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Abstract

Katok conjectured that for every C? diffeomorphism f on a Riemannian manifold X, the set
{hu(f) : p is an ergodic measure for (X, f)} includes [0, hop(f)). In this paper we obtained a refined
Katok’s conjecture on intermediate metric entropies of ergodic measures with same level that for a
homeomorphism of a compact metric space which is expansive, transitive and has the shadowing

property, one has
()5 € Mory(£,) and [ g =@} = (b (1) o € ML X) and [ o = a}

for any a € (infueM(f,X) J edp, SUP e M (f,X) fgadu) and any continuous function ¢ with bounded
variation. In this process, we establish 'multi-horseshoe’ entropy-dense property and use it to get the

goal combined with L. Barreira and P. Doutor’s conditional variational principle.

1 Introduction

Let (X,d) be a nondegenerate (i.e, with at least two points) compact metric space, and f : X — X
be a continuous map. Such (X, f) is called a dynamical system. For a dynamical system (X, f), let
M(X), M(f,X), Merq(f, X) denote the space of probability measures, f-invariant, f-ergodic probability
measures, respectively. Let p be a metric for the weak*-topology on M (X). We denote the sets of natural
numbers, integer numbers and nonnegative numbers by N, Z, Z* respectively.

It is believed that in most cases, positive topological entropy of (X, f) implies a rich structure of
M(f, X). In [24] Katok showed that every C'** diffeomorphism in dimension 2 has horseshoes of large
entropies. This implies that the system has ergodic measures of arbitrary intermediate metric entropies,
that is {h,(f) : ¢ is an ergodic measure } includes [0, hiop(f)), where hop(f) is the topological entropy
of (X, f), and h,(f) is the metric entropy of p. Katok believed that this holds in any dimension.

Conjecture 1. (Katok) For every C? diffeomorphism f on a Riemannian manifold X, the set
{hu(f) : p is an ergodic measure for (X, f)}

includes [0, hyop(f))-
In the last decade, a number of partial results have been obtained. See [40, 37, 13, 21, 26, 28, 27, 38].

In the recent works, we find shadowing property is a powerful tool to construct ergodic measures. It
is shown in [27] that for a transitive dynamical system with the shadowing property, if the entropy

function is upper semi-continuous, then for every 0 < ¢ < hiop(f) the set of ergodic measures with
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entropy c is residual in the space of invariant measures with entropy at least ¢. This implies the set
{hu(f) : p is an ergodic measure for (X, f)} includes [0, hyop(f))-

In this paper we would like to explore refined Katok’s conjecture. Let ¢ : X — R be a continuous

inf d ’ su / d
ueM(fyX)/(p a ueM(?X) 7 N]

function. Denote

L

=

and

Int(L,) = inf/d,su /d-
(L¢) (ueM(ﬂX) re ueM(?X) wu)

Similar as Katok’s conjecture, we would like to consider the following refined question.

Question 1.1. For every typical diffeomorphism f on a Riemannian manifold X, every continuous function
¢ on X, and every a € Int(L,), whether one has

{hu(f) : pp € Merg(f, X) and /cpdu:a}:{h#(f):ueM(f,X) and /cpdu:a}?

In the present paper, we give partial answer to this question. We say that a continuous function ¢

has bounded variation if there exists ¢ > 0 for which sup,,cyvn (@, €) < 0o with

(€)= Sup{ 2 p(f*(z) - i e(fF )| d (@), fFy)) <efork=0,...,n— 1} :
k=0 =0

For any a € L, define

Mo(a) = {n € M(F,X) s [ pdu=a), MZ(@) = (€ Moy (£,X) 5 [ o= al.

Then M,(a) is closed in M (f, X), and thus sup{h,(f) : p € M,(a)} = max{h,(f): p € M,(a)} for any
a € L, if the entropy function is upper semi-continuous. We denote the support of a probability measure

pby S, :={x e M : pu(U) > 0 for any neighborhood U of z}. Now we state our main result as follows.

Theorem A. Suppose that a homeomorphism f : X — X of a compact metric space is transitive,
expansive, and has the shadowing property. Let ¢ be a continuous function on X with bounded variation.
Then:

(I) For any a € Int(Ly), any p € My(a) and any n,¢ > 0, there is v € MZ9(a) such that p(v,p) < ¢
and [hy, (f) = hu(F) <.

(IT) For any a € Int(Ly), any p € My(a), any 0 < ¢ < h,(f) and any 1, > 0, there is v € M9 (a)
such that p(v, u) < ¢ and |hy,(f) — ¢| <n.

(ITT) For any a & Tnt(Ly) and 0 < ¢ < max{hu(f) : p € Mp(a)}, the set {u € M(a) : hy(f) =
¢, S, = X} is residual in {pn € My(a) : hy(f) > c}.

(aOV) {(J e hu(f)) = € M(f,X), [¢du € Int(Le)} = {(f wdp, hyu(£)) : o € Merg(f, X), [ pdp €
Int(Ly,)} = {(a,b) : a € Int(L,),0 < b < max{h,(f) : p € My,(a)}}.

The hyperbolic flow and singular hyperbolic flow versions of Theorem A are being prepared [22].

Readers can see the dynamical systems and functions to which Theorem A is applicable in section 6.

Remark 1.2. (1) In [18] Eizenberg, Kifer and Weiss proved for systems with the specification property
that any f-invariant probability measure p is the weak limit of a sequence of ergodic measures {p, }52 ;,
such that the entropy of p is the limit of the entropies of the {p,}52 ;. Pfister and Sullivan refered to
this property as the entropy-dense property [36] and proved that the entropy-dense property holds for
systems with the approximate product property. From Theorem A(I) if a homeomorphism f : X — X of



a compact metric space is expansive, transitive, and has the shadowing property, then the entropy-dense
property holds in M (a) for any a € Int(L,) and any continuous function ¢ with bounded variation.

(2) Li and Oprocha proved in [27] that for a transitive dynamical system with the shadowing property,
for every invariant measure p and every 0 < ¢ < h,(f), there exists a sequence of ergodic measures
{n}oe, such that limy, o ptn, = p and lim, o0 hy, (f) = c. If further the entropy function is upper
semi-continuous, they proved that for every 0 < ¢ < hgop(f) the set of ergodic measures with entropy
¢ is residual in the space of invariant measures with entropy at least ¢. From Theorem A(II) and (III)
we obtain more refined results for a homeomorphism f : X — X of a compact metric space which is
expansive, transitive and has the shadowing property, that is for a continuous function ¢ with bounded
variation, for any a € Int(L,,), any u € My(a), and any 0 < ¢ < h,(f), there exists a sequence of ergodic
measures {i,}02; € My(a) such that lim, o pn, = p and lim,,—,o0 by, (f) = ¢, and for any a € Int(L,,)
and 0 < ¢ < max{h,(f) : p € My(a)}, in My(a) the set of ergodic measures with entropy c¢ and full
support is residual in the space of invariant measures with entropy at least c.

(3) From Theorem A(IV) we give partial answer to Question 1.1 for a homeomorphism f : X —
X of a compact metric space which is expansive, transitive and has the shadowing property, that is
{hu(f):p e M;Tg(a)} ={hu(f):p € M,y(a)} for any a € Int(L,) and any continuous function ¢ with

bounded variation.

For a continuous function without the assumption of bounded variation, we don’t know how to obtain
the corresponding results as Theorem A. In the proof of Theorem A, there are two keypoints: 'multi-
horseshoe’ entropy-dense property (see Theorem 2.6) and conditional variational principle (see Theorem
3.7) proved by L. Barreira and P. Doutor in [5].

Figure 1: Graph of ([ ¢dp, h,(f))

(f edp, hy(f))

[ wdp

Finally, we draw the graph of ([ ¢du, h,(f)). Theorem A shows that every point in the region between
the two dotted lines can be attained by ergodic measures.

Organization of this paper. The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2
we introduce 'multi-horseshoe’ entropy-dense property and prove that it holds for topologically Anosov
system which is transitive. In Section 3 and 4, using conditional variational principle (see Theorem 3.7)
proved by L. Barreira and P. Doutor in [5], we give abstract conditions on which the results of Theorem
A hold in the more general context of almost additive sequences of continuous functions. In Section 5
by ’multi-horseshoe’ entropy-dense property we show that the abstract conditions given in Section 3 and
4 are satisfied for topologically Anosov system which is transitive, and thus we obtain Theorem A. In
Section 6, we apply the results in the previous sections to transitive locally maximal hyperbolic sets and
transitive two-side subshits of finite type. Finally, we consider homoclinic classes and give corresponding

results on refined Katok’s conjecture.



2 ’Multi-Horseshoe’ Entropy-Dense Property

In this section, we introduce 'multi-horseshoe’ entropy-dense property which shall serve for our needs in
the future. Eizenberg, Kifer and Weiss proved for systems with the specification property that [18] any
f-invariant probability measure v is the weak limit of a sequence of ergodic measures {v,}, such that
the entropy of v is the limit of the entropies of the {v,}. This is a central point in large deviations
theory, which was first emphasized in [20]. Meanwhile, this also plays an crucial part in the computing
of Billingsley dimension [6, 7] on shift spaces [35]. Pfister and Sullivan refered to this property as the
entropy-dense property [36].

Definition 2.1. We say (X, f) satisfies the entropy-dense property (or Meqq(f, X) is entropy-dense in
M(f, X)), if for any p € M(f, X), for any neighborhood G of p in M (X), and for any > 0, there exists
av € Meg(f,X) such that h,(f) > h,(f) —n and v € G.

Definition 2.2. We say (X, f) satisfies the refined entropy-dense property (or Me,q(f, X) is refined entropy-
dense in M(f, X)), if for any p € M(f, X), for any neighborhood G of p in M(X), and for any n > 0,
there exists a closed f-invariant set A, C X such that M (f,A,) C G and heop(f, Ay) > hu(f) — 1. By
classical variational principle, it is equivalent that for any neighborhood G of p in M(X), and for any
n > 0, there exists a v € Meyq(f, X) such that hy(f) > h,(f) —n and M(f,S,) C G.

Of course, refined entropy-dense = entropy-dense = ergodic measures are dense in the space of
invariant measures. For systems with the approximate product property, Pfister and Sullivan in fact
had obtained the refined entropy-dense properties by [36, Proposition 2.3]. Note that if a dynamical
system is transitivie and has the shadowing property, then it has approximate product property by their
definitions. Then we have

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that (X, f) is topologically transitive and satisfies the shadowing property.
Then (X, f) has the refined entropy-dense property.

For C™ diffeomorphisms, a theorem by A. Katok [24] asserts that any ergodic hyperbolic measure can
be approximated by a horseshoe. Here for topological dynamical systems we introduce 'multi-horseshoe’

entropy-dense property and show that it holds for topologically Anosov system which is transitive.

