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Abstract

Katok conjectured that for every C2 diffeomorphism f on a Riemannian manifold X, the set

{hµ(f) : µ is an ergodic measure for (X, f)} includes [0, htop(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

{hµ(f) : µ ∈ Merg(f,X) and

∫

ϕdµ = a} = {hµ(f) : µ ∈ M(f,X) and

∫

ϕdµ = a}

for any a ∈
(

infµ∈M(f,X)

∫

ϕdµ, supµ∈M(f,X)

∫

ϕdµ
)

and any continuous function ϕ 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), Merg(f,X) denote the space of probability measures, f -invariant, f -ergodic probability

measures, respectively. Let ρ be a metric for the weak*-topology onM(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 C1+α diffeomorphism in dimension 2 has horseshoes of large

entropies. This implies that the system has ergodic measures of arbitrary intermediate metric entropies,

that is {hµ(f) : µ is an ergodic measure} includes [0, htop(f)), where htop(f) is the topological entropy

of (X, f), and hµ(f) is the metric entropy of µ. Katok believed that this holds in any dimension.

Conjecture 1. (Katok) For every C2 diffeomorphism f on a Riemannian manifold X , the set

{hµ(f) : µ is an ergodic measure for (X, f)}

includes [0, htop(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 ≤ c < htop(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 c. This implies the set

{hµ(f) : µ is an ergodic measure for (X, f)} includes [0, htop(f)).

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

function. Denote

Lϕ =

[
inf

µ∈M(f,X)

∫
ϕdµ, sup

µ∈M(f,X)

∫
ϕdµ

]

and

Int(Lϕ) =

(
inf

µ∈M(f,X)

∫
ϕdµ, sup

µ∈M(f,X)

∫
ϕdµ

)
.

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 manifoldX , every continuous function

ϕ on X, and every a ∈ Int(Lϕ), whether one has

{hµ(f) : µ ∈Merg(f,X) and

∫
ϕdµ = a} = {hµ(f) : µ ∈M(f,X) and

∫
ϕdµ = a}?

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

has bounded variation if there exists ε > 0 for which supn∈N γn(ϕ, ε) <∞ with

γn(ϕ, ε) = sup

{∣∣∣∣∣

n−1∑

k=0

ϕ(fk(x)) −
n−1∑

k=0

ϕ(fk(y))

∣∣∣∣∣ : d
(
fk(x), fk(y)

)
< ε for k = 0, . . . , n− 1

}
.

For any a ∈ Lϕ, define

Mϕ(a) = {µ ∈M(f,X) :

∫
ϕdµ = a}, M erg

ϕ (a) = {µ ∈Merg(f,X) :

∫
ϕdµ = a}.

Then Mϕ(a) is closed in M(f,X), and thus sup{hµ(f) : µ ∈Mϕ(a)} = max{hµ(f) : µ ∈Mϕ(a)} for any

a ∈ Lϕ if the entropy function is upper semi-continuous. We denote the support of a probability measure

µ by Sµ := {x ∈M : µ(U) > 0 for any neighborhood U of x}. 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 ϕ be a continuous function on X with bounded variation.

Then:

(I) For any a ∈ Int(Lϕ), any µ ∈ Mϕ(a) and any η, ζ > 0, there is ν ∈ M erg
ϕ (a) such that ρ(ν, µ) < ζ

and |hν(f)− hµ(f)| < η.

(II) For any a ∈ Int(Lϕ), any µ ∈ Mϕ(a), any 0 ≤ c ≤ hµ(f) and any η, ζ > 0, there is ν ∈ M erg
ϕ (a)

such that ρ(ν, µ) < ζ and |hν(f)− c| < η.

(III) For any a ∈ Int(Lϕ) and 0 ≤ c < max{hµ(f) : µ ∈ Mϕ(a)}, the set {µ ∈ M erg
ϕ (a) : hµ(f) =

c, Sµ = X} is residual in {µ ∈Mϕ(a) : hµ(f) ≥ c}.

(IV) {(
∫
ϕdµ, hµ(f)) : µ ∈ M(f,X),

∫
ϕdµ ∈ Int(Lϕ)} = {(

∫
ϕdµ, hµ(f)) : µ ∈ Merg(f,X),

∫
ϕdµ ∈

Int(Lϕ)} = {(a, b) : a ∈ Int(Lϕ), 0 ≤ b ≤ max{hµ(f) : µ ∈Mϕ(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 µ is the weak limit of a sequence of ergodic measures {µn}∞n=1,

such that the entropy of µ is the limit of the entropies of the {µn}
∞
n=1. 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
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a compact metric space is expansive, transitive, and has the shadowing property, then the entropy-dense

property holds in Mϕ(a) for any a ∈ Int(Lϕ) and any continuous function ϕ with bounded variation.

(2) Li and Oprocha proved in [27] that for a transitive dynamical system with the shadowing property,

for every invariant measure µ and every 0 ≤ c ≤ hµ(f), there exists a sequence of ergodic measures

{µn}∞n=1 such that limn→∞ µn = µ and limn→∞ hµn
(f) = c. If further the entropy function is upper

semi-continuous, they proved that for every 0 ≤ c < htop(f) the set of ergodic measures with entropy

c is residual in the space of invariant measures with entropy at least c. 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 ϕ with bounded

variation, for any a ∈ Int(Lϕ), any µ ∈Mϕ(a), and any 0 ≤ c ≤ hµ(f), there exists a sequence of ergodic

measures {µn}∞n=1 ⊆Mϕ(a) such that limn→∞ µn = µ and limn→∞ hµn
(f) = c, and for any a ∈ Int(Lϕ)

and 0 ≤ c < max{hµ(f) : µ ∈ Mϕ(a)}, in Mϕ(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{
hµ(f) : µ ∈M erg

ϕ (a)
}
= {hµ(f) : µ ∈Mϕ(a)} for any a ∈ Int(Lϕ) and any continuous function ϕ 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 (
∫
ϕdµ, hµ(f))

∫
ϕdµ

hµ(f)

(
∫
ϕdµ, hµ(f))

Finally, we draw the graph of (
∫
ϕdµ, hµ(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.
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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 ν is the weak limit of a sequence of ergodic measures {νn}, such that

the entropy of ν is the limit of the entropies of the {νn}. 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 Merg(f,X) is entropy-dense in

M(f,X)), if for any µ ∈M(f,X), for any neighborhood G of µ in M(X), and for any η > 0, there exists

a ν ∈Merg(f,X) such that hν(f) > hµ(f)− η and ν ∈ G.

Definition 2.2. We say (X, f) satisfies the refined entropy-dense property (orMerg(f,X) is refined entropy-

dense in M(f,X)), if for any µ ∈ M(f,X), for any neighborhood G of µ in M(X), and for any η > 0,

there exists a closed f -invariant set Λµ ⊆ X such that M(f,Λµ) ⊆ G and htop(f,Λµ) > hµ(f) − η. By

classical variational principle, it is equivalent that for any neighborhood G of µ in M(X), and for any

η > 0, there exists a ν ∈Merg(f,X) such that hν(f) > hµ(f)− η and M(f, Sν) ⊆ 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 Cr 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 {νi}mi=1 ⊆ M(X), we write cov{νi}mi=1 for the convex combination of {νi}mi=1,

namely,

cov{νi}
m
i=1 = cov(ν1, · · · , νm) :=

{
m∑

i=1

tiνi : ti ∈ [0, 1], 1 ≤ i ≤ m and

m∑

i=1

ti = 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{µi}mi=1 ⊆ M(f,X), any x ∈ X and any η, ζ, ε > 0, there

exist compact invariant subsets Λi ⊆ Λ ( X such that for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m

1. (Λi, f |Λi
) and (Λ, f |Λ) conjugate to transitive subshifts of finite type (and thus they are transitive

and topologically Anosov).

2. htop(f,Λi) > hµi
(f)− η and consequently, htop(f,Λ) > sup{hκ(f) : κ ∈ K} − η.

3. dH(K,M(f,Λ)) < ζ, dH(µi,M(f,Λi)) < ζ.

4. There is a positive integer L such that for any z in Λi or Λ one has f j+mL(z) ∈ B(x, ε) for some

0 ≤ j ≤ L− 1 and any m ∈ Z.

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

horseshoe’ dense property.
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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 ϕ ∈ C(X) the norm ‖ϕ‖ =

max{|ϕ(x)| : x ∈ X}. Let {ϕj}j∈N
be a dense subset of C(X), then

ρ(ξ, τ) =

∞∑

j=1

|
∫
ϕjdξ −

∫
ϕjdτ |

2j‖ϕj‖

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

dH(A,B) := max

{
sup
x∈A

inf
y∈B

ρ(x, y), sup
y∈B

inf
x∈A

ρ(y, x)

}
.

For ν ∈M(X) and r > 0, we denote a ball in M(X) centered at ν with radius r by

B(ν, r) := {ρ(ν, µ) < r : µ ∈M(X)}.

One notices that

ρ(ξ, τ) ≤ 2 for any ξ, τ ∈M(X). (2. 1)

It is also well known that the natural imbedding j : x 7→ δx 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

d(x, y) = ρ(δx, δy). (2. 2)

For x ∈ X and ε > 0, we denote a ball in X centered at x with radius ε by

B(x, ε) := {d(x, y) < ε : y ∈ X}.

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

Lemma 2.7. For any ε > 0, δ > 0, and any two sequences {xi}
n−1
i=0 , {yi}

n−1
i=0 of X, if d(xi, yi) < ε holds

for any i ∈ [0, n− 1], then for any J ⊆ {0, 1, · · · , n− 1} with n−|J|
n

< δ, one has:

(a) ρ( 1
n

∑n−1
i=0 δxi

, 1
n

∑n−1
i=0 δyi

) < ε.

