] under the name invariance entropy. While topological feedback
entropy is defined in an open-cover fashion similar to the definition of topological
entropy by Adler, Konheim & McAndrew [1]], invariance entropy is defined via so-
called spanning sets of control inputs. The idea is simple: if the controller receives
n bits of information, it can distinguish at most 2" different states, hence generate
at most 2™ different control inputs, and consequently, the number of necessary
control inputs to achieve invariance (on a finite time interval) is a measure for
the required information. Hence, the invariance entropy of a compact controlled
invariant set () is defined as

o1
hinV(Q) = lim — 10g2 rinv<7-7 Q)a
T—00 T
where 7i,(7,Q) denotes the minimal number of control inputs necessary to
achieve invariance of () on a time interval of length 7.

A theory aimed at the description of invariance entropy in terms of dynamical
characteristics of the system (such as Lyapunov exponents), has been developed
to a certain extent in [22 25 142, 43]], but mainly for continuous-time systems.
In particular, the papers [22} [25] demonstrate that uniform hyperbolicity and con-



trollability assumptions together allow for the derivation of a closed-form expres-
sion for hiny (@) in terms of instability characteristics on @) such as the sum of
the unstable Lyapunov exponents or relative/conditional entropy of the associated
skew-product system relative to the left-shift on the space of admissible control
inputs. This theory has been successfully applied to right-invariant systems on flag
manifolds of semisimple Lie groups [24, 26]. Other aspects of invariance entropy
and generalizations thereof have been studied in a number of papers, including
(12, 1311205 211 137, 44, |64 65]].

In this paper, we study a discrete-time setting in which we introduce the notion of
a uniformly hyperbolic set for a control system, with the ultimate goal to provide
a closed-form expression for the invariance entropy of such sets. Although we are
not able to achieve this goal in the fully general case, we provide a lower bound
together with proofs for two special cases that this bound is tight under additional
controllability assumptions. Moreover, via the introduced techniques we provide
a necessity result for the local uniform stabilization of a control system to a hy-
perbolic set (of the autonomous system associated to a fixed control value). This
result can be seen as an extension of the local stabilization result presented in [S3]]
for the asymptotic stabilization to an equilibrium point. At the same time, it closes
a gap in the proof presented in [53]] and provides a new interpretation of a classical
escape-rate formula in the theory of dynamical systems [9, [67]]. Technical details
of our proof program are presented in the next subsection.

Some general references for the theory of control under communication constraints
are the books [350, 29, 169]] and the survey papers [2| 28, |54].

1.2 Structure and contents of the paper

In this paper, we study discrete-time, time-invertible control systems of the form

Tyl = f(xt,ut), teZ (1)

with states in a Riemannian manifold M and controls in a compact and connected
metric space U. Under appropriate regularity assumptions, the system (1)) induces
a continuous skew-product system ® = (®;);cz (called control flow) on the ex-
tended state space U x M with U := U% (equipped with the product topology),
with the left shift operator # acting on I/ as the driving system. The transition map
of (I) is denoted by ¢ so that

Oy (u, ) = (0'u, p(t,z,u)), @¢:U XM —Ux M.

Frequently, we also write ¢; , = @(t, -, u).

A uniformly hyperbolic set of (1) is a compact all-time controlled invariant subset
(Q C M that admits a splitting of its extended tangent bundle into a stable and
an unstable subbundle which are continuous and allow for uniform estimates of



contraction and expansion rates. The difference to the classical autonomous case
is that the stable and unstable subspaces, in general, depend on (u,z) € U x M
and not only on z. Similar notions of uniformly hyperbolic sets are studied in
the theory of random dynamical systems (RDS), where the driving system models
the influence of the noise on the dynamics [32, 146, 48]]. Several classical tools
from the theory of hyperbolic dynamical systems are available to study uniformly
hyperbolic sets of control systems, in particular the stable manifold theorem, the
shadowing lemma and the Bowen-Ruelle volume lemma, cf. Subsection A
uniformly hyperbolic set @ of (I]) can be lifted to the extended state space U x M
by putting
L(Q) :=={(u,z) eU x M : p(Z,z,u) C Q},

which is a compact invariant set of the control flow ®. Then E~ (u,x) and
E*(u, z) denote the stable and unstable subspace at (u, z) € L(Q), respectively.

Section [3]is devoted to the study of structural and control-theoretic properties of
uniformly hyperbolic sets. While the first two subsections introduce the necessary
definitions and tools, the third one contains the actual analysis.

Subsection Our analysis starts with the study of the u-fibers Q(u) = {z €
M : o(Z,x,u) C Q}, u € U. Assuming that L(Q) is isolated invariant, the
shadowing lemma can be used to prove that all fibers (u) are nonempty and
homeomorphic to each other. The set-valued mapping v — Q(u) from ¢ into the
space of closed subsets of () is, in general, upper semicontinuous (even without
the assumption of uniform hyperbolicity). To derive a lower bound on Ay (@), we
require u — @Q(u) to be lower semicontinuous as well. This assumption can be
verified in a “small-perturbation” setting, where we fix a constant control v’ € U,
assume that the diffeomorphism f(-,u’) : M — M admits an isolated invariant
uniformly hyperbolic set A, and then restrict the control range to a small neighbor-
hood of u° in U. By standard perturbation results (see e.g. [48]]), one shows that
the so-defined control system admits a uniformly hyperbolic set () whose u’-fiber
coincides with A. We also study the controllability properties on a set () that arises
in this way. Assuming that A is topologically transitive and combining classical
results from discrete-time control with shadowing arguments, we obtain under an-
alyticity and accessibility assumptions that () has nonempty interior and complete
controllability holds on an open and dense subset of ). The proof uses the theory of
accessibility and universally regular controls developed in Albertini & Sontag [3]]
and Sontag & Wirth [63]]. It remains an open question if the fiber map u — Q(u)
is lower semicontinuous for a more general class of uniformly hyperbolic sets.

In Section[d] we derive a lower bound on the invariance entropy of a uniformly hy-
perbolic set in terms of dynamical characteristics of associated random dynamical
systems. We also discuss the tightness of the bound under additional controllability
assumptions.



Subsection If the fiber map v — Q(u) of a compact all-time controlled
invariant set () is lower semicontinuous, we can derive a lower bound on Ay, (Q)
in terms of a uniform rate of escape from the e-neighborhoods of the u-fibers. This
lower bound is based on the observation that the sets

QF(u,7):={z € M:p(t,z,u) € Qfor —7 <t <7}

shrink down to the u-fiber Q(u) as 7 tends to infinity, and this shrinking process
is uniform with respect to u if the fiber Q(u) depends continuously on w in the
Hausdorff metric (which is equivalent to simultaneous upper and lower semiconti-
nuity). If S C U is a (7, QQ)-spanning set, i.e., a set of control inputs guaranteeing
invariance on the time interval between 0 and 7 — 1, then @ is covered by the sets

Q(u,7):={zeM:p(t,zu)ecQfor0<t<t}, uwuecs,
which are related by a time shift to the sets Q™ (u, 7). Finally, introducing the sets
Qu,7,e):={x e M: dist(p(t, z,u), Q(0'u)) <e, 0 <t < T},

a careful analysis of these relations leads to the estimate

B (Q) > — lim inf sup ~ log vol(Q(u, 7, ) @

T—00 weU T

which holds true for every € > 0 provided that ) has positive volume.

Subsection[d.2;  Using a classical idea from the study of escape rates [9,67], one
can estimate the volume in (2)) in the following way:

vol(Q(u, T,¢)) < const - Z It orau(z)™" 3)

QZEFUYT_’(;
Here, F}, ;5 C Q(u)is a (u, T, 6)-separated se for a small § > 0, and
J+¢T,U(x) = ‘det D(pT,U(x)|E+(u,x) : E+(u,m) - E+(@T(u7$))‘

denotes the unstable determinant of the linearization. The main idea behind this
estimate is to cover the set Q(u, 7,e) with Bowen-balls of order 7 and radius 4,
and estimate the volumes of these balls via the Bowen-Ruelle volume lemma. A
shadowing argument allows to move the centers of these balls to Q(u). Here, the
required uniform hyperbolicity on () is fully exploited via the use of shadowing
and hyperbolic volume estimates.

'That is, for any two x,y € F, .5 with 2 # y one has d(¢(t, z,u), ©(t,y,u)) > J for some
0<t<T.



Subsections 4.3 and @4 To make use of the estimate (3), two intermediate
steps are taken, the first of which consists in interchanging the order of limit
inferior and supremum in (2). This would be unproblematic if the functions
ve(u) = logvol(Q(u,7,¢)), 7 > 0, would define a continuous subadditive co-
cycle over the shift (U, ) for some € > 0. Since we are not able to prove this, we
introduce families of functions w? : &/ — R that are indeed subadditive cocycles
over the shift and approximate vZ in a certain sense (see Proposition for de-
tails). Together with the continuity of u > vE(u) (Lemma.3) this allows to prove
that the order of limit and supremum in (2)) can be interchanged under the limit for
€ | 0. As a consequence,

1
hiny(Q) > — i lim inf — log vol(Q(u, T, £)). 4
(®) fiwo sup i inf - log vo (Q(u,T,¢)) “)

Subsection The second step consists in rewriting @) via ergodic growth
rates with respect to shift-invariant probability measures on /. This leads to

1
hiny(Q) > —lim sup liminf — /logvol(Q(u,T,e)) dP(u), (5)
el0 PeM(0) T—00 T

where M (6) denotes the set of all f-invariant Borel probability measures. In the
proof of (3)), we use again the approximate subadditivity of (v$),¢z, established in
Proposition[d.2]together with standard arguments used in the context of subadditive
cocycles [52]]. Here, it is important to point out that each P € M(#) together with
the transition map ¢ formally induces an RDS over (U, B(U), P, Gthat we denote
by (¢, P). In this context, growth rates of the form

lim 1 log vol(Q(u, T,¢)) dP(u)

T—00 T

are known as random escape rates, see [48]].

Subsection A further lower bound on hiyy (Q) is derived from (5) and (3) via
arguments taken from the standard proof of the variational principle for pressure of
RDS, cf. [7]]. Essentially, the growth rates of #F), ;5 and J "¢, ,, () are separated
and we end up with the estimate

@ 2 int [ [log 7o) aun,) ~ bt (], )

where the infimum is taken over all ®-invariant Borel probability measures g,
supported on L(Q), and (7).« denotes the marginal of p on Y. Moreover,

“Here, B(U) denotes the Borel o-algebra on U.



hy (@, (m4)«pe) is the measure-theoretic entropy of the RDS (¢, ()« ) with re-
spect to its invariant measure . (which is the term that captures the growth rate of
#F, ). The well-known Margulis-Ruelle inequality [4] guarantees that

(s (110 ots) < / log J*+ 1 (1) dpa(us, 2)

so that the lower bound (6) is always nonnegative. A natural interpretation of the
involved terms is that [log J" 1, (x) dpu(u, z) measures the total instability of
the dynamics on (@) (seen by the measure 1), while h, (¢, (7)) measures the
part of the instability not leading to exit from (). This makes perfect sense, since
hiny(Q) measures the control complexity necessary for preventing exit from Q).
The fact that we are taking the infimum over all measures might be related to the
characterization of invariance entropy as the minimal data rate amongst all coding
and control strategies which lead to invariance of Q.

Subsection A natural question arising from (6) is whether the infimum on
the right-hand side is attained as a minimum. Using the property of expansivity
which holds on every uniformly hyperbolic set, this can be verified, and hence

iy (Q) > / log T+ 1.u() dji(us,2) — B, (m14) ) )

for a (not necessarily unique) measure /i € M(®|1(q)). This inequality has inter-
esting consequences, since it allows us to obtain a better understanding of the case
when hiny (Q) = 0. Indeed, if hiny (Q) = 0, then

s (m10)uft) = / log T+ 1 () dji(us, 2)

which exhibits /i as an SRB measure of the RDS (¢, (m)«f1). It seems plausible
that conversely the existence of an SRB measure implies the existence of some sort
of attractor inside ) which, under additional controllability assumptions, would
force hiny(Q) to be zero. For the case of a hyperbolic set as constructed in the
small-perturbation setting, this is proved in Theorem f.17] (in Subsection .9).

Subsection[d.8  The lower bound (6)) can also be expressed in purely topological
terms. Via the variational principle for the pressure of RDS, we can first write it in
the form

hiny(Q) > —  sup  miop(9?, P; —log J 1),
PeM(0)

where ﬂtop(goQ, P; —log J* ) is the topological pressure with respect to the po-
tential — log J ¢ of the bundle RDS defined by fixing the measure P on U and
restricting @ to the invariant set L((Q). Letting

Ta(u,7,€) = sup{z 932020 a(@s(ua)) . - Q(u) is (u, 7, 5)-separated},
zeF



we can derive the identity

1
sup Wtop(goQ, P; —log J" ) = sup lim lim sup — log 7_ log J+(Us T, €),
PeM(6) weld €0 1500 T

where we use again that the involved quantities can be approximated by subadditive
cocycles. This purely topological expression can possibly serve as a hint how to
prove an achievability result, i.e., a sufficiency result for the required data rate to
make () invariant.

Subsection We discuss the tightness of the obtained lower bound for
hiny (@), which in two extreme cases can be made very plausible. The first case
occurs when the fibers @(u) are finite. Then, the measure-theoretic entropy term
in the lower bound vanishes and the tightness has been proved in [25] for the
continuous-time case under accessibility and controllability assumptions. It is
more or less obvious that the same proof works in discrete time. For the small-
perturbation setting, this is demonstrated in Theorem The other case is the
one in which L(Q) supports an SRB measure for one of the RDS (¢, P), implying
that the lower bound vanishes. In this case, it should be possible to find an attractor
inside @) so that controllability on () would make it possible to steer from every
initial state into the associated basin of attraction, where no further control actions
are necessary, leading to hi,, (Q) = 0. Again, in the small-perturbation setting we
can provide a proof, see Theorem .17

In Section[5] we prove a result on the necessary average data rate for local uniform
stabilization to a uniformly hyperbolic set A of the diffeomorphism fo = f(-,u°)
with u® € U. From the analysis of the preceding section, it almost immediately
follows that (under mild regularity assumptions) a lower bound on the data rate is
given by the negative topological pressure of fy with respect to the negative unsta-
ble log-determinant on A. This quantity is well-studied in the theory of hyperbolic
dynamical systems and, in particular, appears as the rate at which volume escapes
from a small neighborhood of an Axiom A basic set [9} [67]. For the case when A
is a periodic orbit, we prove that our lower bound is tight. For the case when A is
topologically transitive and supports an SRB measure, it is trivially tight, because
this implies that A is an attractor.

Section [6] presents an example built on the so-called Hénon horseshoe, a non-
attracting uniformly hyperbolic set of a map from the Hénon family. Our small-
perturbation results allow to study uniformly hyperbolic sets that arise by adding
small control terms to the given Hénon map. In particular, numerical studies are
available which provide estimates for the escape rate from a small neighborhood
of the Hénon horseshoe that in turn yield estimates for the invariance entropy of
its small perturbations as well as for the smallest average data rate necessary for
stabilization to the horseshoe.

Section [7] presents some open questions and the Appendix (Sections [A] and
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contains auxiliary results and supplementary material.

1.3 Remarks, interpretation and further directions

The results presented in this paper. Our results should not be seen first and
foremost from a practical point of view (of applicability to engineering problems),
but from the viewpoint of a theoretical understanding of stabilization over rate-
limited channels. They relate the control-theoretic quantity hi,, to quantities that
are well studied and of utmost importance in the theory of dynamical systems.
Moreover, they give these dynamical quantities a new, control-theoretic interpreta-
tion. This should be an inspiration for the search for further relations of similar na-
ture. In particular, in the context of stochastic control systems and stochastic stabi-
lization objectives, it is very likely that weaker and by nature probabilistic/ergodic
forms of hyperbolicity such as non-uniform hyperbolicity [33, Ch. 5] are helpful to
derive similar and even more interesting results.

The role of hyperbolicity (advantages and disadvantages). The assumption of
uniform hyperbolicity provides us with tools and techniques that allow to derive
very clean and precise results. Additionally, uniform hyperbolicity guarantees the
robustness that is necessary for a control strategy to work properly with regard to
parameter uncertainties and external noise, cf. [23]. On the other hand, uniform
hyperbolicity is a property that is hard to check for a concrete model, although
some numerical approaches to this problem exist, see e.g. [6]. Moreover, most sys-
tems are not uniformly hyperbolic but exhibit some weaker form of hyperbolicity.
Hence, the uniformly hyperbolic case should be seen only as a first step towards a
more general theory.

Extension to noisy systems. For noisy systems of the form

i1 = (g, ug, wy)

with reasonably small bounded noise wy, it is conceivable that a finite-time analysis
leads to comparable results on the minimal data rate for stabilization to a hyper-
bolic set of the unperturbed system z41 = f (¢, ut, 0). In this case, a time horizon
T needs to be chosen small enough so that the noise does not dominate over the
control within a time interval of length 7. The expected result would then charac-
terize a trade-off between the noise amplitude and the time horizon, respectively,
the achievable data rate.

History and new contributions. Many of the ideas and results in this paper have
appeared before in other publications:
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* The idea of estimating invariance entropy from below by an escape rate has
first appeared in [40].

* For continuous-time systems, uniformly hyperbolic sets in the sense of this
paper turn out to be quite simple, namely, their u-fibers are finite [41]. In
[25], a closed-form expression for the invariance entropy of uniformly hy-
perbolic control sets of continuous-time systems has been derived. In par-
ticular, the derivation of the lower bound already contains some of the ideas
involved in the paper at hand, and Theorem [4.14] (the achievability result)
mainly uses ideas developed in [25]].

* In [22], a special class of partially hyperbolic controlled invariant sets has
been introduced and a lower bound for their invariance entropy has been
derived. Most of the ideas leading to the estimate (6)) are already contained
in [22].

The genuinely new contributions of the paper at hand are the following:

e The notion of an isolated (controlled) invariant set used in [22]] has been
weakened. Instead of assuming an isolatedness condition on the state space
M, we now assume that the lift L(Q) in &/ x M is an isolated invariant set
of the control flow, which is a weaker and more natural condition.

* The “small-perturbation” construction of a uniformly hyperbolic set, pre-
sented in Subsection @] (although well-known in another context) has not
been presented before. This construction sheds some light on the assump-
tion of lower semicontinuity of the fiber map which was already used in [22].
Moreover, the analysis of the controllability properties on such a set is new
and, to the best of my knowledge, this has not been studied before although
somewhat related ideas can be found in Colonius & Du [[14].

* The results in Subsection are new. In particular, the relation between
vanishing invariance entropy and the existence of SRB measures (Corollary
|.10]and Theorem [#.17) is a new contribution of this paper.

* The topological characterization of the lower bound in Subsection 4.§]is an-
other novel contribution.

* The achievability results (Theorem and Theorem and the local
stabilization results (Theorem [5.1] and Theorem [5.4)) have not appeared be-
fore.

* The example built on the Hénon horseshoe presented in Section[6]is another
new contribution.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

By |A| we denote the cardinality of a set A. Logarithms are by default taken to
the base 2. We write Z, Z, and Z~ for the sets of integers, nonnegative integers
and positive integers, respectively. By [a;b], (a;b), (a;b] and [a; b) we denote the
closed, open and half-open intervals in Z, respectively. The notation 1 4 stands for
the indicator function of a subset A of some space X, i.e., 14(z) = 1ifx € Aand
1 4(z) = 0 otherwise. If X and Y are two spaces, we write 7x : X x Y — X and
my : X x Y = Y for the corresponding canonical projections 7y (z,y) = x and
my (z,y) = y, respectively.

All manifolds in this paper are assumed to be connected and smooth, i.e., equipped
with a C*° differentiable structure. If M is a manifold, we write T, M for its tan-
gent space at x. Also, Riemannian metrics are always assumed to be smooth. Given
a manifold equipped with a Riemannian metric, we write | - | for the induced norm
on each tangent space. Moreover, d(-, -) denotes the induced distance function and
vol(-) the associated volume measure. Finally, we write exp,, for the Riemannian
exponential map at x.