Definition 2.4. A homeomorphism f : X — X of a compact metric space called topologically hyperbolic
or topologically Anosov, if X has infinitely many points, (X, f) is expansive and satisfies the shadowing
property.

For any m € N and {v;}7*, C M(X), we write cov{r;}", for the convex combination of {v;}7,

namely,

i=1

cov{v }t, = cov(vy, - ,um) i= {Ztim :t; €10,1,1 <i<mand Zti = 1}.
i=1

Definition 2.5. We say (X, f) satisfies the ’multi-horseshoe’ entropy-dense property (abbrev. ’multi-
horseshoe’ dense property) if for any K = cov{u;}/~, € M(f,X), any z € X and any 7,(,e > 0, there
exist compact invariant subsets A; C A C X such that for each 1 <i <m

1. (A4, fla,) and (A, f|a) conjugate to transitive subshifts of finite type (and thus they are transitive
and topologically Anosov).

2. hiop(f, Ai) > hy, (f) —n and consequently, hiop(f, A) > sup{h.(f):x € K} —n.
3. dH(K,M(f, A)) <, dH(,ui,M(f,Ai)) <.

4. There is a positive integer L such that for any z in A; or A one has fi+™(z) € B(x,¢) for some
0<j<L-—1andanymEeZ.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose (X, f) is topologically Anosov and transitive. Then (X, f) satisfies the 'multi-

horseshoe’ dense property.



2.1 Some definitions
2.1.1 The space of probability measures

Consider a topological dynamical system (X, f). The space of Borel probability measures on X is denoted
by M(X) and the set of continuous functions on X by C(X). We endow ¢ € C(X) the norm ||| =
max{[p(z)| : @ € X}. Let {¢;},y be a dense subset of C(X), then

— | [ wide — [pjdr]|
M&ﬂ=23ijwﬂ]
Jj=1

defines a metric on M (X) for the weak™ topology [41]. Then we denote the Hausdorff distance between
two nonempty subsets of M (X), A and B, by

dg (A, B) := max < sup inf p(z,y), sup inf ,T) o
H(A, B) {zegyEBP( y) yegzeAp(y )}

For v € M(X) and r > 0, we denote a ball in M (X) centered at v with radius r by
B(v,r) == {plv,p) <r:pe€MX)}

One notices that
p(&,7) <2 forany &, 7€ M(X). (2. 1)

It is also well known that the natural imbedding j : « — ¢, is continuous. Since X is compact and M (X)
is Hausdorff, one sees that there is a homeomorphism between X and its image j(X). Therefore, without

loss of generality we will assume that

For x € X and € > 0, we denote a ball in X centered at x with radius € by
B(z,e) :={d(z,y) <e:ye X}.

A straight calculation using (2. 1) and (2. 2) gives

Lemma 2.7. For any e > 0, > 0, and any two sequences {xi}?:_ol, {vi ?:_01 of X, if d(z;,yi) < e holds
for any i € [0,n — 1], then for any J C {0,1,--- ,n — 1} with "%m < 4, one has:

-1 -1
(a) p(% Z?:Q 5117% ?:0 5%) <e.
-1
(b) p(% Z?:o Ou; s ﬁ ZieJ 5yi) <e+26.
Lemma 2.7 is easy to be verified and shows us that if any two orbit of x and y in finite steps are close
in the most time, then the two empirical measures induced by x,y are also close.
2.1.2 Topological entropy and metrc entrpy

Now let us to recall the definition of topological entropy in [11] by Bowen. For z,y € X and n € N, the

Bowen distance between z,y is defined as
o, y) = max{d(f'(z), () i = 0,1, ,n—1}
and the Bowen ball centered at = with radius € > 0 is defined as
Bn(z,e) :={y € X : dp(z,y) < €}.

Let E C X, and G,(F, o) be the collection of all finite or countable covers of E by sets of the form
B, (z,0) with u > n. We set
C(E;t,n,o,f) = inf e ™ and O(E;t, o, f) == lim C(E;t,n,o,f).
n—oo

(B,
CEGn(B0) b (oorec



Then we define
hiop(E; 0, f) :==inf{t : C(E;t,0, f) =0} =sup{t: C(E;t,0, f) = o0}
The Bowen topological entropy of E is
htop(fv E) = (}_11&) htop(E; g, f)

We call (X, B, i) a probability space if B is a Borel o-algebra on X and p is a probability measure on
X. For a finite measurable partition £ = {Ay,---, A, } of a probability space (X, B, i), define

n

H,(€) = = p(4y)log u(4y).

i=1

Let f: X — X be a continuous map preserving . We denote by \/?:_01 f~€ the partition whose element
is the set ﬂ?z_ol f7%A;,,1 < j; <n. Then the following limit exists:

n—1
.1 i
hu(f.€) = lim ~H, <\/0 f 5)
and we define the metric entropy of u as

hu(f) == sup{hu(f,§) : £ is a finite measurable partition of X}.

2.1.3 Transitive, mixing, expansive and shadowing property

If for every pair of non-empty open sets U, V there is an integer n such that f*(U) NV # @ then we call
(X, f) topologically transitive. Furthermore, if for every pair of non-empty open sets U, V there exists
an integer N such that f™(U) NV # () for every n > N, then we call (X, f) topologically mizing. When
f: X — X is a homeomorphism of a compact metric space, we say that (X, f) is expansive if there exists
a constant ¢ > 0 such that for any z,y € X, d(f*(z), f*(y)) > c for some i € Z. We call ¢ the expansive
constant. When f : X — X is a homeomorphism of a compact metric space, we say that a subset Y of
X is f-invariant if f(Y) =Y. If Y is a closed f-invariant subset of X, then (Y, f]y) also is a dynamical
system. We will call it a subsystem of (X, f).

A finite sequence € = (x1, -+ ,2;),l € N is called a chain. Furthermore, if d(f(z;),xi+1) <e,1 <i <
I —1, we call € an e-chain with length I. For any m € N, if there are m e-chains &; = (@;1, -+, 21,),
l; € N,1 < i < m satisfying that d(f(z;1,),zi4+1,1) <¢&,1 <i<m — 1, then we can concatenate €;s to

constitute a new e-chain

<.’L'171,"' ,xl,l1,$2,1’... )$2,l23”' ;xm,la"' ,xm,lnL>

which we denote by €15 ---€,,.

Definition 2.8. Suppose f : X — X is a homeomorphism of a compact metric space. For any § > 0, a
sequence {z, }nez is called a §-pseudo-orbit if d(f(x,), xnt1) <6 for n € Z. {x,}nez is e-shadowed by
some y € X if d(f™(y),xn) < e for any n € Z. We say that (X, f) has the shadowing property if for any
€ > 0, there exists § > 0 such that any §-pseudo-orbit is e-shadowed by some point in X.

2.2 Some lemmas

Proposition 2.9. Suppose f : X — X is a homeomorphism of a compact metric space. Consider
A C X which satisfies f"(A) = A for some n € N and let A = JI') fi(A). If f(A) N fI(A) =0 for
any 0 <1< j<n-—1, then

(1) if (A, f™) is expansive, then (A, f) is expansive;



(2) if (A, f™) is topologically transitive, then (A, f) is topologically transitive;
(3) if (A, f™) has the shadowing property, then (A, f) also has the shadowing property.

Proof. Ttem (1) and (2) come directly from the uniform continuity of f,---, f™~1. Since (A, f*) has the
shadowing property and f : X — X is a homeomorphism, then (f*(A), f™) has the shadowing property
for any 0 < i < n— 1. Combining with f{(A)N f7(A) =0 forany 0 <i < j <n—1, (A, f*) also has the
shadowing property. Let k > 0 be an integer, then from [2, Theorem 2.3.3] a dynamical system (X, f)
has the shadowing property if and only if so does (X, f¥). So (A, f) has the shadowing property. O

For ¢ > 0 and n € N, two points z and y are (n,e)-separated if d,(x,y) > €. A subset E is (n,e)-
separated if any pair of different points of E are (n,e)-separated. For x € X, we define the empirical

measure of x as )
1«

Sn(:c) = E Z 5fj(z),
§=0

where ¢, is the Dirac mass at . Let FF C M (X) be a neighbourhood of v € M(f, X). Define X,, p :=
{r € X:&(x) € F}. For k€ N, let P.(f) :={x € X : fF(z) = z}.

Lemma 2.10. [17, Corollary 4.13] Suppose (X, f) is topologically Anosov and transitive. Then for any
n > 0, there exists an €] = €3(n) > 0 such that for any p € M(f, X) and its neighborhood F),, there exists
an 0 < €5 =e5(n, p, F.) < f such that for any x € X, for any 0 < e < 5, for any N € N, there exist
an n=nn, p, Fy,e,x) > N such that for any p € N, there exists an (pn, %)—sepamted set I'yy, so that

(1) Fpn g Xpn,Fu N B(:C,E) N Ppn(f)z'
(2) “ellenl >, (f) =0

From Lemma 2.10, the set of periodic points is dense in X, and the set of periodic measures is dense
in the space of invariant measures. Then by [39, Proposition 6.5], there is an invariant measure with full
support. Since measure supported on periodic points has zero metric entropy, then the set of invariant

measures with zero metric entropy is dense in the space of invariant measures. So we have the following.
Corollary 2.11. Suppose (X, f) is topologically Anosov and transitive. Then we have
(1) {peM(f,X): h.(f) =0} is dense in M(f,X).

(2) there is an invariant measure with full support.

2.3 Proof of Theorem 2.6

Fix K = cov{v;}"; C M(f,X), z € X and 1o, o,c0 > 0. Let po = min{p(v;,v;) : 1 <i < j < m}. Then
KN Merg(f,X) is empty or finite (less than m). By Proposition 2.3, (X, f) has the refined entropy-dense
property, so there are infinitely many ergodic measures on X. This implies that K # M (f, X) and thus
da(K,M(f,X)) > 0. Let n,{ > 0 with n < min{hip(f),m0} and ¢ < min{dx (K, M(f, X)), po,Co}-
By the variational principle of the topological entropy, there exists vy € M(f, X) such that h,,(f) >
htop (f) - g

By Lemma 2.10, there exist £¢* > 0 and 0 < £* < &* such that for any 0 < g < &% and each 0 < i < m,
there exists an n; € N such that for any p € N, there exists an (pn;, %)—separated set I'}h - with

(@) T, € Poni (F) N X

J\.
i, B(vi,§) N B(:C, 5)’

(b) “ETel >,

pn;

0|3



We can assume that % < § where ¢ > 0 is the expansive constant. Let s(n, %) denote the largest

cardinality of any (n, %)—separated set of X, then by [41, Theorem 7.11] one has

1
hiop(f) = limsup — log s(n, %) (2. 3)

n—oo N

Then there exists N; € N such that for any n > N, one has
s(n, %) < enlhop(N+3), (2. 4)

Set ¢ = min{i, &, 57, % }. Then there exists a 0 < 0 < ¢ such that any d-pseudo-orbit can be e-

shadowed by some point in X. Set n = pgngnins - --n,, where pg is large enough such that for any
1<1<m

N;—1
n >N, =8 _p > enlhe =1 and en(hos(N=4) [21 31N+ 4 S~ |Pr(f)] (2. 5)

m=1

where P (f) is the set of periodic points with minimal period m. Then for each 0 < i < m, P,,(f) C P,(f)
by definition and furthermore, we can obtain an (n, —) separated set I'V* with

(@) T3 € Pu(f) N X, 5,5 N Bl 8);
log [T’ |
(b) Og— > hl’i - g

Since periodic points in I',° with same period Iy for some Iy € N are (lo, & ) separated, by (2. 4) and
(2. 5) we have

[5] [%1 Ni—1
[PrL(f)nTrel< > s( Z |2y (f
m=1 m=N1
Nl 1
<3 et S
m= Nl
n lel
S(g]ef%W(htop(f)Jr%) + Z_l |P%(f)

<ehion(N=1) < gnlhvg—1) < |FZO|'

Thus there exists ¢ € I'/° with minimal period n. Together with % < 7, the only sub-intervals of length

n of <'r07 f('ro)a ) fnil('ro)v Zo, f('ro)v T fnil(z0>> that are %_Sha’dowed by <ZL'0, f(zo)a T 7fn71(x0)>
are the initial and the final sub-intervals. By the separation assumption, for any 1 < i < m we have

*

{y €T+ duly. F (w0)) < 5 for some 0 < j <n —1}| <.