(b) ρ( 1
n

∑n−1
i=0 δxi

, 1
|J|

∑
i∈J δyi

) < ε+ 2δ.

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 x, y ∈ X and n ∈ N, the

Bowen distance between x, y is defined as

dn(x, y) := max{d(f i(x), f i(y)) : i = 0, 1, · · · , n− 1}

and the Bowen ball centered at x with radius ε > 0 is defined as

Bn(x, ε) := {y ∈ X : dn(x, y) < ε}.

Let E ⊆ X , and Gn(E, σ) be the collection of all finite or countable covers of E by sets of the form

Bu(x, σ) with u ≥ n. We set

C(E; t, n, σ, f) := inf
C∈Gn(E,σ)

∑

Bu(x,σ)∈C

e−tu and C(E; t, σ, f) := lim
n→∞

C(E; t, n, σ, f).

5



Then we define

htop(E;σ, f) := inf{t : C(E; t, σ, f) = 0} = sup{t : C(E; t, σ, f) = ∞}

The Bowen topological entropy of E is

htop(f, E) := lim
σ→0

htop(E;σ, f).

We call (X,B, µ) a probability space if B is a Borel σ-algebra on X and µ is a probability measure on

X . For a finite measurable partition ξ = {A1, · · · , An} of a probability space (X,B, µ), define

Hµ(ξ) = −
n∑

i=1

µ(Ai) logµ(Ai).

Let f : X → X be a continuous map preserving µ. We denote by
∨n−1

i=0 f
−iξ the partition whose element

is the set
⋂n−1

i=0 f
−iAji , 1 ≤ ji ≤ n. Then the following limit exists:

hµ(f, ξ) = lim
n→∞

1

n
Hµ

(
n−1∨

i=0

f−iξ

)

and we define the metric entropy of µ as

hµ(f) := sup{hµ(f, ξ) : ξ 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 fn(U) ∩ V 6= ∅ 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 fn(U) ∩ V 6= ∅ for every n > N , then we call (X, f) topologically mixing. When

f : X → X is a homeomorphism of a compact metric space, we say that (X, f) is expansive if there exists

a constant c > 0 such that for any x, y ∈ X , d(f i(x), f i(y)) > c for some i ∈ Z. We call c 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 C = 〈x1, · · · , xl〉, l ∈ N is called a chain. Furthermore, if d(f(xi), xi+1) < ε, 1 ≤ i ≤

l − 1, we call C an ε-chain with length l. For any m ∈ N, if there are m ε-chains Ci = 〈xi,1, · · · , xi,li〉,

li ∈ N, 1 ≤ i ≤ m satisfying that d(f(xi,li), xi+1,1) < ε, 1 ≤ i ≤ m − 1, then we can concatenate Cis to

constitute a new ε-chain

〈x1,1, · · · , x1,l1 , x2,1, · · · , x2,l2 , · · · , xm,1, · · · , xm,lm〉

which we denote by C1C2 · · ·Cm.

Definition 2.8. Suppose f : X → X is a homeomorphism of a compact metric space. For any δ > 0, a

sequence {xn}n∈Z is called a δ-pseudo-orbit if d(f(xn), xn+1) < δ for n ∈ Z. {xn}n∈Z is ε-shadowed by

some y ∈ X if d(fn(y), xn) < ε for any n ∈ Z. We say that (X, f) has the shadowing property if for any

ε > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that any δ-pseudo-orbit is ε-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

∆ ⊆ X which satisfies fn(∆) = ∆ for some n ∈ N and let Λ =
⋃n−1

i=0 f
i(∆). If f i(∆) ∩ f j(∆) = ∅ for

any 0 ≤ i < j ≤ n− 1, then

(1) if (∆, fn) is expansive, then (Λ, f) is expansive;

6



(2) if (∆, fn) is topologically transitive, then (Λ, f) is topologically transitive;

(3) if (∆, fn) has the shadowing property, then (Λ, f) also has the shadowing property.

Proof. Item (1) and (2) come directly from the uniform continuity of f, · · · , fm−1. Since (∆, fn) has the

shadowing property and f : X → X is a homeomorphism, then (f i(∆), fn) has the shadowing property

for any 0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1. Combining with f i(∆) ∩ f j(∆) = ∅ for any 0 ≤ i < j ≤ n− 1, (Λ, fn) 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, fk). So (Λ, f) has the shadowing property.

For ε > 0 and n ∈ N, two points x and y are (n, ε)-separated if dn(x, y) > ε. A subset E is (n, ε)-

separated if any pair of different points of E are (n, ε)-separated. For x ∈ X , we define the empirical

measure of x as

En(x) :=
1

n

n−1∑

j=0

δfj(x),

where δx is the Dirac mass at x. Let F ⊆ M(X) be a neighbourhood of ν ∈ M(f,X). Define Xn,F :=

{x ∈ X : En(x) ∈ F}. For k ∈ N, let Pk(f) := {x ∈ X : fk(x) = x}.

Lemma 2.10. [17, Corollary 4.13] Suppose (X, f) is topologically Anosov and transitive. Then for any

η > 0, there exists an ε∗1 = ε∗1(η) > 0 such that for any µ ∈M(f,X) and its neighborhood Fµ, there exists

an 0 < ε∗2 = ε∗2(η, µ, Fµ) < ε∗1 such that for any x ∈ X, for any 0 < ε ≤ ε∗2, for any N ∈ N, there exist

an n = n(η, µ, Fµ, ε, x) ≥ N such that for any p ∈ N, there exists an (pn,
ε∗1
3 )-separated set Γpn so that

(1) Γpn ⊆ Xpn,Fµ
∩B(x, ε) ∩ Ppn(f);

(2)
log |Γpn|

pn
> hµ(f)− η;

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) {µ ∈M(f,X) : hµ(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{νi}mi=1 ⊆M(f,X), x ∈ X and η0, ζ0, ε0 > 0. Let ρ0 = min{ρ(νi, νj) : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m}. Then

K ∩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 6=M(f,X) and thus

dH(K,M(f,X)) > 0. Let η, ζ > 0 with η ≤ min{htop(f), η0} and ζ < min{dH(K,M(f,X)), ρ0, ζ0}.

By the variational principle of the topological entropy, there exists ν0 ∈ M(f,X) such that hν0(f) >

htop(f)−
η
8 .

By Lemma 2.10, there exist ε∗ > 0 and 0 < ε̃∗ < ε∗ such that for any 0 < δ
2 < ε̃∗ and each 0 ≤ i ≤ m,

there exists an ni ∈ N such that for any p ∈ N, there exists an (pni,
ε∗

3 )-separated set Γνi
pni

with

(a) Γνi
pni

⊆ Ppni
(f) ∩Xpni,B(νi,

ζ
4
) ∩B(x, δ2 );

(b)
log |Γ

νi
pni

|

pni
> hνi −

η
8 .
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We can assume that ε∗

3 < c
4 where c > 0 is the expansive constant. Let s(n, ε

∗

3 ) denote the largest

cardinality of any (n, ε
∗

3 )-separated set of X , then by [41, Theorem 7.11] one has

htop(f) = lim sup
n→∞

1

n
log s(n,

ε∗

3
). (2. 3)

Then there exists N1 ∈ N such that for any n ≥ N, one has

s(n,
ε∗

3
) < en(htop(f)+

η
4
). (2. 4)

Set ε = min{ ζ
4 ,

ρ0

6 ,
ε̃∗

27 ,
ε0
2 }. Then there exists a 0 < δ < ε such that any δ-pseudo-orbit can be ε-

shadowed by some point in X. Set n = p0n0n1n2 · · ·nm where p0 is large enough such that for any

1 ≤ i ≤ m

n ≥ 2N, en(hνi
− η

8
) − n ≥ en(hνi

− η
4
) and en(htop(f)−

η
4
) > ⌈

n

2
⌉e⌈

n
2
⌉(htop(f)+

η
4
) +

N1−1∑

m=1

|P ∗
m(f)| (2. 5)

where P ∗
m(f) is the set of periodic points with minimal periodm. Then for each 0 ≤ i ≤ m, Pni

(f) ⊆ Pn(f)

by definition and furthermore, we can obtain an (n, ε
∗

3 )-separated set Γνi
n with

(a) Γνi
n ⊆ Pn(f) ∩Xn,B(νi,

ζ
4
) ∩B(x, δ2 );

(b) log |Γ
νi
n |

n
> hνi −

η
8 .

Since periodic points in Γν0
n with same period l0 for some l0 ∈ N are (l0,

ε∗

3 )-separated, by (2. 4) and

(2. 5) we have

⌈n
2
⌉∑

m=1

|P ∗
m(f) ∩ Γν0

n | ≤

⌈n
2
⌉∑

m=N1

s(m,
ε∗

3
) +

N1−1∑

m=1

|P ∗
m(f)|

<

⌈n
2
⌉∑

m=N1

em(htop(f)+
η
4
) +

N1−1∑

m=1

|P ∗
m(f)|

≤⌈
n

2
⌉e⌈

n
2
⌉(htop(f)+

η
4
) +

N1−1∑

m=1

|P ∗
m(f)|

<en(htop(f)−
η
4
) < en(hν0

− η
8
) < |Γν0

n |.

Thus there exists x0 ∈ Γν0
n with minimal period n. Together with ε∗

3 < c
4 , the only sub-intervals of length

n of 〈x0, f(x0), · · · , fn−1(x0), x0, f(x0), · · · , fn−1(x0)〉 that are
ε∗

9 -shadowed by 〈x0, f(x0), · · · , fn−1(x0)〉

are the initial and the final sub-intervals. By the separation assumption, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ m we have

|{y ∈ Γνi
n : dn(y, f

j(x0)) <
ε∗

9
for some 0 ≤ j ≤ n− 1}| ≤ n.

