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Abstract

Firstly, we introduce a new notion called induced upper metric mean dimension with
potential, which naturally generalizes the definition of upper metric mean dimension
with potential given by Tsukamoto to more general cases, then we establish variational
principles for it in terms of upper and lower rate distortion dimensions and show there
exists a Bowen’s equation between induced upper metric mean dimension with potential
and upper metric mean dimension with potential.

Secondly, we continue to introduce two new notions, called BS metric mean dimension
and Packing BS metric mean dimension on arbitrary subsets, to establish Bowen’s
equations for Bowen upper metric mean dimension and Packing upper metric mean
dimension with potential on subsets. Besides, we also obtain two variational principles
for BS metric mean dimension and Packing BS metric mean dimension on subsets.

Finally, the special interest about the Bowen upper metric mean dimension of the
set of generic points of ergodic measures are also involved.

1 Introduction

Mean topological dimension introduced by Gromov [Gro99| is a new topological invariant
in topological dynamical systems. Later, Lindenstrauss and Weiss [LWO00| introduced the
notion called metric mean dimension to capture the complexity of infinite topological entropy
systems and revealed the well-known fact that metric mean dimension is an upper bound of

mean topological dimension. Therefore, metric mean dimension plays a vital role in dimension
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theory and deserves some special attentions. Very recently, Lindenstrauss and Tsukamoto’s
pioneering work [LT18| showed a first important relationship between mean dimension theory
and ergodic theory, which is an analogue of classical variational principle for topological
entropy. More discussions associated with this result can be found in [GS21, CDZ22|. From
that time on, Lindenstrauss and Tsukamoto’s work inspired more and more researchers
to inject ergodic theoretic ideas into mean dimension theory by constructing some new
variational principles, and we refer to [VV17, LT19, T20, GS21, S21, CLS21, W21| for more
details. Before stating our main results, we list some basic notions and recall some necessary
backgrounds.

By a pair (X, f) we mean a topological dynamical system (TDS for short), where X is
a compact metrizable topological space and f is a continuous self-map on X. The set of
metrics on X compatible with the topology is denoted by Z(X). We denote by C(X,R)
the set of all real-valued continuous functions of X equipped with the supremum norm.
By M(X), M(X, f), E(X, f) we denote the sets of all Borel probability measures on X, all
f-invariant Borel probability measures on X, all ergodic measures on X, respectively.

In the setting of quasi-circles, Bowen [B79| firstly found the Hausdorff dimension of certain
compact set is exactly the unique root of the equation defined by the topological pressure of
geometric potential function, which was later known as Bowen’s equation. In 2000, Barreira
and Schmeling [BS00] introduced the notion of BS dimension (or called u-dimension in that
paper) on subsets and proved that BS dimension is the unique root of the equation defined by
topological pressure of additive potential function. The non-additive setting and non-uniform
setting about Bowen’s equation can be found in [B96] and [C11], respectively. Later, Xing and
Chen [XC15| extended the work of Jaerisch et al. [JKL14] to general topological dynamical
systems and introduced a notion called induced topological pressure that specializes the BS
dimension, and they revealed an important link between the induced topological pressure
and the classical topological pressure is Bowen’s equation. Based on these work, the first
purpose of this paper is to establish Bowen’s equation for upper metric mean dimension
with potential on the whole phase space.

One says that a topological dynamical system (X, f) admits marker property if for any
N > 0, there exists an open set U C X with property that

UNffU =0,1<n<N,and X = U,ezf"U.

The symbolic version of marker property was first introduced by Krieger in [K82| and
then the simplified version of Krieger’s marker lemma was given in [B83, Lemma 2.2|, and
the non-symbolic version of marker property was defined in [D06, Definition 2| based on
the Krieger’s marker lemma [K82, B83|. For example, free (no aperiodic points) minimal
systems and their extensions [L99, Lemma 3.3|, an aperiodic finite-dimensional TDS [G15,

Theorem 6.1| and an extension of an aperiodic TDS which has a countable number of minimal



subsystems [G17, Theorem 3.5| have marker property. In general, the marker property implies
the aperiodicity and whether the aperiodicity implies the marker property or not is still
an open problem posed by Gutman in [G15, Problem 5.4| and |G17, Problem 3.4]. As
an application, marker property have been extensively used to deal with the embedding
problems, readers can turn to [L99, G15, GLT16, G17, LT19, T20, GT20| for more details
of this aspect.

Tsukamoto [T20] introduced a notion called upper metric mean dimension with potential

and proved the following

Theorem A. Let (X, f) be a TDS admitting the marker property. Then for all d € ' (X),

mdimy (X, f,d, ) = sup (rdﬂ(X,f,d,uH / sodu>
REM(X,f) X

= sup (%(X, fod, ) +/ sodu) :
peEM(X, f) X

where 2 (X) = {d € 2(X) : mdim(X, f, 0) = mdimy/ (X, f,d, ¢)}, mdim(X, f, )

denotes mean dimension with potential @, see [T20, Subsection 1.2] for its explicit definition.

WM(X , f,d, ¢) is upper metric mean dimension with potential ¢ given in subsection 2.1.

rdim(X, f,d, ) and rdim(X, f,d, i) respectively denote lower and upper rate distortion

dimensions, see [T20, Section 2| for their precise definitions.

We remark that Theorem A can be directly deduced from [T20, Corollary 1.7, Theorem
1.8]. Here, we borrow some ideas from [JKL14, XC15]| to define induced upper metric mean
dimension with potential and establish a Bowen’s equation for upper metric mean dimension

with potential on the whole phase space.

Theorem 1.1. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metric d € 2(X) and ¢, € C(X,R) with
¥ > 0. Suppose that mdimy (X, f,d, @) < oo. Then mdimyr (X, f,d, ) is the unique root
of the equation mdimy (X, f,d, o — ) = 0, where mdimy (X, f,d, ) is called 1-induced
upper metric mean dimension with potential @ defined in Subsection 2.1.

Theorem 1.2. Let (X, f) be a TDS admitting marker property and ¢, € C(X,R) with
Y > 0. Then for alld € 9'(X),

mdzme(X, f’d’ 90) — sup {'rdﬂ< 7f7d7,u> + ng ,u}

peEM(X,f) S dp S wdp
~ s {W(X, fid,p) fsodu}
HEM(X, f) [ du [bdp f°

We would like to emphasize that only Theorem 1.2 and subsequent Corollary 3.20 need
the assumption of marker property and hold for some "nice" metrics. It is not clear if we can



remove the assumption of marker property in Theorem 1.2. More precisely, it is unclear if
for any dynamical system (X, f), there exists a metric d € Z(X) such that mdim(X, f, p) =
mdimy (X, f,d, ). This open problem was also mentioned in [GLT16, LT19, T20].

In 1973, Bowen |B73| introduced Bowen topological entropy resembling the definition of
Hausdorff dimension for any Borel subset Z of X. In that paper, he proved the following
three important results.

(i) When Z = X, Bowen topological entropy A, ( f, X) coincides with the classical topological
entropy.

(i) If pe M(X, f)and Y C X with x(Y) = 1, then the measure-theoretic entropy denoted
by h,(f) is less than or equal to the Bowen topological entropy A, (f,Y).

(iii) If p € E(X, f), then the measure-theoretic entropy h,(f) is equal to hp(f, G), where
the set Gy, = {z € X : limy, 0 5 207- o o(f = [pdu for any ¢ € C(X,R)}
denotes the set of generic points of .

In 2012, Feng and Huang [FH12| introduced measure-theoretical upper and lower Brin-Katok
local entropies for Borel probability measures and obtained variational principles for Bowen
topological entropy and Packing topological entropy on subsets. Wang and Chen [WC12|
showed the variational principles still holds for BS dimension and Packing BS dimension
on subsets. Following the idea of the definition of Huasdorff dimension, Lindenstrauss and
Tuskamoto [LT19] introduced mean Hausdorff dimension, which is proved to be an upper
bound of mean dimension. The version of mean Hausdorff dimension with potential can
be found in [T20]. Later, Wang [W21] introduced Bowen upper metric mean dimension on
subsets and established an an analogous variational principle for Bowen upper metric mean
dimension on subsets. After that, Cheng et al. [CLS21]| introduced several types of upper
metric mean dimensions with potential on arbitrary subsets through Caratheodory-Pesin
structures, which is an analogue of the theory of topological pressure of non-compact, and
they also established a variational principle for Bowen upper metric mean dimension with
potential on subsets under some conditions. Inspired by the ideas used in [BS00, WC12|,
in this paper we introduce the notions of BS metric mean dimension and Packing BS
metric mean dimension on subsets, which allows us to establish Bowen’s equations for Bowen
upper mean dimension and Packing upper metric mean dimension with potential on subsets.
Moreover, two variational principles for BS metric mean dimension and Packing BS metric
mean dimension on subsets are also obtained analogous to [FH12, WC12, W21]. Finally,
we extend Bowen’s three important results to the framework of Bowen upper metric mean

dimension.

Theorem 1.3. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metric d € 2(X) and Z be a non-empty subset
of X. Suppose that ¢ € C(X,R) with ¢ > 0. Then



(1) if mdimy(f, X,d) < oo, then BSmdimys z (@) is the unique root of the equation
mdimM,ZJ(—tgo) = O,’

(1) if Pmdimp(f, X, d) < oo, then BSPmdimyy z () is the unique root of the equation
Pmdimyy, z (—typ) = 0,

where mdimay, z,;(—tp), Pmdimy z f(—ty) denote Bowen upper metric mean dimension with
potential —te on Z and Packing upper metric mean dimension with potential —tp on Z,
respectively. BSmdimay, z,1(¢), BSPmdimy 7 ¢() are respectively called BS metric mean

dimension on Z with respect to ¢ and Packing BS metric mean dimension on Z with respect

to .