Consequently, by (2. 5) one can find a subset f‘,’; C I'Vt with |f,‘; > ™ —3) guch that d,(y, f7(xo)) >
% for~ any y~€ I'and 0 < j <n 7~1. Denote r; = |[T'%| and r = 2211 r;. Enumerate the elements of
each F'Irlll by F;/zl - {pzla e ap;l"l} Let Fn = {p%a e ap71"15 e 7p71n7 e ap:"?,ln}

Take [ large enough such that

1 1—2)log|T
—<£andw>hu—nf0rany1§i§m. (2. 6)
[ 12 nl ‘
Now let I'? = f,‘; X f,‘; X o X f,’; whose element is y = (y1,--- ,y1—2) with y; € f,’; for 1 <j<Il-2
and letF:fn xfn X oo xfn whose element is y = (y1,--- ,y—2) with y; Efn for1 <j<1-2. For

any y € X, let € = (y, fy, -+, f*1y). Then for y € I'* or I we define the following pseudo-orbit:

¢, =& ¢ e .-y

To TTo TY1 Y2 Yi-2"



It is clear that €, is a d-pseudo-orbit. Moreover, one notes that we can freely concatenate such ¢ys to
constitutes a d-pseudo-orbit. We write €, = (wi,wa, -+ ,win). If y € I'" and d(f*(z),wrr1) < € for any
0 <k <lIn—1 then by Lemma 2.7 and (2. 6) one has

n(l—2) n(l—2)

p(gln(z)’yi) Sp(gln(z)aﬁ Z 6wk)+p(ﬁ Z 6wkal/i)
k=1

k=1

4 1 « 2.7
§€+7 + EZP(&@(%‘),W) 2.7)
j=1

4 ¢ 3
If y € T and d(f*(2),wi41) < e forany 0 <k <in—1, we denote ¢; = [{1 < j <1 —2:y; € %}, then

Yo g=1—2and

2211 qiVi " "= 2211 q4iVi
p(é‘ln(z), 72111 @ ) SP(Eln ( Z 5wk + P ( 2) ]; 5wk7 Z;il G )
<e+ds Z_%Z > olEnlu)m) 2%
i=1 yjef:f
<e+ % + g < g(

by Lemma 2.7 and (2. 6). Now we define
ETl_—2 = {9 =.. .9,29,1909192 cee Hj = (9%1, s ,ojylfz) S Fi for anyj € Z}

and
ET1—2 = {9 =.. .9,29,1909192 cee Hj = (9]'11, s ,9]'1[72) eI for any ] S Z}

Then (X,:-2,0) and (¥,:-2,0) are full shifts. This implies (X :-2,0) and (¥,:-2,0) are mixing and have

shadowing property. And for each 6 =...0 20 1000102 ... in X 12 or 3,12
Cop=...C ,Cp ,Cy,Cp, Ty, ...
is a d-pseudo-orbit. We write €y = ... w_sw_1wowiws . .., by the shadowing property,

Yo={z € X :d(fi(),w;) < e.j € Z}

is nonempty and closed.

We claim that Yy NYy = () for any 6 # 6" in X 1—2 or 3,.-2. Next we prove the claim by the following
two cases. '

Case (1): If 0 #6' € X, 12 for some 1 < i < m, then thereis t € Z and 1 < s <[ — 2 such that 0, s #
0; - Since 0; , and 6 , are (n < )-separated, we have d,, (fI"1F5m 47 (z), flnttsntn () > g* /3 —2e > &% /9
for any z € Yy and 2’ € Yyr. So Yy NYy = 0.

Case (2): For any 6 # 0" € X,u», thereist € Z and 1 < s <1—2such that 0; s # 0; ;. If 0, 5,0; , € rv
for some 1 < i < m, then Yp NYp = () by Case (1). If there are 1 < i # i’ < m such that 6, € f;’; and
0 s € I, then

dy (fIFEER (), fITER () > ¢

for any z € Yy and 2’ € Yyr. Otherwise, we have
p(gn(flnt-i-sn-l—n(z))’gn(flnt-i-sn-i—n(z/))) <e< PO.

Combining with

PERS T (=), Enl01)) < € < 0



and
p(Vi; En(Oy,s)) <

p(Vi' ? 5"(91/575)) <

we have p(v;,v;1) < po which contradicts that po = min{p(v;,v;) : 1 <i < j <m}. So
dn(flnt-l-sn—i-n(z) flnt-l-sn—i-n(zl)) S e
for any z € Yy and 2’ € Yy.. This implies Yy N Yy = (). Then we can define the following disjoint union:

A; = |_| Yy and A = |_| Y.

0ex 1o Gezrl,2
i

Note that f™(Yy) = Y,(9)- Then fr(A) = A, 1 <i <mand fY(A) = A. Therefore, if we define
7: A=Y andm A — X2 as

m(x) := 6 for all x € Yy with 6 € 3,12,

mi(z) := 0 for all x € Yy with 6" € ¥ 1-2,

then 7w and 7; are surjective by the shadowing property. Moreover, it is not hard to check that = and m;
are continuous. So A and A; are closed. Meanwhile, (X, f) is expansive, so 7, 7; are conjugations.

Let A; = U fR(A;) and A = UPEHFR(A). Then f(A;) = Ay, 1 <i <m and f(A) = A. Now let us
prove that A and A; satisfy the property 1-4.

(1) Since m and m; are conjugations, the transitivity, expansivity and the shadowing property of
(3,1-2,0) and (3,.1-2,0) yield the same properties of (A, ™) and (A;, f™). Next we show that f*(A;)N
FY(A) = B for any 0 < k < & < nl — 1 Tf fE(A) N f¥ (As) # B, then for any 2 € f5(A;) N f¥ (A),
there exist 0, 0’ € Eﬁq such that

d(f M), wp) < € and (7 (2),0)) <€ Vi € Z

where €y = ... w_sw_jwowiws ... and Cp = ... w' W’ jwjwiwh . ... Then we have
d(Wjik, Wiyp) <26 Vj €L (2. 9)
Case (1): If 1 <& — k < n—1, then (2. 9) implies d(w;,w/, ;) <26 < 5 V0 < j < n— 1. Note
that wowiws . .. wap—1 = WhWiwh ... wh, | = (zo, fro, -+, f* Lx0, 20, fTo, , [P x0), this contradicts

that the minimal period of zg is n.

Case (2): If k' —k = n, then (2. 9) implies d(wjin,W] s,) < 26 < % V0 < j < n — 1. Note that
WnWnil - - - wan—1 = (To, fzo, -, [T ag) and wh, € T¥ | this contradicts that d,(y, f7(zo)) > % for any
yel%and0<j<n-—1.

Case 3): Ifm < kK —k <n(l—1), then ¥ —k =tn+sforsome 1 <t <[l—2and 0 < s <
n — 1. Thus (2. 9) implies d(wn—s+j’wzt+1)n+j) < 2e V0 < 7 < n — 1. Note that wowiws ... wop_1 =
(xo, fro, -+, f" tx0, 20, fT0, -, [ t20), and wEtJrl)n € T'%, this contradicts that d,(y, f’(zo)) > %
foranyy €IV and 0 <j <n—1.

Case (4): If n(l — 1) < k' —k <nl—1, then (2. 9) implies d(wni—k/+k+j,Wpy;) <26 V0 <j<n—1.
Note that wowiws ... wan—1 = WyW)y 1 Whyys - 'WEHZ)nfl = (z0, fro, -+, f" 120,70, fT0, * , [ L),
and 1 < nl — k' + k < n, this contradicts that the minimal period of zq is n.

So we have f¥(A;)N f* (A;) =0 for any 0 < k < k¥’ < nl— 1. Therefore, Proposition 2.9 ensures that

(A, f) is transitive and topologically Anosov. In fact, if we define

Qi = {Q:g = ... WooW_1WoWiWo - - - 9 c Zréfz}’
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then (Q;,0™) conjugates to (er?’ o). Thus (924, 0™) conjugates to (A;, f™), and (U 'o*(Q;), ) con-
jugates to (A;, f). This implies (Up,*o*(€;), o) is a subshift which is transitive and topologically Anosov.
Recall from [42] a subshift satisfies shadowing property if and only if it is a subshift of finite type. So
(Uzl:_olak(Qi), o) is a transitive subshift of finite type. By similar method, (A, f) is also transitive and
topologically Anosov, and (A, f) conjugate to a transitive subshift of finite type.

(2) One has heop(f; Ai) = Shiop(f™, A1) = Lhiop(0,3,1-2) = %@Iglfff\ > hy, —n > hy, —no by
(2. 6). 1

(3) For any ergodic measure u; € M(f, A;), pick an arbitrary generic point z; of p; in A;. Then

p(gln(ftln(zi))7 v;) < %C for any t € N

by (2. 7). In addition, we have p; = lim;_, o &(2;) = limy—y oo Eun(z:). So we have

¢

=] W

P, vi) = tliglo p(Eun(zi), vi) <

By the ergodic decomposition Theorem, we obtain that dy(v;, M(f, A;)) < %C. Now since K is convex
and A; C A, one gets that K C B(M(f,A),() C B(M(f,A), o).