Consequently, by (2. 5) one can find a subset Γ̃νi
n ⊂ Γνi

n with |Γ̃νi
n | > en(hνi

−η
4
) such that dn(y, f

j(x0)) ≥
ε∗

9 for any y ∈ Γ̃νi
n and 0 ≤ j ≤ n − 1. Denote ri = |Γ̃νi

n | and r =
∑m

i=1 ri. Enumerate the elements of

each Γ̃νi
n by Γ̃νi

n = {pi1, · · · , p
i
ri
}. Let Γ̃n = {p11, · · · , p

1
r1
, · · · , pm1 , · · · , p

m
rm

}.

Take l large enough such that

1

l
<

ζ

12
and

(l − 2) log |Γ̃νi
n |

nl
> hνi − η for any 1 ≤ i ≤ m. (2. 6)

Now let Γi = Γ̃νi
n × Γ̃νi

n × · · · × Γ̃νi
n whose element is y = (y1, · · · , yl−2) with yj ∈ Γ̃νi

n for 1 ≤ j ≤ l − 2,

and let Γ = Γ̃n × Γ̃n × · · · × Γ̃n whose element is y = (y1, · · · , yl−2) with yj ∈ Γ̃n for 1 ≤ j ≤ l − 2. For

any y ∈ X , let Cn
y = 〈y, fy, · · · , fn−1y〉. Then for y ∈ Γi or Γ we define the following pseudo-orbit:

Cy = C
n
x0
C
n
x0
C
n
y1
C
n
y2

· · ·Cn
yl−2

.

8



It is clear that Cy is a δ-pseudo-orbit. Moreover, one notes that we can freely concatenate such Cys to

constitutes a δ-pseudo-orbit. We write Cy = 〈ω1, ω2, · · · , ωln〉. If y ∈ Γi and d(fk(z), ωk+1) ≤ ε for any

0 ≤ k ≤ ln− 1 then by Lemma 2.7 and (2. 6) one has

ρ(Eln(z), νi) ≤ρ(Eln(z),
1

n(l − 2)

n(l−2)∑

k=1

δωk
) + ρ(

1

n(l − 2)

n(l−2)∑

k=1

δωk
, νi)

≤ε+
4

l
+

1

l − 2

l−2∑

j=1

ρ(En(yj), νi)

<ε+
4

l
+
ζ

4
<

3

4
ζ.

(2. 7)

If y ∈ Γ and d(fk(z), ωk+1) ≤ ε for any 0 ≤ k ≤ ln− 1, we denote qi = |{1 ≤ j ≤ l − 2 : yj ∈ Γ̃νi
n }|, then∑m

i=1 qi = l − 2 and

ρ(Eln(z),

∑m
i=1 qiνi∑m
i=1 qi

) ≤ρ(Eln(z),
1

n(l − 2)

n(l−2)∑

k=1

δωk
) + ρ(

1

n(l − 2)

n(l−2)∑

k=1

δωk
,

∑m
i=1 qiνi∑m
i=1 qi

)

≤ε+
4

l
+

1

l − 2

m∑

i=1

∑

yj∈Γ̃
νi
n

ρ(En(yj), νi)

<ε+
4

l
+
ζ

4
<

3

4
ζ.

(2. 8)

by Lemma 2.7 and (2. 6). Now we define

Σrl−2

i
:= {θ = . . . θ−2θ−1θ0θ1θ2 · · · : θj = (θj,1, · · · , θj,l−2) ∈ Γi for any j ∈ Z}

and

Σrl−2 := {θ = . . . θ−2θ−1θ0θ1θ2 · · · : θj = (θj,1, · · · , θj,l−2) ∈ Γ for any j ∈ Z}.

Then (Σrl−2

i
, σ) and (Σrl−2 , σ) are full shifts. This implies (Σrl−2

i
, σ) and (Σrl−2 , σ) are mixing and have

shadowing property. And for each θ = . . . θ−2θ−1θ0θ1θ2 . . . in Σrl−2

i
or Σrl−2

Cθ = . . .Cθ−2
Cθ−1

Cθ0Cθ1Cθ2 . . .

is a δ-pseudo-orbit. We write Cθ = . . . ω−2ω−1ω0ω1ω2 . . . , by the shadowing property,

Yθ = {z ∈ X : d(f j(z), ωj) ≤ ε, j ∈ Z}

is nonempty and closed.

We claim that Yθ ∩ Yθ′ = ∅ for any θ 6= θ′ in Σ
rl−2
i

or Σrl−2 . Next we prove the claim by the following

two cases.

Case (1): If θ 6= θ′ ∈ Σ
rl−2

i
for some 1 ≤ i ≤ m, then there is t ∈ Z and 1 ≤ s ≤ l− 2 such that θt,s 6=

θ′t,s. Since θt,s and θ
′
t,s are (n, ε

∗

3 )-separated, we have dn(f
lnt+sn+n(z), f lnt+sn+n(z′)) > ε∗/3− 2ε > ε∗/9

for any z ∈ Yθ and z′ ∈ Yθ′ . So Yθ ∩ Yθ′ = ∅.

Case (2): For any θ 6= θ′ ∈ Σrl−2 , there is t ∈ Z and 1 ≤ s ≤ l−2 such that θt,s 6= θ′t,s. If θt,s, θ
′
t,s ∈ Γ̃νi

n

for some 1 ≤ i ≤ m, then Yθ ∩ Yθ′ = ∅ by Case (1). If there are 1 ≤ i 6= i′ ≤ m such that θt,s ∈ Γ̃νi
n and

θ′t,s ∈ Γ̃
νi′
n , then

dn(f
lnt+sn+n(z), f lnt+sn+n(z′)) > ε

for any z ∈ Yθ and z′ ∈ Yθ′ . Otherwise, we have

ρ(En(f
lnt+sn+n(z)), En(f

lnt+sn+n(z′))) ≤ ε ≤
ρ0
6
.

Combining with

ρ(En(f
lnt+sn+n(z)), En(θt,s)) ≤ ε ≤

ρ0
6
,

9



ρ(En(f
lnt+sn+n(z′)), En(θ

′
t,s)) ≤ ε ≤

ρ0
6

and

ρ(νi, En(θt,s)) <
ζ

4
≤
ρ0
4
,

ρ(νi′ , En(θ
′
t,s)) <

ζ

4
≤
ρ0
4
,

we have ρ(νi, νi′) < ρ0 which contradicts that ρ0 = min{ρ(νi, νj) : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m}. So

dn(f
lnt+sn+n(z), f lnt+sn+n(z′)) > ε

for any z ∈ Yθ and z′ ∈ Yθ′ . This implies Yθ ∩ Yθ′ = ∅. Then we can define the following disjoint union:

∆i =
⊔

θ∈Σ
r
l−2
i

Yθ and ∆ =
⊔

θ∈Σ
rl−2

Yθ.

Note that fnl(Yθ) = Yσ(θ). Then fnl(∆i) = ∆i, 1 ≤ i ≤ m and fnl(∆) = ∆. Therefore, if we define

π : ∆ → Σrl−2 and πi : ∆i → Σrl−2

i
as

π(x) := θ for all x ∈ Yθ with θ ∈ Σrl−2 ,

πi(x) := θ′ for all x ∈ Yθ′ with θ′ ∈ Σrl−2

i
,

then π and πi are surjective by the shadowing property. Moreover, it is not hard to check that π and πi

are continuous. So ∆ and ∆i are closed. Meanwhile, (X, f) is expansive, so π, πi are conjugations.

Let Λi = ∪nl−1
k=0 f

k(∆i) and Λ = ∪nl−1
k=0 f

k(∆). Then f(Λi) = Λi, 1 ≤ i ≤ m and f(Λ) = Λ. Now let us

prove that Λ and Λi satisfy the property 1-4.

(1) Since π and πi are conjugations, the transitivity, expansivity and the shadowing property of

(Σ
rl−2

i
, σ) and (Σrl−2 , σ) yield the same properties of (∆, fnl) and (∆i, f

nl). Next we show that fk(∆i)∩

fk′

(∆i) = ∅ for any 0 ≤ k < k′ ≤ nl − 1. If fk(∆i) ∩ fk′

(∆i) 6= ∅, then for any z ∈ fk(∆i) ∩ fk′

(∆i),

there exist θ, θ′ ∈ Σrl−2

i
such that

d(f j−k(z), ωj) ≤ ε and d(f j−k′

(z), ω′
j) ≤ ε ∀j ∈ Z

where Cθ = . . . ω−2ω−1ω0ω1ω2 . . . and Cθ′ = . . . ω′
−2ω

′
−1ω

′
0ω

′
1ω

′
2 . . . . Then we have

d(ωj+k, ω
′
j+k′ ) ≤ 2ε ∀j ∈ Z. (2. 9)

Case (1): If 1 ≤ k′ − k ≤ n − 1, then (2. 9) implies d(ωj , ω
′
j+k′−k) ≤ 2ε < ε∗

9 ∀0 ≤ j ≤ n− 1. Note

that ω0ω1ω2 . . . ω2n−1 = ω′
0ω

′
1ω

′
2 . . . ω

′
2n−1 = 〈x0, fx0, · · · , fn−1x0, x0, fx0, · · · , fn−1x0〉, this contradicts

that the minimal period of x0 is n.