In any metric space (X,d), we write B.(z) for the open e-ball centered at
x, dist(x,A) = infycad(x,y) for the distance of a point = to a set A, and
N:.(A) = {z € X : dist(z, A) < e} for the closed e-neighborhood of a set
A. The open e-neighborhood, in contrast, is denoted by N2 (A). Moreover, we use
the notation d (A, B) for the Hausdorff distance of two sets A, B:

di (A, B) = max{Dist(A, B), Dist(B, A)}, Dist(4, B) = supdist(a, B).
acA
For any set A C X, we write cl A, int A and 0A for the closure, interior and
boundary of A, respectively. Moreover, we write diam(A) = sup,, ¢ 4 d(z,y) for
the diameter of A. If X and Y are two metric spaces, C°(X,Y) stands for the
space of all continuous mappings f : X — Y.

If T : X — Y is a measurable map between measurable spaces (X, Fx) and
(Y, Fy), respectively, we write 7T} for the operator induced by 7" on the set of mea-
sures on (X, Fx), i.e., (Tup)(B) = u(T~1(B)) for every measure ; on (X, Fy)
and all B € Fy. We write M(T) for the set of all T-invariant Borel probability
measures of a continuous map 7' : X — X on a compact metric space X. By
B(X) we denote the Borel o-algebra of a metric space X and by supp(u) the sup-
port of a Borel probability measure . The notation d, stands for the Dirac measure
at a point x. If (2, F, P) is a probability space, the Shannon entropy of a finite or
countably infinite measurable partition A of €2 is defined as

Hp(A):=— > P(A)log P(A).
AcA
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For two partitions A and B, the conditional entropy of A given B is defined by

H(AIB) = 3" u(B)H,u, (A),
BeB

where pp(-) := p(- N B)/u(B).
Let A be a real n x m matrix. Then rk A denotes the rank of A. If A is a square

matrix, we let spec(A) denote the spectrum of A. If A is a continuous linear
operator between normed vector spaces, we write || A|| for its operator norm.

2.2 Some concepts from dynamical systems

We recall some concepts from the theory of dynamical systems.

For a homeomorphism 7" : X — X on a compact metric space (X, d), we use the
following notions:

* A point z € X is called periodic if there exists n € Z~¢ such that 7" (z) =
x. Any n with this property is called a period of . The smallest such n is
called the minimal period.

* T is called topologically transitive if for every pair of nonempty open sets
U,V C X there exists an n € Zsg such that 7-"(U) NV # (). If X has no
isolated points, this is equivalent to the existence of a point xyp € X whose
forward orbit {zg, T'(zo), T?(z0), . ..} is dense in X.

* For ¢ > 0, an e-chain for 7 is a finite sequence of points xg, x1, ..., T, in
X with n € Zs, satisfying d(T'(x;), zi11) < efori =0,1,...,n— 1.

* Aset A C X is chain transitive if for all ¢ > 0 and x, y € A there exists an
e-chain of the form z = xg, x1,...,x, = y, where the intermediate points
Z1,-...,Tn—1 are not necessarily elements of A. If we can always choose
the intermediate points in A, we call A internally chain transitive. We say
that T" is chain transitive if X is a chain transitive set. The maximal chain
transitive sets of " are called the chain components.

* A point z € X is called chain recurrent if for every € > 0 there exists an
e-chain from x to z. The chain recurrent set of T is the set of all chain
recurrent points.

* A subset A C X is called invariant if T(A) = A. A closed invariant set
A is called isolated invariant if there is a neighborhood N of A (called an
isolating neighborhood) such that T"(z) € N for all n € Z implies x € A.

* An additive cocycle over (X, T) is amapping o : Z4y x X — R, (n,x) —
ap (), satistying oy 4m () = an(z) + o (T"(z)) for all n,m € Z,. If
only the inequality ayim(z) < an(x) + am(T™(x)) holds, we call a a
subadditive cocycle over (X, T).
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* The nonwandering set of T' is defined as the set of all x € X such that for
every neighborhood N of x there is an n € Z~o with T"(N) N N # ().

Next, we recall the concept of a random dynamical system. Let (2, F, P) be a
complete probability space and 6 : 2 — €2, w — 6w, a P-preserving invertible
map. Further, let (X, 5) be a Polish space and £ C 2 x X a measurable subset. A
bundle random dynamical system (bundle RDS) over (2, F, P,0) is generated by
mappings f,, : &, — Epw so that the map (w, z) — f,(z) is measurable, where
Eo ={x € X : (w,x) € &} (the w-fiber of £). The map ® : £ — & defined by
O(w,z) = (Ow, f,(x)) is called the skew-product transformation of the bundle
RDS. If £ = Q x X, we simply speak of a random dynamical system (RDS). An
invariant measure y of the bundle RDS is a probability measure on £ with marginal
P on ©, invariant under ®. Any such p disintegrates as du(w, z) = dp,(z)dP(w)
with P-almost everywhere defined sample measures 1, on &,,. The invariance of p
can also be expressed by the identities (f,, )« = pg. for P-almost all w € Q. We
write M p(®; &) for the set of all invariant probability measures of a given bundle
RDS. For the entropy theory of bundle RDS, we refer the reader to [46, Sec. 1.1].

3 Hyperbolic sets of control systems

3.1 Setup
We study a discrete-time control system

Y wgr = flan,we) ®)

with a right-hand side f : M x U — M satisfying the following assumptions:

e M is a smooth d-dimensional manifold for some d € Z~.
» U is a compact and connected metrizable space.

e The map f, : M — M, defined by fu(z) = f(z,u), is a Cl-
diffeomorphism for every u € U, and its derivative D f,,(x) depends (jointly)
continuously on (u, x).

* Both f and (z,u) — f, '(x) are continuous maps on M x U.
The space of admissible control sequences for 3 is defined by

Uu:= UZ:{u: (ut)tez = up € U, Yt € Z}. 9)

The following facts are well-known and can be found in standard textbooks on
set-theoretic topology.
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3.1 Facts: Equipped with the product topology induced by the topology of U, the
space U is compact, connected and metrizable. If dy; is a metric on U, an induced
product metric on U is given by

1
dy(u,v) == Z de(ut,vt).
teZ

Sometimes, we will use the notation dysx s for a product metric on U x M, e.g.

dysns (u, ), (v,9)) = dy(u,v) + d(z,y),

where d is a given metric on M.

The left shift operator 0 : U — U is defined by
(Ou)t :=ugpq forall u = (up)iez € U.
The transition map ¢ : Z x M x U — M associated with ¥ is given by

fut_1o"'ofu1ofuo($) 1ft>05
o(t,z,u) == z ift=0,

foto o fil ofit(z) ift<0.
Together, 6 and ¢ constitute a skew-product system called the control flow of EE]
O :ZxUXxM—UxM, (tu,x)— Si(u,x):= (0'u,o(t,z,u)).

We also introduce the notation ¢y () := @(t, x,u), @ : M — M, for each pair
(t,u) € Z x U. Obviously, ¢y ,, is a C1-diffeomorphism.

3.2 Proposition: The maps 0, @ and ® satisfy the following properties:

(a) 0 : U — U is a homeomorphism.
(b) o(t,-,:): M xU — M, (z,u) — p(t,x,u), is continuous for every t € Z.
(c)  is a cocycle over the base (U, 6), i.e., it satisfies

(i) ¢(0,z,u) =z forall (u,z) € U x M,
(i) o(t+s,z,u) = ¢(s,o(t,z,u),0%) forallt,s € Z, (u,z) € U x M.

(d) ® is adynamical system onU x M, i.e., ®o(u,x) = (u,z) and ®yi5(u, ) =
O (P(u,x)) forallt,s € Z and (u,x) € U x M.

(e) For each (t,u) € 7Z x U, the derivative of ¢, depends continuously on
(u,z) €U x M.

3 Although the word “flow” is typically used for continuous-time systems, we also use it here for
lack of a better name.
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(f) The periodic points of § are dense in U and @ is chain transitive.

All statements except for the very last one follow easily from the assumptions.
Hence, we only remark that the chain transitivity of 6 follows from the fact that
the periodic points are dense combined with the connectedness of /. Indeed, every
periodic point is trivially chain recurrent. Since the chain recurrent set is closed, it
thus equals /. By [18l Prop. 3.3.5(iii)], a closed set which is chain recurrent and
connected is chain transitive.

Observe that the cocycle property (item (c) above) implies that the inverse of ¢y ,,
is given by got_; = Q_¢ 0ty
Since (®;)sez is a dynamical system on U x M, we have ®; = (®1)! forall t € Z,

i.e., the system is completely determined by its time-1 map. This justifies to write
® not only for the sequence (P;):cz but also for the time-1 map ;.

Sometimes, we also need to require a higher regularity of the system with respect to
x. We say that the system X is of regularity class C? if for each u € U the map f,,
is a O2-diffeomorphism with first and second derivatives depending continuously
on (u,z) € U x M.

We call a set Q C M all-time controlled invariant if for every x € (@) there is a
u € U such that p(Z, z,u) C Q. To such @), we associate its all-time lift

L(Q) ={(u,x) eU XM : p(Z,z,u) C Q}.

It is easy to see that L(()) is an invariant set of the control flow ® which is compact
if and only if @) is compact. We define the u-fibers of ) by

Qu) ={zxeM:o(Z,x,u) CQ}, uecl.

The following properties of the u-fibers are easy to derive:

* Each u-fiber Q(u) is compact (but not necessarily nonempty).

» Forallt € Z and u € U, the following relation holds:
Pru(Q(u) = Q(0"w).
* The setUg := {u € U : Q(u) # 0} is compact and f-invariant.

* The set-valued map u — Q(u), defined on Uy, is upper semicontinuous (but
not necessarily lower semicontinuous).

The map u — Q(u) as defined above will be called the fiber map of Q.

Now we introduce the notion of uniform hyperbolicity which requires an addi-
tional structure on the smooth manifold M, namely a Riemannian metric. How-
ever, choosing a different metric only results in the change of the constant ¢ in
condition (H2) below, and hence the notion of uniform hyperbolicity is metric-
independent (see also Proposition [B.T]in the Appendix).
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3.3 Definition: A nonempty compact all-time controlled invariant set () is called
uniformly hyperbolic (or simply hyperbolic) if for every (u,xz) € L(Q) there is a
decomposition

T.M = E (u,z) ® BT (u,z)

as a direct sum, satistying the following properties:

(H1) The decomposition is invariant in the sense that

Doy (2) EE (u, 1) = EX(®4(u,x)) forall (u,z) € L(Q), t € Z.

(H2) There are constants ¢ > 1 and X € (0, 1) such that for all (u, z) € L(Q) and
t € Z+ the following inequalities hold:

D (z)v] < eXflo|  forallv € E™ (u,z),
Dp_tu(z)v| < cXlv| forallv € ET (u,z).

(H3) The dimensions of the subspaces E~ (u, ) and E* (u, z) are constant over

(u,x) € L(Q).

An easy consequence of the hypotheses (H1) and (H2) is that the subspaces
E*(u,z) vary continuously with (u,x). This continuity statement can be ex-
pressed, e.g., in terms of the projections W,iz : TuM — E*(u,z) along the re-
spective complementary subspace, whose components in each coordinate chart are
continuous functions of (u, z). An implication of the continuity is that, also with-
out hypothesis (H3), the dimensions of E* (u, 2) are locally constant. Actually,
our only reason to require (H3) is that we can avoid to include this as an extra as-
sumption in many results that follow. For obvious reasons, we call £~ (u, z) the
stable subspace and E™ (u,x) the unstable subspace at (u, z), respectively. The
case that one of the subspaces £ (u, ) is zero-dimensional is possible and we do
not exclude it from the definition. Some elementary properties of hyperbolic sets
are proved in Section [B| of the Appendix.

If the space U of control values is a singleton {u}, Definition reduces to the
classical definition of a uniformly hyperbolic set for the diffeomorphism f,,. In this
case, we speak of a classical hyperbolic set.

A fundamental quantity used to describe the minimal required data rate above
which a set can be rendered invariant by an appropriately designed coder-controller
pair is known by the name invariance entropy. We now recall its definition. A pair
(K, Q) of sets K C @ C M is called an admissible pair (for ) if for each x € K
there is au € U with o(Z4,x,u) C Q. AsetS C U is called (1, K, Q)-spanning
for some 7 € Z~ if for every x € K there is a u € S with (¢, z,u) € @ for all
t € [0; 7). The invariance entropy of (K, Q) is defined by

1
hinv(Ka Q) := limsup — log riny (7—7 K, Q)’ (10)
T

T—00
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where 7iny (7, K, Q) denotes the minimal cardinality of a (7, K, ())-spanning set.
Associated data-rate theorems that characterize the smallest average data rate re-
quired to make @ invariant in terms of hi,y (K, Q) can be found in [43, Thm. 2.4]
and [23 Thm. 8]. If K = @, then the lim sup in (I0) is a limit and we also write

hiny (Q) instead of hin, (@, Q).

3.2 Tools from the hyperbolic theory

In this subsection, we present the main results from the hyperbolic theory that we
use in our proofs. Throughout, we assume that a Riemannian metric on M is fixed.

First, we introduce the concepts of pseudo-orbits and shadowing. Consider the
control system Y. A two-sided sequence (ut,a:t)tez in 4 x M is called an «-
pseudo-orbit for some o > 0 i

u =0u' and  d(py e (2), 341) < o forallt € Z.

Hence, any pseudo-orbit is a real orbit in the u-component, but not necessarily in
the z-component where we allow jumps of size at most « in each step of time. We
say that a ®-orbit (0'u, @1, (7))icz B-shadows a pseudo-orbit (ul, z¢)iez if

u=1u" and d(ptu(x),x) < B forallt € Z.

The shadowing lemma roughly says that in a small neighborhood of a hyperbolic
set, every a-pseudo-orbit is S-shadowed by a real orbit if « = «(f) is chosen
small enough. The complete and precise statement is as follows. A proof can be
found in Meyer & Zhang [51]].

3.4 Theorem: Let Q) be a hyperbolic set of 3. Then there is a neighborhood N' C
U x M of L(Q) such that the following holds:

(a) For every 3 > 0, there is an « > 0 such that every a-pseudo-orbit in N is
[B-shadowed by an orbit.

(b) There is 3y > 0 such that for every 3 € (0, 5y) the 3-shadowing orbit in (a)
is unique.

(c) If L(Q) is an isolated invariant set of the control flow, then the unique 3-
shadowing orbit in (b) is completely contained in L(Q)).

Another extremely useful property of hyperbolic sets is called expansivity. It is an
easy consequence of the stable manifold theorem, see [51, Thm. 2.1].

“To avoid abuse of notation, we use a superscript for the u-component, because u; already denotes
the t-th component of the sequence .
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3.5 Theorem: Let Q be a hyperbolic set of 3. Then there exists 6 > (0 such
that for all (u,z) € L(Q) and y € M the following implication holds: If
d(p(t,z,u), p(t,y,u)) < 0 forallt € Z, then x = y. Any constant 0 with
this property is called an expansivity constant.

Forallu e U,z € M,e > 0and 7 € Z~(, we introduce the Bowen-ball
BY"(z) :={y € M :d(e(t,z,u), o(t,y,u)) <efort=0,1,...,7 —1}.

We call BZ"" () the Bowen-ball of order T and radius €, centered at x and associ-
ated with the control u. Observe that this is the usual closed e-ball in the metric

dT(z,y) = tggf)d(¢(t,x, u), p(t,y,u)),

which is compatible with the topology of M.

The (Bowen-Ruelle) volume lemma provides asymptotically precise estimates for
the volumes of Bowen-balls centered in hyperbolic sets. It requires a little more
regularity in the state variable. A detailed proof can be found in [25]].

3.6 Theorem: Assume that Y. is of regularity class C? and let ) be a hyperbolic
set of X.. Then, for every sufficiently small € > 0, the following estimates hold for
all (u,z) € L(Q) and T € Z>( with some constant C; > 1:

Cs_1| det D@T,u(x)|E+(u,x)|_1 < vol(B{""(z)) < C:|det D¢T,U($)\E+(u,x)|_1'

Since the determinant that appears in the above estimates will be used frequently,
we introduce an abbreviation for it:

J+¢T,U(x) = ‘ det D¢T7U(x)\E+(u,x) : E+(u> SL’) - E+((I)T(u> SL’))|
We also call this function the unstable determinant. It is easy to see that

* (u,z) — Jtp;,(x) is continuous for every T € Z and

o Jtortmu(®) = T o u(@) - T pr, gmu(pr u(z)) forall 7,7 € Z and
(u,z) € L(Q). That s, log J " ¢ is an additive cocycle over (®1(q), L(Q)).

3.3 Properties of hyperbolic sets

In this subsection, we first prove the following theorem on the structure of hy-
perbolic sets. Then, we provide a way of constructing hyperbolic sets via small
“control-perturbations” of diffeomorphisms. Finally, we study controllability prop-
erties of these sets.
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3.7 Theorem: Let () be a hyperbolic set of the control system ¥ and assume that
its all-time lift L(Q)) is an isolated invariant set of the control flow. Then all fibers
Q(u), u € U, are nonempty and homeomorphic to each other.

Proof: The shadowing lemma yields a neighborhood N' C U x M of L(Q), a
B > 0and an o = «(f) > 0 so that every a-pseudo-orbit in N is 3-shadowed by a
unique orbit in L(Q). Let e = £(«) > 0 be small enough so that N5.(L(Q)) C N
and so that for all u,v € U and z € () we have

dy(uw,v) <e = d(fu(x), fo(z)) < .

This is possible by compactness of L(() and uniform continuity of f on the com-
pact set @ x U, respectively.

In the following, we will use the metric

doo(u,v) := sup dy (u, vr)
teZ
on U, which in general is not compatible with the product topology. We claim that
doo(u,v) < € implies that Q(u) and Q(v) are homeomorphic. If Q(u) and Q(v)
are both empty, there is nothing to show. Hence, let us assume that Q(u) # (). Then
choose = € ()(u) arbitrarily and consider the two-sided sequence z; := ¢(t, z,u),
t € Z, which lies in () and, by the choice of ¢, satisfies

d(g&(l, T, Htv), l‘t+1) = d(fvt (.Tt), fut (.Tt)) < forallte Z.

Hence, the sequence (6'v, 1 );e7 is an a-pseudo-orbit which is 3e-close to the orbit
(0%, z¢)4ez that is completely contained in L(Q). (A simple computation shows
that doo(u,v) < ¢ implies dy(6'u,0'v) < 3e for all t € Z.) By the choice
of &, there exists a unique orbit (0v, (t,y,v))iez in L(Q) which S-shadows
(0", x4 )1ez, i€,y € Q(v) and

d(@(tayav)>¢(t>$;u)) < ﬁ forallt € Z.

We can thus define the mapping

hup : Q(u) = Qv), z+—y

that sends a point x € Q(u) to the unique point y € Q(v) given by the shadowing
lemma. Since the roles of w and v can be interchanged, we also have a mapping
hyy + Q(v) = Q(u), defined analogously, which must be the inverse of h,, by the
uniqueness of shadowing orbits. It remains to prove the continuity of h,,. To this
end, consider a sequence x;, — x in Q(u) and let yi := hyy(2k), ¥ := hyw(x).
Then ¢ (z) — @u(z) foreach t € Z. Let § > 0 be an expansivity constant
according to Theorem We prove the continuity of A, under the assumption
that 5 < §/3. For every t € Z, let k() be large enough so that

Apralmn), pral@) < 5 forall k> ko).
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Then for every ¢ € Z and k > ko(t) we obtain

d(pt.w(Yr): Pro(Y) < d@rw(yr); frul@r)) + d(@ru(@r), Pru(e))

5
+ d(@t,u(l‘)a @t,v(y)) <28+ g <.
Hence, for any limit point i, € Q(v) of the sequence (y), it follows that

d(pt0(Y«), orw(y)) <6 forallt € Z,

implying y. = y by the choice of §. We thus obtain y;, — y which proves the
continuity of hy,.

We have shown that up to homeomorphisms () is locally constant on the metric
space (U%, dy,). Since U is connected, Lemmaimplies that (UZ, d,) is con-
nected as well. It thus follows that all u-fibers are homeomorphic to each other. In
particular, this implies that none of them is empty. (]

3.8 Remark: For a constant control u € U, the fiber Q(u) is a compact hyperbolic
set of the diffeomorphism f,,. Assuming a little more regularity, namely that f,, is
a C''*e_diffeomorphism for some o > 0, there are only two alternatives for the
fiber Q(u): either it coincides with the whole state space M (in which case M is
compact and () = M) or it has Lebesgue measure zero (see [10, Cor. 5.7]). It is
unclear if the same is true for every u-fiber. The homeomorphisms h,,, constructed
in the above proof can only be expected to be Holder continuous which does not
allow for a statement on the Lebesgue measure.

