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Another point of view

on Kusuoka’s measure

Ugo Bessi*

Abstract
Kusuoka’s measure on fractals is a Gibbs measure of a very special kind, because its potential is discon-
tinuous, while the standard theory of Gibbs measures requires continuous (actuallly, Holder) potentials. In
this paper, we shall see that for many fractals it is possible to build a class of matrix-valued Gibbs measures
completely within the scope of the standard theory; there are naturally some minor modifications, but they
are only due to the fact that we are dealing with matrix-valued functions and measures. We shall use these
matrix-valued Gibbs measures to build self-similar Dirichlet forms on fractals. Moreover, we shall see that

Kusuoka’s measure can be recovered in a simple way from the matrix-valued Gibbs measure.

Introduction

First of all, let us briefly explain what we mean by a fractal G on R%; our definition is less general than

the one in [12]. We consider n contractions
1/}15"'51/}77. € OLVD(RdaRd) (1)

with vg € (0, 1]; it is standard ([9]) that there is a unique compact set G C R? such that

We shall also suppose that the maps v; are the ”branches of the inverse” of a Borel map F:G — G. Since
the maps {v;}"_, are contractions, their inverse F' is expanding; in Dynamical Systems, expanding maps
have been studied extensively (see for instance [13] or [19]); as we shall see, many results on expanding maps
carry over to Dirichlet forms on fractals (see [9] or [17] for an introduction to this theory).

Applying ergodic theory to the study of Dirichlet forms on fractals is not new: in section 1.4 of [7] the
idea of applying the Ruelle operator to the study of Kusuoka’s measure is attributed to Strichartz. Actually,
in this paper we try to understand the results of [7] and [12] by looking at them from a slightly different

perspective.
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In order to explain the connection between expanding maps and Dirichlet forms, we begin recalling the
scalar Gibbs measure; though it will play no réle in our paper, it will guide us in the construction of the
matrix-valued one.

For vy € (0,1] we take V € C*°(G,R) and define the scalar Ruelle operator as
Li:C(G,R) = C(G,R),  (Leev)(@) =D e yoyy(a). (2)
i=1

Using the Perron-Frobenius theorem one can prove ([18]) that there is 8 > 0 and a continuous function
h > 0 such that L;.h = Bh. Since L. is a continuous operator from the space of continuous functions into
itself, its adjoint L}, brings the space of Borel measures into itself; it can be shown that there is a measure
i, called the Gibbs measure, such that hp is probability and £} . = Bp. One of the properties of p is the
following: for all u,v € C(G,R) we have that

%/Gu(ﬁscv)du:/c(qu)vdu. 3)

We point out a few consequences of (3). First of all, we can write the adjoint £*, explicitly, at least for
measures absolutely continuous with respect to p.
1

L2 = (wo P

Moreover, (3) tells us that %ﬁscv is the density of Fy(vu), where Fyv denotes the push-forward of the measure
v by F'; the push forward is defined by

/Gfd(Fﬁu)_/Gfoqu

for all f € C(G,R). Since Lch = fh, this implies that Fy(hp) = hp, i. e. that hy is an invariant measure.
Moreover, we know how pli;, o ...1; (G)] scales as | — +o00; namely, there is a constant D; > 0,

independent of the sequence igiy ..., such that

L < /L[d}io o.. 'djiz (G)] <D
Dy — B7texp(V(z) + V(F(2) + ...+ V(FI-1(x))) —
for all x € ¥;, o ..., (G).
Kusuoka’s measure k is defined by a similar scaling property; when the maps v; of (1) are affine, i. e.

D1p; is a constant matrix, we have

Kl(Wha0 © . 0) (G)] = % QDb - Do )Q (Dt -~ Diy)

where @, Q are two suitable symmetric d x d matrices, 8 > 0, '@ denotes the transpose of @ and tr is
the trace. As explained in [7] (see [3] for the proof and further details), x is a Gibbs measure, but for a

discontinuous potential V', and the standard theory does not apply to it.
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Let us come to the Dirichlet form. On many fractals, the space L?(S, k) admits a ”heat semigroup” P

which is induced, as in R%, by a Brownian motion ([1], [2], [6], [11]). The semigroup Ps has a generator A

which induces a Dirichlet form on L?(G, k); this form is defined on a dense subspace D(E) C L*(S,m) by

E(f,g):—/G(Af)~gdm if geD(E) and f e D(A).

Conversely ([5]), given a Dirichlet form & it is relatively easy to check whether it is induced by a Brownian
motion; since Dirichlet forms are easier to study than the Brownian motion itself, they immediately attracted
attention ([14], [15]; a counterexample to the existence of Dirichlet forms is in [16]).

This brings us to the matrix-valued Gibbs measure: under suitable hypotheses on the fractal G ¢ R¢,

the "natural” Dirichlet form £ on L?(G, k) can be written in the following way: if u,v € C*(R% R), then
E(u,v) = / (TpVu(z), Vo(x))dk(z)
G

where (-,-) denotes the standard inner product in R?, T, is a Borel field of symmetric matrices (in many
cases, projections) and k is Kusuoka’s measure.

The matrix-valued measure 7: = T,k appears in a natural way in the formula above; the aim of this
paper is to show that 7 is a Gibbs measure as well.

More precisely, we denote by M¢ the space of symmetric d x d matrices; we can define a Ruelle operator
Lo:C(G, M%) = C(G, M%)

by

n

(LaA)(z) =Y " Dihi(z) A(ti(z)) Dy (x). (4)

i=1
The dual space of C(G, M?) is the space M(G, M%) of M?-valued measures on G, and the adjoint £}, of L
brings M (G, M%) into itself. As we shall see, Lg and L7, have each a positive-definite eigenvector, which
we shall call Q¢ and 7¢ respectively. In lemma 4.8 below we shall prove the following version of (3): if

g € C(G,R) and A € C(G, M?), defining the integral as in section 2 below we have

1
[ (s) ), = [

The formula above implies that the scalar measure (Q¢, 7¢)ms (again, see section 2 for the definition) is

invariant.

Theorem 1.  Let the maps 1, ...,%, and F satisfy hypotheses (F1)-(F4) of section 1 below and (ND)
with constant b > 0 at the beginning of section 4. Let G be the fractal associated with 11, ... 1, and let
M? denote the space of d x d symmetric matrices. Let the operator L be defined as in (4) and let || D ||y,
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be smaller than a positive constant that depends on b > 0 (which is always true if (ND) holds and the maps
1; are affine); then the following holds.
1) There are Qg € C(G, M%) and 8 > 0 such that

(LeQa)(z) = fQa(x) Yz ed.

The map Q¢ belongs to C*° (G, M%) and is unique up to multiplication by a constant; again up to multipli-
cation by a constant, Qg (x) is positive-definite for all x € G.
2) Let L, denote the adjoint of L¢; then, there is a Borel measure 7 on G which takes values in M ¢ and

such that

L&Te = PBra.

The measure T7¢ is unique up to multiplication by a constant; again up to multiplication by a constant, 7¢g
takes values in semi-positive definite matrices.

3) The measures ||7¢|| and kg:= (Qa, T¢)ms are mutually absolutely continuous. Moreover, k¢ is ergodic
for the map F.

4) We define the form &£:C'(R?) x C'(R?) — R in the following way (the notation for the integral is in

section 2 below):

(t.0) = [ (V). dro(a) V(o))
Then, £ is self-similar, i.e.

8(fvg) =

| =

D E(fotbi,goi)
=1

for all f,g € C*(RY).
5) Let the maps v; be affine. Then, the measure 7 has the Gibbs property, i. e., for all xg,...,x; € (1,...,n)

we have that

76 (Yo 0 0P, (G)) = % (Do 0. 0%, ,))  76(G) (D 0. 0 Uz, ).

We haven’t written explicitly the point where we calculate D (g, o...01,,) since these maps are affine and

their derivative is constant.

Note that in point 4) we do not assert that £ is closable: actually, we don’t know any criteria for
closability other than the ones in [9] and [12].

The paper is organised as follows. In section 1 we recall the notation and the basic facts about the
Perron-Frobenius theorem, fractal sets and Dirichlet forms. In section 2 we define the convex cones to
which we are going to apply the Perron-Frobenius theorem. In section 3 we define the Ruelle operator
L on matrices and show that the fixed points of its adjoint Lf, induce a self-similar quadratic form £ on
CY(R%). In section 4, we apply the Perron-Frobenius theorem to find the maximal eigenvector of Lo and

the matrix-valued Gibbs measure 7¢. In section 5, we show that 7 has the Gibbs property.
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§1

Preliminaries and notation

The Perron-Frobenius theorem. We follow [19] (see also [4] for the original treatment).