On the other hand, for any ergodic measure p € M(f, A), pick a generic point z of p in A. Then z
e-shadows some §-pseudo-orbit €9 with 8 € ¥..—2. Then for any ¢ € N, there exist nonnegative integers
qi, 1 <1 < m such that

Z"ﬂll qiV; 3

plEm(f"(2), Z5—) < =¢

(Btrme), ) < 3

by (2. 8). So u € B(K, %C). By the ergodic decomposition Theorem, M (f,A) C B(K,() C B(K,{y). As
a result, A C X. For otherwise, dy (K, M(f,A)) =duy(K,M(f,X)) > ¢, a contradiction.

(4) Note thet for any € in X i-» or X,i-2, one has wmn = zo for any integer m where €y =

e W_oW_1WowiWws . . .. Then for any z in A; or A,
mnl mnl d
d(fm(2),z) < d(f (z),z0)+d(z0,z)<€+§ < 2e < €o.

So for any z in A; or A one has f/*™"(z) € B(z,¢) for some 0 < j < nl — 1 and any m € Z. O

3 Almost Additive Sequences and Theorem A (I)

In this section we give abstract conditions on which Theorem A(I) holds in the more general context of
almost additive sequences of continuous functions. We first recall some definitions about almost additive
sequences from [5]. Consider a topological dynamical system (X, f). We recall that a sequence of functions
® = (pn),cy is said to be almost additive (with respect to (X, f) ) if there is a constant C' > 0 such that

for every n,m € N we have

We denote by A(f, X) the family of almost additive sequences of continuous functions. From [5, Propo-
sition 3] the limit lim & [, du exists for any ® = (¢,), oy € A(f, X) and any p € M(f, X), and the
n—oo

function,

1
M(f,X)> p+— lim —/(pndu, (3. 10)
n—oo N

is continuous with the weak* topology in M (f, X).
Let d € N and take (A4, B) € A(f, X)¢ x A(f, X)?. We write

A= (®',...,®% and B = (¥',..., 0%

11



and also ®% = ((p;) and Ui = (w;)neN. We assume that

neN

hminfM >0 and ¥ (z) >0 (3. 11)

m—00 m

for every i = 1,...,d,z € X, and n € N. Given a = (a1,...,aq) € R we define:

Rup(a) = (j} {x € X+ lim 2ol :ai}.

n=o0 1), (x)

We also consider the function P4 g : M(f, X) — R defined by:

im L 1 im L d
S (P S L WY O o T TR B 6 12)
’ lim o [@hdp’ 77 lim & [yddu | oo \ [pkdu’ T [hddu ) '
n—oo n—oo

(3. 10) ensures that the second identity in (3. 12) holds, and that the function P4 p is continuous. Denote

Lap={Pap(p):pneM(fX)}

For any a € L4, g, define

Ma,p(a) ={n € M(f,X) : Pap(n) = a}, MyE(a) ={p € Merg(f, X) : Pap(p) = a}-

Then M4 g(a) is closed in M (f, X) since the function P4, p is continuous.

Let o : M(f,X) — R be a continuous function. We define the pressure of « with respect to u by
P(f,a,p) = hu(f) +a(p). Let E(f, X) C A(f, X) be the family of sequences with a unique equilibrium
measure (see definition of equilibrium measures of almost additive sequences in subsection 5.1). Now we
give abstract conditions on which Theorem A(I) holds in the more general context of almost additive

sequences of continuous functions.

Theorem B. Suppose (X, f) is a dynamical system whose entropy function is upper semi-continuous.
Let d € N and (A, B) € A(f,X)? x A(f, X)? such that B satisfies (3. 11). Let a : M(f,X) — R be
a continuous function. Assume that the following holds: for any K = cov{u;}"y € M(f,X), and any
1,¢ > 0, there exist compact invariant subsets A; C A C X such that for each i € {1,2,--- ,m}

(1) htOP(fa Ai) > hui (f) -7
(2) dH(K’M(fa A)) < C7 dH(IU/HM(fv Az)) < g
(3) span{®[n, Wl|a, -+, @4 p, Uix} C E(f[a, A).

Then for any a € Int(La,p), any po € Ma p(a) and any 1,¢ > 0, there is v € My }(a) such that
P(V,Mo) < g and |P(f,0[,1/) *P(f,Oé,’U,()” <n.

Ezample 3.1. The function « : M (f, X) — R can be defined as following;:
(1) a=0. Then P(f, o, ) = h,(f) is the metric entropy of p.

(2) a(pn) = [ pdp with a continuous function ¢. Then from the weak*-topology on M (X), o : M(f, X) —
R is a continuous function. P(f, ¢, 1) = h,(f) + a(p) is the pressure of ¢ with respect to p.

3) a(p) = nhHH;O L [ pndp with an almost additive sequences of continuous functions ® = (On)nen -
Then « : M(f,X) — R is a continuous function from (3. 10). P(f, ®,pn) = h.(f) + nhHH;O L [ ondp
is the pressure of ® with respect to u. Readers can refer to [4, 31] for thermodynamic formalism of
almost additive sequences.

12



Remark 3.2. Another type of additivity assumption was introduced by Feng and Huang[19]: a sequence
of continuous functions (), oy is said to be asymptotically additive if for each ¢ > 0, there exists a

continuous function ¢ : X — R such that

lim sup 1 sup |on(x) — Spe(z)| <e,
n—oo N zeX

where S, f(z) = Y00 ¢(fi(x)). Every almost additive sequence is asymptotically additive (see, for
example, [43, Proposition 2.1]). It’s proved in [4, Page 294] that for expansive dynamical system satisfying
specification property, every almost additive sequence of continuous functions with bounded variation has
a unique equilibrium measure. But in the case of asymptotically additive sequences, the bounded variation
condition does not guarantee the uniqueness of the equilibrium measure (see [15, Remark 4.5]). The
uniqueness of the equilibrium measure is indispensable on the proof of conditional variational principle
(see Theorem 3.7) which is used in our proof. So we don’t consider asymptotically additive sequences in
this article.

3.1 Some lemmas

To prove Theorem B, we need some lemmas. For any r € R, denote r™ = {s € R : s > 7} and
r~={se€R:s<r}.Foranyd € N, r = (ry,...,7q) € R? and & = (&y,...,&;) € {+, —}¢, we define

7“5:{s:(sl,...,sd)ERd:siErfi fori=1,2,---,d}.

' ad

We denote F¢ = {(%,... pd) :pi, ¢ € Rand g; > 0 for any 1 < i < d}. It is easy to check that

Lemma 3.3. Let b; = & € F' fori=1,2.

(1) If by = by, then fgg%g;g = by = by for any 6 € [0,1].
2

(2) If by # ba, then m%:zgf; is strictly monotonic on 6 € [0, 1].

91’ " qa
numbers satisfies be € a® for any & € {+,—}9, then there are 2% numbers {0¢}ec(y,—ya € [0,1] such that

Z§€{+77}d 0e =1 and

¢ ¢
Lemma 3.4. Let d € N and a = (p—l .. p—d) € FL If {be = (5—;,...,2—?)}56{%,}& C F are 24
1 d

yabepf  p;
Lsetr, -y O . = P for any 1 <i < d.
Yeetr—yrleq;
Proof. We prove the lemma inductively. It is clearly true if d = 1 from Lemma 3.3.
Now we assume that it is true for d = k € N. Let a = (a1,...,ap41) € R¥ and {65} ey _yuen s
281 numbers satisfies b¢ € a® for any £ € {+, —}**1. Then for the 2 numbers {b*}¢, ,—4, there is 2*
numbers {r¢}¢, ., —1 C [0,1] such that > L7t =1and

Yot TP
T (3. 13)
ka+1:+ Ted; di

¢
Since % > Z:ﬁ for any & € {+, —}F*! with &1 = +, then we have
k41

§
ka+1:+ TePk41 S Pht

: )
ZikH:Jr Tediiy qk+1

Similarly, the 2 numbers {b*}¢, ,,—_, there is 2¥ numbers {r¢}¢,,,—_ C [0,1] such that D =1
and

S TeDS ,
5'““;Ezzlﬁforanylgigk. (3. 15)
25k+1:— Ted; di
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¢
Since % < Z:ﬁ for any ¢ € {+, —}F*! with &1 = —, then we have
k41

3
ka+1:— TePk+1 < Pr+1

: . (3. 16)
ngﬂz_ Teqpy,  dk+1
By (3. 14), (3. 16) and Lemma 3.3(2) there is 7541 € (0,1) such that
Thtt e ormrt TePirr + (1= Thr1) T TePin  pros
Tk+1 ng+1:+ T&q;i+1 + (1 - Tk-‘rl) ng+1:— quIEJrl Tk+1
By (3. 13), (3. 15) and Lemma 3.3(1), we have
< <
Th+1 o Tep; (1 — T = TED; i
+ka+1+f£ ( +)ka+ ggzp—foranylgzgk
Tk+1 Zng:Jr Teq; + (1= Ths1) ng“:f Teq; i
Let
g, — 1 TeHITE for 41 =+
¢ (1—Tk+1)7‘5, for €k+1 = —.
Then we have > ¢c() _yis 0 =1 and
e 008 p,
256{-1-, yr1 Ug : _ b for any 1 < i <k + 1.
Yee(r -y Oeai G
So we complete the proof of Lemma 3.4. O

From Lemma 3.4 we have

Corollary 3.5. Suppose (X, f) is a dynamical system. Let d € N and (A, B) € A(f, X)% x A(f, X)?
such that B satisfies (3. 11). Then for any a € Int(La,p), and 2% invariant measures {jic }ee(+,—ya with

Pa.p (ue) € a* for any & € {+, -},
there are 2 numbers {0¢}ec 4, —ya C [0,1] such that decit,—yale=1and Pap (E§€{+77}d 95%) =a.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose (X, f) is a dynamical system. Let d € N and (A, B) € A(f, X)% x A(f, X)¢ such
that B satisfies (3. 11). Then for any a € Int(La g), any p € M4 p(a) and any n,{ > 0, there exist 2%

invariant measures {f¢}ec(4, —ya such that

Pa,p (tte) € a*, b (f) > hu(f) —n and p(pe, ) < ¢ for any € € {+, —}%

Proof. By a € Int(L 4 ) there is v € M(f, X) such that Pa g (v¢) € a¢ for any € € {+, —}%. Then there
is 7 € (0,1) close to 1 such that pe = e + (1 — 7¢)ve satisfies

hue (f) > by (f) —n and p(pue, p) < ¢ for any € € {+, —}*.
And we have P4 g (i¢) € a® by 76 > 0 and Lemma 3.3(2). O
In [5] L. Barreira and P. Doutor give the conditional variational principle as following.