Case (2): If k′ − k = n, then (2. 9) implies d(ωj+n, ω
′
j+2n) ≤ 2ε < ε∗

9 ∀0 ≤ j ≤ n − 1. Note that

ωnωn+1 . . . ω2n−1 = 〈x0, fx0, · · · , fn−1x0〉 and ω′
2n ∈ Γ̃νi

n , this contradicts that dn(y, f
j(x0)) ≥

ε∗

9 for any

y ∈ Γ̃νi
n and 0 ≤ j ≤ n− 1.

Case (3): If n < k′ − k ≤ n(l − 1), then k′ − k = tn + s for some 1 ≤ t ≤ l − 2 and 0 ≤ s ≤

n − 1. Thus (2. 9) implies d(ωn−s+j , ω
′
(t+1)n+j) ≤ 2ε ∀0 ≤ j ≤ n − 1. Note that ω0ω1ω2 . . . ω2n−1 =

〈x0, fx0, · · · , f
n−1x0, x0, fx0, · · · , f

n−1x0〉, and ω′
(t+1)n ∈ Γ̃νi

n , this contradicts that dn(y, f
j(x0)) ≥ ε∗

9

for any y ∈ Γ̃νi
n and 0 ≤ j ≤ n− 1.

Case (4): If n(l− 1) < k′ − k ≤ nl− 1, then (2. 9) implies d(ωnl−k′+k+j , ω
′
nl+j) ≤ 2ε ∀0 ≤ j ≤ n− 1.

Note that ω0ω1ω2 . . . ω2n−1 = ω′
nlω

′
nl+1ω

′
nl+2 . . . ω

′
(l+2)n−1 = 〈x0, fx0, · · · , fn−1x0, x0, fx0, · · · , fn−1x0〉,

and 1 ≤ nl− k′ + k < n, this contradicts that the minimal period of x0 is n.

So we have fk(∆i)∩ fk′

(∆i) = ∅ for any 0 ≤ k < k′ ≤ nl− 1. Therefore, Proposition 2.9 ensures that

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

Ωi = {Cθ = . . . ω−2ω−1ω0ω1ω2 · · · : θ ∈ Σrl−2

i
},
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then (Ωi, σ
nl) conjugates to (Σrl−2

i
, σ). Thus (Ωi, σ

nl) conjugates to (∆i, f
nl), and (∪nl−1

k=0 σ
k(Ωi), σ) con-

jugates to (Λi, f). This implies (∪nl−1
k=0 σ

k(Ωi), σ) 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

(∪nl−1
k=0 σ

k(Ωi), σ) is a transitive subshift of finite type. By similar method, (Λ, f) is also transitive and

topologically Anosov, and (Λ, f) conjugate to a transitive subshift of finite type.

(2) One has htop(f,Λi) =
1
nl
htop(f

nl,∆i) =
1
nl
htop(σ,Σrl−2

i
) = (l−2) log |Γ̃

νi
n |

nl
> hνi − η > hνi − η0 by

(2. 6).

(3) For any ergodic measure µi ∈M(f,Λi), pick an arbitrary generic point zi of µi in ∆i. Then

ρ(Eln(f
tln(zi)), νi) <

3

4
ζ for any t ∈ N

by (2. 7). In addition, we have µi = limj→∞ Ej(zi) = limt→∞ Etln(zi). So we have

ρ(µi, νi) = lim
t→∞

ρ(Etln(zi), νi) ≤
3

4
ζ.

By the ergodic decomposition Theorem, we obtain that dH(νi,M(f,Λi)) ≤
3
4 ζ. Now since K is convex

and Λi ⊆ Λ, one gets that K ⊆ B(M(f,Λ), ζ) ⊆ B(M(f,Λ), ζ0).

On the other hand, for any ergodic measure µ ∈ M(f,Λ), pick a generic point z of µ in ∆. Then z

ε-shadows some δ-pseudo-orbit Cθ with θ ∈ Σrl−2 . Then for any t ∈ N, there exist nonnegative integers

qi, 1 ≤ i ≤ m such that

ρ

(
Eln(f

tln(z)),

∑m
i=1 qiνi∑m
i=1 qi

)
<

3

4
ζ

by (2. 8). So µ ∈ B(K, 34ζ). By the ergodic decomposition Theorem, M(f,Λ) ⊆ B(K, ζ) ⊆ B(K, ζ0). As

a result, Λ ( X . For otherwise, dH(K,M(f,Λ)) = dH(K,M(f,X)) > ζ, a contradiction.

(4) Note thet for any θ in Σrl−2

i
or Σrl−2 , one has ωmnl = x0 for any integer m where Cθ =

. . . ω−2ω−1ω0ω1ω2 . . . . Then for any z in ∆i or ∆,

d(fmnl(z), x) ≤ d(fmnl(z), x0) + d(x0, x) < ε+
δ

2
< 2ε < ε0.

So for any z in Λi or Λ one has f j+mnl(z) ∈ B(x, ε) for some 0 ≤ j ≤ nl − 1 and any m ∈ Z.

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

Φ = (ϕn)n∈N
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

−C + ϕn + ϕm ◦ fn
6 ϕn+m 6 C + ϕn + ϕm ◦ fn.

We denote by A(f,X) the family of almost additive sequences of continuous functions. From [5, Propo-

sition 3] the limit lim
n→∞

1
n

∫
ϕndµ exists for any Φ = (ϕn)n∈N

∈ A(f,X) and any µ ∈ M(f,X), and the

function,

M(f,X) ∋ µ 7→ lim
n→∞

1

n

∫
ϕndµ, (3. 10)

is continuous with the weak* topology in M(f,X).

Let d ∈ N and take (A,B) ∈ A(f,X)d ×A(f,X)d. We write

A =
(
Φ1, . . . ,Φd

)
and B =

(
Ψ1, . . . ,Ψd

)
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and also Φi =
(
ϕi
n

)
n∈N

and Ψi =
(
ψi
n

)
n∈N

. We assume that

lim inf
m→∞

ψi
m(x)

m
> 0 and ψi

n(x) > 0 (3. 11)

for every i = 1, . . . , d, x ∈ X , and n ∈ N. Given a = (a1, . . . , ad) ∈ Rd we define:

RA,B(a) =

d⋂

i=1

{
x ∈ X : lim

n→∞

ϕi
n(x)

ψi
n(x)

= ai

}
.

We also consider the function PA,B :M(f,X) → R defined by:

PA,B(µ) =




lim
n→∞

1
n

∫
ϕ1
ndµ

lim
n→∞

1
n

∫
ψ1
ndµ

, . . . ,
lim
n→∞

1
n

∫
ϕd
ndµ

lim
n→∞

1
n

∫
ψd
ndµ



 = lim
n→∞

(∫
ϕ1
ndµ∫
ψ1
ndµ

, . . . ,

∫
ϕd
ndµ∫
ψd
ndµ

)
. (3. 12)

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

LA,B = {PA,B(µ) : µ ∈M(f,X)}.

For any a ∈ LA,B, define

MA,B(a) = {µ ∈M(f,X) : PA,B(µ) = a}, M erg
A,B(a) = {µ ∈Merg(f,X) : PA,B(µ) = a}.

Then MA,B(a) is closed in M(f,X) since the function PA,B is continuous.

Let α : M(f,X) → R be a continuous function. We define the pressure of α with respect to µ by

P (f, α, µ) = hµ(f) + α(µ). Let E(f,X) ⊆ 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)d × A(f,X)d such that B satisfies (3. 11). Let α : M(f,X) → R be

a continuous function. Assume that the following holds: for any K = cov{µi}mi=1 ⊆ M(f,X), and any

η, ζ > 0, there exist compact invariant subsets Λi ⊆ Λ ( X such that for each i ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,m}

(1) htop(f,Λi) > hµi
(f)− η.

(2) dH(K,M(f,Λ)) < ζ, dH(µi,M(f,Λi)) < ζ.

(3) span
{
Φ1|Λ,Ψ1|Λ, · · · ,Φd|Λ,Ψd|Λ

}
⊆ E(f |Λ,Λ).

Then for any a ∈ Int(LA,B), any µ0 ∈ MA,B(a) and any η, ζ > 0, there is ν ∈ M erg
A,B(a) such that

ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ and |P (f, α, ν)− P (f, α, µ0)| < η.

Example 3.1. The function α : M(f,X) → R can be defined as following:

(1) α ≡ 0. Then P (f, α, µ) = hµ(f) is the metric entropy of µ.

(2) α(µ) =
∫
ϕdµ with a continuous function ϕ. Then from the weak∗-topology onM(X), α :M(f,X) →

R is a continuous function. P (f, ϕ, µ) = hµ(f) + α(µ) is the pressure of ϕ with respect to µ.

(3) α(µ) = lim
n→∞

1
n

∫
ϕndµ with an almost additive sequences of continuous functions Φ = (ϕn)n∈N

.

Then α :M(f,X) → R is a continuous function from (3. 10). P (f,Φ, µ) = hµ(f) + lim
n→∞

1
n

∫
ϕndµ

is the pressure of Φ with respect to µ. Readers can refer to [4, 31] for thermodynamic formalism of

almost additive sequences.
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Remark 3.2. Another type of additivity assumption was introduced by Feng and Huang[19]: a sequence

of continuous functions (ϕn)n∈N
is said to be asymptotically additive if for each ε > 0, there exists a

continuous function ϕ : X → R such that

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
sup
x∈X

|ϕn(x)− Snϕ(x)| ≤ ε,

where Snf(x) =
∑n−1

i=0 ϕ(f
i(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 > r} and

r− = {s ∈ R : s < r}. For any d ∈ N, r = (r1, . . . , rd) ∈ Rd and ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξd) ∈ {+,−}d, we define

rξ = {s = (s1, . . . , sd) ∈ Rd : si ∈ rξii for i = 1, 2, · · · , d}.