Let X be a real vector space; we say that C C X \ {0} is a cone if
velC and t>0 impliesthat tveC.

Let C C X be a convex cone; we say that w € C if there are v € C and t,, \, 0 such that w + t,v € C for all

n > 1. In what follows, we shall suppose that C is a convex cone such that

Cn(=C)={0}. (1.1)
If v1,v2 € C, we define
a(vr,vg) =sup{t > 0: vy —tvy €C} (1.2)
1
m —Sup{t>0 (%} —t’l}g EC} (13)

and
/B(vl ) v?)

a(or,02)" (1.4)

9(’01, 1)2) = log

Since (v, Av) = 0 for all A > 0, we identify the points of a ray; namely, we say that vy ~ vg if vo = tvq
for some t > 0; we shall denote by g the set of equivalence classes.

We have that 6(v1,v2) € [0, +00] for all vy, vy € C; if § never assumes the value 400, then 6 is a distance

Rl

The following proposition from [19] allows us to use the contraction principle.
Proposition 1.1. 1) Let L: X — X be a linear operator such that L(C) C C and let us define
D = sup{6(Lv1, Lvs) : v1,vq € C}.
Then, if D < 400, L is a contraction on (%, 0), namely
O(Lvy, Lvg) < (1 — e P)0(v1, va) Vv, v € C.

2) As a consequence of 1), if D < 400 and (£,6) is a complete metric space, there is (\,v) € (0,+00) x C,
unique in (0,+00) x £, such that

Lv = .
Moreover, if w € C, then

(1- e’D)”'

(L™ w,v) < O(w,v) —
e

Fractal sets. We make the following hypotheses on the fractal set.
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(F1) There is vy € (0, 1] and diffeomorphisms

V1, ... b, € CPO(RE, RY) (1.6)
satisfying
n:= sup Lip(yy) < 1. (1.7)
i€(1,...,n)

By theorem 1.1.7 of [9], this implies that there is a unique non empty compact set G C R? such that

In the following, we shall always rescale the norm of R? in such a way that
diam(G) < 1. (1.9)
If (F1) holds, then the dynamics of F' on G can be coded. Indeed, we define ¥ as the space of sequences
Y={1,...,n}N = {x;}iso: i € (1,...,n), Vi>0}
with the product topology. This is a metric space; for instance, if 4 € (0, 1), we can define the metric

dy({zi}iz0, {yi}iz0) = 7

where

kE=inf{i >0: z; # y;},

with the convention that the inf of the empty set is +o0.

We define the shift o as
0N =, U:{xo,xl,xg,...}—>{£L'1,£L‘2,$3,...}.
If xg,...,2; € (1,...,n), we define the cylinder

[o...x) ={{yi}izo: yi=a; for i€ (1,...,0)}.

We also set

d}zo...xl - 1/110 ©...0 d}zl

and

[0 ... TG = Yy 0 Ygy ©...0 Yy (G). (1.10)

If x = (o7 ...) we set (ix) = (izoxy ...). Now (1.10) implies that

1/)1'([$1...:El]g) = [ixl...xl]g. (111)
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Since the maps ; are continuous and G is compact, the sets [z ... x;]¢ C G are compact. By (1.8) we have

that ¢;(G) C G for i € (1,...,n); this implies that, for all {z;};>0 € &
[zo...x—12]e Clxo ... 21-1]G-
From (1.7), (1.9) and (1.10) we get that
diam([zo ... 21]q) < 7. (1.12)

Let {x;}i>0 C X; by the last two formulas and the finite intersection property we have that

ﬂ[xo . --IZ]G

>1

is a single point, which we call ®({z;};>0); formula (1.12) implies in a standard way that the map ®:¥ — G
is continuous. It is not hard to prove, using (1.8), that ® is surjective. We shall call d the distance on
G induced by the Euclidean distance on R® and, from now on, in our choice of the metric on ¥ we take
v € (n,1); this implies by the definition of d, and (1.12) that ® is 1-Lipschitz.

(F2) If i # 3, ¥i(G) N;(G) is a finite set. We set

Fi=Jwil@) ny(G).
i#£]

(F3) We ask that G is post-critically finite, which means the following: if we set A = ®~1(F), then the set
Uj>107(A) is finite.
(F4) We ask that there are disjoint open sets Oy, ..., 0, C R? such that

GNO; =y (G Uwz )N Y, (G) for i€ (1,...,n).
i#£j

We define a map F:J;_, O; — R by
F(z) =4 Y(z) if z€0O.

If moreover we ask that O; C ¢;*(0;) (or, equivalently, that 1;(0;) C O;, since the maps ); are diffeos),
this implies the first equality below.

Foy(x)==x Vo € O; C 1y HO;) and 0 F(z) =z Vo e O;. (1.13)

We call a; the unique fixed point of ¢;; note that, by (1.8), a; € G. If x € F, we define F(z) = a; for some
arbitrary a;. This defines F' as a Borel map on all of G, which satisfies (1.13).

We point out a consequence of (F4): the sets O; and 9;(G) do not intersect unless ¢ = j. By the
definition of the coding this implies that, if z = ®({z;};>0) € O;, then ¢y = i. Since 9y, is a diffeo, also the
sets Y., (0;) and ¢, 0¢1(G) do not intersect unless = j. Thus, if in addition 2 € Uj_, ¥4, (O;), » belongs
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to a unique ¥, (¢, (G)) and also x; is uniquely determined. Going on, we see that z has a unique coding

unless it belongs to the countable set

U U wiomin (]:)

n>1i0,.sin
By (1.10) and the definition of ® we easily get that [x¢...2;] C @7 ([xo...7]g); since the set where ®

is not injective is countable, we have that
8@ H[wo ... x1]@) \ [xo ... 1)) < HN. (1.14)

Note that, if x = (xgz1 .. .), then by the definition of ®

Doo(x) = m[xl R ile

>1

The definition of F implies the first equality below; if we suppose that ®(z) € O,, and recall that F = w;ol

on Oy, we get the middle one while the last equality comes from the formula above.

Fo®(@)=F [ (\lwo...zle | = (lz1.. wle =Poo(x).
1>1 1>1
In other words, the first equality below holds save when ®(z) € F. The second equality below follows for all
x € G from (1.11).

{ Doo(x) =Fo®(x) save possibly when ®(z) € F, (1.15)

D(i,x) = ;(P(x)) VeeX, Vie(l,...,n).
In other words, up to a change of coordinates, shifting the coding one place to the left is the same as applying

F. Tterating the first one of (1.15) we get that, for all [ > 1,

dool(x) = F o®(z) save possibly for z € U oI (@HF)). (1.16)
J=0

Note that the union on the right is a countable set, since ®~1(F) is finite by (F3).

A particular case we have in mind is the harmonic Sierpinski gasket on R? ([8], [10]). We set

3.0 3 V3 3 _V3
_ ) _ | 100 710 _ 10° 10
Tl_(S, l)u TQ_ 3 1 3 T3_ _\/g 1 )
5 0° 2 10 ° 2

and

’lﬂl(,f):Tl(J]), ’lﬂg(,@)zB—f—Tg (LL'—B), ¢3($):C+Tg (ac—C)

Referring to the figure below, 11 brings the triangle ABC' into Abc; vy brings ABC' into Bac and 3 brings
ABC into Cba. We take 01, Oz, O3 as three disjoint open sets which contain, respectively, the triangle Abc

minus b, ¢, Bea minus ¢, a and Cba minus a, b.



We define the map F as
F(x)=v¢;'(z) if 2€0;
and we extend it as in (F4) on {a,b, c}.
It is easy to check that the fractal G generated by 1,9, 13 satisfies hypotheses (F1)-(F4) above; it is
easy to check that it also satisfies (ND) of section 4 below.

The invariant Dirichlet form. Let (X, J, v) be a metric measure space; we suppose for simplicity that

(X,d) is compact and v is probability.

A Dirichlet form is a symmetric bilinear form
EDE)xDE) =R

defined on a dense set D(€) C L?(X,v) such that the two conditions below hold.