Theorem 1.4. Let (X, f) be a TDS and K be a non-empty compact subset of X. Suppose
that ¢ € C(X,R) with ¢ > 0. Then for all d € P(X),

- h e):peMX), u(K)=1
BsmdlmM,K7f<(p’ d) — hm Sup SU.p {_4}07”(]0 6) ,Lli : ( ) Iu/( ) }
e—0 Og E

BSPmdim h €)ipeMX),pu(K)=1
BSPmdim k. ¢(p,d) = limsup sup {fpulf, ) 'ul . (X), u(K) }
e—0 0g <

where hy, ,(f,€) and hy,(f,€) are two notions related to the measure-theoretical lower and
upper BS entropies of u, see definition 3.13 for their precise definitions.

Theorem 1.5. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metric d € 2(X), then the following statements
hold.

(i) Suppose that p € M(X, f). If Y C X and p(Y') =1, then

RBE(f.d, -
lim sup M < mdimy (f,Y,d).
e—0 log B

—BK
h# (f7d75)
log %

. hBE (f.d.e
= lim sup %, then

e—0

(ii) Suppose that pn € F(X, f). If limsup

e—0

S P d
mdimp(f, G, d) = limsup S(f,—,l,u,e)
e—0 log p
oy (fide)
= limsup *———
e—0 log <

o hy (fide)
= limsup ———<—
e—0 log p

. B (f,d,e€)
= limsup +*———=
e—0 log <

= rdimp (X, f,d, p).



All notions mentioned in Theorem 1.5 are explicated in Subsection 3.J.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce the notion of
induced metric mean dimension with potential in subsection 2.1, and we prove Theorem 1.1
and Theorem 1.2 in subsection 2.2. The section 3 is divided into four parts. In subsection 3.1,
we recall some basic definitions of upper metric mean dimension with potential on subsets
and collect some standard facts. Theorem 1.3 and Theorem 1.4 are proved in subsection 3.2

and subsection 3.3, respectively. We give the proof of Theorem 1.5 in subsection 3.4.

2 The upper metric mean dimension with potential on
the whole phase space

In section 2, we focus on the upper metric mean dimension with potential on the whole
space. We introduce induced upper metric mean dimension with potential on the whole
phase space in subsection 2.1, and we major the Bowen’s equation for upper metric mean

dimension with potential on the whole space in subsection 2.2.

2.1 Induced upper metric mean dimension with potential

In this subsection, we present some useful notions associated with upper metric mean
dimension with potential and then introduce the notion of induced upper metric mean
dimension with potential.

Let n € N. For x,y € X, we define the n-th Bowen metric d,, on X as

d(2,y) = max d(f’(z), ().

0<j<n—1
For each € > 0, the Bowen open ball and closed ball of radius € and order n in the metric d,
around z are respectively given by

Bu(z,e) ={y € X : d,(z,y) < €},

Bu(r,e) ={y € X : du(z,y) <€}

For a non-empty subset Z C X, one says that a set E is an (n, €)-spanning set of Z if for any
x € Z, there exists y € F such that d,(z,y) < e. The smallest cardinality of (n, ¢)-spanning
set of Z is denoted by r,(f,d, €, Z). One says that a set F' C Z is an (n, €)-separated set of
Z if d,(z,y) > € for any z,y € F with x # y. The maximal cardinality of (n, €)-separated
set of Z is denoted by s,(f,d, €, Z).
n—1 )
Let ¢,v € C(X,R) with ¢» > 0. For all n > 1,2 € X, we set S,p(x) = > o(f'(2))
i=0
and m = mi)r(1 ¥(x) > 0. We now recall that the equivalent definition of upper metric mean
xre

dimension with potential defined by separated set in [T20].



Let 0 <e<1l,de 2(X), and ¢ € C(X,R). Set

Hsep(X, dp, Spp, €) = sup{ Z (1/€)5¢@) . F, is an (n, ¢)-separated set of X},

xel,

and

| X.d
P(X, f,d,p,€) =limsup 08 #sep(X, n’SnSO’E).

N—00 n

Upper metric mean dimension with potential ¢ is given by

o dirn P(X, f, d
mdzmM(X,f,d790) :thllp ( 7fa 17@,6).
€—0 log;

Specially, mdimy (X, f,d) = mdimy (X, f,d,0) recovers the definition of the upper

metric mean dimension of X given by Lindenstrauss and Weiss in [LWO0O].

Definition 2.1. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metric d € 2(X) and ¢,¢ € C(X,R) with
1 > 0. For T > 0, set
St :={n € N:3x € X such that S,¢(z) < T and S, 1¢(x) > T}.

For each n € St and € > 0, put

X, ={r e X:S,¢((x) <T and S, 1¢(x) > T},

Pyr(X, f,d,p,€) =sup { Z Z (1/€)%¢@) . F, is an (n, €)-separated set of X,,,n € ST} .

nEST zeF,

We define the ¥-induced upper metric mean dimension with potential ¢ as

] 1
mdimagy (X, f,d, ) = lim sup lim sup Tloal log Pyr(X, f.d, ¢, €).
Og p

e—0 T—o00

Remark 2.2. (i) If Sy # 0, then for each n € Sy, we have n < [L]+1, where [L] denotes
the integer part of L and m = ml)I(l Y (zx). In other words, St is a finite set.
T

(ii) Take ¢» = 1, then the t-induced upper metric mean dimension with potential ¢ is

reduced to the upper metric mean dimension with potential ¢, that is, mdim; 1 (X, f, d,

(ili) mdimp (X, f,d, p) > —o0.

In fact, analogous to the definition of the classical topological pressure, the -induced

upper metric mean dimension with potential ¢ can be also given by spanning set.



Proposition 2.3. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metric d € 2(X) and ¢,v € C(X,R) with
¥ > 0. Set

Qur(X, f,d,¢,€e) =inf { Z Z (1/€)5°@) . B, is an (n,€)-spanning set of Xn,n € ST} .

nEST ek,

Then

1

mdimag,y (X, f,d, @) = limsup lim sup —— log Qu.r(X, f,d, ¢, €).
e—0 T—o00 TlOgg

Proof. Let 0 < € < 1, n € Sy. Note that a maximal (n, €)-separated set F,, of X,, is also an

(n, €)-spanning set of X,,. Then

Qw,T(Xa fa d,%G) S P¢7T(X7 fa dawae)'

Therefore,

1 -
lim sup lim sup Tloal log Qur(X, f,d, v, €) < mdimp (X, f,d, p).
0og

log L
e—0 T—oc0 5

On the other hand, let 0 < € < 1 and y(¢) := sup{|p(z) —p(y)| : d(z,y) < €}. Forn € Sr,
let £, be an (n, §)-spanning set of X,, and F,, be an (n, €)-separated set of X,,. Consider a
map ¢ : F,, — E, by assigning each x € F}, to ®(z) € E, satistying d,(x, ®(x)) < §. Then
® is injective.

Thus

Z Z (2/€)Snso(y)

neSt yekn,

> Z Z (2/€)5ne(®@)

neSr xekF,

- Z Z (2/6)Snw(‘ﬁ(m))*snw(xHSns@(r)

neSr xekF,

2(2/6)*"/(6)(%+1) Z Z(l/e)S”“’(x) . 95n@()

nEST zeF,

2(2/6)*%6)(%“) .9 (Rl Z Z (1 /€)@

nEST zeF,
It follows that

1 € 1 2 1
lim sup T log Qu.r(X, f,d, ¢, 5) > —Efy(e) log E—@ log 2-+lim sup T log Py (X, f,d,p,€).

T—o00 T—o00

Since € — 0, y(€) — 0, we finally deduce that

1 -
lim sup lim sup Ti lOg Qiﬂ,T(X? f7 d7 2 6) > mdzmM,w (X7 f7 d7 QO)
0g

log L
e—0 T—o00 p



2.2 Bowen’s equation for upper metric mean dimension with potential
on the whole phase space

In this subsection, we prove Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. To this end, we need to
examine the relationship between mdimy (X, f,d, ¢) and mdima,(X, f,d, ), which will
be useful for the forthcoming proof.

Theorem 2.4. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metric d € 2(X) and ¢, € C(X,R) with
¥ > 0. ForT >0, define

Gr:={n e N:3x € X such that S,1(x) > T}.

For eachn € Gp and € > 0, define

Y, ={zr e X:Sux)>T},

Ryr(X, f.d,p,€) =sup Z Z (1/€)5%® . F is an (n, €)-separated set of Yy, n € Gy

neGr zeF)

Then

demM,w<X7 f7 d7 @) = lnf{/B € R:lim sup lim sSup Rw,T<X7 f7 d7 ¥ — /Bw7 6) < OO} (21>

e—0 T—o00

We use the convention that inf ) = co.