We denote F d = {
(

p1

q1
, . . . , pd

qd

)
: pi, qi ∈ R and qi > 0 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d}. It is easy to check that

Lemma 3.3. Let bi =
pi

qi
∈ F 1 for i = 1, 2.

(1) If b1 = b2, then
θp1+(1−θ)p2

θq1+(1−θ)q2 = b1 = b2 for any θ ∈ [0, 1].

(2) If b1 6= b2, then
θp1+(1−θ)p2

θq1+(1−θ)q2 is strictly monotonic on θ ∈ [0, 1].

Lemma 3.4. Let d ∈ N and a =
(

p1

q1
, . . . , pd

qd

)
∈ F d. If {bξ =

(
p
ξ
1

q
ξ
1

, . . . ,
p
ξ

d

q
ξ

d

)
}ξ∈{+,−}d ⊆ F d are 2d

numbers satisfies bξ ∈ aξ for any ξ ∈ {+,−}d, then there are 2d numbers {θξ}ξ∈{+,−}d ⊆ [0, 1] such that∑
ξ∈{+,−}d θξ = 1 and

∑
ξ∈{+,−}d θξp

ξ
i∑

ξ∈{+,−}d θξq
ξ
i

=
pi
qi

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d.

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, . . . , ak+1) ∈ Rk+1, and {bξ}ξ∈{+,−}k+1 is

2k+1 numbers satisfies bξ ∈ aξ for any ξ ∈ {+,−}k+1. Then for the 2k numbers {bξ}ξk+1=+, there is 2k

numbers {τξ}ξk+1=+ ⊆ [0, 1] such that
∑

ξk+1=+ τ
ξ = 1 and

∑
ξk+1=+ τξp

ξ
i∑

ξk+1=+ τξq
ξ
i

=
pi
qi

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. (3. 13)

Since
p
ξ
k+1

q
ξ
k+1

>
pk+1

qk+1
for any ξ ∈ {+,−}k+1 with ξk+1 = +, then we have

∑
ξk+1=+ τξp

ξ
k+1∑

ξk+1=+ τξq
ξ
k+1

>
pk+1

qk+1
. (3. 14)

Similarly, the 2k numbers {bξ}ξk+1=−, there is 2
k numbers {τξ}ξk+1=− ⊆ [0, 1] such that

∑
ξk+1=− τ

ξ = 1

and ∑
ξk+1=− τξp

ξ
i∑

ξk+1=− τξq
ξ
i

=
pi
qi

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. (3. 15)
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Since
p
ξ
k+1

q
ξ

k+1

< pk+1

qk+1
for any ξ ∈ {+,−}k+1 with ξk+1 = −, then we have

∑
ξk+1=− τξp

ξ
k+1∑

ξk+1=− τξq
ξ
k+1

<
pk+1

qk+1
. (3. 16)

By (3. 14), (3. 16) and Lemma 3.3(2) there is τk+1 ∈ (0, 1) such that

τk+1

∑
ξk+1=+ τξp

ξ
k+1 + (1− τk+1)

∑
ξk+1=− τξp

ξ
k+1

τk+1

∑
ξk+1=+ τξq

ξ
k+1 + (1− τk+1)

∑
ξk+1=− τξq

ξ
k+1

=
pk+1

qk+1
.

By (3. 13), (3. 15) and Lemma 3.3(1), we have

τk+1

∑
ξk+1=+ τξp

ξ
i + (1− τk+1)

∑
ξk+1=− τξp

ξ
i

τk+1

∑
ξk+1=+ τξq

ξ
i + (1− τk+1)

∑
ξk+1=− τξq

ξ
i

=
pi
qi

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k..

Let

θξ =

{
τk+1τξ, for ξk+1 = +

(1 − τk+1)τξ, for ξk+1 = −.

Then we have
∑

ξ∈{+,−}k+1 θξ = 1 and

∑
ξ∈{+,−}k+1 θξp

ξ
i∑

ξ∈{+,−}k+1 θξq
ξ
i

=
pi
qi

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1.

So we complete the proof of Lemma 3.4.

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)d × A(f,X)d

such that B satisfies (3. 11). Then for any a ∈ Int(LA,B), and 2d invariant measures {µξ}ξ∈{+,−}d with

PA,B (µξ) ∈ aξ for any ξ ∈ {+,−}d,

there are 2d numbers {θξ}ξ∈{+,−}d ⊆ [0, 1] such that
∑

ξ∈{+,−}d θξ = 1 and PA,B

(∑
ξ∈{+,−}d θξµξ

)
= a.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose (X, f) is a dynamical system. Let d ∈ N and (A,B) ∈ A(f,X)d ×A(f,X)d such

that B satisfies (3. 11). Then for any a ∈ Int(LA,B), any µ ∈ MA,B(a) and any η, ζ > 0, there exist 2d

invariant measures {µξ}ξ∈{+,−}d such that

PA,B (µξ) ∈ aξ, hµξ
(f) > hµ(f)− η and ρ(µξ, µ) < ζ for any ξ ∈ {+,−}d.

Proof. By a ∈ Int(LA,B) there is νξ ∈M(f,X) such that PA,B (νξ) ∈ aξ for any ξ ∈ {+,−}d. Then there

is τξ ∈ (0, 1) close to 1 such that µξ = τξµ+ (1− τξ)νξ satisfies

hµξ
(f) > hµ(f)− η and ρ(µξ, µ) < ζ for any ξ ∈ {+,−}d.

And we have PA,B (µξ) ∈ aξ by τξ > 0 and Lemma 3.3(2).

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)d × A(f,X)d such that span
{
Φ1,Ψ1, · · · ,Φd,Ψd

}
⊆

E(f,X) and B satisfies (3. 11). If a 6∈ LA,B, then RA,B(a) = ∅. Otherwise, if a ∈ Int(LA,B), then

RA,B(a) 6= ∅, and the following properties hold:

(1) htop(f,RA,B(a)) satisfies the variational principle:

htop(f,RA,B(a)) = max {hµ(f) : µ ∈M(f,X) and PA,B(µ) = a} .

(2) There is an ergodic measure µa ∈M(f,X) with PA,B (µa) = a, µa (RA,B(a)) = 1, and

htop(f,RA,B(a)) = hµa
(f).
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3.2 Proof of Theorem B

Fix a ∈ Int(LA,B), µ0 ∈ MA,B(a) and η, ζ > 0. Since the metric entropy is upper semi-continuous and

α :M(f,X) → R is continuous, there is 0 < ζ′ < ζ such that

hω(f) < hµ0
(f) +

η

2
and |α(ω) − α(µ0)| <

η

2
. (3. 17)

for any ω ∈ M(f,X) with ρ(µ0, ω) < ζ′. By Lemma 3.6 there exist 2d invariant measures {µξ}ξ∈{+,−}d

such that

PA,B (µξ) ∈ aξ, hµξ
(f) > hµ0

(f)−
η

6
and ρ(µξ, µ0) <

ζ′

2
for any ξ ∈ {+,−}d. (3. 18)

Since the function PA,B is continuous, there is 0 < ζ′′ < ζ′ such that such that

PA,B (ωξ) ∈ aξ (3. 19)

for any ωξ ∈ M(f,X) with ρ(ωξ, µξ) < ζ′′. For the 2d invariant measures {µξ}ξ∈{+,−}d , there exist

compact invariant subsets Λξ ⊆ Λ ( X such that for each ξ ∈ {+,−}d

(1) htop(f,Λξ) > hµξ
(f)− η

6 .

(2) dH(cov{µξ}ξ∈{+,−}d ,M(f,Λ)) < ζ′′

2 , dH(µξ,M(f,Λξ)) <
ζ′′

2 .

(3) span
{
Φ1|Λ,Ψ1|Λ, · · · ,Φd|Λ,Ψd|Λ

}
⊆ E(f |Λ,Λ).

By item(1) and the variational principle of the topological entropy, there are νξ ∈M(f,Λξ) such that

hνξ(f) > htop(f,Λξ)−
η

6
> hµξ

(f)−
2η

6
> hµ0

(f)−
η

2
.

Then by item(2) and (3. 19), we have PA,B (νξ) ∈ aξ. By Corollary 3.5 there is 2d numbers {θξ}ξ∈{+,−}d ⊆

[0, 1] such that
∑

ξ∈{+,−}d θξ = 1 and PA,B (ν′) = a where ν′ =
∑

ξ∈{+,−}d θξνξ. Then on one hand we

have

sup {hµ(f) : µ ∈M(f,Λ) and PA,B(µ) = a}

≥hν′(f) ≥ min{hνξ(f) : ξ ∈ {+,−}d}

>hµ0
(f)−

η

2
.

(3. 20)

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

sup {hµ(f) : µ ∈M(f,Λ) and PA,B(µ) = a} < hµ0
(f) +

η

2
. (3. 21)

Now by item(3) and Theorem 3.7, there is an ergodic measure ν ∈M(f,Λ) with PA,B (ν) = a, and

hν(f) = htop(f,RA,B(a)) = max {hµ(f) : µ ∈M(f,Λ) and PA,B(µ) = a} .

Then ν ∈M erg
A,B(a) and by (3. 20), (3. 21) we have |hν(f)−hµ0

(f)| < η
2 . By item(2) and (3. 18) we have

ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ′ < ζ. Finally, by (3. 17) we have |α(ν)− α(µ0)| <
η
2 , and thus |P (f, α, ν)− P (f, α, µ0)| < η.

So we complete the proof of Theorem B.