(D1) D(€) is closed under the graph norm; in other words, D(€) is a Hilbert space for the norm

lullbe) = IullZa(5m) + &, ). (1.17)

(D2) &€ is Markovian, i. e.
Emofinof) <&, [)

for all f € D(E) and all 1-Lipschitz maps n: R — R with 5(0) = 0.
We list some additional properties a Dirichlet form can have.
(D3) €& is regular; this means that D(£)NC(X, R) is dense in C(X, R) for the uniform topology and in D(E)
for the graph norm (1.17).
(D4) & is strongly local, i. e.
&(f,9)=0

whenever f,g € D(€) and f is constant in a neighbourhood of the support of g.
It can be proven ([5]) that, if £ satisfies (D1)-(D4), then it is the Dirichlet form of a Brownian motion.
(D5) € is self similar, i. e. there is 8 > 0 such that

n

E(u,v) :ﬁzg(uowi,vowi)

i=1
for all u,v € D(E).
As we stated in the introduction, we shall be able to build a local and self-similar form on C*(R% R),

but not to prove its closability.
82
Function spaces and cones

We begin listing three equivalent ways to define the norm of a matrix in M¢.
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The first one is the sup norm

1Al = sup{||Av]| : [[o]] <1}

We denote by A the adjoint of the matrix A and by tr(A) its trace; on the space of all matrices we can

define the inner product

(A, B)HS = tI‘(tAB)
which induces the Hilbert-Schmidt norm
|Al7s = tr(*AA).
If A is symmetric we can set
IIA[]| = sup{|(Av,v)| : [[v]| <1}

where we have denoted by (-,-) the inner product of R9.
Clearly, if A is symmetric, |||A]|| is the modulus of the largest eigenvalue of A, while ||A||gs is the

quadratic mean of the eigenvalues; it is standard that there is D; > 0 such that
1
D—lllAIIHSS Al < D1|Allus (2.1)

for all A symmetric.
We define M? as the space of d x d symmetric matrices; we recall that A € M? is positive semidefinite
if
(v, Av) >0  VYveR% (2.2)

It is standard that B € M? is positive semidefinite if and only if
(A,B)gs >0 (2.3)

for every A € M9 satisfying (2.2). We briefly prove this fact. Let B satisfy (2.3); if we let let A vary among
the one-dimensional projections we easily see that all the eigenvalues of B are positive, and (2.2) follows.
For the converse, we note that, since A and B are symmetric and semi positive definite, their square roots
are symmetric and real, which implies the first and third equalities below; for the second one, we use the

fact that the trace of a product is invariant under cyclic permutations.
tr(*AB) = tr(Vt*AVt*AVBVB) =
tr(VBV*AVtAVB) = tr(*(V*AVB)(VtAVB)) > 0.

Essentially, (2.3) implies that the angle at the vertex of the cone of positive semidefinite matrices is smaller

than 7.

An immediate consequence of (2.3) is the following: if A, B,C € M¢%, if A >0 and B < C, then

(A, B)us < (A,C)us. (2.4)
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Let now (E, d) be a compact metric space; in the following, (E, d) will be either one of (G, d) or (,ds).
We define C'(E, M?) as the space of continuous functions from E to M4; for A € C(E, M?) we define

|A]|oo = sup [|A(z)||as-
zeE

Let us call M(E, M9) the space of the Borel measures on E valued in M?. Putting on M? the Hilbert-
Schmidt norm, we can define in the usual way the total variation ||7|| of a measure 7 € M(E, M?); clearly,

[|7|] is a scalar-valued, non-negative, finite measure on the Borel sets of E.

If 7 € M(E,M?%) and B: E — M belongs to L*(E,||||), we define the real number

/ (B, dr(z))ps: = / (Ba, T2 mrsd| 7] (2)
E E

where 7 = T,||7]| is the polar decomposition of 7; we recall that ||T,||gs = 1 for ||7||-a. e. x € S.

Several other products are possible; for instance, if u,v: E — R are Borel vector fields such that
u(@)|] - llv(@)]| € L*(B, [|7]]),
we can define the real number

/ (ula), dr(z)o(z)): = / (ule), Tyo(@))dllr]|(z)
E E

where, again, 7 = T,||7|| is the polar decomposition of 7. Analogously, if A: E — M is a Borel field of

matrices such that ||A.||gs € LY(E,]||7||), we can define the two matrices

/E Adr(z) — /E A, T,d||7]| ()

and

/ dr(2)A,: = / T, Aud||7]|(x).
E E
If Q € C(E,M%) and 7 € M(E, M%), we define the scalar measure (Q,7)xs in the following way: if B C E

is Borel, then

(QaT)HS(B)ZZ/B(deT)HS-

In other words, (@, T)us = (Quz, Tx)us||7ll-
By Riesz’s representation theorem, M(E, M?) is the dual space of C(E, M?); the duality coupling

(,):C(E,M% x M(E,M%) - R

is given by
(B,T) = / (By,d7(z))Hs-
E
By Lusin’s theorem we get in the usual way that, if B C E is a Borel set, then

I7I(B) = sup /B (A, dr)as 25)
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where the sup is over all A € C(E, M?) such that ||A]|» < 1.

Remark. In the discussion above, we should have distinguished between M? and its dual (M%)*; strictly
speaking, the dual of C(E, M) is M(E,(M%)*). In order to have a simpler notation, we identify M? and
(M%)* thanks to the Riemannian structure on R%. For the same reason, if f € C'(R% R), we shall deal

with its gradient V f and not with its differential df.

We shall say that 7 € M*(E, M?) if 1 € M(E, M%) and 7(B) is a non-negative definite matrix for all

Borel sets B C E. By Lusin’s theorem, this is equivalent to
/ (vg, d7(x)v) >0 Vo € C(E,RY).
E
In turn, by (2.3) this is equivalent to
[ (Arsdr(@)us = 0 (2.6)
E

for all A € C(E, M%) such that A, is positive semidefinite for all z € E.
Let now Q € C(E, M?) such that @, is positive-definite for all # € E; since E is compact there is
D5 > 0 such that
Digld < Qz < Dold Vx € E. (2.7)

For @ satisfying (2.7) we define Pg(E, M?) as the set of all 7 € M*(E, M?) such that

/E(Q,dT)HS =1

Lemma 2.1. Let Q € C(E, M%) satisfy (2.7). Then, there is D3 > 0 (depending on the constant Dy of
(2.7)) such that for all T € M*(E, M?) and all Borel sets B C E we have

I7Il(B) < D3 - (Q,7)rs(B) (2.8)

where || - || denotes total variation. As a consequence, Pg(E, M?) is a convex set of M(E, M?), compact for

the weakx topology.

Proof. By the definition of total variation, we must find D3 > 0 with the following property: for all Borel
sets B C E and all countable Borel partitions {B;};>1 of B we have that

> NI7(Bi)llus < Ds - (Q.7)us(B).
i>1
By (2.1), this follows if we show that, for the constant Dy of (2.7),
D IrBlll < D2+ (Q,m)us (B). (2.9)
i>1
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By the definition of |||7(B;)||| before (2.1), we can find unit vectors v; such that
||7(Bi)||| = (vi, 7(Bi)vy)  Vi>1.

Let now v € R%; the inequality below follows in a standard way from the fact that 7(B;) is symmetric and

non-negative-definite; the equality comes from the definition of the Hilbert-Schmidt product.
(v, 7(Bi)v) < tr(7(By))|[v|[* = (r(B:), Id)ms|lvl|*.

Since v; has unit length, the last two formulas imply the first inequality below; the first equality follows since
7 is a measure and {B;};>1 is a partition of B. Since 7 € M*(G, M?), 7(B) is positive semidefinite; in
particular, (2.4) holds and together with (2.7) implies the second inequality below. The last equality follows

from the definition of the measure (Q, 7)ms.
S FB)I <D (7(Bi), Id) s = (7(B), Id)gs < Dy - / (Q,d7)ns = D2+ (Q, T)us(B).
i>1 i>1 B

This is (2.9) and we are done.
In order to prove the last assertion, we note that, by (2.6), M (E, M?) is a convex set of M(E, M?)
clesed for the weaks* topology; as a consequence, also Pg(E, M 1) is a closed convex set, while (2.8) implies

that it is relatively compact for the weak+ topology.