Theorem 3.7. [5, Theorem 3] Suppose (X, f) is a dynamical system whose entropy function is upper
semi-continuous. Let d € N and (A, B) € A(f, X)? x A(f, X)¢ such that span{il)l,\lll, e ,@d,\lld} C
E(f,X) and B satisfies (3. 11). If a & La p, then Ry p(a) = 0. Otherwise, if a € Int(La p), then
R4 g(a) # 0, and the following properties hold:

(1) hiop(f, Ra,B(a)) satisfies the variational principle:
hiop(f, Ra,B(a)) = max {h,(f) : p € M(f,X) and Pa p(p) = a} .
(2) There is an ergodic measure g € M(f, X) with Pa.p (1a) = a, pto (Ra,p(a)) =1, and

htop(fa RA,B(G)) = hua (f)
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3.2 Proof of Theorem B

Fix a € Int(La B), o € Ma,p(a) and 7, > 0. Since the metric entropy is upper semi-continuous and
a: M(f,X) — R is continuous, there is 0 < ¢’ < ¢ such that

heo(f) < huo(f) + g and |a(w) — aw)| < g (3. 17)

for any w € M(f, X) with p(p,w) < ¢’. By Lemma 3.6 there exist 2¢ invariant measures {y¢}ee (s —ya
such that

n ¢
Pa,p (te) € a&, by (f) > huo (f) — 6 and p(pe, o) < 5 for any ¢ € {+, —}%. (3. 18)
Since the function P4 g is continuous, there is 0 < ¢’ < ¢’ such that such that
Pa,p (we) € a (3. 19)

for any we € M(f,X) with p(we, pe) < ¢”. For the 2 invariant measures {p¢}eeqi _ya, there exist
compact invariant subsets A¢ C A C X such that for each ¢ € {+, —}¢

(1) hiop(fs Ae) > hyue(f) = -

(2) dir(covipeleers,—ya: M. N) < & dn(pe, M(f.Ag)) < -

(8) span {®[s, Uy, -, 05, Wi\ } C E(f|a, A).

By item(1) and the variational principle of the topological entropy, there are ve € M(f, A¢) such that

hue(£) > heop(£.Ae) = 3 > i (£) = 3> hyo(F) — 3.

Then by item(2) and (3. 19), we have P g (v¢) € a*. By Corollary 3.5 there is 2¢ numbers {0 }ee gy _ya C
[0,1] such that > .cq) ya0c =1 and Pap (V) =a where v =3 ., _y40cve. Then on one hand we
have

sup{hu(f) :p € M(f,A) and Pa (p) = a}

>h, (f) > min{hy, (f) : € € {+, 1%} (3. 20)
>hyo(f) — 5-

On the other hand, by item(2), (3. 18) and (3. 17) we have

sup {h,,(f) : p € M(f,A) and Pan(n) = a} < hyy () + 3 (3. 21)

Now by item(3) and Theorem 3.7, there is an ergodic measure v € M(f,A) with P4 5 (v) = a, and

hy(f) = htop(f, Ra,p(a)) = max {h,(f) : p € M(f,A) and Pa,p(p) =a}.

Then v € M %(a) and by (3. 20), (3. 21) we have |h, (f) = hy, (f)| < . By item(2) and (3. 18) we have
p(v, o) < ¢ < (. Finally, by (3. 17) we have |a(v) — a(uo)| < 4, and thus |P(f,a,v) — P(f, a, po)| < .
So we complete the proof of Theorem B. O

4 Almost Additive Sequences and Theorem A (II)-(IV)

In this section we give abstract conditions on which Theorem A (II)-(IV) holds in the more general context
of almost additive sequences of continuous functions. Consider a topological dynamical system (X, f).
Let d € N and (A, B) € A(f, X)? x A(f, X)? such that B satisfies (3. 11). Let a : M(f,X) — R be a
continuous function. Recall that the pressure of o with respect to p is P(f, o, 1) = hu(f) + a(p). For
any a € La, g, denote

Hap(f, a,a) =sup{P(f, o) : p € Ma,p(a)}.
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In particular, when o = 0, we write

Hap(f,a) = Ha (f,0,a) = sup{hu(f) : p € Ma,p(a)}.

Now we give abstract conditions on which Theorem A(II)-(IV) holds in the more general context of almost
additive sequences of continuous functions.

Theorem C. Assume that, in the conditions of Theorem B, {n € M(f,X) : hu(f) = 0} is dense in
M(f,X), and « satisfies that for any py, pe € M(f, X) with a(p1) # a(pz)

B(0) := a(Ou1 + (1 — Q) o) is strictly monotonic on [0,1], (4. 22)
and for any pi, pe € M(f, X) with a(u1) = aus)
B(0) := a(fur + (1 — O)uz) is constant on on [0,1]. (4. 23)
Then we have

(IT) For any a € Int(La,B), any po € Ma p(a), any maxX,enr, p(a) @(p) < ¢ < P(f,a, o) and any
1n,( > 0, there is v € Mjng(a) such that p(v, po) < ¢ and |P(f,a,v) —c| < 1.

(III) For any a € Int(La,p) and maxX,cnr, @) a(p) < ¢ < Hap(f,a,a), the set {u € My §(a) :
P(f,a,u) = c} is residual in {pn € Ma p(a) : P(f,o,pu) > c}. If further there is an invariant
measure with full support, then for any a € Int(La ) and max,cnr, 5(a) (i) < ¢ < Ha p(f,a,a),
the set {u € My %(a) : P(f,a,pu) = ¢, S, = X} is residual in {x € Ma p(a) : P(f,a,p) > c}.

(IV) {(PAB(:U)v P(fa «, :u)) YIRS M(fa X)? a = ,PA,B(:U) € Int(LA,B)a max,cma g(a) O‘(M) < P(f, «, ,u) <
Ha g(f,o,a)} coincides with {(Pa,(1), P(f,a, 1)) : t € Merg(f, X), a ="Pa,p(p) € Int(La, p),
maXMEMA,B(a) O[(’U,) S P(f7 O‘vﬂ) < HA,B(fa «, a’)} Iffurther Span{q)lv \Illv e 7(I)da \Pd} g E(va)
and a = 0, then {(Pap(u), hu(f)) : p € M(f,X), Pap(p) € mt(Lap)} = {(Pas(p),hu(f)) :
ne MeTg(va)a ,PA,B(:U’) € Int(LA7B)}'

Ezample 4.1. The function o : M(f, X) — R can be defined as

(1) a=0.

(2) a(p) = [ pdp with a continuous function ¢.

(3) a(p) = lim L [ndp with an almost additive sequences of continuous functions ® = (on),,cy -
n—oo

Then o : M(f,X) — R is a continuous function from Example 3.1. Furthermore, « is affine and thus it
satisfies (4. 22) and (4. 23) if it is defined as above.

4.1 Proof of Theorem C
We first establish several auxiliary results.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose (X, f) is a dynamical system. Let V be a convex subset of M(f, X). If there is an
invariant measure py € V. with Sy, = X, then {p €V : S, = X} is residual in V.

Proof. Since {p € M(f,X): S, = X} is either empty or residual in M (f, X) from [16, Proposition 21.11].
So if there is an invariant measure py € V with S,, = X, then {p € M(f,X) : S, = X} is residual in
M(f,X). Thus {p € V:S, =X} is aGs subset of V. In addition, for any v € V and 6 € (0,1), we have
vg=0v+(1—-0)py €V and S, =X. So{peV:5,=X}isdensein V. O

Lemma 4.3. Suppose (X, f) is a dynamical system. Let d € N and (A, B) € A(f, X)? x A(f, X)? such
that B satisfies (3. 11). If a: M(f,X) — R is a continuous function satisfying (4. 22) and (4. 23), then
for any a € Int(La ) and any max, e, ;) (1) < ¢ < Ha p(f,a,a), the following properties hold:
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(1) If {p € My %(a) - P(f, o, p) > c} is dense in {u € Ma,p(a) : P(f,a,p) > c}, then {u € My %(a) :
P(f,a,u) > c} is residual in {u € M4 p(a): P(f,a,p) > c}.

(2) If there is an invariant measure with full support, then {u € Ma g(a) : P(f,o,p) > ¢, S, = X} is
residual in {p € Ma p(a): P(f,a,pn) > c}.

(8) If {p € M(f,X) : hu(f) = 0} is dense in M(f, X), then {u € Ma p(a): P(f, o, pu) = c} is dense
in {p € My p(a) : P(f,a,p) > c}. If further entropy function is upper semi-continuous, then
{p e Map(a): P(f,a,u) =c} is residual in {p € M4 p(a): P(f,a,p) > c}.

Proof. (1) From [16, Proposition 5.7], Me,4(f, X) is a Gs subset of M(f, X). Then {u € M7 %(a) :
P(f,a,pu) > c} is a Gs subset of {u € Map(a) : P(f,a,pu) > c}. I {u € M %(a) : P(f,o,p) > c}
is dense in {y € Ma,p(a) : P(f,a,p) > c}, then {u € M7 %(a) : P(f,a,p) > c} is residual in {u €
Ma.g(a): P(f,a,p) > c}.

(2) Since {p € M(f,X) : S, = X} is either empty or residual in M(f, X) from [16, Proposition
21.11]. So if there is an invariant measure with full support, then {¢ € M(f,X) : S, = X} is residual
in M(f,X). Now we show that {u € M4 p(a) : P(f,a,pu) > ¢, S, = X} is non-empty. By Lemma 3.6

there exist 2¢ invariant measures {/i¢ }¢c 4, —ya such that
Pa.n (ue) € a* for any ¢ € {+, —}%

Since {pr € M(f,X) : S, = X} is dense in M(f, X) and the function P, p is continuous, then there
exists we € M(f, X) close to pe such that

Pa,s (we) € at, Swe = X for any ¢ € {+, —}4.

By Corollary 3.5 there is 24 numbers {0¢}¢c 1 _ya C [0,1] such that de(s—pabe=1land Pap(w)=a
where w = Z§€{+77}d Octio. Then S, = X. Since ¢ < Ha p(f,a,a), there is v € Ma p(a) such that
P(f,a,v) > c. By (4. 22) we can choose § € (0,1) close to 1 such that i = 6v + (1 — 0)w satisfies
P(f,oa,fi) > ¢. Then i € {u € Mapg(a) : P(f,a,pu) > ¢, S, = X}. Note that {u € My p(a) :
P(f, o, ) > c} is a convex set by (4. 22), (4. 23) and Lemma 3.3(1). So by Lemma 4.2 we complete the
proof of item(2).