Proof. For n € N,z € X, we define m,,(x) as the unique positive integer satisfying that

(ma(x) = DI < Spto(z) < ma(@)]|9]]. (2.2)
For any x € X, we have
(1/€)~PIllmn@) (1 /) ~IBIIYIE < (1 /) =Bb@) < (1 /)~ PlIelmn() (1 /¢)IBlIIVI (2.3)

for all g € R.
Fix 0 < € < 1. Define

RUL(X, fody o, {BI[0]1mn + B[ necrs ) =

sup Z Z (1/€)ne@=Bllelma(@)=I8IIWI1 . £ is an (n, €)-separated set of Yy, n € Gy

neGr xer’L

REL(X, f.d o, {818l Ima — |BI11¢] | necrs €) =

sup Z Z (1/€) e @=Blllma(@+BIWI . E' 55 an (n, €)-separated set of Y,,,n € G
neGr zcF)
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Set

= inf{f e R: hmsuphmsupR (X, o ds o, ABl[llma + 8] |[¢[[}necr, €) < o0},

e—0
= inf{8 € R : limsup hmsup Ryr(X, f,d,p — B1p,€) < oo},
e—0 T—o0

= inf{8 € R : limsup limsup R, (X, f, d, 0, {B][¢||mn — ][] }near €) < 00}

e—0 T—o00

By (2.3), we have A < B < C. To get (2.1), it suffices to show
mdimp (X, f,d, ) <A, and C < mdimp(X, f,d, ).

Firstly, we show that mdimu (X, f,d,p) < A. Let 8 < mdimy (X, f,d, ), we can
choose a positive number § > 0 and a sequence of positive number 0 < ¢, < 1 such that

6 + 6 < mdlmM,w(X7 f7 da 90)’

and

mdimy (X, f,d, ) = hm lim sup log Pyr(X, f,d, ¢, €).

k=00 T 5o 10g(1/6k>T
Hence, there exists Ky € N such that for any & > K, we can choose a subsequence

{T;} jen convergences to oo as j — oo satisfying that
(1/6k)Tj(6+g) < P@Z},Tj <X7 f7 d7 @, Ek)'

For every j € N and n € Sz, there is an (n, €)-separated set [, of X,, so that

(1)) 5D < 37 5 (1)t (2.4)

nEST zeF,

Claim 1: Let T > 0. If St ## (), then for each n € Sz, we have

T T
— —1l<n<[—]+1,
11| m
where m = mingey ¥ (z) > 0.
Proof of the Claim 1: Let n € Sy, then there exists a point € X such that S,¢(z) <T
and S,1¢(x) > T. It follows that T — |[¢|| < S, (x) < T, which implies the desired claim.
Taking 7}, arbitrarily, note that T; — oo, then we can choose Tj, such that

T;

e R T

Repeating this process, we can choose a subsequence Tj, of T} that convergences to co as

-1

k — oo. Without loss of generality, we still denote the subsequence T}, by T}.
Claim 2: Sp, N Sy, = 0 with i # j.
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Proof of the Claim 2: If St, N S, # (), we assume that ¢ < j and let n € S, N St;, then
there exists z1, 2o € X such that S,i(zy) < T; and S,11¢(x1) > T, Sp(as) < T and
Snt1¥(x2) > T;. By Claim 1, we have

T; T;
“l+1< —L—1<n,
m [l1]

n <]

so we get a contradiction.

Note that for each j € N and n € Sy, if v € F,, then we have T; — ||9|| < Sy (z) < T

Together with inequality (2.2), we get

[l () = T3] < 2]l (2.5)

Observed that —f3||¢||my,(x) > —BT; — 2|5]||1||. This gives us

ROLX, £, dy 0, LBl [ma + 18141 Fnecrr )

2 Z Z Z(l/ek)S"W(x)—ﬁlllﬂllmn(m)—wHw“

jeN,Tj—||¢||>T nESTj zEFy,

> (1/€k)73|BHWH Z Z Z (1/6]?)571@(3:)*5%‘

JENT;—|[¥[|>T neSt; xcFy

> (1/e;) 38l Z (1/e)5 by (2.4)

JENT;=|[$|[>T

= 0.
It follows that for any 5 < mdimys (X, f,d, ), we have

lim sup lim sup Ry 5. (X, £, d, o, {8[¢|Jmn + 8][[¢]| }necy €) = oo. (2.6)

e—0 T—o00

Therefore, we obtain mdim (X, f,d, ¢) < A.
If mdimp (X, f,d,p) = o0, let P < mdimp (X, f,d, ), by slightly modifying the
above proof, one can show for any § < P,

limsup limsup RO (X, £, d, o, {B8]1¢|Im + 18][1¢] | }necrs €) = oo

e—0 T—oc0

Since P is arbitrary, and using the convention, we know that A = inf () = co. Hence
mdima,(X, f,d, ) = A= oc.

Now, we turn to show C' < mdimys4(X, f,d, p). We assume that mdimy (X, f,d, p) <
00, otherwise there is nothing to prove. Let 6 > 0, using the definition of mdim (X, f,d, ¢),
there is a 0 < ¢y < 1 so that for every 0 < € < ¢,

! e o
li ———log P, r(X, f,d di X f.d o
T log(1/eT 8 wr(X, fod, o, €) <mdimay(X, f,d, ) +
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Hence, we can choose an [y € N such that for any [ > [,

Pyim(X, f,d, @, €) < (1/e)mmdims(Xofd)+3), (2.7)
)
gzom —-A—-1>0, (2.8)

where A = 3||¢||(|mdimas (X, f,d, ¢) + 0]) and m = ml)r(lw(x)
xe
For n € Sy, let F, be an (n, €)-separated set of X,,. Then for each x € F,,, we have

[l fmn(z) = Im]| < 2||4]].

Therefore, we obtain that

— (mdima (X, f,d, @) + 0)|[¢]|mn(z)
< —lm(mdimay (X, f,d, ) +0) + 2[|[[[(Imdimary (X, f, d, @) + 9]). (2.9)

For sufficiently large T, n € Gp, let F, be an (n, ¢)-separated set of Y. Then for each
r € F, there exists a unique [ > Iy such that (I — 1)m < S, (x) < Im. So S,1¢(z) =
Sp(x) +(f"x) > Im. It follows that

RPL(X, f,d, ¢, {(mdimuy (X, f,d, @) + 8)||[¢|[mn — |(mdimags(X, f.d, )+ O)|[[6]| }necz €)

- Zsup{ S S (1) St (XS D) )+ (X O]

1>l neS), reky,

F, is an (n, €)-separated set of X,,,n € Sj,,,}

1>y neESyy, rEF,
F,, is an (n, €)-separated set of X,,,n € S;,,} by (2.9)
< (1/0* Y1/ by (27)
1>y

d
ealom—24 € 1

IN

by (2.8).

< <
1—€sm  1—€5m 1 —esm
Therefore, we get

lim sup lim sup log REZ?,)T(X7 f,d, o,

e—0 T—o00

{(mdimap (X, [, d, ) + 0)[[¢[lmn — |(mdimay (X, [, d, @) + O)|[¢|[Fnecr, €) < 1.

That is to say, C' < mdim(X, f,d, @)+ 0, and hence we obtain C' < mdim(X, f,d, ¢)
by letting § — 0.
U
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Corollary 2.5. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metric d € 2(X) and ¢,v € C(X,R) with
1 > 0. Then

mdimpr (X, f,d,¢) > inf{ € R : mdimy (X, f,d, p — p1p) < 0}.

Proof. Let § € {f € R : limsuplimsup Ry (X, f,d, o — B,e) < oo}, and let M :=
e—0 T—o0

lim sup limsup Ry (X, f,d, o — 1, €). Then we can find 0 < ¢ < 1 such that for any
e—0 T—o0

0 < € < €, there is a Ty € N so that for all 7' > T}, we have
Ryr(X, f,d, o — pip,e) < M + 1.

There exists a subsequence n; that convergences to oo as j — oo such that

P<X7 f7 d7 "2 5% 6) = lim sup 10g #SEP(X’ dn’ S"(SO B 5?/)), 6)

n—00 n
— log#sep(X7 dnﬁsnj((p - Bw)ve)
= l1m .
Jj—00 n;

J

Therefore, for each T > Ty, there exists sufficiently large positive number n; > T" such that
Sp;¥(x) > T for all ¥ € X. Hence, n; € Gr. Let F,,, be an (n;, €)-separated set of X. Then

Z (1/€)Snj(so(x)—6w(x)) < M+1,

{L'GFnj

which shows that P(X, f,d, ¢ — 51,€) < 0. This yields that mdimy (X, f,d, ¢ — 5¢) < 0.
By Theorem 2.4, we deduce that

mdimpr (X, f,d, ¢) > inf{ € R : mdimy (X, f,d, p — p1p) < 0}.
]

The following proposition describes some properties of the function mdimy (X, f, d, p —
B1) with respect to 3, which is useful for establishing the Bowen’s equation for upper metric

mean dimension with potential on the whole phase space.

Proposition 2.6. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metric d € 2(X) and ¢,¢ € C(X,R) with
¥ > 0. Consider the map € R — mdimy (X, f,d, o — ). The following statements
hold.

(i) If mdimy (X, f,d, o—Botp) = oo for some By € R, then the map mdimy (X, f,d, p—-1)
is infinite.

(11) If mdimy (X, f,d, o—Porp) < oo for some By € R, then the map mdimy (X, f,d, p—-1)
is finite, strictly decreasing and continuous on R. Moreover, the equation mdim (X, f, d, p—
p) = 0 has unique (finite) root.
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Proof. Given 0 < e < 1. For 81,35 € R and each n € N,

3 (1/€) e PaSnvie)—nip—al 4]

zeFE

< Z(l/E)Snw(r)fﬁlsnw(x)

zeFE
< 37 (1/e)Sre@-Basuviarni—pal il
zeFE

where E' is an (n, €)-separated set of X.