W\

Definitions. Let (E,d) be a compact metric space with diam(E) < 1. We define C; as the set of all the
A € C(E,M?) such that A, is positive-definite for all x € E; since F is compact, if A € C, there is € > 0
(depending on A) such that

Ay > €||Al|lld  Vz € E. (2.10)

For a > 0 and v € (0,1] we define C; (F, a,v) as the set of all the A € C such that
Agemad@w)” < A < A, @V Yy e B. (2.11)

We also define C¥(E, M?) as the set of all v-Holder maps from E to M?, with the seminorm

1Al = sup 1Ae= Aol

a#yeE  d(x,y)”

As lemma 2.3 below shows, the last two formulas are two different ways to look at the same seminorm, but

we shall need both.
Lemma 2.2. Let e >0 and let A, B € M? such that

A, B > eld. (2.12)
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Then, there is D3 = D3(e, B) > 0 such that
Be DsllB-Allns < A < BePsllB-Allus (2.13)

For fixed ¢, the function Ds(e, B) is bounded when B is bounded.
As a converse, there is D5 > 0 such that the following holds. Let A, B € M? be semi-positive definite
and let us suppose that there is Dy > 0 such that

e PiB<A<ePiB. (2.14)
Then,

1B — Allus < Ds(eP* = 1)[|Allus. (2.15)

Proof. We begin with the direct part. Let C € M4 it is easy to see (for instance, choosing a base in
which C' is diagonal) that
C < ||C|lusId.

Let A, B € MY if we apply the formula above to C'= A — B we get that
A< B+||B— Allgsld. (2.16)
Since B satisfies (2.12), this implies the first inequality below.
A<B (1 + %IIB - A||HS> < BetllB=Allns

This yields the inequality on the right of (2.13). We prove the inequality on the left; the first inequality
below is (2.16) with the names changed, the second one follows from (2.12).

1
A>B-||B—-Allgsld> B (1— —||B—A||Hs> .
€
Again by (2.12) this implies that

1 . €
B (1= B Allus) i |2~ Allns < 5
A> ¢

eld if ||B— Al > g

The left hand side of (2.13) now follows from two facts: the first one is that, for D3 large enough,

1—E26_D3t if 0<t<
€

N

The second one is the formula below. The first inequality comes taking ||B — Al|gs > €, the second one

taking v > 0 so small that vB < Id; the third one taking D3 so large that

—e"3Ds <.
Y
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BePsllB=Allns < Be P33 < lId e P33 < eld.
v
We prove the converse. By (2.14) we have that
—(1 = e P4)(Bz,z) < (A - B)x,z) < (eP* —1)(Bz, x).
By the definition of ||| - ||| and the fact that e+ —1 > 1 — e~P4 this implies that
I1A =Bl < (" = )] B]||.

Now (2.15) follows from (2.1).
W\

Lemma 2.3. Let a > 0 and let v € (0, 1]; then, the following holds.
1) The sets C and Cy(E,a,v) are convex cones in C(E, M?) which satisfy (1.1).
2) There is Dg > 0 such that for all A € C(E,a,v) we have that

|14z — Ayl < Dgl[Alloc - d(z,y)" Yo,y € G, (2.17)
Conversely, if A € C+ NC¥(E, M%), then A € C1(E,a,v) for some a > 0 (which depends on A).

Proof. We don’t dwell on the proof of point 1), since it follows immediately from the definitions of C
and Cy (a,v).
We prove point 2). Let A € C(E,a,v); this means that, if z,y € E,

e*ad(%y)“Ay <A, < ead(%y)“Ay'
This is (2.14) for Dy = ad(z,y)”; by lemma 2.2, (2.15) holds, i. e.
142 = Ayllns < Ds (*de)” 1) || A,llns Yo,y € E.

Since we are supposing that the diameter of E is 1 (for E = G this is (1.9)), we get (2.17).
Conversely, let A € C N CY(E, M?); since E is compact, we easily see that there is ¢ > 0 such that
A, > eld for all x € E. Thus, setting A = A, and B = A,, we have that A and B satisfy (2.12); by lemma

2.2 also (2.13) holds, i. e.
Aye—DSHAm—AyHHS < 14&c < AyeDSHAm_AyHHS

for some D3 = D3(e, A,) > 0. Since A € C(E, M?), we have that
14 = Ayllns < Drd(z —y)*
The last two formulas imply that
Aye~DrDs(edden)” < 4 < A eP7Ds(eA)d(0)"
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Thus, A € C1(F,a,v) if
a > Dy7sup{Ds(e, Ay) : y € E}.

Note that the term on the right is finite since, by lemma 2.2, D3(e, -) is bounded on bounded sets and || 4||co

is finite.

W\

83
The Ruelle operator

From now on, we suppose that (F1)-(F4) hold; we let (G,d) be the fractal defined by (1.8) with the
distance d induced by the immersion in R<.

We define the Ruelle operator L5 on G as

Lg:C(G, MY — C(G, M%)

n

(LaA)(x) =D 'Diji(x) Ay, (o) Dt (). (3.1)

i=1
We also define a Ruelle operator Ly, on C (X, M*¥): first, if x = (zoz1...) € X, we set (iz) = (izoxy .. .).
Then, we define

Ls:C(2, M) = C(x, M*)
(LsA) (@) = "Dilo(s)Adiz) D¥il o(a)- (3.2)
1=1

Note also that : 2 — D;i[e(s) is vo-Hélder, since Dy; is vo-Hélder by (F1) and we saw in section 1 that &
is Lipschitz; if A = A o ® for some A € C(G, M%), we get by the second formula of (1.15) that

LsA(x) = ZtD¢i|<I>(z)Awio<I>(z)Dwi|<I>(z)-
i=1
The next lemma shows that the fixed points of the adjoint of L, which we call L, induce a self-similar

form on C*(RY).

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a fractal satisfying (F1)-(F4). Let (8,7) € (0,4+00) x M*(G, M%) be such that
L& = P
Let f,g € C*(R? R) and let us define, with the notation of section 2 for the integral,

E.(f.g) = /G (Vf(z), drVg(z)).

Then,

n

i=1
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Proof. By the polarisation identity, it suffices to show (3.3) when f = g; we shall take advantage of the
fact that Vf @ Vf € C(G, M?), i. e. is in the domain of L5. We recall that, if a € R and A € M?, then

(a,Aa) =(a®a,A)ns
where by a ® a we denote the tensor product of the column vector a with itself:
a®a=a-"a.

As we shall see in the formula below, this explains the position of the transpose sign in (3.1).
The definition of &£, and the formula above imply the first equality below; the second one comes from
the chain rule (recall that V(f o ;) = 'Dy; - Vf) and the definition of L¢; this third one follows since

&T = P71 and the last one is again the definition of &-.

S 6 (Fo i, fot) = Z / f o) (@) © V(o) (@), dr(z))ars =

=1

/G (La(VF @ V) ). dr(x)ns =

8 / (VF & V,dr)us = BE(f. ).
G
W

Remark. We can read lemma 3.1 as a statement about the push-forward of the measure 7, the positive
eigenvector of £*. Indeed, let f,g € C*(R?); by (F3), fo F and g o F are not defined at the points of
F, which are a finite set. As we shall see in lemma 5.3 below, the measure 7¢ of point 2) of theorem 1 is
non-atomic; in particular, the points where f o F' and g o F' are not defined have measure zero. Together
with (1.13), this implies the first equality below; the second one follows from lemma 3.1; the last one follows

from the chain rule.

/(Vf,dTVg Z/ foFo;),drV(go Fouy)) =

= [ erarvigor) = 5 [ (DP@YSlre @ DF@Vslro dr@ns.  (34)
In other words, denoting by Fiw the pull-back by F' of the two-tensor w, we have that
B
= — F*
T= (BT

where the ”push-forward” (Fj)y7 is defined as in the last term on the right in the formula above. Though
this is not the standard push-forward operator, it is natural if we regard 7 not as a measure, but as a linear

operator on 2-tensors.

§4
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Fixed points of the Ruelle operator

We shall suppose that the maps {¢;}, satisfy the following nondegeneracy condition; it is stronger

than the one in [12], but it allows us to use the Perron-Frobenius theorem without modifications.

(ND) We suppose that, for all v € R4\ {0} and all = € G, the set {* Dp;(x)v}?_; generates R, Actually, we
ask for a quantitative version of this, i. e. that there is b > 0 such that the following holds. Let v,vy € R?
and let x € G; then, there is 7 € (1,...,n), depending on x, v and vy, such that

(D (x)v, vo) = bl[v]] - [[voll. (4.1)
If we denote by P the orthogonal projection on vy, the formula above implies the inequality below.

[P - Dipi(z)ol| = blJv]]. (4.2)

It is easy to verify that the harmonic Sierpinski gasket of section 1 satisfies (ND); as we shall see in the

next lemma, (ND) implies a bound from below on LA.

Lemma 4.1.  Let the maps {1;}_, satisfy (F1)-(F4) and (ND). Let (E, L) denote either one of (G, Lg)
or (X, Lx).