In addition to the above result, we would like to prove that the fiber map u — Q(u)
is continuous with respect to the Hausdorff metric on the space of nonempty closed
subsets of (). However, in the general case, it is completely unclear how to do
this or whether it is true. Instead, we only prove it for hyperbolic sets that are
sufficiently “small”. At the same time, we provide a method to construct examples
of hyperbolic sets.

Consider the control system Y, fix a control value u’ € U and assume that the
following holds:

* The diffeomorphism f,0 : M — M has a compact isolated invariant set
A C M which is hyperbolic (in the classical sense).

+ The metric space U is locally connected at «°. That is, every neighborhood
of u® contains a connected neighborhood.

The following lemma, which is standard in the hyperbolic theory, will turn out to
be useful (see also [48, Lem. 1.2]).
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3.9 Lemma: Under the given assumptions, there exist a neighborhood Uy C U of
u®, a neighborhood N C M of A, and numbers py > 0, Co > 0 and o € (0, 1)
such that the following holds for every T € Z: If u € U¥, z,y € N and
o(t,z,u), p(t,y,u) € N withd(p(t, z,u), p(t,y,u)) < po forall t with |t| < T,
then d(z,y) < Coal .

Proof: Let TAM = E~ & E™ be the hyperbolic splitting on A. We choose the
neighborhoods Uy and NV such that the following holds:

* The hyperbolic splitting on A can be extended continuouslyE] to the neigh-
borhood N and there is C' > 0 such that

[vllo = max{Jv~, [v*[} < Clo]

whenever v € T, M, z € N and v* € EFf with v = v~ + vt. Let
Ao € (0, 1) be the hyperbolic constant on A and assume that the constant ¢
equals 1 (i.e., contraction is seen in one step of time), which can always be
achieved by using an adapted Riemannian metric (see, e.g., [9, Lem. 3.1]).

 There are pg, ag, g9 > 0 satisfying A\g < ag < 1 and 0 < gg < min{%(l -
ao), 3(ag' — 1)} such that the following holds: If z € N and u € Uy with
¢1.4(x) € N, then

o pruoexp, : {v € TuM: o] < po} = T,

~ L -1
Pu,x = €XP

o1,u() oM

l,u(

is well-defined and, writing

—— A+
Do (0) = ( ue Az ) B, @ Ef - E,

, +
AF AT pru@) D Fo,

a(z)

WE Can exXpress @y, ; as
- A 0
fun)= (M ) Rl

where [|A; || < ao. [[(AFT) 7! < ag and Ry, is a Lipschitz map whose
Lipschitz constant with respect to || - || is not bigger than £y. Indeed, this
follows from the fact that the derivative of R,, ,(-) at the origin is determined
by A;; and Af; > which have arbitrarily small norms if we choose pg, N and
Up small enough. Moreover, we make our choices so that the map

Pug = expg1 OP_1,0u© €XPy, (a) : {ve Tpy w(@)M - lv| < po} — TuM

has analogous properties.

STt is a standard fact in the theory of hyperbolic systems that such an extension always exists.
However, the extended splitting might no longer be invariant.
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Now, if u € UOZ and z,y € N are as in the formulation of the lemma, let us write
v:=exp, (y) =v~ +vT € E; @ E;} and assume without loss of generality that
|vT] > Ju~|. Then we can show that

(ag" — )" ollo < llexpy) () (erau()llo < Cpo.

The second inequality follows from

| eXp;;u(x)(‘PT,u(y)) o < C] eXp;;,u(x)(SOT,u (1))l

= Cd(eru(z), pru(y)) < Cpo.
The first one can be shown as follows. Using that |[v™| > |v™|, we obtain

|Pua(v) ] = A 20" + Rua(v) "] 2 [AL S0 = [Rue(v)]

> ag " [v*] = |Ruz(v)llo = ag ' [v™] = eoflvllo = (ag" — o).

Similarly,

|Pua (V)7 = Ay 207 + Ru(v) 7| < Az 07 [+ [Ruz(v)”]
< aolv™| + [ Rua(v)llo < aolv™| + eofv™| < (ag + o) v .

This implies
‘@u,x(v)+’ aal — &0
‘@u,x(v)_’ ~ ap+e€o
Hence, we can repeat these arguments and obtain the claimed inequality induc-
tivelyﬂ These inequalities imply

> 1.

d(z,y) = [v] = [~ + 0| < 2max{fo|, [v"[}
= 2|[v]lo < 2Cpo(ag" —20) "
Hence, the statement of the lemma holds with Cy := 2Cpg and o := (a, -
£0) !, where we observe that ag ' —eg > agt — (ag' —1)/2 = (ag ' +1)/2 > 1.
O

The next proposition describes the dynamics of the control system that we ob-
tain by restricting the control values to a small neighborhood of u”, when we also
consider a small neighborhood of A. Essentially, this is [48, Thm. 1.1] (the corre-
sponding result for RDS).

3.10 Proposition: Consider the control system . under the given assumptions.
Then there are By > 0 and a compact, connected neighborhood Uy C U of u® such
that the following holds:

®In the case when [v™| > [v], the maps ¢, ., come into play.
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(a) Foreachu € Uy := UOZ and each x € A, there is a unique z,, € M with

d(o(t, z,ul), p(t, 2y,u)) < By forallt € Z.

(b) For any 8 € (0, 3), one can shrink Uy so that (a) holds with (3 in place of
Bo-

(c) Forevery u € Uy, define Ay, := {xy : x € A} and hy, : A — Ay, x — x4
Then A,, is compact and h,, is a homeomorphism.

(d) The family of maps {hy }ueu, has the following properties:

(i) ©1,u(Au) = Agy and hg,, 0 Py 40 = @14 © hy for all u € Up.

(ii) The family {hy, }veu, is equicontinuous. That is, for any € > 0 there is
0 > 0 sothatd(x,y) < § implies d(hy(x),hy(y)) < € forall z,y € A
and u € Uy. The analogous property holds for the family {hy; ' }.cus, -

(iii) The map H : Uy — C°(A,M), u — hy, is continuous, when
CY(A, M) is equipped with the topology of uniform convergence.

Proof: We put A := {u®} x A C U x M, where we regard u° as the constant
sequence (... cul, ul, ul, .) € U, and observe that Aisa hyperbolic set of the
control system Y. Now we choose a neighborhood N' C U x M of A and a constant
Bo > 0 satisfying the following properties:

* N3g,(A) is an isolating neighborhood of A for fo.

o If d(p(t,z,u), o(t,y,u’)) < 28y for some z,y € A and all ¢ € Z, then
x = y, which is possible by expansivity on hyperbolic sets.

* There is a = «a(fp) so that every a-pseudo-orbit of 3, contained in N, is
uniquely p-shadowed by an orbit.

Subsequently, we choose a compact, connected neighborhood Ug of u” (where we
use the assumption that U is locally connected at «”) small enough so that

(u,z) € U x Nogy(A) = d(p1,u(), p140(7)) < aand (u,z) € N (11)
This is possible by the uniform continuity of ¢(1,-,-) on the compact set
Nog,(A) x U. Now fix u € Uy and = € A. Defining z := o(t, z,u’) = fi(z),
t € Z, we find that (0'u, 1 );c7 is an a-pseudo-orbit in NV, since

d(p(1, x4, etu)7$t+1) = d((plﬁtu(wt)a 801,u0($t)) <a forallt € Z.

Hence, there exists a unique point x,, € M such that

d(o(t,z,u’), o(t, zy,u)) < By forallt € Z.
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This proves (a).

Statement (b) follows from item (b) of the shadowing lemma (Theorem [3.4]).
Statement (c) is seen as follows. First, the compactness of A, follows from the
continuity of h,, established in (d)(ii). The invertibility of h, follows from the
choice of g, since hy, (z) = hy(y) implies d(p(t, z,u°), o(t,y, u’)) < 20 for all
t € Z. Since any invertible and continuous map between compact metric spaces is
a homeomorphism, (c) is proved.

It remains to prove (d). To prove (d)(i), pick z, = hy(z) € A,. Then
d(p(t, zy,u), p(t, z,u’)) < By for all t € Z. By the cocycle property of ¢, this is
equivalent to d(¢ (¢, ©1,u(zw), Bu), p(t, @1 40 (x), u’)) < By for all ¢t € Z. Hence,
(a) implies that 1, (2y) = hgu (P10 (2)) € Agy.

To prove (d)(ii), we assume that Uj is chosen small enough such that the statement
of Lemma holds with a neighborhood N of A and constants pg, Cy, ag. More-
over, we choose [y small enough such that 5y < po/3 and Ng,(A) C N. Now, for
a given € > 0, we choose T' € Z~ satisfying Cga(:)r < e. We let further 6 > 0 be
small enough so that 2,y € A, d(z,y) < 0 implies

d(p(t,z,u’), o(t,y,u’)) < By forall |t| < T.
Then d(z,y) < d and =T < t < T implies
d(ptu(hu(®)), Pru(hu(y))) < dl@ru(hu()), 0w (2))
+ d(pr,u0 (), 000 (Y)) + d(@ru0(Y): pru(hu(y))) < 360 < po-

Hence, Lemma yields d(h,(z), hy(y)) < Coal < e. The proof of equicon-
tinuity of {h; !} follows the same lines. Here we need to assume that & is chosen
small enough so that d(¢(t, z,u), (t,y,u)) < B for [t| < T whenever u € Uy,
x,y € Ay and d(x,y) < J. This is possible by the uniform continuity of ¢(¢, -, -)
on the compact set Ng,(A) x Up.

To prove (d)(iii), consider a sequence ui — u in Uy. By (ii) and the Arzela-Ascoli
Theorem, every subsequence of (hy, )kecz., has a limit point. That is, there exists
a homeomorphism i : A — h(A) so that the subsequence converges uniformly to
h.1f hy, — hasn — oo, then for every ¢ € Z and z € A we obtain

Ao (1, h(), 0), (1, 0%)) = T d(p(t, g, (@), ), 9(8 2, 4°)) < o,

By statement (a), this implies & = h,,. Hence, hy, converges to hy, proving that
H is continuous. U

Using the above proposition, we can show the existence of a hyperbolic set with
isolated invariant lift for the given control system with restricted control range Uy.

3.11 Theorem: Given the conclusions of the Proposition the control system
YO = flonw), w €U (12)
has a hyperbolic set () C M with the following properties:
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(a) Q(u) = Ay forall u € Uj.
(b) The all-time lift L(Q) is an isolated invariant set for the control flow of X2,

(¢) The fiber map u — Q(u) is continuous when U is equipped with the product
topology.

Proof: We define

Q:={hu(@):z e uclhp}= ] Au

u€Uy

We first prove that ) is compact and all-time controlled invariant. Consider the
map o« : Uy x A — M, (u,z) — hy(z). From the continuity of u — h,, it
easily follows that « is continuous implying that ) = «(Uy x A) is compact.
All-time controlled invariance follows from Proposition [3.10(d)(i), which implies
o(t, hu(),u) = hgy(o(t, z,u’)) for all t € Z. With standard arguments from the
hyperbolic theory of dynamical systems (see, e.g., [39, Prop. 6.4.6]), one can show
that for each (u, hy(z)) € @ there is a splitting

®ET

Thu(x)M = E;,hu U,y ()

(z)

which is invariant and uniformly hyperbolic (provided that all relevant constants
and neighborhoods are chosen small enough).

Now we prove (a). It is clear that A,, C Q(u) for all u € Uy. To prove the con-
verse, take x € QQ(u) and recall the notation introduced in the proof of Proposition
a). The sequence z; := @(t,z,u), t € Z, then yields the a-pseudo-orbit
(u®, 24)¢ez in N by (TT). Hence, there exists a unique y € M such that

d(‘/’(tv Y, uo)y xt) S BO for all ¢ S 7.

Since N3, (A) is an isolating neighborhood of A for f, 0, this implies y € A. Then,
by the uniqueness of shadowing orbits, it follows that = = h,(y) € A,.

To prove (b), we show that the open set Uy x N;BO (A) is an isolating neighborhood
of L(Q). Since every x € ( satisfies dist(z, A) < [y by definition, this is a
neighborhood of L(Q). If (6*u, ¢(t, ,u)) € Uy x Ngj (A) for all t € Z, then (TT)
implies that x; := ¢(t, x, u) satisfies d(¢q ,0(x¢), T41) < o and (0%u, ) € N
for all t € Z. Hence, there exists a unique y € M with d(o(t,y, u°), o(t, 2, u)) <
Bo for all t € Z. We thus have

dist(ep(t, y, u”), A) < d((t,y, u”), (t, 2, u)) + dist(p(t, 2, u), A) < 36

for all t € Z. Since N3g,(A) is an isolating neighborhood of A, it follows that
y € A, implying x = h,(y) and (u, z) € L(Q) as desired.

Finally, we prove (c). Since the fiber map is always upper semicontinuous, it re-
mains to prove its lower semicontinuity. Let v € Uy and z € (Q(u). Consider
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a sequence ur, — u in Up. Since Q(u) = A, we have z = h,(a’) for some
' € A. By Proposition d)(iii), we know that h,, (2’) — hy(2’). Since
hu, (') € Ay, = Q(uy), we have proved the lower semicontinuity at u. O

In the following, we study controllability properties on the set () as constructed
above. Moreover, we are interested in finding out under which conditions () has
nonempty interior.

We start with some definitions and a technical lemma. A controlled c-chain
from a point x € M to a point y € M consists of a finite sequence of points
r = x0,T1,...,T, = Yy, r > 1, and controls ug,u1,...,u,—1 € U so that
d(p(1,xi,ui), wip1) < efori=0,1,...,r — 1. We say that chain controllability
holds on a set = C M if any two points x,y € E can be joined by a controlled
e-chain for every € > (. For more details on this concept, see [[L7, 66].

3.12 Lemma: Assume that the restriction of f,o to the hyperbolic set A is topo-
logically transitive. Then chain controllability holds on the set () as constructed
above. In particular, for any x,y € @ and ¢ > 0, a controlled e-chain (z;, u") from
x to y can be chosen so that (u',z;) € L(Q) for all i. Moreover, the all-time lift
L(Q) is internally chain transitive.

Proof: We use that topological transitivity implies chain transitivity (easy to see)
To prove the assertion, pick two points z,y € @ and write them as x = hy(2'),
y = hy(y') with ',y € A and u,v € Uy. We now choose d-chains of equal
length r from u to v in Uy and from 2’ to 3’ in A, respectively. That is, we pick

¥ =2,2,...,2. =y inAand u = w’ w!,... w" = vin Uy such that

d(fuo(2)),2z41) <6 and dy(Bw', w1y < 6

for all ¢ € [0;7). This is possible by chain transitivity of f,0 on A and of 6 on U,
respectively (see Proposition [3.2(f) for the latter). The reason why we can choose
the length r identical for both chains is that ) contains fixed points. Indeed, we
can let every d-chain in Uy run through a fixed point and at this fixed point we can
stop as long as we want to (introducing an arbitrary number of trivial jumps).

Now, we define
2= hyi(2)) € Qw'), i=0,1,...,7.

Observe that zgp = h,0(2)) = hy(2') = x and 2, = hyr(2).) = hy(y') = y. We
claim that if § = (¢) is chosen small enough, then (z;,w?), i = 0,1,...,7,is a
controlled e-chain from z to y, i.e.,

d(o(1, zi,w'), zip1) <e, i=0,1,...,r — 1. (13)

"In fact, from the shadowing lemma it follows that topological transitivity is equivalent to chain
transitivity on an isolated invariant hyperbolic set of a diffeomorphism.
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‘We can check this as follows:

d(p(1, i, w'), zi1) = (1 i (i (2))s Pugir (2711))
= d(hgwi (¢1,u0 (%)), hyyir (Z£+1))

< d(hgusi (91,00 (%)), husit1 (91,00 (27)))

+ d(huyir (01,00 (20)); Pt (2511))-

We know that A, depends continuously on u. By compactness of U/, we even have
uniform continuity. This implies that we can choose d small enough so that the first
term becomes smaller than £ /2 for all i. By equicontinuity of the maps h,,, we can
choose ¢ also small enough so that the second term becomes smaller than ¢ /2 for
all 7. Altogether, we have proved (13).

To show the last statement, observe that by choosing (u, z), (v,y) € L(Q), the
same construction as above yields the (¢ + §)-chain (w?, z;) from (u, x) to (v,y),
which is completely contained in L(Q). (]

To make use of the chain controllability and also for later purposes, it is important
to know when () has nonempty interiorﬂ To provide a quite general and checkable
sufficient condition, we need to recall some concepts and a result from Sontag &
Wirth [63]].

The system . is called analytic if the state space M is a real-analytic manifold, U
is a compact subset of some R™, satisfying U = clint U, and the restriction of f
to M x int U is a real-analytic map.

For a fixed t € Z~g, a pair (z,u) € M x (int U)! is called regular if

l“k 8(,0(15, ) )

90 (x,u) =d=dim M,

1 3 0 t7"'
where ¢(t, -, -) is regarded as a map from M x (intU) to M so that %(m, w)
isad x tm matrix.

A control sequence u of length ¢ > 0 is called universally regular if (z,u) is
regular for every x € M. We write S(t) for the set of all universally regular
control sequences u € (int U)".

We write O/ (z) = {¢(t,z,u) : w € U} fort > 0, and OF(z) = U0 O; ()
for the forward orbit of a point x € M. If we only allow control sequences taking
values in a subset U C U, we also write O} (z;U) and O (x; U), respectively.
The negative orbit of x is the set O~ (z) = {p(t,z,u) : t <0, u € U}.

The system X is called forward accessible from z if int O"(z) # (. It is called
forward accessible if it is forward accessible from every point.

Note that by Sard’s theorem int O (x;int U) # () is equivalent to the existence of
t € Zo and u € (int U)! such that rk 3@0&;7-) (x,u) =d.

8For our main result on invariance entropy, we need to assume that @ has positive volume.
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We then have the following result from [63, Prop. 1].

3.13 Theorem: Let the following assumptions hold:

(1) The system X is analytic.

(ii) X is uniformly forward accessible with control range int U, i.e., there exists
to € Zsq such that int OFf (x;int U) # 0 for all z € M.

Then the set S(t) is dense in U* for all t large enoughﬂ

Under the assumptions of this theorem, imposed on the system X, we obtain that
the hyperbolic set () as constructed above has nonempty interior.

3.14 Proposition: Consider the set () from Theorem and assume that Y. is
an analytic system and that ¥ is uniformly forward accessible with control range
int Uy. Then @) has nonempty interior.

Proof: Choose t, large enough such that S(t) (defined with respect to X°) is
nonempty for all ¢ > t,. Since A is hyperbolic and isolated invariant, there ex-
ists a periodic orbit in A (this is an implication of the Anosov Closing Lemma
[39, Thm. 6.4.15]), say {ffLo (z9)}. Let 7 € Z~( denote its period and assume
w.l.o.g. that 7 > ¢,. Now pick a universally regular «* € (int Up)”. By periodic
continuation, we can extend u* to a 7-periodic sequence in (int Up)? that we also
denote by u*.

Now consider the point x* := hy+(xg) € Q(u*). By Proposition d), we have
Pra(x7) = prur (hur(20)) = horu=(fo(20)) = hu= (20) = 7.

Hence, the trajectory ¢(-, z*,u*) is T-periodic. Using the regularity, we can find
d = d(e) > 0 so that every y € Bjs(x*) can be steered to every z € Bs(z*) in
time 7 via some control sequence u = u(y, z) of length 7, so that the controlled
trajectory (u, (t,y,u))j_ is never further away from (uf, ¢(t,z*, v*)) than em
By choosing y = z and using periodic continuation again, we obtain a 7-periodic
trajectory on the full time axis that completely evolves in the e-neighborhood of @)
and, by choosing ¢ small enough, we can also achieve that u; € Uy for all t € Z.
Since L(Q) is isolated invariant, this implies that the trajectory evolves in (), hence
y € Q(u). This, in turn, implies Bs(z*) C @, which completes the proof. O

Now we study the controllability properties of ¥.0 on the set Q. To formulate the
next proposition, we introduce the core of a subset Y C M as

core(Y) :={y €intY : int(O (y) NY) # P and int (O (y) NY) # 0} .