Therefore,

mdimar (X, f,d, o — Barp) — |81 — Bal[|¥0|| < mdimp (X, f,d, o — B1))
< mdimp (X, f,d, ¢ — Botp) + |B1 — Bal||¥]].
(2.10)

This yields that mdima (X, f,d, o — 1) < oo if and only if mdimy (X, f, d, p — Bat)) < 00,
which confirms our corresponding statements.

Under the assumption of (ii), we prove the remaining statements.

It follows from the inequality (2.10) that

This tells us the map mdimy (X, f,d, ¢ — 1) is continuous on R.
Let 1,82 € R with 81 < (s, and fix 0 < € < 1. Let F,, be an (n, €)-separated set of X,

we have

Z (1/€)Snso(x)—625nw(w)

xel,

— Z (1/€)Sn<{7(5’3)*515n¢($)+(51*52)5711/1(1)
zeFy,

< Z (1/6)5n80(90)—515n¢($)+(51—52)7””’
xel,

where m = mingey ¥(z) > 0.
Then we obtain that
md’lmM(X, f7 d7 2 /82’1/}) S md’lmM(Xu f7 d7 2 511/1) - (62 - 61)m7 (211>

which implies that the map mdimy (X, f,d, ¢ — 1) is strictly decreasing.
If mdimp (X, f,d, ) =0, then 0 is the unique root of the equation mdimy, (X, f,d, p —
By) = 0.
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If mdimp (X, f,d,p) # 0, we assume that mdimy (X, f,d,¢) > 0, taking 5; = 0 and
Po =h > 0in (2.11), then

mdimy (X, f,d, o — h) < mdimy (X, f.d, ) — hm.

Hence, the unique root § of the equation mdimy (X, f,d, ¢ — p10) = 0 satisfies 0 < § <
mdimar (X, f,d,p)

For the case mdimy (X, f,d, p) <0, taking 1 = h < 0 and Sy = 0 in (2.11) again,
mdimy (X, f,d, ) — hm < mdimy (X, f,d, p — ha).

Then the unique root § of the equation mdimy, (X, f, d, o— 1) = 0 satisfies M <
£ <0.
O

Corollary 2.7. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metric d € 2(X) and ¢,¢ € C(X,R) with
1 > 0. Then

mdimpr (X, f,d, p) = inf{f € R:mdimpy (X, f,d, ¢ — pyp) < 0}
=sup{p € R: mdimy (X, f,d, o — ) > 0}.

Proof. If there exists fy € R such that mdim (X, f,d,  — Borp) = oo, then by Proposition
2.6, mdimy (X, f,d, p — 5¢) = oo for all 5 € R. Using Corollary 2.5, we obtain that

mdimag(X, f,d, ) =sup{B € R: mdimy (X, f,d, o — ) > 0}
=inf{f € R : mdimp (X, f,d, o — f1) <0} = inf ) = co.

Now, we can assume that mdimy (X, f,d, ¢ — p) € R for any § € R.
Next, we show that

mdimar (X, f,d, o) <inf{s € R : mdimy (X, f,d, ¢ — p1p) < 0}. (2.12)

Let 8 € R with mdim (X, f,d, ¢ — p10) = 2a < 0. Then there exists 0 < ¢y < 1 such that
for any 0 < € < €, we can choose Ny such that for n > Ny, one has

sup { Z (1/6)5"(*"(1)’51”(1)) : F, is an (n, €)-separated set of X} < (1/e)*".

zelFy,
This implies that for sufficiently large T', we have
Ryp(X, fodo— o) < ) sup Y (1/e) 5 #@)=Av@)

n>No ™ zeF,

< > /o

n>Nop
1

1—ea’
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We finally obtain that limsup limsup Ry 7 (X, f,d, ¢ — 1, €) < 1. It follows from Theorem
e—0 T—o00
2.4 that

inf{s € R: mdimy(X, f,d, o — B1p) < 0}
>inf{f € R : limsup limsup Ry r(X, f,d, o — B, €) < oo}

e—0 T—o00

=mdimp(X, f,d, ).
By virtue of Proposition 2.6, we know that

inf{f € R: mdimy (X, f,d, o — ) <0}
=inf{8 € R: mdimy (X, f,d, o — 5) <0}
=sup{f € R: mdimy (X, f,d, o — p) > 0}. (2.13)

Combining the facts (2.12), (2.13) and Corollary 2.5, we finish the proof.

Now, we are ready to prove the Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By Proposition 2.6, the equation mdimy (X, f,d, o — 1) = 0 has
unique root 3. By Corollary 2.7, we know the root /3 is exactly equal to mdimas (X, f,d, ¢).
O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. 1t suffices to show

mdzmM,w (X7 f7 d7 QO) = sSup
REM (X, [)

{%(X,f,d,u) N fsodu}
J bdp Jbdu f”

and the remaining equality can be obtained similarly.
Firstly, we show LHS > RHS. Let 8 > mdim (X, f,d, ). By Corollary 2.7, we have

0 > mdimu (X, f,d, o — )

= sup {rdim(X, fod, ) —i—/gpdu—ﬁ/z/}d,u} using Theorem A

HEM (X, f)

(X, fd ) [ edp )}
— du [~ _
ueﬂsﬂgw{/ v M( [ wdu +f Ydp o)y

which implies that Ww}(f;;lﬁd’“ ) 4+ f ZZZ < B for all p € M(X, f). This shows the inequality
LHS > RHS.
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Next, we prove the converse inequality LHS < RHS by using the same method. Let
B < mdimay(X, f,d, ¢). By Corollary 2.7, we have

= sup {rdim(X, fod, )+ /gpdu — 6/@/}(&1} using Theorem A

REM (X, [)
rdim(X, f,d,n) | [ pdp
= sup / Wdp < + -8 >0,
,ueM(X,f){ fwdﬂ fd’d/i
which yields that W%fp{é{;d’“ ) 4 f:ﬁi > [ for some p € M(X, f). This shows the inequality

LHS < RHS. This completes the proof.
O

3 The metric mean dimension with potential on subsets

The section 3 is divided into four parts. In subsection 3.1, we recall some basic definitions
of upper metric mean dimension with potential on subsets and collect some standard facts.
The subsection 3.2 is devoted to establishing the Bowen’s equations for upper metric mean
dimension with potential on subsets. The subsection 3.3 is designed to obtain variational
principles for BS metric mean dimension and Packing BS metric mean dimension, and in
subsection 3.4 we focus on the upper metric mean dimension of generic points of ergodic

measures.

3.1 Several types of upper metric mean dimension with potential

We first recall the definitions of the upper metric mean dimension of arbitrary subset of X
defined by Carathéodory structures using covering method introduced by Wang [W21| and
Cheng et al. [CLS21]. Besides, we also apply the Packing method used in fractal geometry
to define the Packing upper metric mean dimension with potential on subsets. Furthermore,

some basic properties related by these quantities are derived.

Definition 3.1. Let 0 < e <1 and A € R. For Z C X, ¢ € C(X,R) and d € 2(X), we
define
M(f,d, Z, ¢, A\, N,¢) = inf {Z ¢ TTAIOE LSUP e By (2 ) S () } ’
i€l

where the infimum is taken over all finite or countable covers { B, (z;, €) }ies of Z with n; > N.

m(f, d, Z, ©, AN, 6) = inf {Z e_NA'HOg %'SupyEBN(Iivﬁ) Sne(y) } ,
el

where the infimum is taken over all finite or countable covers { By, (z;, €) }icr of Z with n; = N.
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Let

M(f7 d7 Z7 ()07 A’ 6) = ]&im M(f7 d7 Z7 ()07 A’ N7 6)7
— 00
m(f,d, Z,p, N\ e) =limsupm(f,d, Z,p, A\, N, €).

N—oo

It is readily to check that M (f,d, Z, p, A\, €),m(f,d, Z, ¢, \, €) have a critical value of parameter

A jumping from oo to 0. We respectively denote their critical values as

mdimM,va(spa da 6) = lnf{)‘ : M(fa da Za 2 )‘7 6) - O} - Sup{)‘ : M(f7 da Z7 ' >‘a 6) - 00}7
upmd’imM,Z,f(spa da 6) = 1Df{>\ : m(fa da Za 2 )‘7 6) - O} - Sup{)‘ : m(fa da Za 2 )‘7 6) = OO}

Put

mdimay, z, (¢, d, €)

mdimay, z (¢, d) = lim sup :
e—0 log p

— upmdim d, e
upmdim,y 5 +(, d) = limsup P M’Zif(sp ) _
o e—0 log ¢

)

The quantities mdimay,z, 5 (0, d), upmdimy 5 (@, d) are called Bowen upper metric mean
dimension with potential p, u-upper metric mean dimension with potential ¢ on the set Z,
respectively. Furthermore, we sometimes omit d in these quantities when d is clear. Specially,

mdimp (f, Z,d) == mdimy 5, 7(0,d) is called the Bowen upper metric mean dimension on Z.

Remark 3.2. Let Z C X. Define

- . . 1 . log 1S, (x
mdimy(Z, f,d, p) := lim sup lim sup nlog% loglgnf { Z e108 <5 )} ,

e—0 n—oo 2eE,

where the infimum FE,, ranges over all (n, €)-spanning sets of Z.