Then, for all a > 0 there is D1 = D1(a,b) > 0 such that the following happens. Let v € (0,v] and let
A€ Ci(E,a,v); then, for all x € E,

1
——||A4||oo - Id < (LA); < Di(a,b)||A]|s - Id. 4.3
By Ml - 10 < (£4). < Difa.p)A4] (13)
Proof. We prove the left hand side of (4.3); for the right hand side it suffices to note that £ is continuous
from the || - ||oc topology to itself.

By compactness, there is 4, € E such that

Az |5 = || Al]oo- (4.4)
By the definition of |||A,,,. ||| we can find vpa € R? with |[vmez|| = 1 such that
|| |A1maz | || = (Azmaz VUmazx, Umaz)- (45)

By (2.11) and the fact that diam(F) = 1 we have that
v,v) Vz e E, YveRL

Let v € R% and let 7 € (1,...,n); the formula above implies the first inequality below. Since vpqe is an

eigenvector of the symmetric matrix A we have that A preserves the space generated by v.,,q, and

Tmax? Tmax

its orthogonal complement. Thus, if we denote by P the orthogonal projection on v,,,,;, we get the second

18



inequality below. Next, we choose i in such a way that (4.1) holds with vy = vynas; the choice of i depends
on z and v. By (4.2) we get the third inequality below; the last equality comes from (4.5) and the last
inequality from (2.1) and (4.4).

(Ay; (@) D¥i ()0, D (z)v) >

e “(As,,q. DYi(x)v, D3 (z)v) > €™ *(As,, ., PDY3(x)v, PDiy(x)v) >

Lrmam 2
™ V(A0 Vmaz, Umaa) - |[0]]* = €7 0%[[| Ag,,, 1] - [[0]]* > Da - €70 - | Al|oo - [[0]]*.

We choose 7 as above; the definition of £ implies the first inequality below; the second one comes from the

formula above.

((LA)zv,v) > (Ay, (2) DY5(2)v, Dy (w)v) >
Dy e ||Al|w - ][ Vz € E.

W

Lemma 4.2.  Let the maps {;}I, satisfy (F1)-(F4) and (ND) for some b > 0. Then, for all a > 0 there
is w(a,b) > 0 such that, if A € C+(G,a,1p) and

[|1DYill, < w(a,b) Vie(l,...,n), (4.6)

then for all z,y € G we have that

n

e~ llz=yll"° Z t D, (x)Awi(m)Di/Ji (z) <

=1

> DYi(y) Ay, ) Dii(y) <

i=1

n

el VI N " Doy () Ay, 2y D (). (4.7)a

i=1
Note that, if the maps v; are affine and satisfy (ND), (4.6) is always verified.
Analogously, possibly reducing w(a,b) in (4.6), for all A € C+(X,a,1) and all z,y € ¥ we have that

o= (@) Z LDl a2y Afiz) Dilo(z) <

=1

ZtD¢i|<I>(y)A(iz)Dwi|<I>(y) <
=1

ol (@)"0 ZtD¢i|q>(x)A(ix)D¢i|<D(x)' (4.7)s
i=1
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Proof. We shall prove (4.7)¢, since (4.7)x, is analogous. We begin recalling an inequality on matrices. Let

B € M? be positive semidefinite and let C,C’ two invertible matrices; we suppose that
IClms, [IC"[| s < D1 (4.8)

for some D7 > 0.

It is easy to see that, since B is symmetric,
(*C'BCz,r) = ("CBC'z,z).
Together with a simple calculation, this implies that
(*C'BC'z,z) = (BC'z,C'x) =
(BCxz,Cz) +2(B(C' — C)z,Cx) + (B(C' — O)x, (C' — C)x).
Since ||C = C'||gs < 2D; by (4.8), this implies that, for some Dy > 0 depending only on D1, but not on
C,C’" and B,
YOBC — Dy||B||gs - ||C — C'||us - Id < 'C'BC" <'CBC + Ds||B||us - ||C — C'||us - Id.
We set
B= Ay, C' =Dy¢i(y) and C = Diy(x)

which immediately implies that
IC = C'llus < |IDWillv, - |z =yl
Recalling that by (F1) (4.8) holds with D; = 7, we get from the last three formulas that
'Di(x) Ay, (o) Di(x) — Ds||Ay, ()l s - || DWillu, - |2 — yl]"0Td <

*Dipi(y) Ay, () D (y) <
LDi(x) Ay, () Di () + Ds || Ay, |15 - [1DWillug - |2 =[]0 1.

Summing over i € (1,...,n) and setting

1€(1,..., n

1DY]lu: = Sup 1Dl

we get
> D) Ay, () Di(x) = Ds || DPlluy - Y [ Ag(ollas - llo =yl 1d <
i=1 i=1

n

> D) Ay, o) Dtbi(y) <

=1
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> D) Ay, (@) DY (@) + 1 DY]luy - D5 > | Ap,()llms - |z =yl Id.
=1 i=1

Since A € Cy(a,v) we can apply lemma 4.1 and get that there is Dg = Dg(a, b) such that

n

[1 = De(a,b)[|D|u, - [l = yl|"°] > Dy () Ay, (o) Dtbi () <
=1

n

> Di(y) Ay, o) Dibily) <
=1

[+ Do (a, 0)[|DYllvq - [l& = yl1"°] Yy " Dhi(x) Ay, ) D).

i=1

We take
1

b)) = ——
w(@:0) = 5o
and we recall that, if = € [0, 1],

1 1
1—13:267”” and 1—|—Zx§em.

From the last three formulas, (4.6) and the fact that diam(E) = 1 we get that

n

S D 0) 4y D01 <

=1

n

> I Di(y) Ay, (o) Di(y) <
=1

elle=vI" Nt Dup () Ay, () Dt ()

i=1
which is (4.7)¢.
W\

Lemma 4.3.  Let (E, L) be either one of (G, L) or (3, Ls); let (F1)-(F4) and (ND) hold. Then, there
is ag > 0 such that, for a > a¢ and ||D¢l|,, < w(a,b),

£(0+(E,G,V0>) C C'+(E,a— l,Vo). (49)

Proof. We follow [19]. It is immediate from the definition of £ that £(C}) C C4. Thus, it suffices to
show that, if A € C4 satisfies (2.11) for a and vy, then LA satisfies (2.11) for a — 1 and vy, provided a is
large enough.

We shall prove the lemma on G, since the proof on ¥ is analogous. Let x,y € Gj the first equality below is
the definition of L¢ in (3.1); the first inequality is the left hand side of (4.7)¢ and holds if || D], < w(a,b).

The second one follows from two facts: the map : A — !BAB is order-preserving and A € Cy(a,1vp), i. e.
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it satisfies (2.11). The third inequality comes from the fact that 7 is the common Lipschitz constant of the

maps v;, 1. e. formula (1.7).

(LaA)(y) =Y "Dvi(y) Ay, ) Dii(y) <
i—1
eHz—yH"o Zth}Z(I)Awl(U)le(x) <
i1
elle =+l I ™D () Ay ) D) <
i—1

o(14an”0)|lz—y||"0 Z tD1/)l- (I)Awi (I)Ddh‘(ﬂ?)-

=1

Since n € (0,1) we can choose ag so large that, for a > ay,
14+an” <a-1.
From the last two formulas we get that
(LoA)(y) < el DI (LG A) ().

The opposite inequality follows similarly, implying (4.9).

W

Definitions. Let A1, e > 0; we denote by CS (E, \a, 1) the subset of the A € C (E, A\1a,1p) such that, for
allz € F,
Ay > €||A]|1d. (4.10)

Moreover, we shall call #(**0) the hyperbolic distance on C1(F,a,vp) and 0, the hyperbolic distance

on Cy; we recall that the hyperbolic distance on a cone has been defined at the beginning of section 1.

Lemma 4.4. Let E be either one of G or ¥; let a > 0. Then, the following holds.
1) (W, 6(®¥)) is a complete metric space.

2) Let C_(E, A\ia, ) be defined as in (4.10). If \; € (0,1), then

diamg(a,u())Cj_(E, /\1a, I/()) < +4o00.