(3) Fix po € M4 p(a) with P(f,a, ug) > ¢ and ¢ > 0. By Lemma 3.6 there exist 2¢ invariant measures

{#e}eeqs,—ya such that
P (ne) € af and plyc, o) < 5 for amy € € {4~} (4. 24)
Since {u € M(f,X) : hy(f) = 0} is dense in M (f, X) and the function P4 p is continuous, then there
exist ve € M(f, X) close to pe such that
P (ve) € a®, hy (f) =0 and p(ve, pe) < g for each ¢ € {+, —}<. (4. 25)

By Corollary 3.5 there are 27 numbers {0¢ }¢e 4+ 10 C [0, 1] such that defs, e =1land Pap (V) =a
where v/ =} ..\ _ya0cve. Then by (4. 25) hy(f) = 0. By (4. 24) and (4. 25) we have p(v/, po) < ¢.
Now by (4. 22) we choose 6 € [0, 1] such that v = Oug + (1 — 0)v' satisfies P(f, o, ) = ¢. Then by Lemma
3.3(1)

P4 p(v) =aand p(v, 1) < C. (4. 26)

So{p € Map(a): P(f,o,pu) = c}is dense in {u € Ma p(a): P(f,a,un) > c}. If further entropy function
is upper semi-continuous, {u € M (f,X): P(f, o, p) € [c,c+2)}isopenin {u € M(f,X): P(f, o, p) > c}
for any n € N*. Then

1
{neMap(a): P(f,a,u) € [c,c+ 5)} is open and dense in {u € M4 pg(a) : P(f, o, ) > ¢},

and thus {4 € Ma p(a) : P(f, o, pu) = ¢} is residual in {y € M4 g(a) : P(f,a, p) > c}. O
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Now we show that the result of Theorem B is the keystone of the proof of Theorem C.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose (X, f) is a dynamical system. Let d € N, (A, B) € A(f, X)? x A(f, X)? such
that B satisfies (3. 11), and o : M(f, X) — R be a continuous function satisfying (4. 22) and (4. 23).
Assume that for any a € Int(L 4 g), any o € Ma p(a) and any n,{ > 0, there is v € MZQB(Q) such that
p(v, o) < ¢ and |P(f,a,v) — P(f, o, po)| <. If {p € M(f,X) : hu(f) =0} is dense in M(f, X), then
we have

(1) For any a € Int(Lag), any po € Ma g(a), any max,crr, 5@ a(p) < ¢ < P(f,a, ) and any
1n,¢ >0, there is v € My % (a) such that p(v, po) < ¢ and |P(f,a,v) —c| <n.

If further entropy function is upper semi-continuous, then

(2) For any a € Int(La,p) and maxuenr, 5(a) a(p) < ¢ < Hap(f,a,a), the set {u € My %(a) :
P(f,a,u) = c} is residual in {p € Ma p(a) : P(f,o,pu) > c}. If further there is an invariant
measure with full support, then for any a € Int(La ) and max,cnr, ;) () < ¢ < Ha p(f, a,a),
the set {u € My %(a) : P(f,a,pu) = ¢, S, = X} is residual in {x € Ma p(a) : P(f,a,p) > c}.

(3) {(PA,B(M),P(f,a,M>> YIRS M(faX)v a = ,PA,B(M) € Int(LAﬁB)a maXue]\/fA,B(a) O‘(M) < P(f,Oé,,LL) <
Has(f, o,a)} coincides with {(Pa,p(1), P(f,a, 1)) : t € Merg(f, X), a ="Pa,p(p) € Int(La,p),
maX,uEI\/IA’B(a) CY(,U) S P(f,a,,u) < HA,B(faaaa)}'

(4) If further span{®', ¥ ... &4 W'} C E(f,X) and o = 0, then we have {(Pa,p(u),hu(f)) : p €
M(f,X), Pap(p) € Int(Lap)} ={(Pap(p) hu(f)) : 1 € Merg(f, X), Pap(p) € Int(La n)}

Proof. (1) Fix a € Int(La,B), po € Ma, g(a), max,enr, 5 (1) < ¢ < P(f,a,p0) and n,{ > 0.
By Lemma 4.3(3), there exists v/ € My p(a) such that P(f,a,v') = ¢ and p(v/, o) < % For the
a€Int(Lap), v € Mag(a) and n, § > 0, there is v € M} %(a) such that p(v, ') < S and |P(f, o, v) —
P(f,a,v")| <n. Then we complete the proof of item(1).

(2) Fix a € Int(La ) and max,enr, 5(a) @(p) < ¢ < Ha g(f,a,a). First we show that

{ne My %(a): P(f,a,pu) > c} is dense in {n € M4 5(a): P(f,a,p) > c}. (4. 27)

Let g € M4, p(a) be an invariant measure with P(f, o, po) > cand ¢ > 0. If P(f, o, o) > ¢, then there is
1 > 0 such that ¢ < ¢+n < P(f, a, po). For the a € Int(L a,B), 10 € M4, g(a) and n,{ > 0, there exists an
ergodic measure v € M7 (a) such that p(v, o) < ¢ and [P(f, o, v) — P(f,, po)| < n. If P(f, , po) = ¢,
then we can pick an invariant measure ' € M4 p(a) such that ¢ < P(f, o, p') < Ha p(f, @, a), and next
pick a sufficiently small number 6 € (0,1) such that p (ug, p”) < ¢/2, where p” = (1 — 0)po + 6p’. By
(4. 22) we have P(f,a,u") > c. By the same argument, there exists an ergodic measure v € M} % (a)
such that p(v, u”’) < (/2 and P(f,a,v) > c. So p(v, po) < C.
By (4. 27) and Lemma 4.3(1),

{1 € M9(a) : P(f,a,p1) = c} is vesidual in {p € Map(a): P(frop) = c} (4 28)
By Lemma 4.3(3)
{n€ Ma g(a): P(f,a,u) = c}is residual in {u € Ma g(a): P(f,a,p) > c}. (4. 29)
If there is an invariant measure with full support, then by Lemma 4.3(2) we have
{neMap(a): P(f,a,u) >c, S,=X}isresidualin {u € My p(a): P(f, o, 1) > ¢} (4. 30)

So by (4. 28), (4. 29) and (4. 30), we complete the proof of item(2).

(3) Fix a € Int(La,p) and po € Ma p(a) with max,ecar, 5@ @(n) < P(f,a,pm0) < Ha s(f,a,a).
Then by item(2) {u € My'%(a) : P(f,o,p) = P(f,, po)} is residual in {u € Ma p(a) : P(f,a,p) >
P(f,a, o)} In particular, there is p, € My %(a) such that P(f,a, pa) = P(f, @, po).
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(4) Fix a € Int(La,g) and po € Ma,g(a). If hy,(f) = sup{h,(f): p € Ma p(a)}, then by Theorem
3.7, there is an ergodic measure p, € M4, p(a) such that

o (f) = Twop (f; Ra,B(a)) = Ty (f)-

If 2o (f) < sup{hu(f): p € Ma p(a)}, then by item(2) {u € My %(a) : hu(f) = hyo(f)} is residual in
{1 € Ma p(a) : hy(f) > hyuo(f)}. In particular, there is p, € My %(a) such that hy, (f) = hy,(f). So we
complete the proof of item(4). O

Proof of Theorem C: Note that the conditions of Theorem B is contained in Theorem C. Then for
any a € Int(L4, ), any po € Ma,p(a) and any 7,¢ > 0, there is v € M3 %(a) such that p(v, po) < ¢ and
|P(f,a,v) — P(f,, o) <n.So we obtain Theorem C by Lemma 4.4. O

5 Proof of Theorem A

In this section, we use 'multi-horseshoe’ dense property and the results of almost additive sequences of

continuous functions obtained in Section 2-4 to give a more general result than Theorem A.

5.1 Uniqueness of equilibrium measures

We first recall from [3, 4, 31] the notion of nonadditive topological pressure. Consider a dynamical sytem
(X, f). Let U be a finite open cover of X. Given n € N, we denote by W, (/) the collection of n-tuples
U= U---Uy,) with Un,...,U, € U. For each U € W,,(UU) we write m(U) = n, and we define the open
set

XU)={zeX:fflacU,fork=1,....m{U)}.

We say that a collection I' C [J,,cy Wh(U) covers the set X if J;cp X(U) D X. Now let ® = (¢,),, be

n
a sequence of continuous functions ¢, : X — R. We define the number

Yn(@,U) = sup {|on(®) — @n(y)| : 2,y € X(U) with U € W, (U)}

We assume that

1
lim limsup —v,(®,U) = 0.

diamU—0 poo T
For each n-tuple U € W,,(U) we write o(U) = supx ) pn When X(U) # @, and (U) = —oo otherwise.
We also define
M(a,®,U) = lim inf exp(—am(U) + (U 5. 31
(0:0.) = Jim it 3= exp(—am(U) +(0) (5. 31)
where the infimum is taken over all collections I' C J.~,, Whk(U) covering X. One can show that the

quantity in (5. 31) jumps from +oo to 0 at a unique value of «, and thus we can define
P(®,U) = inf{a: M(a,®,U) = 0}.

Moreover, the limit

P(@) = diarlrilI[r]l%O P@,u)

exists (see [3] for details). The number P(®) is called the nonadditive topological pressure of the sequence
of functions ® (with respect to f on X).
Let ® = (¢n), ey be an almost additive sequence of continuous functions. A measure € M(f, X) is

said to be an equilibrium measure associated with ® if

n—oo N

P(®) = hu(f) + tin [ pudn

The uniqueness of equilibrium measures was established if ® has bounded variation. We say that ® has

bounded variation if there exists € > 0 for which sup,,cy n (P, €) < 0o with

n(®,€) = sup {[@n(x) — n(y)| : d (f¥(x), f¥ly)) <efor k=0,....,n}.
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Lemma 5.1. [/, Page 29/] Suppose that (X, f) is an expansive dynamical system satisfying specification
property. Let ® be an almost additive sequence of continuous functions with bounded variation. Then

there is a unique equilibrium measure pg for ®.

From [16, Proposition 23.20] it’s known that if a homeomorphism of a compact metric space is
expansive, mixing and has the shadowing property, then it satisfies specification property. So we have
the following.

Corollary 5.2. Suppose that (X, f) is topologically Anosov and mizing. Let ® be an almost additive
sequence of continuous functions with bounded variation. Then there is a unique equilibrium measure pg
for ®.

Next, using a spectral decomposition theorem due to Bowen, we will show that Corollary 5.2 is still

true if (X, f) is just transitive.

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that (X, f) is topologically Anosov and transitive. Let ® be an almost additive
sequence of continuous functions with bounded variation. Then there is a unique equilibrium measure pug
for .