By a standard method, one can check

mdimy(Z, f,d, p) = limsup lim sup

e—0 n—oo 1

1 log LS, o(x
log L logsup{z elog <5l )} (3.1)

12 zeFy,

= upmdimM,Z,f((pvd)a (32)

where the supremum F,, ranges over all (n, €)-separated sets of Z.
Using the fact [CLS21, Proposition 2.2| that if Z is a f-invariant compact subset, then

mdimyy,z,;(p) = upmdim,, 7 ¢(¢). Hence

mdimy (X, f,d, p) = mdimy x ¢(p, d).
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Definition 3.3. Let 0 < e < 1land A € R. For Z C X, ¢ € C(X,R) and d € 2(X), we
define

el

—n; ogtsup = s
P(f7 da Z,SO, )‘7 N7 6) = sup {Ze idtog ¢ pyEBni(xi’e)S Zip(y)} )

where the supremum is taken over all finite or countable pairwise disjoint closed families
{Eni<xi7€)}iel of Z with n; > N, x; € Z.

The quantity P(f,d, Z, ¢, A\, N, €) is non-increasing as N increases, so we define
P<f7 d7 Z7 (107 )\7 6) - ]\]f‘im P<f7 d7 Z7 (107 )\7 N7 6)'
—00

Set
P(f,d,Z,QO,)\,E) = inf{zp<f7d7zi7907)\ae> : Uizlzi 2 Z} .

i=1
It is readily to check that the quantity P(f,d, Z, ¢, A, €) has a critical value of parameter A

jumping from oo to 0. We define the critical value as

Pmdimyy 7 1(p,d, €) :==1inf{\ : P(f,d, Z, ¢, \,€) = 0} =sup{\: P(f.d, Z, o, \,€) = co}.

Pmdim g,z 5 (,d,e

Let Pmdimyy, z (¢, d) = limsup ) We call the quantities Pmdimyy z. (¢, d),

e—0
Pmdimy(f, Z,d) := Pmdimyy 7, (0, d) Packing upper metric mean dimension with potential

log %

@ on the set Z, Packing upper metric mean dimension on the set Z, respectively. We

sometimes omit the metric d in above quantities when d is clear.
The following proposition presents some basic properties related by these quantities.

Proposition 3.4. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metric d € 2(X) and ¢ € C(X,R).

(i) If Z, C Zy C X, thenmdimyg, z, s (@) < mdimag,z, ;(0), upmdimy, z (@) < upmdimy, 7, (o),
PmdimM,Zl,f(go, d) S PmdimM,ZQ,f(go, d),

(i) If Z is a finite union of some Z;, that is, Z=UN,Z;, then mdimys 7 1(p) =

1212‘2?](\/ md’th,Zi,f(SO)aUpmdlmM,Z,f(W = 121%}](\[ UpmdlmM,Zi,f(@a Pmd@mM,ZJ(SO)

= max, Pmdimyg 7, 1(¢).
(i1i) For any non-empty subset Z C X,
mdimas z r(¢) < Pmdimy z (@) < upmdimMZ’f(cp).

Further, if Z is compact and f-invariant, then

mdimyg,z,5(¢) = Pmdimay,z, (@) = upmdimy, z ().
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Proof. (i) and (ii) follow directly from the Definitions 3.1 and 3.3.

(iii) Let 0 < € < 1 and 7(4e) = sup{|p(z) — ¢(y)| : d(z,y) < 4e}, and let n € N and
A C X. Let R be the largest cardinality such that there exists a pairwise disjoint family
{B,(x;,€)}E | with 2; € A. Then

UR B, (x4,3€¢) D A.

Let A € R, then

R
1
M(f7 d7 A7 ()07 )\7 n7 36> S E e*ﬂ)\ﬁ»log §.SupyeBn(%'L735) Snip(y)
=1
R
< z : efn)\Jrlog i-supyegn(%’e) Sne(y)+log é-n'y(4e)

i=1
R
< E : o TTATIOg €SP (4 o) Snp(y)—log 5 onlll|Hlog 5 my(4e)

i=1

1
S P(f7 da Aa% A — 10g3||()0|| - log 3_ : 7(46)7717 6)'
€
Hence for any U;>12; O Z, we have

M<f7d727907)\736) SZM<f7duzi7907)\73€)

i>1

1
S ZP<JC7 d7 Zi7907)\ - 10g3H§0H - logi : 7(46%6)'

i>1

This implies that
S 1
mdimay, z, (¢, d, 3€) < Pmdimag 7 ¢(, d, €) + log 3||¢|| + v(4€) log 3

Therefore, we finally obtain mmz,f(go) < mmz,f(cp).
We continue to verify that Pmdima z(¢) < upmdimy; ; ;(¢). We may assume that

Pmdimys 7z ¢(p) > —oo, otherwise there is nothing left to prove. Let —co < ¢t < s <

Pmdimy 7 (). Then we can choose a subsequence 0 < ¢, < 1 that convergences to 0 as

k — oo such that

Pmdimyy z (. d, €)

1
€k

PmdimM,ZJ(go,d) = lim > S.

k—o0 lOg

Therefore, there is Ky € N satisfying for any k > K,

_ 1
Pmdimy 7 ¢(p,d, €;) > slog —.
€k

This means that P(f,d, Z, ¢, slog -, ex) > P(f,d, Z, ¢, s1og .-, &) = 00.
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Fix such a k > Kj. For any N € N, we can find a countable pairwise disjoint family
{B,, (7, €) Yier with 2; € Z and n; > N such that

.. 1 1. _
Z e s1og 2o +10g 2 SUPy By, (3,cp) I V) > 1.
i€l

For any | > N, we set £, ={x,, :n; =1,i € I}. So

l-slog L 1
Z Z e l-slog -+log - (Sip(x)+v(ex))

I>N z€FE;

1. 1 1, _
= Z Z ¢ o108 o OB £ SUPy e 0.y S1PW)

I>N z€E;

where (€) := sup{|¢(z) — ¢(y)| : d(z,y) < €}.
There must exist an [y > N such that

_ _ 1 1 _ 1 _ 1
> I (s=1(en)) o 2 +Io8 oSty le) () _ l=s)lom oy (=)l log 2

!L’GE[N

Namely, we get erElN(l/ek)SlN“’(x) > (1— " log 2, #)(1/e) @IV - wwhere Ej, is an

(I, €x)-separated set of Z. This gives us that

. 1 o
lim sup Niow L log sup { Z (1/€,)ne! )} >t —y(er),

0o —
N—o0 €5 EN JBEEN

where the supremum ranges over all (IV, ¢;)-separated sets of Z.

Note that v(e;) — 0 as k — oo, combining the fact mentioned in remark 3.2, we finally
deduce that WM,z,f(%d) > t. Letting t — Pmdimas .z (¢, d), we get the desired
result.

The last statement follows from (iii) and the fact [CLS21, Proposition 2.2| stating that if
Z is a f-invariant compact subset, then mdimay z,;(¢) = upmdim,, , ().

O

3.2 Bowen’s equation for upper metric mean dimension with potential
on subsets

We begin this subsection with studying some basic properties of the functions defined
by the Bowen upper metric mean dimension with potential and Packing upper metric mean
dimension with potential on a subset of X. Then we define BS metric mean dimension and
Packing BS metric mean dimension and show that they are exactly the unique root of the

corresponding Bowen’s equations.
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Given a non-empty subset Z C X that does not need to be invariant or compact, and let
¢ € C(X,R). Consider the following functions

(b(t) = mdimM,ZJ(t(p, d),
@(t) = PmdimM,ZJ(t(p, d)

Proposition 3.5. Let (X, f) be a TDS and Z C X be a non-empty subset. Suppose that
¢ € C(X,R) with ¢ < 0. Then for all t € R, one has mdimy; z¢(tp) > —oo, and
mdimyy, z,f(tp) < oo if and only if mdim (f, Z) < oc.

Proof. Set m = mingex ¢(x). Let 0 < e <1 and ¢ > 0. Then for each N, we have

1 —n;itmlog =+t log =-su )
M<f7 d7 Z7 t@,tm 10g_7N7 6) = inf {Ze itm1 gl"‘tl gi PyeBn, (z;,¢) Snlgo(y)}
€

el
Z inf {E e—nitmlog%-l—nitmlog%} Z 1’
el

where the infimum ranges over all finite or countable covers { By, (z;, €) }icr of Z with n; > N.

Therefore, mdimy; 7 ;(tp) > tm > —oo. Now, fix a to > 0. Then for all ¢t < 0, we have
mdimy, 7. ;(tp) > mdimyy z s(top) > —oo by the monotonicity of M(f,d, Z, o, A, N,€) with
respect to ¢.

For the second statement,

inf { § e niA=t|nillel| log ¢ } <inf { § o ATEI08 LSuP e, (0,0 Sni%"(y)}

iel el
< inf {Z eanJrlt\mIlwlllOg% } ’
iel
where the infimum ranges over all finite or countable covers { By, (z;, €) }ier of Z with n; > N.
Note that mdimy(f, Z) = mdima, z,¢(0), this implies that

mdimy(f, Z) = |tl|lel] < mdima z,;(tp) < mdimy(f, Z) + [t]]]¢]]-

Hence for all ¢t € R, mdim, z,(tp) < oo if and only if mdim(f, Z) < oo.