Proof. Again we follow closely [19]; we begin with point 1). We consider a Cauchy sequence {A,},>1 in

(W, (@)} we choose the representatives which satisfy

lAnllo =1  Vn>1. (4.11)

Step 1. We begin to show that {4,,},>1 converges uniformly to A € C(E, M?).
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Since C(E,a,vy) C C4, the definition of the hyperbolic distance implies that 0, < g(a:v0): thus,
{An}n>1 is Cauchy also for the §7 distance; the definition of 1 in (1.4) implies that

Bt (Am, An)

m — 1 as n,m — +OO (412)

By the definition of o™ and 87 in (1.2) and (1.3) respectively, we get that, for all x € E,
ot (Ap, An) A () < An(z) < BT (A, An) A ().
Let 6 > 0; by (4.12) we have that, for n and m large enough and all z € E,
(1 =8B (Ap, Ap) A () < Ap(z) < BT (Am, An) A (2).
By the converse part of lemma 2.2 this implies that, for n and m large,
14n = BT (Am, An) Am|loc < D5 - 8| An]|co-

By (4.11) and the triangle inequality this implies that 87 (A, A,) — 1; again by the formula above,
Bt (A, An) — 1 implies that {A,},>1 is Cauchy for || - ||oo; thus, there is A € C(G, M?) such that A, — A
uniformly.
Step 2. We show that #(%*0)(A,,, A) — 0 as n — +o0. It is easy to see that #(**0) is lower semicontinuous
under uniform convergence; together with step 1, this yields the first inequality below. Since {4, },>1 is
Cauchy for 6(%¥0) there is §,, — 0 such that also the second inequality below holds.

9(@70) (A, A,) < liminf 0@ (A, A,) < 6,.

m——+oo

End of the proof of point 1. It only remains to prove that A € C(E, a, ). First of all, A satisfies (2.11),
since this condition is closed under uniform convergence. We have to show that A, is positive-definite for all
x € E. We recall that 4,, , is positive-definite for all z € E, since A,, € C(E, a,vy); since 07 (A,,, A) < 400,
we have that a™(4,, A) > 0; since by (1.2) A > a™(A,, A)A,, and A, satisfies (2.10) for some € > 0 (which
depends on A4,,), we get that A, is positive-definite for all z € E.

Proof of point 2). The proof is in two steps: first, we show that

diamgy+ CS (E, A1a, 1) < +00 (4.13)

and then that
diam9<a,uo) Ojr (E, /\1a, I/) S diam9+ Ojr (E, )\1&, Vo) + D5(A1) (414)

Step 3. We prove (4.13); this follows if we show that C(E, A\ia, ) is compact in (Cy,07). Thus, let
{An}tn>1 C CL(E, Ma,1p); we can suppose that {A4,},>1 is normalised, i. e. that (4.11) holds. Now,
point 2) of lemma 2.3 implies that the Holder seminorm of A,, is bounded. Thus, by Ascoli-Arzela there
is a subsequence {A,, }s>1 which converges uniformly to A € C(E, M%); we see as in point 1) that A

satisfies (2.11); it also satisfies (4.10) because this formula is stable under uniform convergence. Thus,
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A€ CL(E, \a,v). Since A,, and A satisfy (4.10) and A,, — A uniformly, we can apply the direct part
of lemma 2.2 and get that 6% (A, , A) — 0, ending the proof of compactness.
Step 4. We prove (4.14) on the general space F with distance d. For starters, let us see how ot and a/(®+0)

are related. Let Ay, Ay € C(E,a,1p); by the definition of a(*¥0)(A;, Ay) we have that
Ay — @) (Ay, A3) Ay € C (B, a,1p)
which by (2.11) implies that, for all z,y € E,
e~ [4y(2) — al@0) (A, A9) Ay (2)] < Ax(y) — ol (Ay, A3) A (y) <

pad(,y)g [As(z) — a(a’yo)(Al, Ag)Aq(z)].

Rearranging the terms of the inequality on the left, we get that
¢V Ag(w) = Aaly) < [~ IV A (@) — An(y)]al ) (Ay, Ao)

for all z,y € E. Since A1, Ay satisfy (2.11) for Aja, the formula above implies that

e—ad(@,y)*0 _ o—Aiad(z,y)"0

A < _ (a,v) A ANA . y
2(7) < o—ad(@,y)"0 _ phrad(z,y)*0 e (A1, A2)A () (4.15)
We set )\
z— 2™
Ds :SUP{m 1z € (071)}

and by a function study we see that Dg € (0,1). By (4.15) we get that
As(z) < Dgal™0) (Ay, Az) A (z)
which by the definition of a™ implies that
D@V (A1, Ag) > at(Ay, Ay). (4.16)

Analogously, we can set

z—zM

_ A1
D7:inf{L:z>1}.

A function study shows that D7 > 1 and the same argument that yielded (4.16) yields
B (A, As) < D7BF(Ar, Ag).
Using this, (4.16) and the definition of 6% in (1.4) we get that
0@ (A1, Ag) < 0F(Ay, As) + log Dy — log Dy

which ends the proof of (2.18).
W
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Proposition 4.5.  Let (F, L) be either one of (G, L¢) or (X, Lyx). Let (F1)-(F4) and (ND) with constant

b > 0 hold. Then, if sup;e(y, ) [[DVilly, is small enough, the following holds.

.....

1) There is a simple, positive eigenvalue 3 of
L:C(E,M% — C(E,M?).

Denoting by Q the eigenfunction of 8, we have that Q € C(a,vy). In particular, Q, is positive-definite for
all x € E. If the maps 1; are affine, then there is Q € M® such that Q, = Q for all x € E.

2) Recall that after formula (2.7) we defined P (E, M?); we assert that there is 7 € Pgo(E, M?) such that
LA = BT.

3)If B € C(E,M?%), we have
1
g

uniformly on E. Note that this implies that the measure T of the previous point is unique and that (3 is

L'B — Q/ (B,dr)ns (4.17)
E

simple eigenvalue of L. Moreover, if B € C4(F,a,v) with v € (0, 1], the convergence above is exponentially

fast.

Proof. Step 1. Let sup;c(y, ) [[D¥illy, be so small that lemma 4.3 hold. Since £: C(E, M) — C(E, M)

.

is continuous, the left hand side of (4.3) implies that, possibly increasing the constant Di(a,b),

1
p—— : '
(LA), > Dl(a,b)||£A||°° Id VYxzeFE

Together with lemma 4.3 this implies that

E(CJ’_ (E, a, 1/0)) C Ci (E, )\laa 1/0)

for some A1 € (0,1) and € equal to the constant m of the formula above; by point 2) of lemma 4.4 this

implies that
diamg,») L(Cy (E, a,1p)) < +00.

By point 1) of proposition 1.1, we get that £ is a contraction of Cy (E, a,v) into itself; since

(C+(E, a,vp)) 9(“*”0)>

~

M In other words,

is complete by point 1) of lemma 4.4, we get that £ has a unique fixed point in
there are
1) Q € C(FE,a,v), unique up to multiplication by a scalar, and
2) a unique § € (0, +00) such that
LQ = 5Q. (4.18)

Since @ is unique up to multiplication by a scalar, we can normalise it in such a way that ||Q||e = 1.
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Step 2. If the maps D; are constant, we see that, if A is a constant matrix, then £A is constant too.
Applying the Perron-Frobenius theorem to the positive cone of M?, we can find a constant, positive-definite
matrix @ and 3’ > 0 such that £Q = 8'Q. By the uniqueness of step 1, we have that Q = Q.

Step 3. We prove point 2). We saw in lemma 2.1 that Pg(E, M%) is a convex, compact set of M(E, M%);
thus, by Schauder’s fixed point theorem, it suffices to show that %ﬁ* brings PQ(E,Md) into itself. Let
7 € Po(E,M?); we skip the proof that %E*% is non-negative definite (it follows easily by (2.3) and the
definition of the adjoint), but we show that its integral against @ is 1. The first equality below is the
definition of the adjoint, the second one is point 1) and the last follows since 7 € Pg(FE, M?).

/E(Q,d(%g*) 7~—>HS_/E(%LQ,d%>HS_~/;(Q7d%)HS_1'

Step 4. We prove point 3). Since L is linear and B = BT — B~ with BY, B~ > 0, it suffices to prove (4.17)
when B € C(E, M%) and B > 0; in other words, when B € C,.
We begin to show that, if B € C, then

6. (L'B,Q) — 0. (4.19)

It is clear that (4.19) follows from the three points below.

a) For all € > 0 there is a9 > 0 and B € C(F, ag, 1) such that 8+ (B, B) < e. This follows, for instance,
since Holder functions are dense for the || - ||o topology. We can also require that B € Cy(F,a, 1) for a
fixed a > aop.

b) If a is large enough, 6(**)(L!B, Q) — 0. This follows since B € Cy(F,a,1p) and L is a contraction
on Cy(E,a,1p) by step 2. By (1.5), this convergence is exponentially fast. If we apply this argument to
B e Cy(E,a,1) we get the last assertion of the thesis.