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)d × A(f,X)d such that B satisfies (3. 11). Let α : M(f,X) → R be a

continuous function. Recall that the pressure of α with respect to µ is P (f, α, µ) = hµ(f) + α(µ). For

any a ∈ LA,B, denote

HA,B(f, α, a) = sup{P (f, α, µ) : µ ∈MA,B(a)}.
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In particular, when α ≡ 0, we write

HA,B(f, a) = HA,B(f, 0, a) = sup{hµ(f) : µ ∈MA,B(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, {µ ∈ M(f,X) : hµ(f) = 0} is dense in

M(f,X), and α satisfies that for any µ1, µ2 ∈M(f,X) with α(µ1) 6= α(µ2)

β(θ) := α(θµ1 + (1 − θ)µ2) is strictly monotonic on [0, 1], (4. 22)

and for any µ1, µ2 ∈M(f,X) with α(µ1) = α(µ2)

β(θ) := α(θµ1 + (1− θ)µ2) is constant on on [0, 1]. (4. 23)

Then we have

(II) For any a ∈ Int(LA,B), any µ0 ∈ MA,B(a), any maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ c ≤ P (f, α, µ0) and any

η, ζ > 0, there is ν ∈M erg
A,B(a) such that ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ and |P (f, α, ν)− c| < η.

(III) For any a ∈ Int(LA,B) and maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ c < HA,B(f, α, a), the set {µ ∈ M erg
A,B(a) :

P (f, α, µ) = c} is residual in {µ ∈ MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}. If further there is an invariant

measure with full support, then for any a ∈ Int(LA,B) and maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ c < HA,B(f, α, a),

the set {µ ∈M erg
A,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) = c, Sµ = X} is residual in {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}.

(IV) {(PA,B(µ), P (f, α, µ)) : µ ∈M(f,X), a = PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(LA,B), maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ P (f, α, µ) <

HA,B(f, α, a)} coincides with {(PA,B(µ), P (f, α, µ)) : µ ∈Merg(f,X), a = PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(LA,B),

maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ P (f, α, µ) < HA,B(f, α, a)}. If further span
{
Φ1,Ψ1, · · · ,Φd,Ψd

}
⊆ E(f,X)

and α ≡ 0, then {(PA,B(µ), hµ(f)) : µ ∈ M(f,X), PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(LA,B)} = {(PA,B(µ), hµ(f)) :

µ ∈Merg(f,X), PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(LA,B)}.

Example 4.1. The function α : M(f,X) → R can be defined as

(1) α ≡ 0.

(2) α(µ) =
∫
ϕdµ with a continuous function ϕ.

(3) α(µ) = lim
n→∞

1
n

∫
ϕndµ with an almost additive sequences of continuous functions Φ = (ϕn)n∈N

.

Then α : M(f,X) → R is a continuous function from Example 3.1. Furthermore, α 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 µV ∈ V with SµV
= X, then {µ ∈ V : Sµ = X} is residual in V.

Proof. Since {µ ∈M(f,X) : Sµ = X} is either empty or residual inM(f,X) from [16, Proposition 21.11].

So if there is an invariant measure µV ∈ V with SµV
= X, then {µ ∈ M(f,X) : Sµ = X} is residual in

M(f,X). Thus {µ ∈ V : Sµ = X} is a Gδ subset of V. In addition, for any ν ∈ V and θ ∈ (0, 1), we have

νθ = θν + (1 − θ)µV ∈ V and Sνθ = X. So {µ ∈ V : Sµ = X} is dense in V.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose (X, f) is a dynamical system. Let d ∈ N and (A,B) ∈ A(f,X)d ×A(f,X)d such

that B satisfies (3. 11). If α :M(f,X) → R is a continuous function satisfying (4. 22) and (4. 23), then

for any a ∈ Int(LA,B) and any maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ c < HA,B(f, α, a), the following properties hold:
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(1) If {µ ∈ M erg
A,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c} is dense in {µ ∈ MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}, then {µ ∈ M erg

A,B(a) :

P (f, α, µ) ≥ c} is residual in {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}.

(2) If there is an invariant measure with full support, then {µ ∈ MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c, Sµ = X} is

residual in {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}.

(3) If {µ ∈ M(f,X) : hµ(f) = 0} is dense in M(f,X), then {µ ∈ MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) = c} is dense

in {µ ∈ MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}. If further entropy function is upper semi-continuous, then

{µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) = c} is residual in {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}.

Proof. (1) From [16, Proposition 5.7], Merg(f,X) is a Gδ subset of M(f,X). Then {µ ∈ M erg
A,B(a) :

P (f, α, µ) ≥ c} is a Gδ subset of {µ ∈ MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}. If {µ ∈ M erg
A,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}

is dense in {µ ∈ MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}, then {µ ∈ M erg
A,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c} is residual in {µ ∈

MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}.

(2) Since {µ ∈ M(f,X) : Sµ = 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 {µ ∈ M(f,X) : Sµ = X} is residual

in M(f,X). Now we show that {µ ∈ MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c, Sµ = X} is non-empty. By Lemma 3.6

there exist 2d invariant measures {µξ}ξ∈{+,−}d such that

PA,B (µξ) ∈ aξ for any ξ ∈ {+,−}d.

Since {µ ∈ M(f,X) : Sµ = X} is dense in M(f,X) and the function PA,B is continuous, then there

exists ωξ ∈M(f,X) close to µξ such that

PA,B (ωξ) ∈ aξ, Sωξ
= X for any ξ ∈ {+,−}d.

By Corollary 3.5 there is 2d numbers {θξ}ξ∈{+,−}d ⊆ [0, 1] such that
∑

ξ∈{+,−}d θξ = 1 and PA,B (ω) = a

where ω =
∑

ξ∈{+,−}d θξµω. Then Sω = X. Since c < HA,B(f, α, a), there is ν ∈ MA,B(a) such that

P (f, α, ν) > c. By (4. 22) we can choose θ ∈ (0, 1) close to 1 such that µ̃ = θν + (1 − θ)ω satisfies

P (f, α, µ̃) > c. Then µ̃ ∈ {µ ∈ MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c, Sµ = X}. Note that {µ ∈ MA,B(a) :

P (f, α, µ) ≥ 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 µ0 ∈MA,B(a) with P (f, α, µ0) ≥ c and ζ > 0. By Lemma 3.6 there exist 2d invariant measures

{µξ}ξ∈{+,−}d such that

PA,B (µξ) ∈ aξ and ρ(µξ, µ0) <
ζ

2
for any ξ ∈ {+,−}d. (4. 24)

Since {µ ∈ M(f,X) : hµ(f) = 0} is dense in M(f,X) and the function PA,B is continuous, then there

exist νξ ∈M(f,X) close to µξ such that

PA,B (νξ) ∈ aξ, hνξ(f) = 0 and ρ(νξ, µξ) <
ζ

2
for each ξ ∈ {+,−}d. (4. 25)

By Corollary 3.5 there are 2d numbers {θξ}ξ∈{+,−}d ⊆ [0, 1] such that
∑

ξ∈{+,−}d θξ = 1 and PA,B (ν′) = a

where ν′ =
∑

ξ∈{+,−}d θξνξ. Then by (4. 25) hν′(f) = 0. By (4. 24) and (4. 25) we have ρ(ν′, µ0) < ζ.

Now by (4. 22) we choose θ ∈ [0, 1] such that ν = θµ0+(1−θ)ν′ satisfies P (f, α, ν) = c. Then by Lemma

3.3(1)

PA,B(ν) = a and ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ. (4. 26)

So {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) = c} is dense in {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}. If further entropy function

is upper semi-continuous, {µ ∈M(f,X) : P (f, α, µ) ∈ [c, c+ 1
n
)} is open in {µ ∈M(f,X) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}

for any n ∈ N+. Then

{µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ∈ [c, c+
1

n
)} is open and dense in {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c},

and thus {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) = c} is residual in {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}.
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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)d × A(f,X)d such

that B satisfies (3. 11), and α : M(f,X) → R be a continuous function satisfying (4. 22) and (4. 23).

Assume that for any a ∈ Int(LA,B), any µ0 ∈MA,B(a) and any η, ζ > 0, there is ν ∈M erg
A,B(a) such that

ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ and |P (f, α, ν) − P (f, α, µ0)| < η. If {µ ∈ M(f,X) : hµ(f) = 0} is dense in M(f,X), then

we have

(1) For any a ∈ Int(LA,B), any µ0 ∈ MA,B(a), any maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ c ≤ P (f, α, µ0) and any

η, ζ > 0, there is ν ∈M erg
A,B(a) such that ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ and |P (f, α, ν)− c| < η.

If further entropy function is upper semi-continuous, then

(2) For any a ∈ Int(LA,B) and maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ c < HA,B(f, α, a), the set {µ ∈ M erg
A,B(a) :

P (f, α, µ) = c} is residual in {µ ∈ MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}. If further there is an invariant

measure with full support, then for any a ∈ Int(LA,B) and maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ c < HA,B(f, α, a),

the set {µ ∈M erg
A,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) = c, Sµ = X} is residual in {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}.

(3) {(PA,B(µ), P (f, α, µ)) : µ ∈M(f,X), a = PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(LA,B), maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ P (f, α, µ) <

HA,B(f, α, a)} coincides with {(PA,B(µ), P (f, α, µ)) : µ ∈Merg(f,X), a = PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(LA,B),

maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ P (f, α, µ) < HA,B(f, α, a)}.

(4) If further span
{
Φ1,Ψ1, · · · ,Φd,Ψd

}
⊆ E(f,X) and α ≡ 0, then we have {(PA,B(µ), hµ(f)) : µ ∈

M(f,X), PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(LA,B)} = {(PA,B(µ), hµ(f)) : µ ∈Merg(f,X), PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(LA,B)}.