Proposition 3.6. Let ¢ be a negative and continuous function on X. Suppose that
mdimy(f, X) < co. Then the function ¢(t) is strictly decreasing and Lipschitz, the equation
¢(t) = 0 has unique (finite) root s and —Lmdimy(f,Z) < s < —Lmdimy(f, Z), where
m = mingex ¢(x) and M = max,cx p(z).
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Proof. Let t1,to € R with t; > t5. Let 0 < e < 1 and N € N. Given a cover {B,, (z;, €) };es of
Z with n; > N, then we have

Z e_ni>\+tl log SUPy e By, (,6) Oni P(Y)
il
< Z e*'ﬂi}\*f’tQ log % SUPye By, (x;,¢) Shn;e(y)+(t1—t2)n; M log % '
el
From this relation, we deduce that

mdimMz,f(tlgo) S mdimMz,f(tggo) + (tl - tQ)M, (33)

which implies that ¢(t) is strictly decreasing with respect to ¢ on R.
Similarly,

mdimM,ZJ(tQ(p) -+ (tl — f}g)m < mdimM,ZJ(tl(p). (34)
Taking Lipschitz constant L := —m, we see that
\mdimMz,f(tlgo) — mdimM,ZJ(tQ(p)\ S L‘tl — f}2|.
Letting t; = h > 0,t; = 0 in (3.3), then
mdima z r(hp) < mdimpy(f, Z) — h(—M).

Therefore, mdimyy, 7, ;((=zmdima(f, Z)) - ¢) < 0. Again, letting ¢, = h > 0,4, = 0 in
(3.4), then

mdimag z r(he) > mdimp (f, Z) — h(—m).

. . - 7. 1 - 3.
This gives us that mdimyy z,;((=-mdimu (f, Z)) - ¢) > 0.
Using the intermediate value theorem of continuous function, we know that the equation

¢(t) = 0 has unique non-negative root s and

_mdimy(f, Z) < ~mdimy(f, Z) -

m M

By slightly modifying the method used in Proposition 3.6, we have the following

Proposition 3.7. Let ¢ be a negative and continuous function on X. Suppose that
Pmdimy(f, X) < oco. Then the function ®(t) is strictly decreasing and Lipschitz. Moreover,
the equation ®(t) = 0 has unique root.

Analogous to the setting of BS dimension [BS00| and Packing BS dimension [WC12| on
arbitrary subset defined by Caratheodory structures, we define two new notions called BS

metric mean dimension and Packing BS metric mean dimension on subsets.
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Definition 3.8. For 0 <e < 1,N e NA € R, Z C X and ¢ € C(X,R) with ¢ > 0,d €
2(X), we define

R(f, d, ©, )\, Z, N, 6) = inf {Z e_AsupyEBni(zi’e) Snicp(y)} ,
i€l

where the infimum is taken over all finite or countable covers { B, (z;, €) }ies of Z with n; > N.

Since R(f,d, ¢, N\, Z, N, €) is non-decreasing as N increases, we define
R<f7 d7 (p7 A7 Z7 6) - ]\]f‘im R<f7 d7 (p7 A7 Z7 N7 6)'
—00

There is a critical value of the parameter A that jumps from oo to 0. We define such critical
value R(X, f,d, p, Z,€) as

R(f,d, o, Z,€) =inf{\: R(f,d,p,\, Z,€) = 0},
=sup{A: R(f,d, 0, )\, Z,¢€) = 00}

Let

BSmdim d,p, 7
BSmdlmM Zf(so’ d) — hm Sup R(f? ) (1017 5 6) .
o 0 log ¢

The quantity BSmdimay, z (¢, d) is said to be BS metric mean dimension on the set Z
with respect to ¢ (or simply BS metric mean dimension). We sometimes omit d and write

BSmdimy 7 s(p) instead of BSmdimy, z ¢(p,d) when d is clear.

Definition 3.9. For 0 < e < 1,N e NAX € R, Z C X and ¢ € C(X,R) with ¢ > 0,d €
2(X), we define

Pp<f, d, ©, Z, )\, N, 6) = sup {Z e_AsupyEBni(wi’e) Snicp(y)} ,

iel
where the supremum is taken over all finite or countable pairwise disjoint closed families
{Eni<xi7€)}iel of Z with n; > N, x; € Z.

The quantity P,(f,d, ¢, Z, A\, N, ¢€) is non-increasing as N increases, so we define
P,(f.d, o, Z,\ €)= A}im P,(f,d, ¢, Z, X\, N,e).
—00
Define .
Pp<f7 d7 P, Z7 )\7 6) = 1nf{z Pp(f7 d7 @, Zi7 )\7 6) : UZEIZl 2 Z}
i=1

The quantity P,(f,d, ¢, Z, A, €) has a critical value of parameter A jumping from oo to 0. We
define such critical value as

BSPmdimy, z (. d,€) : = inf{\: P,(f,d, ¢, Z, X\, e) =0}
= Sup{)\ : Pp(f7 d7907 Zu )\76) = +OO}
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Let

BB T BSPmdim d
BSPrndinig (o, d) = limsup 2oL 1dma1.24(2.4.0
e—0 logE

BSPmdimy, z,¢(¢,d) is called Packing BS metric mean dimension on the set Z with
respect to ¢ (or simply Packing BS metric mean dimension), and we sometimes omit d and

write BSPmdimyy z () instead of BSPmdimyy z ;(p,d) when d is clear.
Remark 3.10. (i) For any Z C X, 0 < BSmdimy z.¢(¢) < BSPmdimyy 7 ¢().
(ii) BSmdimys z (1) = mdim(f, Z), BSPmdimys z (1) = Pmdimy/(f, Z).
We now are ready to verify the Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let 0 < e < 1. Note that for each N,

A
M(f,d,Z,—%,O,N,E):R(f,d,QO,Z,)\,N,G)-
ng

Let s > BSmdimay,z,(¢). Then R(f,d, ¢, Z,slog %, €) < 1 for sufficiently small € > 0. Hence
M(f,d, Z,—sp,0,€) < 1, which implies that mdim, z (—s¢) < 0. Using the continuity of

¢ obtained in Proposition 3.6, we obtain

mdima,z,(—BSmdimy, 7, ¢(¢) - p) <0

after letting s — BSmdims 7z ¢(p).
Let s < BSmdim, 7 ¢(p). There exists a subsequence 0 < ¢, < 1 that convergences to 0
as k — oo such that

BSmdima, 7,1 (¢, d, ex)

mM,Z,f(SOa d) = kh_{go log L+
€k

It follows that !
R(f,d,g@, Z,SlOg—,Ek) > 1
€k

for all sufficiently large k. This shows M(f,d, Z, —sp,0,€;) > 1. Similarly, we can deduce
that

mdimMz,f(—BSmdimM,va(go) . QO) Z 0.

Hence, by Proposition 3.6, BSmdim;, z () is the unique root of the equation mdimyy z f(—ty) =
0.
Using the relation P(f,d, Z, —ﬁgp, 0,€) = P,(f,d,p, Z, \ €), one can similarly deduce
that BSPmdimys z (@) is the unique root of the equation Pmdimyy, z r(—ty) = 0.
U
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The following corollary shows that the BS metric mean dimension is a special case of

1-induced upper metric mean dimension with potential 0.

Corollary 3.11. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metricd € 2(X) and ¢ € C(X,R) with ¢ > 0.
Then
mdimay (X, f,d,0) = BSmdim, x, ().

Proof. If mdimy;(f, X,d) = oo, by Remark 3.2, then
mdim(f, X, d) = mdimagx 5 (0,d) = mdimag .1 (0-(<), d) = mdimag (X, f,d,0-(=), d) = oc.
Taking ¢ = 0 in Proposition 2.6, we get
mdimy (X, f,d, =B, d) = 0o
for all g € R. By Corollary 2.7, we have
mdimy (X, f,d,0) =inf{8 € R : mdimy (X, f,d, —B¢) <0} = inf ) = oo.

Set M := max,ex ¥(z) > 0and A > 0. For each 0 < e <1 and N € N,

R<f7 d7 w7 )\7 X7 N7 6) = inf {Z e_)\supyEB"i(zi’e) Sniw(y) }

i€l
> inf {Ze)‘M”Z} = M(f,d, X,0, M\, N,e),
i€l
where the infimum is taken over all finite or countable covers {B,,(z;,€)}icr of X with
From this relation, we finally get that

< BSmdimy x,; (¢, d).

~ mdimy(f, X, d)
- M

Therefore,
mdimpr (X, f,d,0) = BSmdim x ¢(¢, d) = oo.

For the case mdim (f, X, d) < oo, by remark 3.2, we have mdim,(f, X, d) = mdimy (X, f,d)
< 00. By Theorem 1.1, we have

mdims x, f(—mdima, (X, f,d,0) -, d) = mdimy (X, f,d, —mdimy (X, f,d,0)-1,d) = 0.
Combing with Theorem 1.3, we obtain
mdimas (X, f,d,0) = BSmdimy; x ¢(1, d)

by the uniqueness of the root of the equation. O
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As a direct consequence of Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 3.11, we have established a

variational principle for BS metric mean dimension as follows.