¢) Since Cy(E,a,vp) C Cy, the definition of hyperbolic distance in section 1 immediately implies that
6, < #(e10): by the triangle inequality, this implies the first inequality below; the second one comes from

the fact that, since £(Cy) C Cy, then Lipy, (£) < 1.
04(L'B,Q) < 0.(L'B,L'B)+ 0" (L'B,Q) <
04 (B,B) + 6@ (L'B,Q).

Now the first term on the right is arbitrarily small by point a) and the second one tends to zero by point b).
We show how (4.19) implies (4.17) when B € Cy. We begin to note that, since £L*7 = 7 by point 2)
of the thesis, we have for all [ > 1

/ ((%c)’B,dT)

The last formula implies a bound from below on || (%ﬁ) Bl|so; in turn, by lemma 4.1 this implies that

= / (B,d7)ms. (4.20)
B

HS

the matrices (%E) B are uniformly positive-definite. Together with (4.19) and lemma 2.2 this implies that

there is a; > 0 such that
l
1
I (EL) B —Qlloc — 0. (4.21)
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In view of (4.20), this implies that

Y / (B,d7)us — / (Q,d7)ms.
E E
The right hand side in the formula above is 1 since 7 € Pg (G, M?); this implies that

[5(Q,d7)us

ap = = .
! fE(B,dT)HS

Note that the numerator is 1 since 7 € Pg(G, M?); the denominator is different from zero since B € Cy,
(2.4) holds and 7 € Pg(E, M?).
Recall that (4.21) and the last formula imply that
AN
153 «
uniformly. Now (4.17) follows from the last two formulas.

The last case is when B € C. \ {0}. In this case, we consider B + §Id for § > 0; since B + §Id € C.

we have just shown that

1 l
(B£> (B + 61d) —>Q/G(B+6Id,dT)HS (4.22)

uniformly as n — +00. We saw above that, since Id € C4,

l

uniformly. Now the thesis follows subtracting the last two formulas.

W

Definition. By point 1) of proposition 4.5, the operator L& on C(G, M*) has a couple eigenvalue-eigenvector
which we call (3g,Q¢); the operator Lx, on C (X, M*) has a couple eigenvalue-eigenvector which we call
(By,Qx). By point 2) of proposition 4.5 there is a Gibbs measure on G, which we call 7¢, and one on X,
which we call 7s;. We shall say that kg: = (Qg, 7¢) ns is Kusuoka’s measure on G and that kx: = (Qx, 75 ) ms

is Kusuoka’s measure on ¥. Since 7¢ € Pg, and 7s € Pg,,, K¢ and kx are both probability measures.
The next lemma shows that there is a natural relationship between these objects.

Lemma 4.6.  We have that 8g = Bx; we shall call 8 their common value. Up to multiplying one of them

by a positive constant, we have that Qx = Qg o ®. Moreover, 7¢ = @375, and kg = Pykx.

Proof. The first equality below comes from the formula after (3.2) and the second one from the definition

of L in (3.1).

Ls(Ao®)(x) =Y "Dilo) A0 Dilow) = Lo(A) o ®(x) forall A€ C(G,M"). (4.23)
i=1
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C+(G707V0

Since Q¢ is a fixed point of L& on ), the formula above implies that Qg o @ is a fixed point of Ly

~

on C+(E;a)l’0)

. By the uniqueness of proposition 4.5 we get that, up to multiplying one of them by a positive

constant, Qs = Q¢ o ®. Since
BsQs = LsQs = Lx(Qa o ®) = Lo(Qa) o ® = Qg o

we get that By = B¢g.

We prove the relation between the Gibbs measures. Let A € C(G, M*); the first equality below is the
definition of the adjoint, the second one follows from the definition of push-forward; the third one comes
from (4.23) while the fourth one comes from the fact that 7 is an eigenvector of £%; the last one comes

again by the definition of push-forward.
<A, EE(@W’E» = <£GA, ‘bﬁTE> = <(£GA) 9] (I), 7'2> =

(Ls:(Ao®),75) = f(Ao D, 75) = B(A, Dy7s).

Moreover, the fact that Qx = Qg o ® easily implies that ®y7s € Pg,,; since lemma 4.5 implies the uniqueness
of the eigenvector of Lf, in Pg,,, the last formula implies that 7¢ = ®47s.

We leave to the reader the easy verification that kg = P4kx.

W\

In order to prove that Kusuoka’s measure (@, 7)ns is ergodic, we need a lemma.

Lemma 4.7.  Let 8> 0 and let 7 € M*(E, M%) be as in point 2) of proposition 4.5. Let A: E — M? be

a bounded Borel function. Then,

/E(LA,dr)HS :B/E(A,dT)HS.

Proof. Let us define the measure ¢ as
tr= 7] + > (Wo)s(ll7I])
i=1
if we are on G; on ¥ we set
tr= {7l + Y _(a)s(II7]])
i=1

where a;: (zoxy ...) = (ixoz1...).
By Lusin’s theorem there is a sequence A;, € C(G, M?) such that A, — A t-a. e. on G; moreover,

[|Ak||oo is bounded. By dominated convergence, this implies that

/E(Ak,dT)Hs—)/E(A,dT)HS
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and
/ (ﬁAk, dT)HS — / (ﬁA,dT)Hs.
E E
Since Ay is continuous, point 2) of proposition 4.5 implies that

/(EAk,dT)HS :ﬁ/(Ak,dT)HS.
E E

The thesis follows from the last three formulas.

W\

The next lemma recalls some properties of Kusuoka’s measure.

Lemma 4.8. Let E = G or E = ¥; in the first case we set S = F', in the second one we set S = o. Then,
the following holds.
1) Let Q and T be as in proposition 3.2, let g € C(E,R) and let A € C(E, M*). Then we have that

/;(QOSZ'AydT)HS%/E'(gQadT)HS'/E(A;dT)HS- (424)

2) The scalar measures kg and kx, defined above are ergodic.

Proof. We begin with point 1) on ¥; we follow [PP].
First of all, we note that, if h:¥ — R is a bounded Borel function, then

hoo(ix) = h(z) forall i€ (l,...,n) andall ze€X. (4.25)
By (3.2) this implies that, if A € C(Z, M),
[Ln(hoo-A)(x) = h(x)(LsA)(z) Vo € G.

Integrating against 7, we get the first equality below; the second equality comes from lemma 4.7.

[ (Gesa) i), = [ (Gestneo-anam) =

/ (hoo- A drs)us. (4.26)
b
In particular, if A = Qx where Qyx is the eigenfuction of proposition 3.2, we have that
/hd(QZaTE)HS = / hood(@s,7s)Hs- (4.27)
b b

Iterating (4.26) for h = g € C(XZ,R) we get that

k
/z <g (%Ez) AdeZ) - /Z(g oo A drs)us.

HS

Now (4.24) for (E, S) = (X, o) follows from point 3) of proposition 4.5.
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Next, we show (4.24) when F = G. Anticipating on lemma 5.3 below, the measure 7 is non-atomic.
In particular, the countable set N C ¥ on which ® is not injective is a null set for ky. Let ¢ € C(G,R)
and let A € C(G, M¥); the first equality below comes from lemma 4.6; the second one is the definition of
push-forward; the third one comes from (1.16), which holds save on a null-set; the limit is (4.24) on %, which

we have just proven. The last equality follows again from lemma 4.6.

/(goFl A dTg)Hs = / (go Fl(z) - A(z),d(®y7s)(x))ms =
G G

/2(9 o F'o®(y) - Ao ®(y),drs(y))ms =
[g0800')- A0 8).drswus > [ (9020) - Qso)drs)as - [ (A0 Bly). drs(v))us =
P P =

/ (9(2)Qc (), dre(x)) s - / (A(2), d7e (2))us.
G

G
This is (4.24) for G, ending the proof of point 1).

We prove point 2). First of all, since (4.27) holds for all h € C (X, R) we get that oyks, = Ky, 1. e. that

Ky is o-invariant. With the same argument we used for the formula above this implies that

/hd(QGvTG)HS:/hoFd(QGvTG)HS
G e

i. e. that kg is F-invariant.

Now we work on E, with F = G or E = X. Setting A = fQ for a continuous function f, (4.24) implies
that

[ oo F" 1a@us > [ 9@ ons- [ Fd@.7)ms
E E E
which implies that (@, 7)gs is strongly mixing; in particular, it is ergodic.