°The result in [63] actually makes a much stronger statement, which we do not use in our paper.
This is a consequence of the implicit function theorem, cf. [62, Thm. 7].
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3.15 Proposition: Consider the hyperbolic set () from Theorem for the con-
trol system .0, Additionally, let the following assumptions hold:

(a) A is a topologically transitive set of fo.

(b) @ has nonempty interior.
Then complete controllability holds on core(Q).

Proof: By using the construction in the proof of Lemma [3.12] we can produce
bi-infinite controlled e-chains passing through any two given points in (). Let
(2, w")sez be such a controlled chain, that is

(w',z) € L(Q) and  d(p(1, x4, w"),41) < e forallt € Z.

We define another control sequence w* € Uy by putting

wi = wh forallt € Z.

In this way, (0'w*, z;)¢cz becomes an e-pseudo-orbit, since

d(p(1, ¢, 0'w*), me11) = d(fur (1), Te41)
d(fwt (xt)7 xtJrl) = d((p(lv T, wt)a $t+1) <e.

0

We want to apply the shadowing lemma to shadow such chains, but we need to
make sure that they are close enough to L(Q). Recalling that we constructed the
chains with dy(6w?, w'*!) < § (where § only depends on ¢), we find that

duXM((Htw* xt), (wh, x4)) = dy (0'w*, w")

1
= Z ols | wt+37 s) = Z ﬂdU(w(t)JrS’wg)

SEZL SEZL

_ 1 t+ t 1 t+ t
22‘ du (Wit (0°w')o) < Zﬁdu(w S 05wh).
SEL SEZ

Now we can split the sum into a finite and an infinite part, the latter being small
because of the factor 271/, and the first being small due to the choice of d. To be
more precise, to achieve that the sum becomes smaller than a given v > 0, first
pick sg > 0 large enough so that

Then choose § > 0 small enough so that for all |s| < sp we have the following:
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e If s > 0, then

1

1 t+sst lt+s%1t+szl g
oo (W', 0% 272(1“9 00w ) <

P - 2(280-{—1)7

which is possible, since {QZ}SO 01 is a uniformly equicontinuous family and

du(wt+sfi’0wt+sfi71) S J.
e If s <0, then

1
9—s

du( t+s 05 t < 7Zd 01 t+s—i ezgwt+s i— 1) < 2(283_'_ 1)7

1=s

which is possible by similar reasons as used in the former case.

Altogether, dygx s ((0'w*, x1), (wt, 7)) < ~y. Hence, it follows that the e-pseudo-
orbit (0'w*, x;)sez, for § sufficiently small, can be 3-shadowed by a real orbit in
L(Q) of the form (6'w*, p(t, 2, w*))iez:

(w*,z) € L(Q) and d(p(t,z,w*),xs) < B forallt € Z.

This implies that for any given points x,y € () we find a trajectory in () starting
in an arbitrarily small neighborhood of x and ending (after a finite time) in an
arbitrarily small neighborhood of y. Now assume that =,y € core(Q). Pick points
' € int(OT(z) N Q) and v € int(O~ (y) N Q) and a trajectory starting at some
2" € int(OF (2)NQ) and ending in y” € int(O~ (y)NQ) (obtained by shadowing
a chain from z’ to 3). Then one can steer from x to z”, from z” to " and from 3"
to y. This proves the controllability statement. U

It is important to understand how large core(Q) is. From [3]], we know that core(Q))
is always an open set under mild assumptions on the system.

3.16 Lemma: Assume that U C R"™ for some m € Z-~g and Uy = clint Uy.
Furthermore, let f : M x U — M be of class C*. Then core(Q) # ) implies that
core(Q) is open in M and dense in Q).

Proof: Consider the sets

O~ (core(Q)) = {x € M : Jy € core(Q), u € Up, t > 0s.t. p(t,z,u) =y},
O (core(Q)) = {y € M : Iz € core(Q), u € Uy, t > 0s.t. p(t, z,u) = y}.
Since core((Q) is nonempty by assumption and open by [3 Lem. 7.8], the preceding
proof shows that O~ (core(())) is open and dense in (). Moreover, every z €
O~ (core(Q)) satisfies int(Q N OF(z)) # 0. The set O (core(Q)) is also open
and dense in @ by the preceding proof and every point z € O (core(Q)) satisfies
int(Q N O~ (z)) # 0. Hence, O~ (core(Q)) N OF (core(Q)) = core(Q) and the

assertion follows. O

We can thus formulate the following corollary.
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3.17 Corollary: Consider the hyperbolic set () from Theorem for the control
system Y. Additionally, let the following assumptions hold:

(@) U C R™ for some m € Z~q and Uy = clint Uj.
(b) f: M xU — M is of class C.
(c) A is a topologically transitive set of f,0.

(d) core(Q) is nonempty.
Then complete controllability holds on an open and dense subset of ().
The following proposition provides a sufficient condition for core(Q) # 0.

3.18 Proposition: Assume that the given system is analytic and forward accessi-

blem Then int QQ # () implies core(Q) # (.

Proof: By [3, Lem. 5.1], on an open and dense subset of M the Lie algebra
rank condition (introduced in [3 p. 5]) is satisfied. Let W denote the intersec-
tion of this set with int (). Now we pick a point z € W and a v > 0 so that
By(z) € W. Consider a bi-infinite e-pseudo-orbit whose z-component passes
through B, /3(z) infinitely many times. By shadowing this pseudo-orbit (choosing
e sufficiently small), we can find an orbit starting in some x € int () that passes
through B, /5(z) infinitely many times. Then there exists a sequence of points
xp € O (x) N B, o(2), where ny, — co. We may assume that z;, converges to
some point y € cl B, /5 (z). Since y € W, the Lie algebra rank condition holds at
y. By [3} Lem. 4.1] and the subsequent remarks, one can reach from x an open set
in every neighborhood of y. This implies int(Q N O (z)) # 0. Since the same
construction works in backward time, we conclude that also int(Q N O~ (z)) # 0.
Hence, x € core(Q). O

3.19 Corollary: Let the following assumptions hold for the control system ¥.0 and
the hyperbolic set () from Theorem[3.11}

(a) X is analytic and uniformly forward accessible.

(b) A is a topologically transitive set of f.

Then complete controllability holds on core(Q)), which is an open and dense subset

of Q).

In Section [6] we will show by an example how uniform forward accessibility can
be checked for a concrete system with a finite number of computations.

Tt is actually enough to assume that the system is forward accessible from one point z € M.
Then, by analyticity it is forward accessible from all  in an open and dense set, which is enough for
the conclusion of the proposition.
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4 Invariance entropy of hyperbolic sets

In this section, we derive a lower bound on the invariance entropy of a hyperbolic
set in terms of dynamical quantities.

4.1 A first lower estimate on invariance entropy

Let () be a compact all-time controlled invariant set of . For v € Ug, 7 € Zxo
and € > 0, we define

Qu,7,e) := {x € M : dist(pru(z), Q') <e, VO<t <T}.
Hence, Q(u, T,¢) is the set of all initial states so that the trajectory under u stays
e-close to the corresponding fiber in the time interval [0; 7).

The following lemma provides a first lower estimate on invariance entropy under
the assumption that the fiber map is lower semicontinuous.

4.1 Lemma: Let () be a compact all-time controlled invariant set of . and assume
that the fiber map u — Q(u), defined on Uq, is lower semicontinuous. Then, for
every compact set K C () with positive volume and every € > 0, we have

1
hiny (K, Q) > —liminf sup —logvol(Q(u,T,¢)).

T—00 UEZ/[Q T

Proof: For all 7 € Z~ and u € U, we define the sets

Qu,7):={x e M:p(t,xz,u)eQ,VO<t<T},
QF(u,7):={zeM:pt,z,u)eQ,V—7<t<T},
Viu,r) i ={veld:uwp=v, V—17<t<7—1}.

The set Q¥ (u, 7) can be characterized as

Q*uwr) = |J Q).

veV (u,T)

Indeed, if # € Q% (u, ), then by all-time controlled invariance, the control se-
quence u can be modified outside of the interval (—7;7 — 1) so that ¢(Z, z,u*) C
@, where u* denotes the modified sequence. Hence, x € Q(u*). Conversely,
if z € Q(u*) for some u* which coincides with v on (—7;7 — 1), then clearly
r € QF(u, 7).

Now let € > 0. Since the fiber map u — Q(u) is always upper semicontinuous,
the assumption of lower semicontinuity implies its continuity with respect to the
Hausdorff metric. Since U is compact, we even have uniform continuity. Hence,
there exists 0 > 0 so that dyy(u, v) < ¢ (for any u, v € U) implies

Q(v) C Ne(Q(w))-
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We choose 79 € Z~¢ large enough so that V' (u, 79) C Bs(u) for all w € U, which
is possible by definition of the product topology. This implies

Q*(wm)= |J QW) CN(Qu) foralluel.

veV (u,m0)

Now let S C U be a minimal (279 + ¢, K, QQ)-spanning set for some t € Z. We
may assume without loss of generality that S is finite and contained in Ug. Then

K c | Qu, 27 +1t). (14)
uesS

‘We claim that
©s.0m0u(Prou(Q(u, 219 + 1)) C Qi(GSJ”Ou,TO) forall s € [0;¢).

Indeed, let = be an element of the left-hand side. Then we can write x = (s +
70, Yy, u) for some y € Q(u, 21y + t). Hence,

o(r,z,05T™u) = o(r + s+ 19,y,u) €Q forallr € [—719 — s;70 +1 — 5)

and (—70;79) C [-70 — s;70 +t — s) forall s € [0;¢). We thus have

t—1

Orou(Q(u, 219 + 1)) C m Sp;;mu [Qi(QS‘FTOu,TO)}
5=0

t—1
C ) @ibron [N-(QUO™w))] = Q07 u,t, ).
s=0

Together with (I4), this yields

0 < vol(K) <|S]|- meagcvol(w;o%u(Q(GTou,t,a))).

Observing that the volume change of a set affected by the application of <p;017u
(within some compact domain) does not change the exponential volume growth
rate, this estimate implies

1
0 < hin(K, Q) + liminf sup = logvol(Q(u,t,)),
t—o00 u€lg

which is equivalent to the desired inequality. (]

4.2 Bowen-balls, measure-theoretic entropy and pressure
In this subsection, we assume throughout that @ is a hyperbolic set for ¥ so that

L(Q) is an isolated invariant set of the control flow. Moreover, we assume that ¥
is of regularity class C?.
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Foru € U, 7 € Z~p and € > 0, we say that a set £ C M (u, T,¢&)-spans another
set K C M if for each z € K thereis y € E with d*7 (z,y) < . In other words,
the Bowen-balls of order 7 and radius € centered at the points in £ cover the set
K. Aset F C M is called (u, ,¢)-separated if d*7 (z,y) > € forall x,y € F
with x # y.

We will use Bowen-balls in order to estimate vol(Q(u,7,¢)) as follows. For a
small number § > 0, we let F), - 5 be a maximal (u, 7, §)-separated subset of the
u-fiber Q(u). By compactness of Q(u), F, s is finite. Moreover, it is easy to see
that a maximal (u, 7, §)-separated subset of some set also (u, 7, §)-spans this set.

Now, for an arbitrary x € Q(u,T,¢), pick z, € Q(u) and z* € Q(67 'u) so
that d(x, z,) < € and d(o(7 — 1,2, u),z*) < e. Then we consider the sequence
(2¢)tez defined by

o(t, T, u) ift <0,
Tt = o(t,z,u) f0<t<r-—2,
Pt —(r—1),2%,07 ) ift>7r—1.

The joint sequence (6w, x4)scz is an e-pseudo-orbit. Since (#'u,z;) € L(Q) for
allt < 0andt > 7 — 1 and (0'u, x;) is e-close to some point in L(Q) for all
€ [0; 7 — 2], for £ small enough the shadowing lemma yields a point z € Q(u)
so tha
d(p(t,z,u), p(t,z,u)) <[ forallt e [0;7).
This implies z € By (). Now pick some y € F, ;5 so that d"7(y, z) < 4. Then
x € Bﬁ+5( y). We conclude that

Q(u,1,¢) U BBJF(S

yeFu‘ré

If 8 and ¢ are chosen small enough, we can thus apply the volume lemma in order
to estimate
vol(Q(u,7,€)) < Cprs > JToruly)™ (15)
yeFy -5
To turn this into a meaningful estimate for hi,, (K, @), a significant amount of
additional work is necessary.

First, we need to pay attention to the fact that the control flow can be regarded as
a random dynamical system, once we equip the space U/ with a Borel probability
measure P, invariant under . We denote such a random dynamical system briefly
by (¢, P)Efl An invariant measure of (p, P) is a Borel probability measure p on
U x M satistying the following two properties:

12This can easily be proved by contradiction.

13We have to be a little bit careful when we consider .1 = z*. Note that d(o(r—1, z, u), (T —
1,z,u)) < d(e(t —1,z,u),z") + d(z*, (T — 1, 2,u)) < € + B. Hence, we should replace
with 8 — e.

'“Be aware that (¢, P) is an RDS on a purely formal level. We actually do not consider any
randomness here.
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* & preserves the measure y, i.e., . u = p.

* The marginal of 12 on U coincides with P, i.e., (m)p = P.

By the disintegration theorem, each invariant measure p admits a disintegration
into sample measures i, on (M, B(M)), defined for P-almost all u € I{. That is,

dp(u, z) = dpy (x)dP(u).

To each invariant measure p, we can associate the measure-theoretic entropy
hu(p, P). Let A be a finite Borel partition of M. An induced dynamically de-
fined sequence of (finite Borel) partitions of M is given by

T—1

Au, ) := \/ SOZ;A = {AO N api}L(Al) N...N @;h,u(Arfl) A €A, Vs} )
t=0

The entropy associated with the partition A is defined as

ha(o, P A) = lim ~ [ H, (A(u, 7)) dP(u),

T—00 T U

where H,,, (-) denotes the Shannon entropy of a partition and the limit exists be-
cause of subadditivity, see [[7]].

The measure-theoretic entropy of (¢, P) with respect to y is then defined as

hu(p, P) = Sup hyu(p, P; A) € [0, 0],

the supremum taken over all finite Borel partitions of M. A related quantity is the

measure-theoretic pressure of (, P) with respect to u and a u-integrable “poten-
tial” o : U x M — R, defined as

(e, Pya) == h,(p, P) + /adu.

Our aim is to prove the following lower bound for the invariance entropy:

hiny(K,Q) > inf inf —7,(p, P; —log J ), 16
Q)2 B emptir@y 5/7¢) (1o
where J ¢ denotes the function (u,z) — J 11, (x) and Mp(P; L(Q)) the set
of all invariant probability measures of the bundle RDS that is defined by the re-
striction of ¢ to L(Q) together with the measure P on U E] By the definition of
pressure, this estimate is equivalent to

hiny (K, Q) > inf inf log J ™1 u(@) dp(u, @) — hy(p, P)|.
( Q)_Pele\l/l(e)ueMpl?@;L(Q))[/ og J " p1,u(x) dp(u, x) u(p )}

SObserve that the sets &, in the definition of a bundle RDS in Subsection here are precisely
the u-fibers Q(u).
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Obviously, the double infimum can be written as a single infimum as follows:

inv (I, @) 2 inf /10J+ w(@) dp(u, ) — hy (o, (1) s ) |-
Q) ueM(chL(Q))[ g J " oru(e) du(u, ) — hy(e, ()< p)

By the Margulis-Ruelle inequality [4]], this lower bound is always nonnegative.

We propose the following interpretation of the terms involved in the right-hand side
of the above estimate:

* [log Jt o1 u(z)dp(u, z): the total instability of the dynamics on L(Q)
seen by the measure p.

* hu(p, (my)«p): the part of the instability not leading to exit from Q.

. %nf HEM(® )} the infimum over all possible control strategies to make )
Invariant.

The first item is obvious. The second one can be justified by observing that the
entropy with respect to a measure supported on L(Q) captures the complexity of
the fiber dynamics which is constituted by the trajectories that completely evolve
within @) (here the definition of entropy for a bundle RDS as discussed in [46]
Sec. 1.1] is helpful for a precise understanding). Finally, the third item hopefully
will be justified by future work on achievability results (upper bounds for invari-
ance entropy) which are still missing for the general case.

From now on, we will frequently use the following three assumptions on the com-
pact all-time controlled invariant set Q:

(A1) @ is uniformly hyperbolic.
(A2) L(Q) is an isolated invariant set of the control flow.

(A3) The fiber map u — Q(u) is lower semicontinuous.

4.3 Construction of approximating subadditive cocycles
Let the assumptions (A1)-(A3) be satisfied for the compact all-time controlled
invariant set ). For every £ > 0, we define the function

£

Ve (1, u) = vl (u) = logvol(Q(u, 7,€)), v°:ZsoxU —R.

It would be useful if v® was a subadditive cocycle over the system (U/, §). This
cannot be expected, however. Instead, we approximate v* by subadditive cocycles.

For a fixed u € U, let A = (A4);2,, be a sequence so that A; is an open cover
of the compact set Q(#'u), i.e., a collection of subsets of Q(6u), open relative to
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Q(0'u), whose union equals Q(0'u). We write

T—1
A" = \/ gotfi(At), T € L.
t=0

This is the collection of all sets of the form
Ao nora(A) N ety (Ary), A € Ay

Observe that A7 is an open cover of Q(u). We define
w(u) := log inf{ Z sup J ", (x) 7! : avis a finite subcover
Aca z€A
of A™ for Q(u)},
which is well-defined, because J Ty, () is only evaluated at points (u,z) €

L(Q). We write A(7) for the shifted sequence (A, Ary1, Arq2,...).

Now let « be a finite subcover of A™ for Q(u) and /3 a finite subcover of A(7;)™
for Q(0™w). Then

> supJ e imu(z)
Ceavertu(d) *€¢

= Y s ena® T T enemu(ena(2) ]

Ceavirtu(8) ¢

< |:SUP J+¢T1,u($)_1] : |:Sup J+(P7'2,97'1u(y)_1:|
(A,B)caxp T4 yeB

= Z {sup J+¢T1,u($)_1} : Z {sup J+‘~P7'2,971u(y)_1:| :
Aca TEA Bep VB

Hence, if we choose « and 3 so that the corresponding sums are close to their
infima, we see that

wh - (u) < wi(u) + w07, (17)

T1+T2 — Y

where we use that a V ¢7.%, () is a subcover of A™ 7™ for Q(u).

For a fixed (small) § > 0, let A(u) = (A¢(u));2, be the unique sequence so that
Ay (u) consists of all open -balls in Q(6%u) and put

Then we have the following result which shows that the family of functions w’ :
Zwo x U — R, (1,u) — w’(u), consists of subadditive cocycles that can be used

to approximate v°.
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4.2 Proposition: The functions w® have the following properties, where the con-
stants in (b) and (c) come from the volume lemma (Theorem 3.6):

)

?(u) is a subadditive cocycle over

(a) For every 6 > 0, the function (T,u) — w
(U, 0).

(b) Forevery 0 > 0, there exists € > 0 so that for allu € U and T € Z~:

vE(u) < log Css + wd(u)

(c) Forevery v > 0, there exists 6 > 0 so that for allu € U and T € Z~y:

w)(u) —log Csjp < 7y + v/ (u)

(d) For all ¢ > 0 small enough and 6 € (0, €), there exist a constant C~'5 > 0 and
T € Z~qg sothat forallu € U and T > 2T':

vE(u) < Cs + 00 _op(67)

Proof: (a) This follows directly from (17).