Proof. (1) Fix a ∈ Int(LA,B), µ0 ∈ MA,B(a), maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ c ≤ P (f, α, µ0) and η, ζ > 0.

By Lemma 4.3(3), there exists ν′ ∈ MA,B(a) such that P (f, α, ν′) = c and ρ(ν′, µ0) <
ζ
2 . For the

a ∈ Int(LA,B), ν
′ ∈MA,B(a) and η,

ζ
2 > 0, there is ν ∈M erg

A,B(a) such that ρ(ν, ν′) < ζ
2 and |P (f, α, ν)−

P (f, α, ν′)| < η. Then we complete the proof of item(1).

(2) Fix a ∈ Int(LA,B) and maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ c < HA,B(f, α, a). First we show that

{µ ∈M erg
A,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c} is dense in {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}. (4. 27)

Let µ0 ∈MA,B(a) be an invariant measure with P (f, α, µ0) ≥ c and ζ > 0. If P (f, α, µ0) > c, then there is

η > 0 such that c < c+η < P (f, α, µ0). For the a ∈ Int(LA,B), µ0 ∈MA,B(a) and η, ζ > 0, there exists an

ergodic measure ν ∈M erg
A,B(a) such that ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ and |P (f, α, ν)−P (f, α, µ0)| < η. If P (f, α, µ0) = c,

then we can pick an invariant measure µ′ ∈MA,B(a) such that c < P (f, α, µ′) ≤ HA,B(f, α, a), and next

pick a sufficiently small number θ ∈ (0, 1) such that ρ (µ0, µ
′′) < ζ/2, where µ′′ = (1 − θ)µ0 + θµ′. By

(4. 22) we have P (f, α, µ′′) > c. By the same argument, there exists an ergodic measure ν ∈ M erg
A,B(a)

such that ρ(ν, µ′′) < ζ/2 and P (f, α, ν) > c. So ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ.

By (4. 27) and Lemma 4.3(1),

{µ ∈M erg
A,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c} is residual in {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c} (4. 28)

By Lemma 4.3(3)

{µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) = c} is residual in {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}. (4. 29)

If there is an invariant measure with full support, then by Lemma 4.3(2) we have

{µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c, Sµ = X} is residual in {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c} (4. 30)

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

(3) Fix a ∈ Int(LA,B) and µ0 ∈ MA,B(a) with maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ P (f, α, µ0) < HA,B(f, α, a).

Then by item(2) {µ ∈ M erg
A,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) = P (f, α, µ0)} is residual in {µ ∈ MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥

P (f, α, µ0)}. In particular, there is µa ∈M erg
A,B(a) such that P (f, α, µa) = P (f, α, µ0).
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(4) Fix a ∈ Int(LA,B) and µ0 ∈ MA,B(a). If hµ0
(f) = sup {hµ(f) : µ ∈MA,B(a)} , then by Theorem

3.7, there is an ergodic measure µa ∈MA,B(a) such that

hµa
(f) = htop(f,RA,B(a)) = hµ0

(f).

If hµ0
(f) < sup {hµ(f) : µ ∈MA,B(a)} , then by item(2) {µ ∈ M erg

A,B(a) : hµ(f) = hµ0
(f)} is residual in

{µ ∈MA,B(a) : hµ(f) ≥ hµ0
(f)}. In particular, there is µa ∈M erg

A,B(a) such that hµa
(f) = hµ0

(f). So we

complete the proof of item(4).

Proof of Theorem C: Note that the conditions of Theorem B is contained in Theorem C. Then for

any a ∈ Int(LA,B), any µ0 ∈MA,B(a) and any η, ζ > 0, there is ν ∈M erg
A,B(a) such that ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ and

|P (f, α, ν) − P (f, α, µ0)| < η. So we obtain Theorem C by Lemma 4.4.

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 Wn(U) the collection of n-tuples

U = (U1 · · ·Un) with U1, . . . , Un ∈ U . For each U ∈ Wn(U) we write m(U) = n, and we define the open

set

X(U) =
{
x ∈ X : fk−1x ∈ Uk for k = 1, . . . ,m(U)

}
.

We say that a collection Γ ⊂
⋃

n∈N
Wn(U) covers the set X if

⋃
U∈ΓX(U) ⊃ X . Now let Φ = (ϕn)n be

a sequence of continuous functions ϕn : X → R. We define the number

γn(Φ,U) = sup {|ϕn(x)− ϕn(y)| : x, y ∈ X(U) with U ∈ Wn(U)}

We assume that

lim
diamU→0

lim sup
n→∞

1

n
γn(Φ,U) = 0.

For each n-tuple U ∈ Wn(U) we write ϕ(U) = supX(U) ϕn when X(U) 6= ∅, and ϕ(U) = −∞ otherwise.

We also define

M(α,Φ,U) = lim
n→∞

inf
Γ

∑

U∈Γ

exp(−αm(U) + ϕ(U)) (5. 31)

where the infimum is taken over all collections Γ ⊂
⋃

k≥n Wk(U) covering X . One can show that the

quantity in (5. 31) jumps from +∞ to 0 at a unique value of α, and thus we can define

P (Φ,U) = inf{α :M(α,Φ,U) = 0}.

Moreover, the limit

P (Φ) = lim
diamU→0

P (Φ,U)

exists (see [3] for details). The number P (Φ) is called the nonadditive topological pressure of the sequence

of functions Φ (with respect to f on X).

Let Φ = (ϕn)n∈N
be an almost additive sequence of continuous functions. A measure µ ∈M(f,X) is

said to be an equilibrium measure associated with Φ if

P (Φ) = hµ(f) + lim
n→∞

1

n

∫
ϕndµ.

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

bounded variation if there exists ε > 0 for which supn∈N γn(Φ, ε) <∞ with

γn(Φ, ε) = sup
{
|ϕn(x) − ϕn(y)| : d

(
fk(x), fk(y)

)
< ε for k = 0, . . . , n

}
.
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Lemma 5.1. [4, Page 294] Suppose that (X, f) is an expansive dynamical system satisfying specification

property. Let Φ be an almost additive sequence of continuous functions with bounded variation. Then

there is a unique equilibrium measure µΦ for Φ.

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 mixing. Let Φ be an almost additive

sequence of continuous functions with bounded variation. Then there is a unique equilibrium measure µΦ

for Φ.

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 Φ be an almost additive

sequence of continuous functions with bounded variation. Then there is a unique equilibrium measure µΦ

for Φ.

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

admits a decomposition

X =
m−1⊔

i=0

f i(D)

where m > 0 is a positive integer, such that f i(D), 0 ≤ i ≤ m− 1, are closed fm-invariant subsets of X ,

f i(D) ∩ f j(D) = ∅ for any 0 ≤ i < j ≤ m− 1, and

fm|fi(D) : f
i(D) → f i(D)

is mixing for every 0 ≤ i ≤ 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, fk). So (D, fm|D) has the shadowing property.

Since (X, f) is expansive, from the uniform continuity of f, · · · , fm−1, (D, fm|D) is also expansive. So

(D, fm|D) is topologically Anosov and mixing.

For any µ ∈M(X), define σ(µ) ∈M(D) by:

σ(µ)(A) = µ(A ∪ f(A) ∪ · · · ∪ fm−1(A)),

where A ia a Borel set of D. By [16, Proposition 23.17], σ is a homeomorphism from M(f,X) onto

M(fm, D) and

σ−1(ν) =
1

m
(ν + f∗ν + · · ·+ fm−1

∗ ν) ∈M(f,X)

for any ν ∈M(fm, D) where f∗ν(B) = ν(f−1(B)) for any Borel set B. Note that

hσ(µ)(f
m) = mhµ(f)

and

lim
n→∞

1

n

∫ m−1∑

i=0

ϕn ◦ f idσ(µ) = m lim
n→∞

1

n

∫
ϕndµ.

Thus maximizing

hσ(µ)(f
m) + lim

n→∞

1

n

∫ m−1∑

i=0

ϕn ◦ f idσ(µ)

is equivalent to maximizing

hµ(f) + lim
n→∞

1

n

∫
ϕndµ.

For Φ = (ϕn)n∈N
, define Ψ =

(∑m−1
i=0 ϕn ◦ f i

)

n∈N

. From the uniform continuity of f, · · · , fm−1,

if Φ is an almost additive sequence of continuous functions with bounded variation, then so does Ψ.

Since (D, fm|D) is topologically Anosov and mixing, there is a unique equilibrium measure νΨ for Ψ by

Corollary 5.2. So σ−1(νΨ) is the unique equilibrium measure for Φ.
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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 ϕ, let ϕn = ϕ+ ϕ ◦ f + · · ·+ ϕ ◦ fn−1 then {ϕn}n∈N is a additive sequence of

contiunous functions and has bounded variation if ϕ has bounded variation. So let α ≡ 0 and d = 1 in

Theorem D, we obtain Theorem A.

Theorem D. Suppose that (X, f) topologically Anosov and transitive. Let d ∈ N and (A,B) ∈ A(f,X)d×

A(f,X)d such that B satisfies (3. 11) and Φi,Ψi has bounded variation for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Let α :

M(f,X) → R be a continuous function satisfying (4. 22) and (4. 23). Then:

(I) For any a ∈ Int(LA,B), any µ0 ∈ MA,B(a) and any η, ζ > 0, there is ν ∈ M erg
A,B(a) such that

ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ and |P (f, α, ν) − P (f, α, µ0)| < η.