Proof. Since (X, f) is expansive, transitive and has the shadowing property, by [2, Theorem 3.1.11] X

admits a decomposition
m—1
X=|]rmo
i=0
where m > 0 is a positive integer, such that f¢(D),0 <4 < m — 1, are closed f™-invariant subsets of X,
fUD)N fI(D) =0 for any 0 <i < j <m—1, and
fm|fi(D) : [1(D) = f{(D)
is mixing for every 0 < ¢ < m—1. Let k > 0 be an integer, then from [2, Theorem 2.3.3] a dynamical system
(X, f) has the shadowing property if and only if so does (X, f*). So (D, f™|p) has the shadowing property.
Since (X, f) is expansive, from the uniform continuity of f,---, f™=1, (D, f™|p) is also expansive. So
(D, f™|p) is topologically Anosov and mixing.
For any p € M(X), define o(u) € M (D) by:
a(u)(A) = p(AU f(A)U--- U f7H(A),
where A ia a Borel set of D. By [16, Proposition 23.17], ¢ is a homeomorphism from M(f, X) onto
M(f™, D) and
1
o7 ) = — (vt vt 4 [T I0) € M(f,X)
for any v € M(f™, D) where f.v(B) = v(f~(B)) for any Borel set B. Note that

ho(uy (f™) = mhy(f)

and

1
nl;rrgoﬁ/2¢nofda mhm—/gpndu

Thus maximizing

ho@uy(f™) + lim —/ngnofda

n—o00 N,

is equivalent to maximizing

hu(f) + lim / end

n—oo

For ® = (¢n), ey, define ¥ = (2261 Op © fi)nEN. From the uniform continuity of f,---, f™™!,
if ® is an almost additive sequence of continuous functions with bounded variation, then so does V.
Since (D, f™|p) is topologically Anosov and mixing, there is a unique equilibrium measure vy for ¥ by
Corollary 5.2. So o~ !(vy) is the unique equilibrium measure for ®. O
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5.2 Proof of Theorem A

Now we show that the results of Theorem B and C hold for topologically Anosov system which is transitive.
For a continuous function ¢, let ¢, =@ +po f+---+¢@o f*~! then {p,}nen is a additive sequence of
contiunous functions and has bounded variation if ¢ has bounded variation. So let « =0 and d =1 in

Theorem D, we obtain Theorem A.

Theorem D. Suppose that (X, f) topologically Anosov and transitive. Letd € N and (A, B) € A(f, X)¥x
A(f, X)? such that B satisfies (3. 11) and ®,V* has bounded variation for any 1 < i < d. Let « :
M(f,X) — R be a continuous function satisfying (4. 22) and (4. 23). Then:

(I) For any a € Int(Lag), any po € Ma p(a) and any 1, > 0, there is v € My %(a) such that
p(”vﬂO) <§ a’nd|P(faaaV)_P(faaa,U/0)| <n.
(IT) For any a € Int(La B), any po € Ma p(a), any max,cnr, ;) (1) < ¢ < P(f,a,p0) and any

1n,¢ >0, there is v € My % (a) such that p(v, po) < ¢ and |P(f,a,v) —c| <n.

(III) For any a € Tnt(La,p) and max,cnr, () (1) < ¢ < Hap(f,a,a), {n € My %(a) : P(f,a,p) =
¢, Sy =X} is residual in {p € Ma,g(a): P(f,a,p) > c}.

(AV) {(Pas(p), P(f,0,p)) s p€ M(f, X), a="Pap(pu) € mt(La,p), maxyen, s () < P(f, o) <
Ha g(f,o,a)} coincides with {(Pa,p(1), P(f,a, 1)) : t € Merg(f, X), a ="Pa,p(p) € Int(La, p),
maxX,en, p(a) () < P(f,a,p) < Hap(f,a,a)}. If further o = 0, then {(Pa,p(n), hu(f)) : 1 €
M(f,X), Pap(p) € Int(La,p)} ={(Pap(p), hu(f)) : pt € Merg(f, X), Pap(p) € Int(La,p)}-

Proof. Since (X, f) is expansive, then the entropy function is upper semi-continuous from [41, Theorem

——

8.2]. Since ®*, ¥ has bounded variation for any 1 < i < d, then every sequence in span {®!, U1, ... &% ¥
has bounded variation. Thus by Theorem 5.3 we have span {®! W' ... &4 ¥?} C E(f X), and
span {®![x, Uy, -+, @y, U s} € E(f[a,A) if (A, f[a) is transitive and topologically Anosov. Then
we complete the proof by Theorem 2.6, Theorem B, Theorem C and Corollary 2.11. o

6 Applications

In this section, we apply the results in the previous sections to transitive locally maximal hyperbolic sets

and transitive two-side subshits of finite type.

6.1 Hyperbolic diffeomorphisms

We now suppose that f: M — M is a diffeomorphism of a compact C'*° Riemannian manifold M. Then
the derivative of f can be considered a map df : TM — TM where TM = J, ., T:M is the tangent
bundle of M and df, : T,M — Ty M. A closed subset A C M is hyperbolic if f(A) = A and each
tangent space T, M with © € A can be written as a direct sum T, M = EY @ E; of subspaces so that

1. Df(ES) = ES

f(z) Df(E;L) = E}L(z);

2. there exist constants ¢ > 0 and A € (0,1) so that

1D ()| < eA™||v|| when v € E;;n > 1, and ||Df~"(v)|| < cA"|lv|| when v € E,n > 1.

A hyperbolic set A is said to be locally maximal for f if there exists a neighborhood U of A in M such
that A = 7> f™(U). It’s known that a locally maximal hyperbolic set is expansive by [25, Corollary

n=—oo

6.4.10] and has shadowing property by [25, Theorem 18.1.2].
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Theorem 6.1. Suppose that (X, f) is a system restricted a transitive locally mazimal hyperbolic set. Let
d € N and (A, B) € A(f, X)¢ x A(f, X)? such that B satisfies (3. 11) and ®°,¥® has bounded variation
forany 1 <i<d. Let a: M(f,X)— R be a continuous function satisfying (4. 22) and (4. 23). Then
the results of Theorem D hold.

For a Holder continuous function ¢, let ¢, = @+ po f+---+ @ o f" ! then {©, }nen is a additive
sequence of contiunous functions and from [12, Example 2] it has bounded variation. So we have

Theorem 6.2. Suppose that (X, f) is a system restricted a transitive locally mazimal hyperbolic set. Let

@ be a Hélder continuous function. Then the results of Theorem A hold.

6.2 Transitive two-side subshifts of finite type

Let k be a fixed natural number and let C' = {0,1,...,k — 1}. Put the discrete topology on C. Con-
sider the two-side full symbolic space ¥ = [[™,_ C, equipped with the product topology, and the shift
homeomorphism ¢ : ¥ — ¥ defined by (0(w))n = wp41, where w = (wy,)”™_ . A metric on ¥ is defined
by d(xz,y) = 27™ if m is the largest natural number with x,, = y, for any |n| < m, and d(z,y) = 1 if
xo # yo. If X is a closed subset of ¥ with X = X then o]y : X — X is called a subshift. We usually
write this as ¢ : X — X. A subshift 0 : X — X is said to be of finite type if there exists some natural
number N and a collection of blocks of length N + 1 with the property that z = (z,,)™__ € X if and only
if each block (x;,...,z;4n) in x of length N + 1 is one of the prescribed blocks.

Recall from [42] a subshift satisfies shadowing property if and only if it is a subshift of finite type. As
a subsystem of two-side full shift, it is expansive. So we have

Theorem 6.3. Suppose that (X, f) is a transitive two-side subshit of finite type. Let d € N and (A, B) €
A(f, X)%x A(f, X)? such that B satisfies (3. 11) and ®°, ¥? has bounded variation for any 1 <i < d. Let
a: M(f,X) = R be a continuous function satisfying (4. 22) and (4. 23). Then the results of Theorem
D hold.

Lemma 6.4. Let v,y € Yo, n € Z*, and € > 0. If d(o*(z),0'(y)) < & for any 0 < i < n, then we have
d(oi(z), 0 (y)) < - 27 mintin=} for any 0 <i < n.

Proof. For the € > 0, there is an integer ¢ such that 2]% < e < 2% Then for any 0 < ¢ < n, by
d(c'(z),0'(y)) < &, we have (c%(z)); = (0'(y)), for any —j < I < j. Thus we have z; = y, for any

—j <1< n+j. This implies (o%(z)); = (6*(y)); for any —j —i <1 <n+j—iand any 0 <i < n. So
d(O’Z(ZC),O'Z(y)) < 27min{i+j,n+jfi}fl —9—J-1, 27min{i,n7i} <e- 27min{i,n7i}.
for any 0 <i <mn. O

Let ¢ a Holder continuous function on Xy with constant K and exponent «. If z,y € 3o, n € Z*, and
e > 0 satisfy d(o%(x),0'(y)) < € for any 0 < i < n, then we have

Yol (@) =D w0 W) <D [e(e* (@) — wlo" ()]
k=0

k=0 k=0

1—2-a
This implies that every Holder continuous function on 39 has bounded variation. Same as Theorem 6.2,

we have

Theorem 6.5. Suppose that (X, f) is a transitive two-side subshit of finite type. Let ¢ be a Holder
continuous function. Then the results of Theorem A hold.
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6.3 Homoclinic classes

In this subsection, we consider homoclinic classes and give corresponding results on refined Katok’s
conjecture. Let f be a C! diffeomorphism on a compact Riemannian manifold M, we recall that the
homoclinic class of a hyperbolic saddle p, denoted by H(p), is the closure of the set of hyperbolic saddles
¢ homoclinically related to p (the stable manifold of the orbit of ¢ transversely meets the unstable one of
the orbit of p and vice versa).

Let X = H(p) be a homoclinic class. We denote M"°"s¢(H(p)) the set of measures which can be
approximated by horseshoes, that is, an invariant measure u € M(f, X) is in M"°"s¢(H(p)) if and only
if for any € > 0, there is a f-invariant compact subset A, C H(p) such that p. := u|s. satisfies the

following three properties

(1) (Ag, fla.) is a transitive locally maximal hyperbolic set which contains a hyperbolic saddles ¢ homo-

clinically related to p.

(2) plp, pe) <e.
(3) h#a(f) > h,u(f) —E&.
We denote Mhorse(H(p)) = Mhorse(H(p)) n Merg(f,X). Let d € N and (A,B) c A(f,X)d X A(f,X)d

erg

such that B satisfies (3. 11). Denote
L5 ={Pap(u) : p € M""(H(p))}.
For any a € LZ?TBSG, define
M5 (a) = {p € M""**(H(p)) : Pap(n) = a},

MZE" " (a) = {p € ML (H(p)) : Pa,p(p) = a}.

Let o : M(f,X) — R be a continuous function. We define the pressure of a with respect to p by
P(f,a,p) = hu(f) + a(p). For any a € L5, denote

H5(f, 0 a) = sup{P(f, a, p) - p € MA%E(a)}.

In particular, when o = 0, we write

HE(f,a) = HEPE(£,0,a) = sup{hy(f) : n € ME7E(a)}.

Theorem E. Let f be a C! diffeomorphism on a compact Riemannian manifold M, and X = H(p) be
a nontrival homoclinic class. Assume that the entropy function of (X, f) is upper semi-continuous. Let
d € N and (A, B) € A(f, X)¢ x A(f, X)? such that B satisfies (3. 11) and ®°,¥® has bounded variation
forany 1 <i<d. Let a: M(f,X)— R be a continuous function satisfying (4. 22) and (4. 23). Then:

(I) For any a € Int(Lf}ﬁ%se), any o € MZ?gse(a) and any n,( > 0, there is v € MZ’:%’MTSS(@) such that
p(VaMO) < g and |P(faaay) _P(faaa,U/OH <n.