(b) Choose £ > 0 small enough so that every e-pseudo-orbit contained in an e-
neighborhood of L(Q) is §-shadowed by an orbit in L(Q). For an arbitrary u € U,
let A = A(u) and let F' C Q(u) be a maximal (u, 7, 2d)-separated set. Then each
member of A" contains at most one element of F'. Indeed, if there were two such
elements z; and z, then

d(p(t,z1,u),o(t,zo,u)) <26 fort=0,1,...,7—1
in contradiction to the separation property. Hence, for every finite subcover o of

A™ we have
D T era(@) <Y sup Tt ()
zeF Aca zeA

By (I3), we can estimate

vi(u) < log g5 +1log Y sup J o (2) 71,
Aca z€A

which implies the assertion.
(¢) For the given v > 0 choose § > 0 small enough so that

J+901,U(5U1)

<27 18
J+<P1,u<m2) N (1%

for all 21, x5 in @ satisfying d(x1,x2) < 20 and all u € U, which is possible by
uniform continuity of (z,u) — log J T ¢1 ,(x) on the compact set Q X U.
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Let A := A(u) and consider a finite (u, 7, 0)-spanning set E for Q)(u), contained
in Q(u). For each z € E, consider A;(z) € Ay so that Bs(p(t, z,u)) = As(z) for
t=0,1,...,7 — 1. Let

T—1
C(z) =[] pra(Ar(2) € A,
t=0

which is an open Bowen-ball centered at z and intersected with Q(u). The defini-
tion of C'(z) together with implies

sup J+cp7,u(ac)_1 <277 J+cp7,u(z)_1.
zeC(z)

Since the sets C(z), z € E, form a finite subcover of A” for Q(u),

wl(u) <7y +1log Y Jteru(z)
zeE

Since a maximal (u, T, d)-separated set is also (u, 7, d)-spanning and the corre-
sponding Bowen-balls of radius ¢ /2 are disjoint and contained in Q(u, 7, /2), the
volume lemma implies

wd(u) < 7y +log Cy g + v/ (u).

(d) Fix € and § as in the statement. We claim that there exists 1" € Z~ so that for
all w € U and z € M the following implication holds:

dist(e(t 0'u)) < dist 5. 19

Cmax dist(p(t, 2,0, QO) <= = dist(,Q() <& (19)

Suppose to the contrary that for every T' € Z~g there are ur € U and x7 € M
with

dist(¢(t, x7, ur), Q(#'ur)) < € for |t| < T and dist(xr, Q(ur)) > 6.

By compactness of U/, we may assume that ur — uw € U and by compact-
ness of small closed neighborhoods of (), we may assume that x7 — z= €
M. For arbitrary t € Z, we have dist(p(t, 27, ur), Q(0'ur)) < & whenever
T > |t|. Since p(t,-,-), Q(-) and dist(-,-) are continuous functions, this implies
dist(p(t, z,u), Q(0'u)) < e forall t € Z and dist(z, Q(u)) > . For each t € Z,
pick y: € Q(0'u) so that d(¢(t, z,u),y:) < e. Then ®;(u,x) = (0'u, (¢, x,u))
is e-close to (A'u,y;) € L(Q). Hence, if € > 0 is small enough so that N.(L(Q))
is an isolating neighborhood of L(Q), then (u,z) € L(Q), which contradicts
dist(z, Q(u)) > 0.

Now choose 7" according to (I9) and let z € Q(u,7,¢) for some 7 > 27T.
We want to show that o7.,(z) € Q(0Tu,7 — 2T,65). To show this, let z5 =
(s, 0(T,z,u),0Tu) = o(T + s,z,u) for 0 < s < 7 — 27 and observe that

dist(p(r, 25, 67 u), Q(6767 )
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= dist(@(T + 7 + s, 2,u), QT TTu)) < e

whenever |r| < T,since0 < T'+r+s<T+(T'—-1)+(1—-2T) =7 —1.
By (19), this implies dist(zs, Q(0°u)) < 6 for 0 < s < 7 — 27T, hence = €
Q(0Tu, 7 — 2T,6). Tt follows that @7, (Q(u,T,€)) C Q(0Tu,7 — 2T,6), and
therefore

v (u) = log vol(Q(u, 7, €)) < logvol(p;t (Q(07 u, T — 2T, 5)))

<1 det D —1 1 9T 7
B Og(u,x)enbllzl}%a@ﬂ et Doz, (2)] +v7_op (6 u)

which completes the proof of (d). U

We do not know if the functions wi are continuous, which would be desirable

to carry out the proofs in the following subsections. This can be compensated,
however, by the following two lemmas.

4.3 Lemma: The function u — vol(Q(u, T, ¢)) is continuous for all T € Z~( and
e>0.

Proof: Putting Q° := N.(Q) and A;(u) := N.(Q(6'u)), we write the volume of
Q(u,1,¢) as

vol(Q(u,7,¢€)) =/ 1400wy () LA () (P1u(2) - La, ) (Pr—1,u(2)) do.

€

For brevity, we write g(u, z) := 1 4,(u)(¢tu(z)). We fix u € U and prove the
continuity of vol(Q(+, 7, ¢)) at u. To this end, first observe that for arbitrary @ € U
we have

[vol(Q(u, T,¢)) — vol(Q(a, T,¢€))|

<[ (o0lu)gn(0) -+ gra(2) = g0(32)gs () -+ g (w2))
4] [ (oo ogntz) - goa ()

= 90(@, ©)g1(d, x)g2(u, ) - - - gr—1(u, 7)) dx‘

4] [ (0000 g 01971 (0,0) g0 2) -+ 9,1 (72)) |

T—1
< Z/ lgt(u, x) — g¢(T, z)| de.
t=0 7 @°

For a fixed ¢ € [0; 7), the integral
L tarn0) il = [ [Laoora(@) = Lo orate)l do

41



is not larger than the volume of the symmetric set difference

[P (A )\ A (A@)] U [ d(A@)\ s (Aw)]. @0)

We show that the volumes of these two sets become arbitrarily small as & — u:

@)

(ii)

We write the first term in (20) as

Cra (A ) \prt (@) = i) (Aw)\pralprs (A(@)))

Since w« is fixed, it suffices to show that the volume of
Ar(u)\@ru(pra(Ai(@))) tends to zero as @ — wu. Using the notation
I,(B) == {z € intB : dist(xz,0B) > p} for any subset B C M, it is
enough to show that

Ay (u)\@ru(pra (Ar(@)) C Ag(u)\Ip(Ay(w)) 1)

for an arbitrarily small p > 0 as & — w, by continuity of the measure and
vol(0A;(u)) = 0 (see Lemma|A.2)). The inclusion (1)) is implied by

P 0 0 (Lp(Ac(w))) C Au(@) = Ne(Q(0'a)).

Take z € I,(A;(u)) and let y € Q(6'w) be a point that minimizes the
distance d(z,y), i.e., d(z,y) = dist(z, Q(0'u)). Let § € Q(6'@) be chosen
so that d(y, §) < dg(Q(6'u), Q(0'u)). Then

d(pra 0 1y (2),5) < d(pra o ¢y, (2), )
+d(z,y) + du(Q(0'0), Q(0'w)).

If we can show that this sum becomes smaller than ¢ (independently of
the choice of x) as dy(u, %) becomes sufficiently small, we are done. The
third term becomes small by continuity of Q(-) and 6. The first term be-
comes small by the continuity properties of ¢. Indeed, p(¢,-,-) is uni-
formly continuous on an appropriately chosen compact set, showing that
d(got,a(gpgi (x)), gpm(go;; (x))) — 0 as @ — u, uniformly with respect to
xz. Now = € I,(A¢(u)) implies that the second term is smaller than and
uniformly bounded away from €. This implies the assertion.

Consider now the second term in (20). Writing
ora (A(@)\ @ (Ar(u) = 0pa (Pru 0 ppa (An(@)\As (),

we see that it suffices to prove that the volume of ¢y, o gogé(At(ﬂ))\At(u)
tends to zero as & — u. From the continuity of ¢ it follows that

Pt © 9y (Ae(@) C Ny(A())
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for any given p > 0 if dy/ (@, u) is sufficiently small. Hence,
P 0 1 NAE)\ Au() C Ny (Q(0'))\N.(Q(0w).

From the Hausdorff convergence Q(#'u) — Q(6'u), it follows that
Npie(Q(0'1)) C Nopie(Q(6'w)) if dyy(u, @) is small enough, implying

Pt © 0y (An(@)\Ar(u) C Nopre(Q(0'0))\Ne(Q(0"w)).

By continuity of the measure and Lemma the volume of the right-hand
side certainly tends to zero as p — 0.

The proof is complete. O

4.4 Lemma: For every 6 > 0 small enough, there exist constants —oo < w <
0 < w < oo such that

w< —wl(u) <w forall (1,u) € Zso X U.

30—

Proof: By item (c) of Proposition 4.2} we can choose § > 0 small enough so that

1 1 1
;wﬁ(u) < —logCypp+1+ ;Uim(u)
<log Cs/2 + 1 + max{0, log vol(N;/2(Q))} =: W < 0.

On the other hand, the definition of w? implies

1 1. . _
: > Zinf{1 1 T oru(z) }
gmm_;n&mm+%@$ﬁ@ pral@) i a

1
> 1o min  Jto, ()7 > min logJ T (z)7t
T g(uvw)EL(Q) pral®) (u,)€L(Q) B e1a(®)
=Iw > —0oQ.

This completes the proof. (]

4.4 Interchanging limit inferior and supremum

Recall that for all compact sets K C (@ of positive volume, in Lemma@. I| we have
proved the estimate

1
hiny (K, Q) > — lim inf sup —v% (u).

T—00 weU T

Our next aim is to prove that the limit inferior and the supremum on the right-hand
side can be interchanged. First observe that the estimate

o 1 o
lim inf sup —v%(u) > sup lim inf — v (u)
T weUd T weld T T

43



is trivial on the one hand and useless on the other, since for obtaining a lower
estimate of hin, (K, Q) only the converse inequality can be used. The following
proposition shows that under the limit for € | 0, the converse inequality holds.

4.5 Proposition: Under the assumptions (A1)—(A3), for any compact set K C Q)
of positive volume

1
hiny (K, Q) > — lim sup lim inf — log vol(Q(u, 7, €)). (22)
E\LO weU T—00 T

Proof: Fix v > 0 and choose 6 = §(y) > 0 according to Proposition C). Then
choose ¢ = £(6) € (0,6/2) according to Proposition #.2(b). In particular, this
implies

v$ (u) —log Ca5 < wl(u) < 77y +log Cs o + 00/ (u) (23)

T

forallu € U and 7 € Z~o. We define

1
S = sup{)\ eR:3Jup €U, tp — oo with A = lim t—vfk(uk)}

k—oo Tk

This number is finite, since (23) together with Lemma[.4]implies
1
;vf(u) <logCs; +w forallt> 1.

Moreover, S is independent of ¢ (as long as ¢ is small enough), which follows from
Proposition 4.2(d). Now consider a sequence py, . 0 and sequences of uj, € U and
t;, — 0o such that

1
ﬁwfk (ug) > S —pr forallk >0,

which is possible by 23). We put jj, := 1/,/%;. By Lemma[A.3] we find times
t; <ty so that

1 *

where ¢, — t} > /t/(2w) and w = max{—w, w} (see Lemma. Using
again, this leads to

1 x 1
70 @) > 8 = pre = pr = 7log Copp =7 for0 <l <ty — 15,

We put 4y, = Otuy, t, := t, — t;, — oo. By compactness, we may assume that
uy, — U for some u € U. Fixt € Z~g and 0. Then, for k large enough, t < #;,
4.3)

bl

and, by continuity of vf / 2() (see Lemma
5/2~ 5/2 ~
|vt/ () — ”t/ ()] < p.
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We thus obtain

Tl = 100 @0) + (7@ - 1)
> S —pk— Pk — %bgCa/Q—W—%
Letting t — oo, this yields

1
lim inf Evfﬂ(ﬂ) >S5 —7.

t—o00

Now choose for each t € Z( some u; € U with sup, ¢, v5(u)/t = vi(u;)/t,
which is possible by continuity of v§ (-). Then, using Proposition d),

o 1. NI S
llgéglf 21615 —v;(u) = llggf TV (uy)

R N 7P
< < —
S 'y—i—htmlnftvt (a)

o . 1 0/2
< —
'y—l—suphtmmftvt (u)

uel

1,
< . . - 3
<~v+ 31615 lim inf . (Ce +vi_or(u))

1
=7+ 31615 litrgglf Evf(u)

Together with the estimate of Lemma[4.1] this yields

1 1
hiny (K, Q) = —lim inf sup T0i(u) 2 =y = sup lim inf o7 (u).

We can choose v arbitrarily small, which also enforces € to become arbitrarily
small. Hence, the desired inequality follows. U

4.5 An estimate in terms of random escape rates

Our next goal is to replace the supremum over u € U in the right-hand side of (22))
by a supremum over all f-invariant probability measures to obtain the estimate

1
hiny (K, Q) > —lim  sup hminf/logvol(Q(u,T,s))dP(u).
el0 pem(p) T T

Once this is accomplished, we can prove the desired lower bound (I6)) in terms of
pressure by standard methods from thermodynamic formalism.

Before we prove the desired inequality, we note that any limit of the form

lim ~ [ logvol(Q(u, 7, ¢)) dP(u),

T—00 T
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if it exists, is called a random escape rate for the RDS (¢, P) (see [48]).

The main ideas of the proof of the following proposition are taken from [52,
Lem. A.6] (a result on abstract subadditive cocycles).

4.6 Proposition: Under the assumptions (A1)-(A3), for any compact set K C @)
of positive volume

1
hiny (K, Q) > —lim sup liminf/logvol(Q(u,T,e))dP(u). (24)
el0 pem(g) T T

Proof: We fix v > 0, choose § = d(7) > 0 according to Proposition c) and
e = €(6) > 0 according to Proposition b). Then we pick an arbitrary v € U
and let

PR
B = htrggolf TV (u).
Now we consider the sequence of Borel probability measures on the measurable
space (U, B(U)) defined by

t—1
1
Pt = E zgdgsu, t e Z>0.
s=

Since U is compact, there exists a weak™ limit point P of (P;);~o. With standard
arguments, one shows that P is §-invariant. Then the following chain of inequali-
ties holds for any fixed r € Z~¢:

C 1 1
< —
B htlll inf n Wy (u)

t—r
N | 5
< lim inf - Z% wy (6°u)
S=

t—o00

t—oo tr

t—1
1
= lim inf — Z w(0°u)
s=0
1 1 t—1
< = Y 6/2(ps
< —log Cypp + 7 + liminf — Zovr (0°w)
s=

1 1
= —log Cs/2 +7—|—liminf/vf/2dPt.
T t—oo T

The first line follows from Proposition #.2[b) and the fourth from item (c) of the
same proposition. The third line uses that fwf is bounded on U and the last line
simply uses the definition of F;. It remains to prove the second inequality. To
this end, for each s in the range 0 < s < r let us choose integers g5, s such that

t=s+qsr+1rswithgs > 0and 0 < ry, < r. By LemmalA.4]

r—1gs—1 t—r
Z Z wd (057 u) = wa(ﬂsu).
s=0 j=0 s=0

46



Hence, using subadditivity, we find that

r—1 gs—1

ruf(u) < 3 (wi +Z (6°97w) + ), (677" w))
s=0
r—1

= wd +Zw 0°u —|—Zw (0" "=

Dividing both sides by ¢r and letting ¢ — oo completes the proof of the second
inequality above. We have thus proved the estimate

1
hmlnf ’Uf/QdPtZ,B—’)/—;lOgC(VQ

t—o00

for all r € Z~¢. By continuity of vf/Q(-), this implies

1 1
’]”/Uf/2dp26_7_7"10g06/2‘

According to Proposition ud) choose T' € Z-q such that 115/ 2( ) < C +
vE_op (0T ), which yields
c 1 [ . 1
—+ - dP > —~— —logC,
- T 7,/%—27’ >p—n 108 Cs 2,

where we use that P is §-invariant. Letting » — oo, we arrive at
N <
B <~ +liminf — [ v; dP,
r—oo 1
which implies

1 1
sup lim inf vt( ) <~v+ sup liminf— / vi dP.
ueld 0 pPem(g) tooo t

Since 7y can be chosen arbitrarily small, this together with Proposition §.5]leads to
the desired estimate. 0

4.6 An estimate in terms of pressure

To complete the proof of the lower bound, we need to relate the random escape rate
bound from Proposition to the pressure of the associated random dynamical
systems. This is accomplished by the following theorem whose proof follows the
proof of the variational principle for the pressure of random dynamical systems
[7]. The idea to use these arguments to compute escape rates can be found in many
works, including [9, 48, 167]].
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4.7 Theorem: Assume that the control system Y is of regularity class C? and let
Q) be a compact all-time controlled invariant set of . satistying the following as-
sumptions:

(A1) Q is uniformly hyperbolic.
(A2) L(Q) is an isolated invariant set of the control flow.

(A3) The fiber map u — Q(u) is lower semicontinuous.

Then for every compact set K C (@ of positive volume, the invariance entropy
satisfies

. - - _
hnK.Q) 2 nf | [ 1087 p1(a) st 2) s ()] 25)

Proof: To simplify some arguments, we assume without loss of generality that the
manifold M is compact. Fix some P € M(6) and sufficiently small ¢,6 > 0. Let
Fyuts C Q(u) be a maximal (u, t, §)-separated set for each v € U and t € Z~y.

By (13)), this implies

vi(u) <log Cays +log > JTppu(z)~h, (26)
xeFu,t,&

We define sequences of probability measures on (M, B(M)) by

—log J T ot ,u(x
nu L Zl’eFu,t,6 2 b )533 te 7 wel
t “Tlog It 01w ) >0,
D neFy,, 2 0BT (@)

and
1 t—1 -
VZI‘ = E ;@(_87 'au)glnta u’ te Z>O-

We can choose the sets I, ; 5 such that 7;* depends measurably on u (see [7, Proof
of Thm. 6.1]), implying that we can define probability measures oy on U x M by
doy(u, x) := dnj(xz)dP(u).

Observe that for any A € B(U x M) we have

t—1 t—1

(Ds)e0e(A) = - Y (@7 H(A))

S

| =

w
Il
o
w
o

1= .
=2 Z_:O/u/M Lg-1(4)(u, 2) dny (x)dP(u)

1 — S u
= Sz:[:)/u/M 1A(0°u, p(s,z,u))dn(z)dP(u)
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e . N
= t;/U/M ]lA(,U?SO(S’va U))dnte (l’)dP(’U)
= . N
> /u /M La(w ) dlg(s, 070t ] (1)AP()

_ /u /Mnm,y)dvf(y)dp(v).

Hence, the measures v/;* are the sample measures of p; := %Zi;t(@s)*at. By
weak™ compactness, there exists a limit point z of the sequence (p)¢~o. Then
is a ®-invariant measure with marginal P on U, i.e., an invariant measure of the
random dynamical system (i, P). Indeed, for any g € C°(U x M,R) and an
appropriate subsequence (tx)x~0, we have

(®ep— 1)(9) = Jim | /u XMg(@(u,x»dutk ()= [ alwa)dpn (u.2)

k—o00
= i |+ t:Z;// — g(u, ) d[p(=s, -, ), nf, “](x )dP(u)‘
= ol t:Z: / / —g(Hsu,x))d[(ws,u)*n;](x)dp(u)‘
=am, tkzol/ / Cs1(u, 7)) — g(¢s(u7w)))dn&(w)dP(u)‘

= gim | [ [ o an @)= [ atwaang )] apt)

k—o0 tk

< dim o [ [ gl (u.2)) - g(u2)] dn (2)AP(W)
—00 tk UuJmM

< lim — max |g(u,z)| =0,

k—oo g (u,z)elUxM
showing that y is ®-invariant. The fact that (7). = P follows from the conti-
nuity of the operator (7).

By Lemma [A.5] we can choose a finite Borel partition P = {P,..., Py} of
M with diam(P;) < 0 and (mpr)«p(0P;) = 0 for ¢ = 1,...,k. Since
(ma)«p(OF;) = [ p(0P;) dP(u), where p* are the sample measures of i, we
have " (0F;) = 0 for P-almost all u € U.