Corollary 3.12. Let (X, f) be a TDS admitting marker property and ¢ € C(X,R) with
Y > 0. Then for alld € 9'(X), one has

. oy
BSmdimyyx.;(t,d) =  sup {M( ,f,d,u)}

pEM(X,f) [ vdu
— s {'f’dim(X, f.d, u)}
HEM(X. f) [ vdu '

3.3 Variational principles for BS and Packing BS metric mean dimension
on subsets

In Corollary 3.12, we have established a variational principle for BS metric mean dimension
on the whole phase space in terms of rate distortion dimensions over invariant measures.
In this subsection, we proceed to establish the variational principles for BS metric mean
dimension and Packing BS metric mean dimension on subsets. The following abundant

critical ingredients are due to [WC12].
Definition 3.13. [WC12, Definition 3.8| Let u € M(X), ¢ € C(X,R) with ¢ > 0, we define

o log M(Bn(xa 6))
oul.0 = [[tming B,

_ . lo B, (x,
hou(f.€) = /hmsup_ g’g @(;) 6))d,u.

Let ﬁ%u(f) = li_{%h%u(f’ €), E%M(f) = li_r}(l)ﬁ%u(f, €). We call the quantities Q%M(f),ﬁ%u(f)
the measure-theoretical lower and upper BS entropies of i, respectively.

Remark 3.14. If u € E(X, f), by Birkhoff ergodic theorem and Brin-Katok formula, then

h,  (f) = hou(f) = 7‘:’%1 When ¢ = 1, the measure-theoretical lower and upper BS

entropies of p is reduced to the classical Brin-Katok entropy formula [BK83|.

Lemma 3.15. [M95, Theorem 2.1] Let (X,d) be a compact metric space. Suppose that
B = {B(x;,7;) }ics is a family of open (or closed) balls in X. Then there exists a finite or
countable subfamily B" = {B(z;,7;)},.; of pairwise disjoint balls in B such that

UBeBB - UieI'B<xi7 57}).

Definition 3.16. Let ¢ € C'(X,R) with ¢ > 0 and ¢ be a non-negative bound function on
X,and let A € Rand N € N, e > 0. Define

W(f7 da 2 ’QZ), >\7 N7 6) = lnf{z Cz‘ei)\supyeB"i(xi’e) Sni(p(m)})

el
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where the infimum ranges over all finite or countable families {(B,,(z;, €), ¢;) }icr satisfying
0<c¢ <oo,x; € X, n; > N, and
Z CiXBni(Zvi,E) Z %
el
where y g denotes the characteristic function of F.
For Z C X, set W(f,d,p,Z,\,N,¢€):=W(f,d, ¢, xz,\, N,€). Since the quantity
W(f,d,¢,Z, X\, N,e) is non-decreasing as N increases, so we define

W<f7 d7 (p7 Z7 )\7 6) - ]\]ii—lz)lloo W(f7 d7 (107 Z7 A7 N7 6)'

There is a critical value of A\ so that W (f,d, v, Z, A, €) jumps from oo to 0. We define such

critical value as

Wmdimas 7z ¢(@,d, €) - =inf{\ : W(f,d, o, Z, X\, €) =0},
=sup{\: W(f,d, o, Z, \ €) = o0}.

Wmdim 7 ¢ (,de

Let Wmdimay, z (¢, d) = limsup,_, ) and we call the quantity Wmdim M,z f(p, d)

log %
the weighted BS metric mean dimension on the set Z with respect to .

Wang and Chen [WC12, Lemma 5.1| proved the following proposition.

Proposition 3.17. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metric d € 2(X) and ¢ € C(X,R) with
p>0,andlet0<e<1and Z C X. Then

R(f7d7(p7Z7>\+57N766) S W(f7d7S07Z’A7N7€) S R(f’d7S07Z’A7N’€)
holds for all X > 0, 6 > 0. Consequently, BSmdimy; z ¢(p,d) = Wmdimy, z (¢, d).
Lemma 3.18 (BS Frostman’s lemma). [WC12, Lemma 6.1] Let K be a non-empty
compact subset of X and A > 0,e > 0,N € N, ¢ € C(X,R) with ¢ > 0. Suppose that

c:=W(f,d,o, K,\,N,e) > 0. Then there exists a Borel probability measure u € M(X)
such that p(K) =1 and

1
(B (. €)) < ~e e
c
holds for all x € K,n > N.

The following proposition can be proved by following the line of the first part of the proof
given in [WC12, Theorem 7.2|.

Proposition 3.19. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metric d € 2(X) and ¢ € C(X,R) with
w > 0. Let K be a non-empty compact subset of X. Then for any 0 < e <1 and p € M(X)
with w(K) =1, we have (1 — %)h (f,e) < R(f.d,p, K,5), where m = ml)I(up(:c) > 0.

re

—P,1
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Next, we give the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.. Firstly, we show

BSmWM’K,f(cp,d) = lim sup >ip {ﬁ%“(f, )1 € j\l/[(X)’M(K) - 1}.
0 log =
It is clear that LHS > RHS follows from the Proposition 3.19. On the other hand, we
assume that BSmdim; k. (¢, d) > 0. By Proposition 3.17, we know that BSmdim k.t (¢, d) =
Wmdims k¢ (¢, d). Let 0 < X\ < Wmdimy k.t (¢, d). Then we can find a sequence 0 < ¢ < 1
that convergences to 0 as k — oo so that

WmdimM,K,f(S07 d7 Ek) >\

lim

Wmdimag i (0, d) = k—o0 log -
€k

Hence, for all sufficiently large k, there is Ny € N such that ¢ := W (f, d, ¢, Alog i, Z, Ny, €x) >
0. By virtue of Lemma 3.18, there exists a Borel probability measure p € M(X) such that
u(K) =1 and

1 - og —- T
H(Bu(x, er)) < —e M8 S
C

holds for all x € X, n > Nj.
This gives us that

sup (B, (fo ). p € MOX) u(K) =1} By, (Fe)

log i log i -

for all sufficiently large k, which implies that LHS < RHS.

Next, we prove that

BSPmdim h e M(X), u(K)=1
BSPmd,LmM,KJ(QO, d) _ hmsup sup { ‘Pvﬂ(f7 6)71u1 - ( ),,U( ) }
e—0 ng

Fix a sufficiently small € with 0 < € < 1. We may assume that BSPmdim; k ¢(¢,d,€) > 0.
Let 0 < s < BSPmdimy i ¢(p, d, €). By [WC12, Theorem 3.12, Part 2|, thereis a p € M(X)
with u(K) = 1 such that for any « € K, there exists a subsequence n; := n;(z) so that

M(an (aj’ 6)) S C . e_S'S"iSO(x)’

where C' is a constant that does not depend on the points of K.
It follows that h, ,(f,€) > s, and we obtain that

hyu(f€) > BSPmdimay i (0, d, €),
after letting s — BSPmdim k f(, d, €), which yields that RHS > LHS.
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Let p € M(X) with pu(K) = 1. We assume that h,, ,(f,2¢) > 0. Let 0 < s < hy ,(f, 2€).
We can choose § > 0 and a Borel set A C K with p(A) > 0 such that

log pu(By(z, 2¢))

lim sup — >s+0
el Snip()
for all z € A.
Next, we show P,(f.d, K, ¢, s(1 — %),%) = 00, where m = mingcx p(z) > 0 and

v(€) = sup{|o(z) — ¢(y)| : d(x,y) < €}. To this end, it suffices to show for any £ C A with
u(E) > 0, we have P,(f,d,p, £, s(1 — %), £) = oo. Fix such a set F, define

E,:={z € E: pu(B,(z,2)) < e_(5+6)5"“"(x)} .

Then we have F = U,>yE,, for any N € N. Fix such a N, by u(E) = p(U,>nE,), then
there is a n > N so that

n(n1+ HE):

Fix such n, consider a family of closed cover {B,(z,£) : € E,} of E,. By Lemma 3.15

p(Ey) >

(replacing d with the Bowen metric d,,), then there exists a finite pairwise disjoint subfamily
{B,(x;, ) w; € Ey}icr, where I is a finite index set, such that

UiEIFn(:L‘ia 6) 2 UxEEnEn(xa %) 2 En
For each 7 € I, we have

sup  Snp(y) < Spp(xi) +ny(e)

yEEn(l‘i7§)

sup  Spe(y)

yegn(xivé)

< Spp(z;) + v(€).

m
Hence,

Pyf.dio Bos(l= 1) N ) > Bfdop B - 2D N6
> Z 6—8(1—7( L)sup, 5, (2, &) Sne(y)
el
> Z e~ 5ne(wi)
el
_ Z (546)Snp(w:) 105 o(:)
el

nm5
> " p(Bu(i, €

icl
> enmSM(En)

wms_11(E)

> .
= n(n+1)
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Letting N — oo, we obtain that P,(f,d, £, s(1 — %), £) = oo. This gives us that

BSPmdim k ¢(, d, g) > s(l— m)
m

Letting s — hy . (f, 2¢€), we have hy . (f,2€)(1 — 77(;)) < BSPmdimy k. f(,d, §) for all €
M(X) with p(K) = 1. This implies that

(1— %) sup{hy . (f,2€) : p € M(X), u(K) = 1} < BSPmdimy i (0, d, §)7

which yields that LHS > RHS. O

3.4 Bowen upper metric mean dimension of the set of generic points

We first collect several types of measure-theoretical entropies defined by invariant measures
(or ergodic measures) as candidates to characterize the Bowen upper metric mean dimension
of the sets of generic points of ergodic measures.

Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metric d € 2(X). Given p € M(X, f), by h,(f) we denote

the measure-theoretical entropy of pu.