W\

At this stage it is natural to ask whether, when the maps 1; are affine, Kusuoka’s measure kg coincides

with (Qa,7¢)ms; in the remark at the end of section 5 we shall prove that this is the case.

85
The Gibbs property

In section 1 we defined the cylinder [zg...2;] C ¥ and the cell [zg...21]¢ C G.

From now on, we shall suppose that the maps v; are affine and we set

wmo...zl = ’(/}zo 0...0 ’L/}zl.
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Definition. Let MT(G, M?). Following [18], we shall say that u € M*(G, M?) is a Gibbs measure if there
is there are constants C, D1 > 0 such that, for alll > 1 and all z € G\ N,

e_Cl_Dl : (‘waonJﬂl—l) M(G) 't(waomwzfl) < /14([5[50 s xl—l]G) <

€O (D) (G (Do) (5-De

We say that u € MT (X, M) is a Gibbs measure if there is there are constants C, D; > 0 such that, for all
[>1andall xz € %,

e_Cl_Dl : (D¢IU~~.IL—1) M(E) ’ t(D’@[JmomIlfl) < /J,([JJQ o 'xl_l]) <

e P (DY ay ) U(E) - (DVagy ) (5-1)s

In the formula above, we have not specified at which point we calculate Dy, . o, ,, since ¥y, . 4, , is
affine.

Let 7s; be the positive eigenvector of £* as in lemma 4.5; we briefly prove that 7 (%) # 0. Let Qx be
as in proposition 4.5; the inequality below comes from (2.4) and the fact that, for some € > 0, eQx(G) < Id
for all z € G by compactness; the equality comes from the fact that 7= € Pg (%, M7,

(1 75(D)is = ¢ [ (@), drs(o) s = e
b
We have the following analogue of proposition 3.2 of [18].

Lemma 5.1.  Let (F1)-(F4) and (ND) hold; let the maps ; be affine. Let (3,7s) be as in proposition
4.5. Then for alll > 1 and all x = (zg,1,...) € X we have

Ts([zo ... 21]) = = (Dte,) - 2 ([x1 ... 17]) - “(Day ). (5.2)

s

If1 =0, (5.2) holds with m=(X) instead of 7s([x1 ...x]) on the right.

Proof. Let z = (zg,x1,...) € ¥ be fixed; clearly, we have that

1[z1mzn](2) if 1=

0 otherwise.

1[zor1»v»zn] (22) = {

Let A € M? be a fixed, positive semidefinite matrix. The formula above implies the second equality
below, while the first one comes from the fact that A is constant; the third one follows by multiplying and
dividing and recalling that 1, ,,(iz) = 0 if i # x0; the fourth one from the definition of Ly in (3.2); the

last one follows by lemma 4.7.

(A r(lzr o)) s = / (AL, (=), drs(2)) s =
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=1

HS

/ <Zt0wi (Diay) ™ Al (i2) - (D)™ Dw,de(Z)) =
> HS

i=1

/E (‘CZ (t(Dwz())il : Al[mozz] ’ (Dwmo)il) (Z)vdTE(Z))HS =
B [ | ("(Dtpay) ™"+ A (Dtbyy) ™ H,d7s) 1y - (5.3)

After transposition, (5.3) implies that

B(A, le;()l . TZ([.’L'Q .. xl]) . tle;Ol)Hs = (A, Tz([.%'l, .. .xl]))Hs.

Letting A vary among the one-dimensional projections we get that

B-Dy )t rs(wo...m]) - "Dyt =1y .. .3
To get (5.2) it suffices to multiply the formula above by

1
7 (Dt,,) on the left and by (D) on the right.

W\

Corollary 5.2.  Let (F1)-(F4) and (ND) hold; let us suppose that the maps 1); are affine and let (3, 1s)

be as in proposition 4.5. then, Ts is a Gibbs measure for the constant C' = log f3.

Proof. Tterating the right hand side of (5.2) and using the chain rule we get the following.
1 t
ms([zo ... 2]) = 5 (Dtpao ) ([zn - - 2]) (D) =

% ’ (D"/Jﬂﬂoﬂﬂl)TZ([CC2 s xl])t(‘leﬂowl) =

1
E ’ (waowl“'wlfl)q—z([‘rl])t(DwQEOCELnlEl—l) =

W

Lemma 5.3.  Let the maps 1); satisfy (F1)-(F4) and let (ND) hold. Then, we have the following.
1) The measure Ty, Is positive on open sets.

2) The measures Ts; and T¢ are non-atomic.
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Proof. We begin with point 1) for 7s. It suffices to show that, for all cylinders [zg ... xz;] C X, the matrix

Ts[o ... 1] is not zero. We get from (5.3) that

(Id,rs[z1...x))us =B ("(Dtaola(z) ™"+ (D¥ayla@) " drs(2)ms.

[zo...2]

This easily implies that, if 7s[z1 ... 2] is not zero, then also ms[zg ... x;] is not zero. Iterating, we see that
Ts[o . .. 1] is not zero if 75(X) is not zero, a fact we showed before stating this lemma.

As for point 2), we begin to recall the standard proof that xx is non-atomic. By point 2) of lemma
4.8, ky is ergodic; let us suppose by contradiction that it has an atom {Z}. We are going to show that
kx({Z}) = 1 and, consequently, kx({Z}°) = 0. This will be the contradiction, since by point 1) 75 is positive
on open sets.

First of all, let us suppose that z is a periodic orbit of period g and let us set

A= U ol ({z}).
>0

Clearly, A is o9-invariant, i. e. 0~9(A) C A. Since o preserves sy, we have that k(0 ~'{z}) = ks ({Z});
since o fixes T, we see that T € 0~ 9({Z}). This implies that 7s; on 0~ %({Z}) concentrates on {Z}; iterating,
we get that 75 on o~'4({Z}) concentrates on {Z#}. This and the definition of A easily imply that rx(A4) =
kx({Z}) and that kx(A\ 079(A4)) = 0. By ergodicity, this implies that kg ({Z}) = 1.

The second case is when Z has an antiperiod, say of length . We consider # = ¢!(Z), which is periodic.
Since 7 € 0~ !(%), invariance implies that x5 (%) > 0; now the same argument as above applies.

The last case is when  is not periodic; then, it is easy to see that the sets o~!({Z}) are all disjoint.
Since they have the same measure, we get that kx({Z}) =0, i. e. that {Z} is not an atom.

In order to show that kg is non-atomic, it suffices to recall three facts: that 7w is non-atomic, that

T¢ = P47 by lemma 4.6 and that ® is finite-to-one.

W\

End of the proof of theorem 1. Points 1) and 2) come from proposition 4.5. The self-similarity of point
4) comes from lemma 3.1. The ergodicity of point 3) is point 2) of lemma 4.8; mutual absolute continuity
in one direction follows from (2.8), in the other one is trivial. For point 5) we begin to note that, by the
definition of @, [zg ... 2] C ®!([zo...21]c); the points of @~ ([zg ... 21]¢\[20 - . . 1] are those with multiple

codings, which we have seen in section 1 to be a countable set. Since 7x; is non-atomic, we get that
6@ ([20 ... 21]e \ [z0...2]) = 0.
Since ¢ = ®47s by lemma 3.4, the last formula implies that
Ts([zo ... 2]) = 1a([z0 . .. 21]G)-

Since 75 has the Gibbs property by corollary 5.2, we are done.
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Remark. In corollary (4.2) we have supposed that the maps D1); are constant, which is the case of Kusuoka’s
paper [12]. We prove that, up to multiplication by a positive constant, (Qg, 7¢)ms coincides with Kusuoka’s
measure K.

When D1, is constant, point 1) of proposition 4.5 implies that Q¢ is constant too and solves
1 n
Q¢ = 3 > "D QD (5.4)
i=1

By point 2) of lemma 3.1 we have that

n

BE(f,9) =D Er(fotisgot) =

=1

n t N
;/waz vy

If we choose as f and g two linear functions and we recall that D1); is a constant matrix, we see that the

bi(z), A7 D - Vg

wilz))-

last formula implies that

Bra(G) =Y Dy - 16(G) - ' Dy (5.5)
=1

Kusuoka’s measure « is defined by the following formula: if © = (xgxy ...), then
1 A
H([IO - -IZ]G) = E(Qa t(Dd}zomzl)Qt(Dd}zo...xl))HS

where @ solves (5.4) and Q solves (5.5). Since the solution to both equations is unique by Perron-Frobenius
(up to multiplication by a constant, of course), the last formula and corollary (5.2) imply that kg: = (Qg, 7¢)

coincide with k.
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