Put v (u,x) := —log J ey u(x) and Si(u) == > cp 27() - Since each

element of \/i;%) ©(s,+,u) 1P contains at most one element of F, ; 5, we obtain
for P-almost all v € U that

t—1
1 (V @itP) = [ o) ant(a)
s=0
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27t (u,) 27t (u,) 2% u,x)

= — log + log e(u:z)
2€F, St(u) Si(u) 2€F,
Q’Yt
Z log Si(u) = log Si(u).
$€F .8

Now consider q,t € Z~o with 1 < ¢ < t and let a(r) denote the integer part of
(t—r)/qfor0 <r <gq—1. Then

a(r)—

\/ SO_LP - \/ SorJrzqu \/ 90 9r+1qu73 v \/ (psu

sER

where the set R satisfies | R| < 2¢. Hence, using elementary properties of Shannon
entropy, we conclude that

t—1 a(r)—1 g—1
Hng (\/ 908_,13,7?) < Z H(%,_,_iq’u)*ng (\/ (’Dj79r+iqup) + 2qlog k.
s=0 i=0 =0

Summing over r = 0,1,...,q — 1, we obtain

~

-1

q—1
qlog Si(u) < ZH(eos,u)*m“ <\/ (‘Oj’esup>

5=0 j=0 27
+%“%k—q/F%WwDMﬂ@-

Using the notation

t o -
s () = Hs@ su)snf “(\/ Piu )
we find tha@]
1 t—1 q—1
t -1
E Z hs,q(u) < HVZJ (\/ (pj,up>
s=0 =0
and
1 12,
ZZH%u(V%*):;Z%N@
=0 s=0

Integrating both sides over u and using #-invariance of P leads to

Z/ (Po)e \/%as /H \/gflp)dp)

'Here we use the elementary property > sl (P) < Hy. ,,,(P) of Shannon entropy for
convex combinations of measures.
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Dividing by t and integrating, we thus obtain

! /logSt /H \/ cp;lp)dp

2
+2% 10k~ g [ (=(w2) (. 2),

(28)

where we use that

//’ytua:dnt )dP(u //an (u, z)) dnf(z)d P (u)

1 .

=32 [ [t wai@aru
= S L

B t;/ / 1 (0%u, @) dlp(=s, -, 0%u), i) () A P(u)

_ / / 1 (0%, 2) dv? ™ (2)d P (u)
— [ [ntwa)ap@are = [ .o duu.o).
Letting ¢ — oo (respectively, an appropriate subsequence) in (28)), we thus obtain
o1 _
qhggft/logst /H \/ o7 173>dP

4 / (=1 (s 2)) dpa(u, ),

where we use that 7 is continuous and p*(9P;) = 0 for P-almost all « and all
P; € P. Using (26), we arrive at

t—o00

1
liminft/vf(u) dP(u)

1
<liminf ; / log S, (u) AP (u)

/H \/ 307173> dP(u /log JT o1 u(z) du(u, x).
Since this estimate holds for all ¢ € Z~(, we can let ¢ — oo and obtain

lim inf — ! /vf(u) dP(u) < hu(e, PyP) — /log J o1 () dp(u, z)

t—o00

< hu(p, P) — /log Tt o1 () du(u, ).
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It remains to show that p is supported on L(Q). By construction, supp(oy) C
L(Q) for every t € Z-~q, which implies supp(u;) C L(Q) by P-invariance of
L(Q), and consequently supp(p) C L(Q). Together with Proposition this
yields the desired estimate. (]

4.7 Optimal measures

A natural question that arises from the estimate (23) is whether the infimum is
attained as a minimum. Indeed, we will show that this always holds, which leads
to an interesting conclusion.

A sufficient condition for the existence of the minimum is the upper semicontinuity
of the functional’|

= hy(, (m)sp) — /log JTedy,

where the space of ®-invariant measures is equipped with the standard weak*-
topology. Since the integrand in the last term is a continuous function, it follows
that this term is continuous in . Hence, it suffices to prove the upper semiconti-
nuity of the measure-theoretic entropy.

4.8 Lemma: The functional pi +— hy (¢, (m)«pt), defined on M (@), is upper
semicontinuous.

Proof: Throughout the proof, we say that a partition has zero u-boundary if the
p-measure of the boundary of each member of the partition vanishes. The proof
proceeds in two steps.

Step 1: Writing F := 7, (B(U)) (which is a ®-invariant o-algebra on U x M), we
will use the following alternative characterization of the measure-theoretic entropy
(with respect to a partition P) due to [[7, Thm. 3.1], using conditional entropy:

T—1

e, (ot P) = (@5 PLF) 1= T 1, (\/ ®,({U} x P)IF). 29)
s=0

We fix 1o € M(®|1(q)) and prove that hy, (¢, () .4t; P) depends upper semicon-
tinuously on p at pg if P has zero (7as )« po-boundary.

To this end, first note that due to subadditivity the limit in (29)) can be written as the
infimum over 7 € Z~. Since the infimum over upper semicontinuous functions is
upper semicontinuous, it suffices to prove the upper semicontinuity of the function

wes Hy, (\/1 o_,({U} x 7>)|f)
s=0

"Here we use that an upper semicontinuous function defined on a compact space attains its max-
imum.
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at pop for each fixed 7. By the definition of conditional entropy (see [27,
Def. 1.4.5]), we have

(\/<1> {L{}XP|}'> mf{ (\/cp {U}xP|R>:ij}, (30)

where the infimum is taken over all countable partitions R whose elements belong
to F. Hence, it is sufficient to prove that

s H, (\/cp {u}xp)m)

is upper semicontinuous for each partition R as above. Recall that for any parti-
tions .4 and B, the conditional entropy is defined by

H,(A|B) = Z 1(B)Hpp (A),

BeB

where pp(-) = u(- N B)/u(B). As long as both partitions A and B have zero jio-
boundaries, the Portmanteau-Theorem tells us that 1 — H,,(A|B) is continuous
at p1o0. Applying this fact to our problem, we see that we are fine if we can restrict
ourselves to partitions R with zero pp-boundaries (observing that {¢/} x P has zero
{10-boundary and thus also the joint partitions \/7_ ®_;({i/} x P)). By a general
fact, see [27, Fact 6.6.6], we can find a so-called refining sequence of partitions
Ry, k € Z~o, with zero pp-boundaries so that the infimum in (30) is approached
along this sequence for every p (see [27, Lem. 1.7.11]). Hence, we have proved
that h,, (¢, P;P) is upper semicontinuous at /i if P has zero (77 )+po-boundary.

Step 2: To complete the proof, it suffices to show that for every ug € M((ID‘ LQ))
there exists a finite measurable partition P of M with zero (7). po-boundary so
that

hou(@, () wpt) = by, (me)sps; P) - forall p € M(®1@))-
This follows from expansivity. Indeed, to understand this, we need to regard the

restriction of ® to L(() as a bundle random dynamical system over the base (U4, 6).
Then we can write the entropy above as

T—1
1 1A s
(o (s P) = lim [, (\ ¢iiP0"0)) dP(w),
s=0

where P(u) = {Q(u) N P : P € P}, see [46, Formula (1.1.5)]. We call the par-
tition P a generator if the sequence of partitions ¢, ;75(6’%), t € Z, generates the
Borel o-algebra of Q(u) for all u € U. Assume that diam(P) < ¢ forall P € P,
where 6 > 0 is an expansivity constant for the hyperbolic set (). Then P (u) con-
tains arbitrarily fine partitions of Q(u), and thus it generates the Borel o-algebra.
By [46, Thm. 1.1.2], it follows that the entropy is attained on the partition P for
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every j1 € M(®|1(q)), and from Lemma it follows that for every fixed pg we
can find a partition P with zero (7). /o-boundary and diameter smaller than J.
O

Hence, we have the following corollary of Theorem 4.7

4.9 Corollary: Let(Q be a compact all-time controlled invariant set of X satisfying
(A1)~(A3). Then there exists fi € M(®1q)) so that for every compact set K C Q
with positive volume

B (K, Q) > / log J*+ 1) dfi(, ) — hi (i, (M) ufd).

An SRB measure of an RDS is an invariant probability measure whose conditional
probabilities on the unstable manifolds are absolutely continuous with respect to
the Lebesgue measure on these manifolds, see [68]] or [46, Def. 3.2.2] for a precise
definition. SRB measures y can also be characterized by the equality h,, = A" (),
where AT (1) is a short-cut for the integral over the sum of the positive Lyapunov
exponents, see [5] or [46, Thm. 3.2.4]. In our case, this equality can be written as

hu(p, P) = /log JTpdu.

This easily implies the following corollary.

4.10 Corollary: Assume that the control system ¥ is of regularity class C?. Let
Q@ be a compact all-time controlled invariant set of 3. satisfying (A1)—(A3). Then
hiny (K, Q) = 0 for some compact set K C (@ of positive volume implies the
existence of P € M(0) so that the associated random dynamical system (p, P)
admits an SRB measure supported on L(Q).

Proof: By Corollary and the Margulis-Ruelle inequality [4], hiny (K, Q) = 0
implies the identity

(o (mei) = [ log. T o di
which is equivalent to ji being an SRB measure for the random dynamical system

(i, (m0)«f2) (see 3. Thm. 2.6])[F 0

4.8 A purely topological characterization

For certain purposes, it may be useful to have a purely topological characterization
of the lower bound of Theorem To obtain such a characterization, we first

"The obligatory integrability condition [(log™ [|¢1,ullc2 + log™ [[o—1,ullc2) dP(u) < oo is
trivially satisfied by compactness of ¢/ and continuous dependence of the derivatives on u. Here we
assume again without loss of generality that M is compact.
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recall the definition of topological pressure of the bundle random dynamical system
that is obtained by restricting ® to L(Q) and fixing a measure P € M (). Let
a : L(Q)) — R be a continuous function. For v € U, 7 € Z~ and € > 0, we put

To(U, T, €) := SUP{Z 93150 (®s (1) | Q(u) is (u, 7, 6)-separated}.
zeF
It can be shown that 7,(-, 7, ¢) is measurable for each ¢ > 0 and 7 € Z~( with

respect to the completed Borel o-algebra on U/ (see [/, Lem. 5.3]). We then put

1
Topl, P50 s=limsup [ log ma(u, 7. 2) dP(uw)
T—00

(31
ﬂ-top((va-P; a) = 1(€iig7rtop((va-P’5;a)a

where ©@ denotes the bundle RDS given by the restriction of ® to L(Q). The
variational principle (see [[7, Thm. 6.1] or [46, Ch. 5, Thm. 1.2.13]) then implies

Top(p? Pia) = sup  mu(p, Pia).
HeMp(P;L(Q))

Hence, we can write our lower bound as

hinv(Kv Q) 2 — Sup Wtop(gaQa Pa - 10g J+80) (32)
PeM(0)

Now we prove the main result of this subsection, which replaces the supremum
over the measures P with a supremum over control sequences.

4.11 Proposition: It holds that

1
sup ﬂtop(goQ, P; —log J" ) = sup lim lim sup — log 7_ log J oo (U, T, €).

PeM(8) uel &0 700 T
Proof: Let us write o := —log J"¢. By the derivation of our lower bound, we
know that

1
lim sup lim inf — log vol(Q(u, 7,¢)) < sup Wtop(gaQ,P; Q). (33)
ell yeyy 7T T PeM(0)

Now let F,r. C Q(u) be an arbitrary (u,T,e)-separated subset. If y €
B2 (z) for some © € F,,., then d(p(t,y,u),p(t,z,u)) < e implying
dist(p(t,y,u), Q(0'u)) < e for 0 < t < 7. Since the Bowen-balls Bu/;( ),
x € Fy 7., are disjoint, it follows by the volume lemma that

vol(Q(u,7,6)) > Y vol(BY(2) = Cy D T rpru(a) !

-TGFU,T,E :I:GFU T,€
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-1 Tl a(®s(u,z
= 05/2 Z 22570 ( ( ))

meFu,T,e

Hence,

log vol(Q(u, T,€)) > log 08712 + log Z 92120 A Ps(usT)) (34)

TEFy 1 e

Since this holds true for every (u, T, ¢)-separated subset of ()(u), we obtain

1 1
lim inf — log vol(Q(u, 7,¢)) > liminf — log 74 (u, T, €).
T—00 T T—00 T

By [46, Ch. 5, Prop. 1.2.6], it does not matter if we replace lim inf with lim sup
in the definition of topological pressure, and hence, in combination with it
follows that

1
sup Wtop(goQ, P; ) > sup lim lim sup — log wo (u, 7, €).
PeM(0) weld €0 1500 T

Here we also use that the limit for € | 0 can be written as the supremum over € > 0,
and two suprema can be interchanged.
To prove the converse inequality, it suffices to show that for every P € M (6),

1
Tiop (99, P; @) < sup lim lim sup — log 7o (u, 7, €).
ued &0 7500 T

Using the definitions and (34)), for the left-hand side we obtain
Q . 1
Top (@™, P;a) = limlimsup — [ logmy(u, 7, ) dP(u)
el0 1500 T

1
< lim lim sup — /log vol(Q(u, 1,¢)) dP(u)

el0 1500 T

1
< lim lim sup — sup log vol(Q(u, 7, €)).
el0 1200 T ueld

Exactly as in the proof of Proposition [4.5] we can interchange the limit superior

and the supremum, hence

1
Top (99, P; @) < limsup lim sup = log vol(Q(u, T, €)).

el0 yet 7—=00 T

As already shown in (I3]), for a maximal (u, 7, )-separated set F, ;. C Q(u) we
have the inequality

VOI(Q(U, 7—75)) < Cﬂ+€ Z 22;;3 (@s(u.2) < Cﬁ—i—sﬂ'a(uﬂ—a 5)7

weFu,T,s
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implying

1
Trtop(CPQ, P;a) < limsup lim sup — log o (u, T, €).
el0 yeif 7200 T
Since the limit in € is a supremum and two suprema can be interchanged, the result
is proved. -

We close this subsection with a related result that is interesting for the evaluation of
the lower bound in the case when @) is a (very) small perturbation of a hyperbolic
set of a diffeomorphism.

4.12 Proposition: Let () be the hyperbolic set constructed in the small-
perturbation setting of Theorem[3.11] Then the function

- 1
u +— limlimsup — log 7_1og s+, (u, T, €)
el0 7500 T

is continuous at u in the sup-metric du, onUy.

Proof: Let u € Up and let F C A be a (u’, 7, ¢)-separated set for some 7 € Z~q
and £ > 0. Consider the set F' := h,(F) C Q(u). Since the family {h; '}y, is
equicontinuous and hg,, o fyo = @1, © h~u (see Proposition , we can choose
d = d(e) > 0 (independent of u) so that F'is (u, T, §)-separated.

Moreover, since (u,z) + log Jt 1, () is uniformly continuous on L(Q), by
choosing 3 in Proposition [3.10(b) small enough, we obtain for all z € A, u € Uy
sufficiently close to u? in the d.-distance and 7 € Z~ that

J+‘PT,U(hU($)) =

log W = g (log J+<P1,93u(90s,u(hu(x))) — log J+901,u0(f{jo (ac)))
T—1
<) B=1p
s=0

for some B > 0 that becomes arbitrarily small as 3 and ds(u, u") do. Hence, we

can estimate }
S Tt w@) <20 T Teru(y)
z€F yeﬁ‘

which implies
”—1og)+go(u ’775) = ”—10gJﬂo(u7;7 )

Since this holds for all 7 > 0, we have

1 ~ 1
lim sup — log 7_ 104 L]+SO(UO,7_, ) < B+ limsup —log m_ g s+, (u, 7, 0).
T—oo T T—oo T
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In fact, 5 was chosen independently of € so that this inequality still holds if we
send ¢ and § to zero. Interchanging the roles of v and u", we see that also the
converse inequality holds. This completes the proof. U

As a consequence of the above proposition, the lower bound obtained for
hiny (K, Q) converges to the topological pressure on A (with respect to
—log J T f,0) as the size of the neighborhood Uy shrinks to zero.

4.9 Achievability

There are good reasons to expect that our lower bound for invariance entropy also
becomes an upper bound under additional controllability assumptions, i.e., that
average data rates arbitrarily close to the lower bound are achievable by proper
coder-controller designs. In the following two extreme cases, this can be made
very plausible:

e Assume that the u-fibers of () are finite. As the main result of [41]] shows,
this is always the case for hyperbolic sets of continuous-time systems In
this framework, we have derived a formula for hi,, (K, Q) in [25] which
is analogous to our lower bound. To obtain this result, we needed to as-
sume that the hyperbolic set is the closure of a maximal set of approximate
controllability and that the Lie algebra rank condition (guaranteeing local
accessibility) is satisfied on (). Observe that in the case of finite u-fibers,
the entropy term A, (¢, (mz/)«/t) in our lower bound vanishes, because finite
fibers cannot support positive entropy. Hence, in this case

P (K, Q) > it [ 1og T
n

The theory of subadditive cocycles (see, e.g., [52, App. A]) shows that this
is equivalent to

1
Riny (K, > inf  limsup —log J" z).
v(K, Q) wad o i sup log Pru(T)
In the continuous-time case, an analogous upper bound is obtained by sta-
bilizing the system around regular periodic trajectories in int (). Via argu-
ments originating from [53|], this leads to upper bounds which approximate
all growth rates of the form

) 1

limsup — log JY o, (), (u,z) € L(Q).
700 T

It is more or less obvious that the same proof techniques also work in dis-

crete time. However, since the genericity of universally regular control se-

quences is needed to carry out some details of the proof, similar assumptions

This may seem strange, but follows from the definition of uniform hyperbolicity without a one-
dimensional center bundle.
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as in Theorem (analyticity and uniform forward accessibility, in partic-
ular) are necessary. The special case when () is constructed as in the small-
perturbation setting of Theorem [3.11|is handled by Theorem below.

» The opposite extreme case is that the set L((Q) supports an SRB measure
for one of the random dynamical systems (¢, P). In this case, as we have
seen in Corollary [4.10] the lower bound vanishes. On the other hand, the
existence of an SRB measure should imply the existence of some sort of
attractor in Q. But if such an attractor exists, then appropriate controllability
assumptions will guarantee that one can steer the system from any initial
state in K into the basin of attraction, by using only finitely many different
control sequences. Once the system has entered the basin of attraction, no
further control actions are necessary, which leads to hiy, (K, Q) = 0. In the
small-perturbation setting, this is shown by Theorem [d.17] below.

For the general case, a concrete idea how to prove an achievability result is miss-
ing although it is clear that one has to consider coding and control strategies that
stabilize the system at the u-fibers (possibly periodic u’s will do as in the case of
finite fibers). However, stabilization around particular trajectories would lead to
data rates that are too large to match the lower bound. Hence, appropriate coding
and control strategies should keep the state z; close to Q(#'u) without following
the same trajectory for every initial state (due to shadowing it cannot be avoided to
follow some trajectory, however).

For completeness, we provide proofs for the two simplest cases of the achievabil-
ity result. First, we handle the case when () is constructed by a small control-
perturbation of a hyperbolic periodic orbit.

The following lemma, taken from [25, Prop. 9], will be used.

4.13 Lemma: Consider the dynamical system (U%,6). For every ¢ > 0, there
exists & > 0 such that every d-chain of (U”,#) is c-shadowed by a real orbit.
Moreover, if the §-chain is periodic, a periodic shadowing orbit with the same
period exists.

4.14 Theorem: Consider the control system > and let () C M be a hyperbolic
set constructed as in the small-perturbation setting of Theorem for the control
system 0 given by (12)). Additionally, assume that the following conditions are
satisfied:

(B1) The topologically transitive and hyperbolic set A of f,o is a periodic orbit.
(B2) The system X is real-analytic and uniformly forward accessible.

(B3) L(Q) is a chain component of the control flow ofEOFEI

PRecall that by Lemma L(Q) is an internally chain transitive set. Here we are only adding
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Then for any compact set K C core(Q) of positive volume, it holds that

1
hiny(K,Q) = inf  limsup - log J Ty (). 35
(%.9) (u,z)€L(Q) t—>oopt gJ " ru(T) (35)

Proof: Throughout the proof, we denote the right-hand side of (35) by v. We also
recall that
ar(u, ) :=log JToru(x), ap: L(Q) — R

is a continuous additive cocycle over ®|,). For notational reasons, we write u*
instead of u° for the fixed constant control that leads to the hyperbolic periodic
orbit A.