(IT) For any a € Int(Lf}ﬁ%se), any po € MZ?gse(a), any max,e prrorse (q) alp) < ¢ < P(f,a,po) and any
1,( >0, there is v € Mjng’horse(a) such that p(v, wo) < ¢ and |P(f, o, v) —c| <.

(III) For any a € Int(L"°%¢) and max#GMz?Ese(a)a(u) < e < Hiope(f,ana), {p € MZ?:%,horse(a) :
P(f,a,p) = c} is residual in {p € M35 (a) : P(f,a, p) > c}.

AV) {(Pa(p), P(frop) = p € MMe(H(p)), a = Pap(u) € It(LEF), max,cpnope(q)a(p) <
P(f,a,u) < Hﬁf’gse(f,a,a)} coincides with {(Pa,p(n), P(f,o,p)) = u € MehT"g”e(H(p)), a
Pasn() € It (LA39), ik, e oy ) < PUf.c ) < HYE(f 0,0)).

23



There are many transitive systems for which the whole space is a homoclinic class and the entropy
function is upper semi-continuous including
(i) the nonuniformly hyperbolic diffeomorphisms constructed by Katok [23]. For arbitrary compact con-
nected two-dimensional manifold M, A. Katok proved that there exists a C'*° diffeomorphism f such that
the Riemannian volume m is an f-invariant ergodic hyperbolic measure. From [24] (or Theorem S.5.3 on
Page 694 of book [25]) we know that the support of any ergodic and non-atomic hyperbolic measure of
a C''*@ diffeomorphism is contained in a non-trivial homoclinic class, then there is a hyperbolic periodic
point p such that M = S,, = H(p). Moreover, J. Buzzi [14] showed that every C*° diffeomorphism is
asymptotically entropy expansive which implies that the entropy function is upper semi-continuous by
[16, Theorem 20.9].
(ii) generic systems in the space of robustly transitive diffeomorphisms Diff }QT(M ). By the robustly tran-
sitive partially hyperbolic diffecomorphisms constructed by Mané [30] and the robustly transitive nonpar-
tially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms constructed by Bonatti and Viana [10], we know that Diff}zT (M) is a
non-empty open set in Diff! (M). Since any non-trivial isolated transitive set of C! generic diffeomorphism

is a non-trivial homoclinic class [9], we have that
Ry = {f € Diff (M) : there is a hyperbolic periodic point p such that M = H(p)}

is generic in Diﬁ}zT(M ). Moreover, C! generically in any dimension, isolated homoclinic classes are
entropy expansive [34]. Since entropy expansive implies upper semi-continuous of the entropy function
by [16, Theorem 20.9], then we have that

Ro ={f € Ry : the entropy function is upper semi-continuous}

is generic in Diffjy(M).

(iii) generic systems in the space of volume-preserving diffeomorphisms Diff! ;(M). Let M be a compact
connected Riemannian manifold. Bonatti and Crovisier proved in [8, Theorem 1.3] that there exists a
residual C'-subset Ry of Diff} ;(M) such that if f € Ry then f is a transitive diffeomorphism. Moreover,
by its proof on page 79 and page 87 of [8], if f € Ry then there is a hyperbolic periodic point p such
that M = H(p). Since the space of diffeomorphisms away from homoclinic tangencies Diff* (M) \ HT is
open in Diff' (M), then Ry = Ry N Diff' (M) \ HT is generic in Diff. ,(M) \ HT. Moreover, every C*
diffeomorphism away from homoclinic tangencies is entropy expansive [29]. Note that entropy expansive
implies upper semi-continuous of the entropy function by [16, Theorem 20.9], if f € Ry then there is a

hyperbolic periodic point p such that M = H(p) and the entropy function is upper semi-continuous.

6.3.1 Some lemmas

Now we give some results corresponding to section 2, 3 and 4.

Lemma 6.6. Let f be a C' diffeomorphism on a compact Riemannian manifold M, and H(p) be a

nontrival homoclinic class. Then the set M"°"¢(H (p)) is convex.

Proof. Fix py, 2 € M""s¢(H(p)) and 0 € [0,1]. Then for any ¢ > 0 and i € {1,2}, there is a f-invariant
compact subset AL C H(p) such that ul := p'|s, satisfies the following three properties

(1) (AL, f] Ai) is a transitive locally maximal hyperbolic set which contains a hyperbolic saddles g; ho-

moclinically related to p.
(2) ppi, pl) <e.
(8) Ao (f) > hy () <.
Then ¢; is homoclinically related to g2, since homoclinically related is an equivalence relation by [32,

Proposition 2.1]. This implies that there is a transitive locally maximal hyperbolic set A, which contains
Al and A2 (for example, see [33, Lemma 8]). Let p. = 0ul + (1 — 0)p2. Then we have

p(Opy + (1= )z, pe) < Op(pa, pl) + (1 — 0)ppz, u2) < e.
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and
h#a (f) = ohu; (f) + (1 - 9)’%@ (f) > ohm (f) + (1 - e)h,uz (f) —&= h9u1+(1—9)u2 (f) —&.
Note that pi is supported on Ac. So Opy +(1—0)uz € M"™75¢(H(p)) and thus M"°"s¢(H (p)) is convex. O

Theorem 6.7. Let f be a C! diffeomorphism on a compact Riemannian manifold M, and X = H(p)
be a nontrival homoclinic class. Then (X, f) satisfies the 'multi-horseshoe’ entropy-dense property on
Mherse(H(p)), that is, for any K = cov{u;}™, C M""s¢(H(p)), and any n,( > 0, there exist compact
invariant subsets A; C A C H(p) such that for each 1 <i<m

1. (A, f
2. htop(fa A;) > hﬂi (f) -1
3. dH(K’M(fa A)) < g; dH(:U/laM(faAz)) < C

Proof. Fix K = cov{u;}™, C M"°"s¢(H(p)), and any n,{ > 0. Denote 7 = %min{n,(}. Then for any
1 <i < m there is a f-invariant compact subset A. C H(p) such that pl := u‘|5 satisfies the following

A;) and (A, f|a) are transitive locally mazimal hyperbolic sets.

three properties

(1) (AL, f] Ai) is a transitive locally maximal hyperbolic set which contains a hyperbolic saddles g
homoclinically related to p.

(2) plpi,pl) <.
(3) By (f) > hyu(f) — 7.

Then g; is homoclinically related to ¢;, since homoclinically related is an equivalence relation by [32,
Proposition 2.1]. This implies that there is a transitive locally maximal hyperbolic set A, which contains
Ur, A%. Note that a transitive locally maximal hyperbolic set is expansive by [25, Corollary 6.4.10] and
has shadowing property by [25, Theorem 18.1.2]. Then (A, f|a.) has the 'multi-horseshoe’ entropy-dense
property by Theorem 2.6. Thus for the K, = cov{u}™, C M(f,A;), and 7 > 0, there exist compact
invariant subsets A; € A C X such that for each 1 <i <m

1. (Ag, f
2. htop(faAi) > h,u:.(f) -T> huz(f) — 27> hm(f) -7

3. dy(Kr, M(f,A)) <7, du(py, M(f,Aq)) < 7.

A;) and (A, f|a) conjugate to transitive subshifts of finite type.

From [1] any hyperbolic set conjugate to a subshift of finite type is a locally maximal. So (A;, f

Ai) and
(A, f|a) are transitive locally maximal hyperbolic sets. By item 3 we have

dH(K’M(faA)) < dH(KaK‘r) +dH(K‘raM(faA)) <21 < Ca

dpr(pi, M(f, M) < di (i 15) + dar (g, M(f, Ag)) < 27 < €.

So we complete the proof. O

If we replace M (f, X) by M"°"¢(H(p)) in Section 3 and 4, the results of Theorem B and C also hold.
In fact, the convexity of M (f, X) is one core property in the proof of Theorem B and C. By Lemma 6.6
the set M"°"¢(H(p)) is convex, then the arguments of Section 3 and 4 are also true. Here, we omit the
proof.

Theorem 6.8. Let f be a C! diffeomorphism on a compact Riemannian manifold M, and X = H(p)
be a nontrival homoclinic class. Assume that the entropy function of (X, f) is upper semi-continuous.
Let d € N and (A, B) € A(f, X)% x A(f, X)? such that B satisfies (3. 11). Assume that the following
holds: for any K = cov{u;}™,; C M"°"*¢(H(p)), and any n,( > 0, there exist compact invariant subsets
A; €A C X such that for eachi € {1,2,--- ,m}
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(1) hiop(f, Ni) > hy,(f) — .

(2) du (K, M(f,A)) < du(pi, M(f, As)) <.

(3) span {®'[n, Wl|a, -+, @4 p, Uiy} C E(f[a, A).
Let a: M(f,X) — R be a continuous function. Then:

(I) For any a € Int(Lfﬁl‘?TB“), any fo € MZ?gse(a) and any n,¢ > 0, there is v € Mzghome(a) such that
p(V,MO) < C and |P(f,0¢,l/) - P(faaau0)| <n.

If further { € M s¢(H (p)) : h,(f) = 0} is dense in M""*¢(H(p)), and « satisfies (4. 22) and (4. 23),

then we have

(IT) For any a € Int(L"°%¢), any po € ML (a), any MAX,e prhosse (a) alp) < ¢ < P(f,a,po) and any
1,{ >0, there is v € Mjng’horse(a) such that p(v, po) < ¢ and |P(f,a,v) —¢c| <.

(III) For any a € Int(L"?%¢) and MAX,,¢ prhorse (q) (1) < € < HYpe(f, a,a), the set {p € MZ’:%’hO”e(a) :
P(f,a,u) = c} is residual in {u € Mﬁ?gse(a) : P(f,a, ) > c}.

IN

AV) {(Pap(p), P(frop) = p € MM(H(p)), a = Pap(p) € It(LEE), max,cpnonee(q) (i)

P(f.an) < HY%5(f,0,a)} coincides with {(Pap(u), P(facp)) : p € MEor(H(p)), a =
Paas () € Ib(LAEE), maxepyopee o o) < P, pr) < HiE<(f.0,a)}.

By Theorem 6.7 and Corollary 2.11(1), we have that the set of invariant measures with zero metric
entropy is dense in M"°"s¢(H (p)).

Lemma 6.9. Let f be a C* diffeomorphism on a compact Riemannian manifold M, and X = H(p) be a
nontrival homoclinic class. Then {yn € M"¢(H(p)) : h,(f) = 0} is dense in M""*¢(H (p)).

6.3.2 Proof of Theorem E

Since ®%, ¥’ has bounded variation for any 1 < 4 < d, then every sequence in span {tl)l, Tl ... pd, \I/d}
has bounded variation. Thus by Theorem 5.3 we have span {®![x, Ut[5, -+, @45, U5} C E(f[a,A) if
(A, f|a) is transitive and topologically Anosov. Then we complete the proof by Theorem 6.7, Theorem
6.8 and Lemma 6.9. O
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