(i) Measure-theoretical entropy given from the viewpoint of the local perspective. Put

BIR(f.d€) = /liminf—log”(Bn(%E))dlu’
n—oo n

_ | B

th(f’ d’ 6) = /limsup— Ogﬂ( n(ﬂfa 6>)du
n—oo n

Brin and Katok [BK83| showed that h,(f) = lir%ﬁfK(f, d,e) = lir%EfK(f, d,€) for all
e— e—
w e M(X, f). If pis an ergodic measure, they also showed that for each fixed € > 0,
log p(Bn(2,€)) . _log u(Bn (2, €))

lim inf — , lim sup
n—00 n n—00 n

are both constants for p-a.e x € X. In this case, we still denote

. logp(By(z,€))
BK 9
hy, " (f,d,e) = liminf — ,

n—oo n
—BK : log p(Bn(; €))
h, (f,d,e) =limsup — :

N—00 n

(ii) Measure-theoretical entropy defined by separated set and spanning set.

Put
1
PS(f,d,pu,e) = liwnf lim sup —log s,,(f, d, €, X0 r),
n

SH n—oo



32

where the infimum runs over all neighborhoods of 1 in M(X) and X, p = {z € X :
7 21 0p) € F}.
If p € E(X, f), Pfister and Sullivan [PS07| proved that h,(f) = lir% PS(f,d,u,e€).

e~

Let § € (0, 1). Put
—K . 1
i (f.d. e, 8) = limsup — logr, (i d, €, 3),
n—oo N

— 1
hfj(f, d,€) = lim lim sup " logr,(p; d, €, 0),

=0 nooo
where 7, (1; d, €,0) = min{#F : p(UperpBp(x,€)) >1 -6, F C X}.
For i € E(X, f), Katok [K80] showed that h,(f) = lim 7. (. d, €, 5) for any 6 € (0,1).

e—0 H

(iii) The last candidate comes from information theory. Recall that upper and lower rate

distortion dimensions are respectively given by

S d
rdim(X, f,d, u) = limsup M,
e—0 log <
R(d, p, €)

rdim(X, f,d, ) = liminf :
e—0 log =

I

where R(d, i, €) denotes the rate distortion function.

Replacing R(d, i1, €) by Rp(d, i, €), one can similarly define upper L*-rate distortion
dimension rdimp~ (X, f,d, 1) and lower L>®-rate distortion dimension rdim; (X, f, d, j1),
where Ry (d, i, €) denotes L*-rate distortion function. Due to the forthcoming proof
does not refer to the definitions of R(d, i, €) and Rp~(d, p,€) , we omit their precise
definitions and refer readers to [CT06, LT18, LT19| for more details.

Inspired by the method used in [ZC18, Theorem 1.2|, we proceed to prove Theorem 1.5,
(i).
Proof of Theorem 1.5, (i). Let p € M(X, f) with pu(Y) = 1. There exists an increasing
sequence Y, of compact subsets of YV satisfying u(Y,,) > 1 — % for all n € N.

Therefore,

mdimMJ,y(O, d, 6) > mdimM7f,Un>1yn (0, d, 6) = lim mdimMJ,yn (O, d, 6).
= n—00

Put p, := p|Y,, that is, for any Borel set A € B(X), u,(A) = “(;(‘;z/)"). Take ¢ = 1 in

Proposition 3.19, note that ﬁfK(f, d,e) = hy ,(f,€) and mdimyy sy, (0,d, 5) = R(f,d, Yy, 5).
Then

(1 - 7(26)>E5n[(<f7 d7 6) S mdimM,f,Yn(Oa d7 %)
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Hence

BK
WO (f.d,e) = /Y i inf —— 1o 1o (B (1, )i

m—0o0
- / hmmf_ilog (B (z, €) mYn)d,u
1 /
> lim inf —— logM B, (., €)dp.

Letting n — oo, we have

- €
mdimay,fy (0, d, 2) > nh_)m mdzmeyn(O d, 2)

> lim (1—(2)k," (f,d €)
> (1 —~(20)h7" (f.d,€).

BK _
This implies that lim sup _“1 (gf’ ) < mdimy(f,Y,d).
e—0

Corollary 3.20. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metricd € 2(X) and p € E(X, f). Then

Proposition 3.21. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metricd € 2(X) and p € E(X, f). Then
for each € > 0,

—K —BK

RS d,26) <FES(fdoe).
Proof. Fix € > 0 and let F(z,¢) = lim sup—w. Since f(Bpy1(z,€)) C Bu(f(z),€)

n—oo

forall z € X and n € N and p € M(X, f), we have

U Bria(@,€)) < u(f 7 f(Buri(@,€)) = p(f (Busi(2,€))) < p(Ba(f(2), ).

This yields that F'(f(x),€) < F(x,€). It follows from p € E(X, f) that F(z,€) is a constant
p-a.e x € X. Let s > EfK(f, d,e). Fix 0 € (0,1) and set

={z e X :pu(Bp(x,€e)) >e " ,Vn > N}.

Then we have p(Uy>1Xy) = 1. There exists Ny such that for any N > Ny, u(Xy) > 1 — 0.
For each N > Ny, let Ex be the (N, 2¢)-separated set of X with maximal cardinality. Note

that the Bowen balls By(z,€),x € Ey are pairwise disjoint, hence we have

1> ((Usemy (Br(z,€)) = Y p(Bu(w,€) > > e .
:L‘EEN Z‘EEN
Then 7y (u; d, 2¢,0) < #Ey < V¢ for all N > N, which implies Efj(f, d,2e) < EfK(f, d,e).
U
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Proposition 3.22. [W21, Proposition 4.3, Proposition 6.1] Let (X, f) be a TDS with a
metric d € Z(X) and p € E(X, f). Then for each € > 0,

_ 1
Ruw(d, i, €) < Ty (fod,€) < PS(f,d, p,€) < Rpwe(d, 1, 0

and mdimys yq,(0,d,€) < PS(f,d, p,€).
Finally, we give the proof of Theorem 1.5,(ii).

Proof of Theorem 1.5, (ii). By virtue of Proposition 3.22 and Proposition 3.23, we have

mdzmM(f, Gﬂ, d, 126) = mdimM,ﬂG# (0, d, 126)
< PS(f,d, p,12¢)
< Rpee (d7 s 26)
—K
< h, (f,d,2¢)
—BK
S hu (f? d7 6)

—BK
Combining the assumption lim sup el = lim sup% and Corollary 3.21, this

e—0 € e—0 €

hy " (f.dse)

completes the proof.
O

One says that a compact metric space (X, d) admits tame growth of covering numbers if
for each 6 > 0,
lim €’ logry (f,d, e, X) = 0.
e—0

This condition was introduced by Lindenstrauss and Tsukamoto [LT18| to show the metric
mean dimensions defined by Bowen metric and average metric coincide, see [LT18, Lemma
26], which was proved as a fairly mild condition [LT18, Lemma 4]. Namely, every compact
metrizable space admits a metric with the property of tame growth of covering numbers,
and some examples satisfying such condition can be found in [LT19, Example 3.9|.

Under the assumption of tame growth of covering numbers, Wang [W21, Theorem 1.7]
also showed if © € E(X, f), then

rdim(X, f,d, ) = rdimp~ (X, f,d, ).
Together with Theorem 1.5, we immediately deduce the following.

Corollary 3.23. Let (X, f) be a TDS with a metric d € 2(X) admitting tame growth of

, . 5 (£.de) . hB(f.de)
covering numbers, and suppose that p € E(X, f) satisfying lim sup ‘IOT = lim sup “IOT.

e—0 € e—0 €
Then

mdimp (f, G, d) = rdim(X, f,d, p) = rdimp-(X, f,d, ).
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Example 3.24. Let o : [0,1]% — [0,1]% be the shift on alphabet [0, 1], where [0, 1] is the
unit interval with the standard metric. Equipped [0, 1]% with a metric given by

d(ZL‘, y) - Z 27‘n||xn - yn|'
nez
Then ([0,1]% d) has the tame growth of covering numbers, see [LT19, Example 3.9]. Let
= L% where L is the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1].
For each € > 0, z € [0, 1% Let r = [log, 2] + 1. Then D nl>r 27"l < £, Put

L(z,¢€): = {y c[0,1)%: |z —yi| < %,V—'r’ §i§n+'r’},
Jo(z,€) i ={y€[0,1]": |z; —ys| <e,VO<i<n}.
One can check that
I,(z,€) C Bp(z,€) C Jy(z,€).
It is clear that pu(L,(z,€)) > (§)" ™", u(Jn(x, €)) < (4€)™. This implies that

1 — 6
log E S th(O‘7 da 6) S th(Uv d7 E) S log Ea

—BK BK ode
which tells us that lim sup M = lim sup b (o,d€)
e—0 o8 ¢ e—0

It is well-known that mdimy, (o, [0,1]%,d) = 1, see [LT18, Section II, E. Example|. By
Corollary 3.21, 1 < mdimy (o, G, d) < mdimy(o,[0,1]%,d) = 1. So mdimy (0, G, d) = 1.
By [LT18, Example 22|, we know rdim/([0, 1|, o, d, ) = rdimz([0,1]%, o, d, ) = 1. Finally,

log% :1.

mdimy (o, G, d) = rdim([0,1)%, 0, d, i) = rdimp([0,1]*, 0,d, u) = 1.
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