Step 1: We prove that the right-hand side of the inequality (23) (our lower bound)
equals v under Assumption (B1). In fact, for this conclusion we only need that
the u-fibers Q(u) are finite. First, we prove that the measure-theoretic entropy
hu(p, P) vanishes for every P € M (#) and every invariant measure ;. of the RDS
(¢, P) with supp(u) C L(Q). The variational principle for bundle RDS (see [46,
Thm. 1.2.13]) implies the inequality h, (¢, P) < hiop(¢, P), where the right-hand
side is the topological entropy of the bundle RDS. Since htop (¢, P) is defined via
the growth rates of maximal (u, T, €)-separated subsets of the u-fibers and these
are finite, it vanishes. Hence, to complete the first step it remains to show that

inf / log J T pdu = 7. (36)
BEM(®|L(@)) ven

This follows immediately from the theory of subadditive cocycles, applied to «,
see [52, App. A]. As a consequence, Theorem . 7)immediately yields

hinv(Ku Q) > - (37)
Step 2: We introduce the set
Lper(Q) == {(u,x) € L(Q) : P, (u,z) = (u,x) for some 7 € Z~o}

of periodic elements of L((Q) and prove that
1

— s f l_ = 1 J+ ‘ 38

Y (u,x)éILlper(Q) tiglo f og Sot,u(l‘) (38)

The proof of this identity uses the concept of the Morse spectrum of an additive
cocycle. Let us therefore first recall some definitions. Consider an e-chain ¢ given
by points (u°, zg), ..., (u”,z,) in L(Q)E-I The finite-time Morse exponent of the
chain ¢ is defined as

T—1
AQ) = % Z a1 (ul, zy).
t=0

the requirement that L(Q) is maximal with this property. This is probably satisfied if A is an Axiom
A basic set.
I Recall that we use upper indexes for the u-components to avoid abuse of notation.
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The Morse spectrum of the cocycle « is the set

SmMo (@) == ﬂ cl{A(¢) : (is ane-chainin L(Q)}.

e>0

From Assumption (B3) and [58, Thm. 3.2], we know that Syj,() is a compact
interval which equals

Smo(@) = {/al dp:pe M((I)\L(Q))}-
In particular, by (36) this shows that
v = inf Syio (). 39)

By [45] Lem. 8], it suffices to consider periodic e-chains in the definition of the
Morse spectrum, i.e., such with (u°, zg) = (u”, z,). Let

SMo,Per () 1= ﬂ cl{\(¢) : ¢ is a periodic e-chain in L(Q)}.
e>0

Then together with [45] Lem. 8] yields

Y= inf SMo,Per(a)-

Now consider a periodic e-chain ¢ in L(Q), given by (u°,x¢), (ut,21), ...,

(u",z;) = (u%xp). We want to prove the existence of a 7-periodic point

(u,z) € L(Q) which shadows the e-chain ( in the sense that
Ay (P (u, ), (ut,2)) < B, t=0,1,...,7—1, (40)

where 5 > 0 1is given and ¢ = () must be chosen sufficiently small. If we have
found such a point (u, ), it follows that

A(¢) — lim oztux ’—)iZalu xt) —laT(u .TU)‘

t—oo t

- %)Z(m(uﬁm @y @

< max |y (u', 2¢) — oy (4 (u, 7)),

o<t<T

where we use that
. 1 1
Jim tOZt(U x) = TaT(u,a:)

by the 7-periodicity of (u,z). It is clear that the last expression in (1)) can be
made arbitrarily small if 3 is chosen small enough due to (40) and the uniform
continuity of o on the compact set L(()). Hence, we obtain (38) as desired. To
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find the periodic point (u, x), we proceed in two steps. First, we use the periodic
shadowing property of the shift operator on U described in Lemma {.13] This
property yields a T-periodic control sequence u € Uy such that

dy(0'u,ut) <8 fort=0,1,...,7—1 (42)

for any fixed § > 0 if ¢ = £(¢) is chosen small enough. Now observe that the
bi-infinite sequence (Htu, xt)tez, Where the finite sequence of x;’s is continued
T-periodically in both directions, is a pseudo-orbit, since

d(p(L, ¢, 0"u), 1) < d(p(1, 4, 0%0), (1, 24, u')) + d(p(1, 24, u'), 41)
< d(‘?(la Tt, etu)v 90(17 Tty ut)) + dUXM((I)(utv xt)’ (ut+1’ xt-i—l))-

The first term can be made arbitrarily small by uniform continuity of ¢(1,-,-) on
the compact set () x Up and (42). The second term is smaller than € by assumption.
Moreover, the pseudo-orbit (6w, z;) is close to L(Q), because 0'u is close to u'
and (u', ;) € L(Q). Hence, the shadowing lemma yields a true orbit of the form
(0'u, p(t,y,u))ez with (u,y) € L(Q) which shadows (6w, ), and thus (u!, x;).
By uniqueness of shadowing orbits and a shifting argument, it easily follows that
this orbit is 7-periodic. The proof of Step 2 is complete.

Step 3: We introduce the set

Lper,reg(Q) = {(u,2) € Lper(Q) s ux € int Ug Vt € Z, x € int Q
(x,u) is regular},

where regularity is understood as controllability of the linearization on the time
interval [0; 7] with 7 > 0 denoting the minimal period of (u, x). We prove that

. 1 n
T s ) e 1 108 1l2)

To prove this identity, we exploit the genericity of universally regular control se-
quences as guaranteed by Theorem [3.13] and Assumption (B2). Pick an arbitrary
point (u,x) € Lpe(Q) of period 7. We claim that the point (u,x) can be ap-
proximated by a sequence (u", ) € Lperreg(Q). We may assume that 7 is large
enough so that S(7), the set of universally regular control sequences in (int Up)7,
is dense in Uj. Hence, we find a sequence (u")nez., in S(7) such that " — u.
Here we also think of u™ being extended 7-periodically in both directions so that
u™ € Uy. Using the homeomorphisms h,, introduced in Proposition let
x = hy(z) for some z on the periodic orbit A. Let [A| = 7* so that 7 is the
minimal period of z. Then

hu(z) =T = SOT,U(:L‘) = @T,u(hu(z)) = hGTu(qu* (Z)) = hu( ;—* (Z))

Since h,, is injective, it follows that z = f7.(z). Hence, 7 must be an integer
multiple of 7*. Now put x,, := hyn(2) € Q(u"). Then

Prun (Tn) = Prun(hun (2)) = horyn (fue(2)) = hun (2) = Ty,.
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As v — wand v — h, is continuous, we have x,, = hyn(z) — hy(z) = .
It remains to prove that x,, € int ) for each n. Fix n and note that by universal
regularity of u" the linearization along the controlled periodic orbit associated with
(u™, xy,) is controllable on the time interval [0; 7]. Assume to the contrary that x,, €
0Q. Then local controllability (implied by the controllability of the linearization)
leads to periodic trajectories starting in (), leaving () and then returning to @,
which stay arbitrarily close to the trajectory (-, 2™, u™) at all times. For instance,
one can first steer in time 7 from z" to a point y ¢ @ close to z™. Then one steers
from y back to z™ in time 7, which leads to a 27-periodic trajectory starting in "
which is not completely contained in ). Moreover, this trajectory is controlled by
a control sequence arbitrarily close to ™. This contradicts the fact that L(Q) is
isolated invariant. Hence, the claim is proved. As (u", z,) — (u, x), we also have
Lo (u™,2,) = Lar(u,x), which completes the proof of Step 3.

Step 4: To complete the proof of the theorem, it suffices to show that
1
hinv (K7 Q) S t1i>120 ;at ('LL, .’L’) for all (U, .T) € Lper,reg(Q)'

This can be shown by the arguments in [53, Thm. 3] adapted to the case of a
periodic orbit (instead of an equilibrium point). Also note that for the continuous-
time case these arguments have already been adapted in [42, Thm. 4.3]. Here, it is
important that for a fixed (u, ) € Lper reg(Q), one can steer from any initial state
o € K to an arbitrarily small neighborhood of z in finite time without leaving Q.
To prove this, we use Assumption (B3) again. By Corollary [3.19] we know that we
can steer from any x( € K arbitrarily close to  via some trajectory ¢(-, xg,u),
u € Uy. For some 7 > 0, we have (7, xg,u) € Q. Assume to the contrary that
o(t, xo,u) ¢ Q for some 0 < t < 7. We prove that this contradicts that L(Q) is a
maximal chain transitive set. It is well-known that @), as the projection of L(Q) to
M, is a maximal set of all-time controlled invariance and chain controllability (see
[17, Thm. 4.1.4] for the continuous-time case). However, the set Q U {¢(s, 2o, u) :
s € [0; 7]} also has these two properties as one can easily check. This contradicts
maximality, and hence concludes the proof. (]

In the following, we show how to handle the case when () is constructed as in the
small-perturbation setting and one of the RDS (¢, P) admits an SRB measure on
L(Q). To prove the corresponding result, we need some additional concepts and
results from the hyperbolic theory.

Consider the control system X. For any (u,z) € U x M, the local unstable
manifold of size € > 0 is given by

Wi (z) ={y € M :d(o(—t,z,u), o(—t,y,u)) <&, Vt > 0}

If @ is a hyperbolic set of X, the stable manifold theorem tells us that for all
(u,z) € L(Q), W, _(x) is an embedded submanifold of M with

TW, ' (z) = E*(u, z).
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In particular, all unstable manifolds have the same dimension d™.

We will further use the following notation:

B(u,T,0) := U B (2).
2€Q(u)

That is, B(u, 7, ) is the union of all Bowen-balls centered in ()(u) of order T and
radius 9.

By [48, Eq. (3.1)], we have the following lemma on the topological pressure of
associated random dynamical systems, which is actually a simple consequence of
the volume lemma in combination with the shadowing lemma.

4.15 Lemma: Let P € M(0). Then, for all sufficiently small § > 0, we have
1
Tiop(%, P; —log JT¢) = Tli_)ngO - /logvol(B(u, 7,0)) dP(u).

We also need the so-called second volume lemma [48, Lem. A.1], which reads as
follows.

4.16 Lemma: Let X be of regularity class C? and assume that ) is a hyperbolic
set of ¥.. Then, for e, d > 0 small enough, there is a constant C, s > 0 such that

whenever (u,x) € L(Q), 7 > 0 andy € B (x).
Now, we can formulate and prove our main result.

4.17 Theorem: Consider the control system % and assume that it is of regularity
class C?. Let Q C M be a hyperbolic set constructed as in the small-perturbation
setting of Theorem for the control system X0 given by (12). Additionally,
assume that the following conditions are satisfied:

(C1) The isolated invariant and hyperbolic set A of f,0 is topologically transitive.

(C2) For some P € M(0), the RDS (p, P) admits an invariant probability mea-
sure i, supported on L(Q)), which satisfies

hu(p, P) = /10g Jtpdp. (43)

(C3) A is contained in int QFZ]

22 A sufficient condition is given in Theorem
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(C4) L(Q) is a chain component of the control flow of ¥.°.

(C5) U C R™ and f is of class C'.

Then, for any compact set K C core(Q), we have
hinv(K7 Q) =0.

Proof: The proof proceeds in five steps. The first four of them will show that A
is an attractor. The last step then uses this fact to show that the invariance entropy
vanishes.

Step 1: We prove the following auxiliary statement:

If Wi (z) C Q(u) for some (u,z) € L(Q), then A is an attractor, i.e., there
exists an arbitrarily small neighborhood V' of A with f,0(V) C V.

To this end, consider the set
A= h'zjl(qu—e(m)) = {h'zjl(y) : d(gﬁ(—t,l',’LL), @(_ta Y, U)) < &, vt > 0}

which is a well-defined subset of A by assumption. Using the uniform equicontinu-
ity of the family {h, '} (see Proposition(3.10), we can see that A C Wi -(hy ' (x))
if e = £(6) > 0 is small enough (taking a smaller € does not hurt). Indeed, this

follows from

d(f o (') [ (Bt (@) = dlhg s, ((=t, g, 1), by, (9=t 2, 1))

Since hy, ! is a homeomorphism, A is a topological submanifold of ij) s(hat(2))

of dimension d*. By the invariance-of-domain theorem, then A must be open in
WJB s(hat! (x)) Consequently, we can find some 7 > 0 small enough such that

W;B 77(h_l(ac)) C A C A. Now, we invoke [9, Lem. 4.9], which shows that this

u
implies that A is an attractor (under Assumption (C1)).

Step 2: We prove another auxiliary result:

We need to show that every z € A has a neighborhood in A which is open in Wi s(x). To

this end, let V' C A be a neighborhood of z which is homeomorphic to R viaa homeomorphism
oV — R%". But z also has a neighborhood V' C W 5(x), open relative to W:[J 5 (), which

is Euclidean. Let ¢ : V — R%" be the associated homeomorphism. Without loss of generality,

~ . - _ + + .
we can assume that V' C V. Then we consider the map 1) := |y 0 ¢~ : R?" — R?". This
map is continuous and injective. Now the invariance-of-domain-theorem tells us that the image

U = w(R‘ﬁ) is open in R*". Then we know that " 1(U) is open in V, implying that ¢~ (U)
is open in W, (). At the same time, o NU) = ¢>71(Rd+) = V. Hence, V is the desired
neighborhood.
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If A is not an attractor, then there exists a constant v > 0 such that for every
(u,z) € L(Q) there is y € W,'_(x) with dist(y, Q(u)) > .

To this end, fix u € U and consider for every 3 > 0 the set
Vs(u) == {z € Q(u) : dist(y, Q(u)) > 8 for some y € W,/ _(x)}.

This set is open in Q(u), because W,f_(z) depends continuously on z by the
stable manifold theorem. When 3 decreases, Vﬁ(u) increases. By Step 1, we
have W, _(z) ¢ Q(u) for all z € Q(u). Hence, for every z € Q(u) there is
B(z) > 0 with x € V() (u), and thus Q(u) = Uz~ Vs(u). By compactness,
Va(u) = Q(u) for some 3 > 0. We choose 3(u) as the supremum over all such .
Now assume to the contrary that there is a sequence (u"),en in U such that
B(u") — 0asn — oo. By compactness of U, we may assume that u" —
u* for some u* € U. Then there are x, € Q(u") with W (z,) C
N1 /n)+8un) (Q(u™)). We can also assume that z,, converges to some . € (Q(u").
As u— Q(u) and (u, ) — W,I_(z) are continuous (the latter holds by the stable
manifold theorem, see [51]) and B(u™) — 0, it follows that W;Za(x*) C Q(u*),a
contradiction. Hence, we can put 7y := inf,cyy 5(u).

Step 3: We prove that Assumption (C2) implies
Top (97, P; —log JTp) = 0. (44)

The variational principle for the pressure of bundle RDS [46] tells us that

ﬁtop(goQ,P; —log J+<p) = sup {hl,(gp, pP)— /log J+g0du],

where the supremum is taken over all invariant probability measures v of the RDS
(¢, P) which are supported on L(Q). The Margulis-Ruelle inequality [4] says that

hu (i, P) < /log T pdy

for every v, and hence myop (9%, P; — log J* ) < 0. Thus, from ([@3) the equality
#4) immediately follows.

Step 4: We now prove by contradiction that A is an attractor. We thus assume that
A is not an attractor and show that this leads to Wtop(goQ, P;—logJtyp) < 0in
contradiction to (44).

Given a small € > 0, choose v > 0 as in Step 2. Pick T' € N such that

wT,u(WZ,YM(x)) D W;T%E(SOTM(J?)) for all (u,x) € L(Q). (45)
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This is possible due to uniform contraction rates on unstable manifolds. Let £ C
Q(u) be (u,T,)-separated for some v € U. For z € E, there is y(z,7) €
BT, (z) with

/4

dist(r7u(y(@, 7)), QO™ w)) > 7,
since @T7U(B:}Z(x)) D Wetu,y/z;(@ﬂu(x)) (easy to see) and (by (@3))

SOT,GTuWQtu’,Y/ZL((PT,u (x)) ) WgTJrru?a((pT-i-T,u(x)) :

Choose § € (0,7/4) such that d(¢71.4(v), 1.u(2)) < /2 whenever v € U and
d(y,z) < 6. Then

v/2

By (y(x,7)) € BJjp(),
preu(By 7 (y(2, 7)) NN, 2(QO7w)) = 0.

Hence,
B (y(x, 7)) N B(u, 7+ T,7v/2) = 0.

Using Lemma[4.16] this leads to

vol(B(u,1,7/2)) — vol(B(u, 7 + T,v/2)) > Z vol(B5"" (y(z,7)))
rel

> 037/2,5 Z VOI(B;,LA’YT/Q(J?)) > 037/2,5‘701(3(“77', 7/2))-
zeFE

Therefore, setting C' := C3, /3 5, we obtain
vol(B(u, 7+ T,v/2)) < (1 —-C) -vol(B(u,T,v/2)),

where we observe that C' € (0, 1) by our choice of §. By Lemma this implies

1
Tiop(9?, P;—log JT) = lim = [ logvol(B(u, ,7/2)) dP(u)

T—00 T

1
Sflog(l—C)<O

in contradiction to (44)). We have thus proven that A is an attractor under (C1) and
(C2).

Step 5: We prove that hi,y (K, Q) = 0 for every K C core(Q). We know that A
is an attractor and by Assumption (C3) we have A C int (). Hence, there exists an
open neighborhood V' of A with f,,0(V) C V C Q. By complete controllability
on core(Q) (guaranteed by Proposition and since core(Q) is dense in @
(guaranteed by Assumption (C5) and Lemma [3.16), for every z € K we find
u® € Uy and 7, € Z so that p(7,, x,u”) € V. By continuity, we can choose a
neighborhood V,, of z so that (7., V, N K,u”) C V. Moreover, by Assumption
(C4), the involved trajectories do not leave () (using the same arguments as in the
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proof of Theorem |.14). Since K is compact, we can choose a finite subcover of
the cover {V }zex, say {Va,,..., Ve, }. Let 7 > max{7,, : i = 1,...,7}. Then
the set S C Uy consisting of the control sequences

i __{ uy? for0 <t <y,
t

0

1=1,...,r
U forr,, <t<rt '’ T

is a (7, K, Q)-spanning set by construction. Hence, 7y, (7, K,Q) < r for all 7
large enough, implying hin, (K, Q) = 0. O

S Stabilization to a hyperbolic set

Consider again the control system ¥ and assume that U C R" with U = clint U.
Further assume that the right-hand side f : M x U — M is continuously differen-
tiable.

We fix a control value «° € intU. As in Subsection we assume that the
diffeomorphism fy := f,0 : M — M has an isolated invariant hyperbolic set A.
Instead of “blowing up” this set to a hyperbolic set () of 3 and asking for invariance
of @, we now consider the related control objective of locally stabilizing 3 to A.

Given a discrete noiseless channel, we say that ¥ is locally uniformly stabilizable
to A if for every € > 0 there is a § > 0 and a coder-controller operating over the
given channel and achieving that
sup dist(x¢, A) <e and sup  doo(ug, u’) < e.
t>0, xoE€Ns(A) 2oENs(A)
That is, whenever the initial state z is close enough to A, the controller keeps x4

within a distance of € to A for all times via a control sequence that is e-close to u”
at all times.

We borrow here the channel model considered in Nair et al. [53] of a discrete
noiseless channel with a time-varying coding alphabet A; — at each time instant
t € Z4, one symbol from A; is transmitted without error or delay. The associated

average data rate is
T—1

.1
R, = hTIgloIéf - tz:;log | Ayl

Both coder and decoder/controller may use past knowledge, but a detailed descrip-
tion of these components is not necessary for the proof of the following theorem.
The only thing important is that at time ¢ the controller cannot use any other infor-
mation than what has been sent through the channel until time ¢.

5.1 Theorem: Let the following assumptions be satisfied for the system X.:

(i) Thereis aT € Z~g so that for every x € A the pair (z, uf)) is regular, where
uh = (uo, uo, ..., ug) € U".
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(ii) X is locally uniformly stabilizable to A over a discrete noiseless channel.

Then the channel must support an average data rate satisfying
Ray > *Ptop((fO)Mv - 10g J+f0)'

Proof: We restrict the control range to the closed e-ball around «° in U, where
e > 0 is small enough so that a hyperbolic set ()° as in Theorem can be
constructed for the associated control system >:¢. In particular, we know that A is
the u’-fiber of Q°. We prove that assumption (i) implies A C int Q¢. To this end,
pick an arbitrary x € A. From the assumption, it follows that there exist 7 > 0
and a neighborhood B;, () so that every y € Bj, () can be steered to fJ(x) in 7
steps of time via a controlled trajectory that is never further away from L(Q¢) than
a given p > 0. On the other hand, we can choose J, small enough so that every
y € Bjs,(z) can be reached from 2’ := f;" () via a controlled trajectory with
the same property. Hence, for every yo € B, (z) we can construct a controlled
trajectory (ug, Yt )rez so that dy(ug,u®) < p and d(yt, fi(z)) < pforall t € Z.
Here the assumption that u® € int U guarantees that u; € cl B-(u®)NU for p < e.
Since L(()°) is isolated invariant, this implies yo € Q°. Then J ., Bs, () is an
open neighborhood of A contained in Q°.

Since A C int Q°, we can choose &' > 0 such that N.(A) C Q°. If a coder-
controller achieves that

sup dist(xy, A) < &
t>0, xoE€Ns(A)

for some § € (0,¢’) with controls taking values in cl B.(u), then the set of dif-
ferent control sequences S, generated by the controller in the time interval [0; T)
is a (1, Ns(A), Q°)-spanning set for 3°. Since the number of control sequences
the controller can generate is bounded by the amount of information it receives
through the channel, the cardinality of S; satisfies

T—1
50 < [ 14

t=0

so that the analysis of Section ] shows that

1
Ray > — sup  limlimsup —log m_ o4 s+, (u, 7, p).
u€(cl Be(u0))2 PO 700 T

Proposition f.12] implies that the right-hand side of this inequality converges to
—Piop((fo)a, —log J T fo) as € tends to zero, which completes the proof. (]

5.2 Remark: The preceding theorem contains as a special case the stabilization to
a hyperbolic equilibrium point xg of fy. In this case, assumption (i) reduces to the

69



controllability of the linearization at (zg,u"), and the lower bound reduces to

log J* fo(wo) = log|det Dfo(z0)ps | = ) max{0,dxlog|A[},
Aespec(Dfo(zo))

where the sum is taken over the eigenvalues A of D fy(xg) with associated multi-
plicities dy. This lower bound was claimed in [53, Thm. 3] to hold (without the
hyperbolicity assumption), but the proof presented there contains a gap

5.3 Remark: The topological pressure Piop((fo)ja, —1og J ™" fo) is a well-studied
quantity in the theory of dynamical systems. In particular, it is equal to the escape
rate from a small neighborhood N of A, see [9,[67]]:

1
Prop((fo)a, —log Jtfo) = 11_>n010 - logvol({z : fi(z) € N, 0 <t < 1}).

In the case when A reduces to a hyperbolic periodic orbit, the techniques applied
to prove [S3, Thm. 3] and [42, Thm. 4.3] together with Theorem@ almost imme-
diately yield the following data-rate theorem.

5.4 Theorem: Consider the control system Y and let the following assumptions
be satisfied:

* UCR"withU =clintU and f : M x U — M is continuously differen-
tiable.

* For some u® € int U and fy := f,o, there exists a hyperbolic periodic orbit

A = {0, folzo), -, T (x0)} ]
* The linearization of 3. along the orbit A is controllable on the time interval

[0; 7].

Then the smallest average data rate Ry above which ¥ is locally uniformly stabi-
lizable to A is given by

1
Ry =~ Z max{0, dy log |A|}, (46)
Aespec(Dfg (x0))

where we sum over the different eigenvalues \ of D fJ (x¢) with associated multi-
plicities d.

24 Actually, [53]) studies asymptotic stabilization, but in the analysis of the minimal data rate there
is no essential difference between stabilization and asymptotic stabilization.
B Observe that a hyperbolic periodic orbit is always an isolated invariant set.
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Proof: By the variational principle for pressure, we have

Piop((fo)ja, —log J fo) = sup [h“(fo)—/logJ+f0du]
REM((fo)|a)

Note that the measure-theoretic entropy h,,(fo) vanishes, because A is finite, and
the only invariant probability measure on the periodic orbit is the one which puts
equal mass to all points of A. Hence,

T—1

Piop((fo)ja, —log J* fo) = —% > log J* fo(f§(x0))
=0

1 1
= ;logJ+f()T($o) == Z max{0, dy log [A|},
Aé&spec(D f§ (x0))

where we use that the unstable subspace at (u”, z¢) is the sum of the generalized
eigenspaces of the linear operator D fj (zo) : Ty M — T, M corresponding to
unstable eigenvalues. Consequently, Theorem [5.1] yields

1

Ry >~ .

0>~ > max{0, dy log |A|}
Aespec(DfF (20))

For the converse inequality, we observe that the d-neighborhood of A reduces to
the union of the d-balls around the points xo, fo(o), - .., f§ (o). Then the
techniques used in the proof of [42, Thm. 4.3] (adapted to the discrete-time set-
ting) show how one can use the regularity assumption to keep the state within an
e-neighborhood of the periodic orbit for all times with an average data rate arbitrar-
ily close to the right-hand side of (46) if ¢ is chosen small enough (which actually
works also without the hyperbolicity assumption). U

6 An example built on the Hénon horseshoe

Consider the map
f(l',y) = (5—03y—$2,$), f:R2—>R2>

which is a member of the Hénon family [35]], one of the most-studied classes of
dynamical systems that exhibit chaotic behavior.

Obviously, f is a polynomial, hence real-analytic diffeomorphism of R?. We ex-
tend f to a control system with additive control:

_ 2
¥ <xt+1>:<5 0.3y: xt‘i’ut)’ ul 42 < 1.
Yt+1 Ty + vt
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According to [57, Thm. 4.2], the nonwandering set of f is a topologically transitive
hyperbolic set A, contained in the square centered at the origin with side length

R:=1.3+4/(1.3)2 4 20.

It is also known that in this case there exists an isolating neighborhood of A (cf. [9)
Thm. 3.9]). The construction in Subsection [3.3]yields an € > 0 so that the system

e zep1 \ _ [ 503y —af +w Wl 42 < 2
' Yt+1 Ty 4 vt o L=

admits a hyperbolic set )¢ which contains A as its O-fiber such that L(()°) is iso-
lated invariant and the fiber map is continuous.

It can also be shown that Q° has nonempty interior by applying Theorem [3.13]
since one can clearly reach a set of nonempty interior from every (z,y) € Q° in
only one step of time. Hence, uniform forward accessibility holds. It thus follows
that int Q° # ) by Proposition and also that complete controllability holds
on an open and dense subset of ()° by Corollary [3.19] Figure [2]shows a numerical
approximation of the set )° for ¢ = 0.08 computed with the software tool SCOTS
[59].

Figure 2: The set Q¢ for ¢ = 0.08.

Hence, Theorem [{.7]is applicable to Q¢ and we know that

hiny (QF) > inf /loJ"’dh A7) e pt) |-
@)= nt | [1og st di— bl (mo)on)]
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As we have seen before, for ¢ — 0, the right-hand side converges to
—Peop(fia; —log J *f). Numerical studies from Froyland [30, Table 2], based
on Ulam’s method, suggest that

Piop(fin; —log JT f) ~ —0.696.

Hence, according to our considerations in Subsection we expect that
hiny (QF) =~ 0.696 for all sufficiently small e (and the same estimate should hold
for the minimal average data rate for local stabilization to A).

It is also possible to work with a scalar control and consider the system

o 2
S (“;:i>:<5 0‘3‘%% xt+ut>, lug] < 1.

In this case, some work is needed to check uniform forward accessibility. Accord-
ing to [38, Thm. 3], we need to check that dim LT (x,y) = 2 for all (z,y) € R2,
where

Lt =Lie{AdEX : k>0, ue(-1,1)},

the Lie algebra generated by the vector fields Ad’gXu+ , defined by

0

AdISXI(a:,y) = BN 7u:()fo_k o fuil O futv © fég(x,y)

A simple computation yields

fo (@) = (v, 0%(5 —y’ —z+u)).

Hence, we can compute

0 _
Ang;_(J},y) = % U:()fu Lo fu+v(x7y)
_ 0 1/ 2
= 3 u:of” (5—-03y —z*+u+v,x)
0 1
~ u:O(x’ ﬁ(O.?)y —v)) = (0, _ﬁ)

In particular,

7 Furol,9)) = (2,9 — ~=).

0.3
This can be used to compute
1y + 9 -1 -1
Ad(]Xu (xay) = % 'U:Ofo Ofu Ofu-‘rvOfO(xay)
0 _ _
== vzofo Yo filo furo(5 — 0.3y — 22, )
_%vzofo (5—0.3y—x,x—@v)
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1
(5—(z — 731;)2 — 5+ 0.3y + 2°)

Since L, contains all linear combinations of the vector fields Ad) X" and Ad} X},
we see that L1 (z,y) = R? for all (z,y) € R% Hence, forward accessibility holds
(which can easily seen to be uniform) and our statements about . also hold for X'.

7 Open questions

The results presented in this paper leave many questions open. In the author’s
opinion, the most important ones are the following:

* Are there non-trivial hyperbolic sets of control systems which do not arise
by the small-perturbation construction?

* Is the fiber map u — @Q(u) lower semicontinuous for a general hyperbolic
set with isolated invariant lift? Is it at least lower semicontinuous in the
special case when the fibers are finite (but not singletons)?

* Can the results of Subsection about the controllability properties on the
set () obtained by the small-perturbation construction be generalized to C*°
(instead of analytic) systems?@

* Are the hyperbolic sets constructed from small perturbations control sets
under the assumptions of Corollary [3.190 That is, are they maximal with the
property of complete approximate controllability? (This is most probably
equivalent to L(()) being a maximal chain transitive set.)

* How can we prove a general achievability result?

* Can our results about local stabilization be generalized to the continuous-
time case, when A is a hyperbolic set (with one-dimensional center bundle)
of a system given by an ordinary differential equation?

A Some auxiliary results

The proof of the following lemma was provided by Niels J. DiepeveenE]

%1n the continuous-time case, results on genericity of universally regular controls exist for C'°°-
systems [19] and have been used in the continuous-time analysis of invariance entropy, see [25]].
?See https://mathoverflow.net/questions/332191/
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A.1 Lemma: Let (X,d) be a compact metric space and let X” be equipped with
the sup-metric

doo(x,y) :=supd(xyn,yn) forallz = (x,),y = (yn).
nez

Then (X7, d..) is connected if and only if (X, d) is connected.

Proof: The projection (x,,),cz —+ o from X% to X is continuous and surjective.
Hence, connectedness of X% implies connectedness of X . To see that the converse
holds, assume that X is connected and let F C X7 be the subset of all sequences
that assume only finitely many values. Since (X, d) is totally bounded, F' is dense
in (X%, ds). Hence, it suffices to prove that F is connected. To this end, we fix
arbitrary a, b € F' and construct a connected subset of F' that contains a and b. Let
P be a finite partition of Z into subsets on which both a and b are constant and
consider the map i : X — F given by i(z), := z([n]p), where [n]p denotes
the unique element of P containing n. The map ¢ is an isometric embedding of
XP (equipped with the sup-metric) into F' and both a and b are contained in its
image. Since X is a finite product of copies of X, connectedness of X implies
connectedness of X (using the fact that the product topology coincides with the
uniform topology on finite products). Hence, i(X ") is the desired subset. U

A.2 Lemma: Let M be a Riemannian manifold and K C M a nonempty compact
subset. Then for every € > 0, the boundary of N.(K) has volume zero.

Proof: We give the proof for M = R with the Euclidean metric induced by the
Euclidean norm || - ||. The general case can be proved by replacing straight lines
with geodesics. Hence, let X' C R" be a nonempty compact set and € > 0. Take
x € ON:(K) and fix a point y € K such that dist(z, K) = ||z — y|| = . We
claim that the open ball B.(y) is contained in N.(K') and does not contain any
point from ON.(K). Indeed, if z € B.(y), then dist(z, K) < ||z — y|| < ¢ and all
points w € ON,(K) satisfy dist(w, K') = ¢ implying ||w —y|| > . Letr € (0,¢).
Then the intersection B,.(z) N Be(y) contains the ball B, 5(tz + (1 — t)y) with
t:=1-r/(2¢). Indeed, if w € B, 5(tx + (1 —t)y), then

lw — || < [lw—tz — (1 — )y| + [tz + (1 — t)y — 2
<tH(1-tfr—y|=:+ -
—_ —_ —_ = - —E =7
2 oY Ty T o0 ’

lw =y < w—te — (1= )yl + [tz + (1 — )y — y|

<Srtle—yl=g+(c-3) =¢
g TV 2) —

Hence, for all 7 € (0, €) we have

vol(B,(x) NON:(K)) < er™ —c(r/2)"

=1-2""<1.
vol(B,(x)) - cr®
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This proves that the density d(z) = lim, o vol(B,(x) N ON:(K))/vol(B,(z)) is
less than one wherever it exists on ON.(K). Lebesgue’s density theorem asserts
that d(x) = 1 at almost every point of ON(K'). This can only be the case if
vol(ON:(K)) = 0. O

The next lemma is essentially taken from [31, Lem. 2.4].

A3 Lemma: Let f : X — X be amap on some set X andv : Z; x X — R a
subadditive cocycle over f, i.e.,

VUntm () < vp(x) + v (fM(x)) forallz € X, n,m € Zy.

Additionally suppose that

1
W= sup  —|op(z)| < 0. 47)
(n,x)EZ>ox X n

Then forevery x € X, n € Z~g and e € (0,2w) there is a time 0 < ny < n with
1 1
%vk(f Yz)) > —vp(x) —e forall0 < k <n—nj.
n
Moreover,n — ny > (en)/(2w) — oo forn — oo.

Proof: We write o := v, (x)/n and define

in o)
‘= min —ovg(x).
" 0<k<n k K
If v > 0 — ¢, the assertion follows with n; = 0. For v < o — ¢, observing that the
minimum cannot be attained at k = n, let

1
ny = max{k: € (0,n)NZ : %vk(x) <o —5},

implying vy, (x)/n; < o — . We obtain

£ < 200(&) = 20 (@) = 0ny ) (2) — 0 (2)
(0 (@) v (£ (2)) = o ()

= (T 4 T (7))

n ni n—mni

n—ni 1 n—nj

_ ( Onmy (F7 () — 1%(96)) S iy

=3

IA

n n—ni ni n

This implies
En
n—ny > — — oo forn— oo.
2w
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For 0 < k < n — n; we have vg4p, (z)/(k + n1) > 0 — ¢ and this yields

%”k(f”l (2)) 2 1 Wk, (2) = v, ()

>

El S

(k4+n1)(c—¢)—ni(c—¢)) =0 —¢,
completing the proof. (]

A4 Lemma: Letn > m be positive integers. For each i in the range 0 < i < m
choose integers q;,r; such thatn = i + g;m + r; withg; > 0and 0 < r; < m.
Then

{0,1,....n—m}={i+ jm:0<i<m, 0<j<q},

and all integers in the set on the right-hand side are uniquely parametrized by i and
J-

Proof: It is clear that (i1,j1) # (i2,jo) implies iy + jim # iz + jom, since
0 < 41,72 < m. Hence, it suffices to show that the two sets are equal. To this
end, we first show that i + jm < n — m, whenever 0 < ¢ < mand 0 < j < ;.
Since j < ¢;, we have (j + 1)m < ¢;m + r;. Adding i on both sides yields
(i + ym) +m < n, or equivalently i + jm < n — m.

Conversely, let us show that every number [ between 0 and n — m can be written
ast+ jmwith0 <7 < mand 0 < j < ¢;. To this end, let 7, j be the unique
nonnegative integers so that [ = ¢ + jm with 0 < 7 < m. We need to show that
j < g;. This is equivalent to

l=i+jm<i+gm=n—r;.

This inequality holds, because [ < n — (m — 1) < n — r; using that 0 < r; < m.
U

A.5 Lemma: Let (X, d) be acompact metric space and let i be a Borel probability
measure on X. Then, for any § > 0 there exists a finite measurable partition
¢ ={C,...,Cx} of X withdiam(C;) < § and u(0C;) =0 fori=1,..., k.

Proof: For each x € X, let us consider the disjoint uncountable union
Uee(0,6) @B=(x), which has finite measure. We assume to the contrary that
1(0B¢(x)) is positive for every ¢ € (0,5). Then (0,0) is the (countable) union
of the sets I, := {e € (0,9) : u(0B:(x)) > 1/n}, n € Z~y. Hence, one of these
sets must be uncountable, which is a contradiction. Thus, for each © € X there
ise = e(z) € (0,9) with u(0B:(x)) = 0. By compactness, there exists a cover
of X consisting of finitely many of such balls, say B, ..., Bx. From this cover
we can construct the desired partition by Cy := cl By, C; := cl B;\ U;;ll cl B;
fori > 1. Then & := {CY,...,C}} satisfies Ule oC; C Ule 0DB;, and hence
wUl, 9Ci) = 0. O
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B Elementary properties of hyperbolic sets

The following proposition answers some questions that immediately arise from the
definition of a hyperbolic set (Definition [3.3)).

B.1 Proposition: The following statements hold:

(i) The definition of a hyperbolic set is independent of the choice of the Rie-
mannian metric on M. In fact, only the constant ¢ depends on the choice of
the metric.

(ii) The inequality for tangent vectors v € E™ (u, z) expressed in (H2) is equiv-
alent to:

Dt u(x)v] > c_l)\_t|v| for all (u,z) € L(Q), v € ET(u,z), t € Z,.

(iii) The subspaces E*(u,z) depend continuously on (u,z) € L((Q), meaning
that the projections
Wim : TpM — E*(u, )

along the respective complementary subspace depend continuously on
(u, z).

Proof: (i) This follows from the fact that any two Riemannian metrics are equiva-
lent on the compact set ) which is shown as follows. Let g and h be two Rieman-
nian metrics on M. Let S, (@ denote the unit tangent bundle over () with respect to
h, i.e., the closed subspace of the tangent bundle that consists of all tangent vectors
v € T, M satisfying x € @ and h(v,v) = 1. Observe that S, is compact. Since
g is continuous, there are constants 0 < a < < oo with a < g(v,v) < S for all
v € SpQ. Then, forany 0 v € T, M, x € (), we have

o0.0) = h(0,0) 9 s ).

which in turn implies
ah(v,v) < g(v,v) < Bh(v,v).

Hence, writing | - |5, and | - |, for the norms associated with g and h, respectively,
the inequality |Depy , ()v], < eAf|v|, implies
Dgru(@)eln = ADr ()0, Dy (@)0) /2
1 1 3
= IDeru(e)ily € Zzelol < \fawh.

This implies the statement.

IN
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(ii) Given v € E*(u,x), by (H1), we have Dy (z)v € ET(®4(u,x)). Hence,
(H2) implies
Dy gtuDpun()o] < X[ Depru ()]

for every t € Z_.. From the cocycle property of ¢ it follows that

DSO—t,etu(SDt,u(x))DSOt,u(x)v = D(@—t,etu o @t,u)@)v = D(id)v =,

implying |D¢; (z)v] > ¢ A7tv|. Going backwards through these inequalities,
the other direction of the equivalence follows.

(iii)) Let d~ denote the common dimension of the stable subspaces and let
(ug, Tk )kez~, be a sequence in L(Q), converging to some (u,z) € L(Q). We

choose an orthonormal basis (v,il), e U,(Cdi)) of each £~ (uy, x). By compact-

ness of the unit tangent bundle over (), passing to a subsequence if necessar
yields the convergence v,(j) — 0@ for some v € T,M,i = 1,...,d". For
each i and n, the inequality |Depy 4, (xk)vl(f)| < c)\t|v,(;)| carries over to the limit
for k — oo, since (u, x,v) — Dy, (z)v is a continuous map by our assumptions
on the system. Hence, |Di;,(2)v®| < eAt[v®] holds for all + > 0. Since the
subspace E~ (u, x) is characterized uniquely by these inequalities, it follows that
v € E~(u,x). Hence, (vV,... v(47)) is an orthonormal basis of £~ (u, x),
which implies the assertion (similarly for E™ (u, z)). (]

B.2 Remark: Item (ii) in the above proposition shows that the “contraction in
backward time” property of E can equivalently be expressed as “expansion in
forward time”. Hence, one might ask why we should not use this expansion prop-
erty to define a hyperbolic set (as it is more intuitive and we are mainly interested in
the behavior of the system in forward time). The answer to this question is that the
expansion property does not uniquely characterize the unstable subspaces. Expan-
sion also happens outside of the unstable subspaces, while contraction in backward
time does not, as we have used in the proof of item (iii).
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