(II) For any a ∈ Int(LA,B), any µ0 ∈ MA,B(a), any maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ c ≤ P (f, α, µ0) and any

η, ζ > 0, there is ν ∈M erg
A,B(a) such that ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ and |P (f, α, ν)− c| < η.

(III) For any a ∈ Int(LA,B) and maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ c < HA,B(f, α, a), {µ ∈ M erg
A,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) =

c, Sµ = X} is residual in {µ ∈MA,B(a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}.

(IV) {(PA,B(µ), P (f, α, µ)) : µ ∈M(f,X), a = PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(LA,B), maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ P (f, α, µ) <

HA,B(f, α, a)} coincides with {(PA,B(µ), P (f, α, µ)) : µ ∈Merg(f,X), a = PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(LA,B),

maxµ∈MA,B(a) α(µ) ≤ P (f, α, µ) < HA,B(f, α, a)}. If further α = 0, then {(PA,B(µ), hµ(f)) : µ ∈

M(f,X), PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(LA,B)} = {(PA,B(µ), hµ(f)) : µ ∈Merg(f,X), PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(LA,B)}.

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

8.2]. Since Φi,Ψi has bounded variation for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d, then every sequence in span
{
Φ1,Ψ1, · · · ,Φd,Ψd

}

has bounded variation. Thus by Theorem 5.3 we have span
{
Φ1,Ψ1, · · · ,Φd,Ψd

}
⊆ E(f,X), and

span
{
Φ1|Λ,Ψ1|Λ, · · · ,Φd|Λ,Ψd|Λ

}
⊆ E(f |Λ,Λ) if (Λ, f |Λ) is transitive and topologically Anosov. Then

we complete the proof by Theorem 2.6, Theorem B, Theorem C and Corollary 2.11.

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 =
⋃

x∈M TxM is the tangent

bundle of M and dfx : TxM → Tf(x)M . A closed subset Λ ⊂ M is hyperbolic if f(Λ) = Λ and each

tangent space TxM with x ∈ Λ can be written as a direct sum TxM = Eu
x ⊕ Es

x of subspaces so that

1. Df(Es
x) = Es

f(x), Df(E
u
x ) = Eu

f(x);

2. there exist constants c > 0 and λ ∈ (0, 1) so that

‖Dfn(v)‖ ≤ cλn‖v‖ when v ∈ Es
x, n ≥ 1, and ‖Df−n(v)‖ ≤ cλn‖v‖ when v ∈ Eu

x , n ≥ 1.

A hyperbolic set Λ is said to be locally maximal for f if there exists a neighborhood U of Λ in M such

that Λ =
⋂+∞

n=−∞ fn(U). It’s known that a locally maximal hyperbolic set is expansive by [25, Corollary

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 maximal hyperbolic set. Let

d ∈ N and (A,B) ∈ A(f,X)d × A(f,X)d such that B satisfies (3. 11) and Φi,Ψi has bounded variation

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Let α : M(f,X) → R be a continuous function satisfying (4. 22) and (4. 23). Then

the results of Theorem D hold.

For a Hölder continuous function ϕ, let ϕn = ϕ + ϕ ◦ f + · · · + ϕ ◦ fn−1 then {ϕn}n∈N 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 maximal hyperbolic set. Let

ϕ be a Hölder 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 Σ =
∏∞

−∞ C, equipped with the product topology, and the shift

homeomorphism σ : Σ → Σ defined by (σ(w))n = wn+1, where w = (wn)
∞
−∞ . A metric on Σ is defined

by d(x, y) = 2−m if m is the largest natural number with xn = yn for any |n| < m, and d(x, y) = 1 if

x0 6= y0. If X is a closed subset of Σ with σX = X then σ|X : X → X is called a subshift. We usually

write this as σ : X → X. A subshift σ : 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 x = (xn)
∞
−∞ ∈ X if and only

if each block (xi, . . . , xi+N ) 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)d×A(f,X)d such that B satisfies (3. 11) and Φi,Ψi has bounded variation for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Let

α : 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 x, y ∈ Σ2, n ∈ Z+, and ε > 0. If d(σi(x), σi(y)) < ε for any 0 ≤ i ≤ n, then we have

d(σi(x), σi(y)) < ε · 2−min{i,n−i} for any 0 ≤ i ≤ n.

Proof. For the ε > 0, there is an integer i such that 1
2j+1 < ε ≤ 1

2j . Then for any 0 ≤ i ≤ n, by

d(σi(x), σi(y)) < ε, we have (σi(x))l = (σi(y))l for any −j ≤ l ≤ j. Thus we have xl = yl for any

−j ≤ l ≤ n+ j. This implies (σi(x))l = (σi(y))l for any −j − i ≤ l ≤ n+ j − i and any 0 ≤ i ≤ n. So

d(σi(x), σi(y)) ≤ 2−min{i+j,n+j−i}−1 = 2−j−1 · 2−min{i,n−i} < ε · 2−min{i,n−i}.

for any 0 ≤ i ≤ n.

Let ϕ a Hölder continuous function on Σ2 with constant K and exponent α. If x, y ∈ Σ2, n ∈ Z+, and

ε > 0 satisfy d(σi(x), σi(y)) < ε for any 0 ≤ i ≤ n, then we have
∣∣∣∣∣

n∑

k=0

ϕ(σk(x)) −
n∑

k=0

ϕ(σk(y))

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
n∑

k=0

∣∣ϕ(σk(x)) − ϕ(σk(y))
∣∣

≤
n∑

k=0

K(d(σk(x), σk(y)))α

≤
n∑

k=0

K(ε · 2−min{i,n−i})α

≤K(ε)α ·
1

1− 2−α
.

This implies that every Hölder continuous function on Σ2 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 ϕ be a Hölder

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 C1 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

q homoclinically related to p (the stable manifold of the orbit of q transversely meets the unstable one of

the orbit of p and vice versa).

Let X = H(p) be a homoclinic class. We denote Mhorse(H(p)) the set of measures which can be

approximated by horseshoes, that is, an invariant measure µ ∈ M(f,X) is in Mhorse(H(p)) if and only

if for any ε > 0, there is a f -invariant compact subset Λε ⊆ H(p) such that µε := µ|Λε
satisfies the

following three properties

(1) (Λε, f |Λε
) is a transitive locally maximal hyperbolic set which contains a hyperbolic saddles q homo-

clinically related to p.

(2) ρ(µ, µε) < ε.

(3) hµε
(f) > hµ(f)− ε.

We denote Mhorse
erg (H(p)) = Mhorse(H(p)) ∩Merg(f,X). Let d ∈ N and (A,B) ∈ A(f,X)d × A(f,X)d

such that B satisfies (3. 11). Denote

Lhorse
A,B = {PA,B(µ) : µ ∈Mhorse(H(p))}.

For any a ∈ Lhorse
A,B , define

Mhorse
A,B (a) = {µ ∈Mhorse(H(p)) : PA,B(µ) = a},

M erg,horse
A,B (a) = {µ ∈Mhorse

erg (H(p)) : PA,B(µ) = a}.

Let α : M(f,X) → R be a continuous function. We define the pressure of α with respect to µ by

P (f, α, µ) = hµ(f) + α(µ). For any a ∈ Lhorse
A,B , denote

Hhorse
A,B (f, α, a) = sup{P (f, α, µ) : µ ∈Mhorse

A,B (a)}.

In particular, when α ≡ 0, we write

Hhorse
A,B (f, a) = Hhorse

A,B (f, 0, a) = sup{hµ(f) : µ ∈Mhorse
A,B (a)}.

Theorem E. Let f be a C1 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)d × A(f,X)d such that B satisfies (3. 11) and Φi,Ψi has bounded variation

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Let α :M(f,X) → R be a continuous function satisfying (4. 22) and (4. 23). Then:

(I) For any a ∈ Int(Lhorse
A,B ), any µ0 ∈ Mhorse

A,B (a) and any η, ζ > 0, there is ν ∈ M erg,horse
A,B (a) such that

ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ and |P (f, α, ν) − P (f, α, µ0)| < η.

(II) For any a ∈ Int(Lhorse
A,B ), any µ0 ∈ Mhorse

A,B (a), any maxµ∈Mhorse
A,B

(a) α(µ) ≤ c ≤ P (f, α, µ0) and any

η, ζ > 0, there is ν ∈M erg,horse
A,B (a) such that ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ and |P (f, α, ν)− c| < η.

(III) For any a ∈ Int(Lhorse
A,B ) and maxµ∈Mhorse

A,B (a) α(µ) ≤ c < Hhorse
A,B (f, α, a), {µ ∈ M erg,horse

A,B (a) :

P (f, α, µ) = c} is residual in {µ ∈Mhorse
A,B (a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}.

(IV) {(PA,B(µ), P (f, α, µ)) : µ ∈ Mhorse(H(p)), a = PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(Lhorse
A,B ), maxµ∈Mhorse

A,B
(a) α(µ) ≤

P (f, α, µ) < Hhorse
A,B (f, α, a)} coincides with {(PA,B(µ), P (f, α, µ)) : µ ∈ Mhorse

erg (H(p)), a =

PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(Lhorse
A,B ),maxµ∈Mhorse

A,B
(a) α(µ) ≤ P (f, α, µ) < Hhorse

A,B (f, α, a)}.
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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 manifoldM , 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 C1+α diffeomorphism is contained in a non-trivial homoclinic class, then there is a hyperbolic periodic

point p such that M = Sm = 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 Diff1
RT (M). By the robustly tran-

sitive partially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms constructed by Mañé [30] and the robustly transitive nonpar-

tially hyperbolic diffeomorphisms constructed by Bonatti and Viana [10], we know that Diff1
RT (M) is a

non-empty open set in Diff1(M). Since any non-trivial isolated transitive set of C1 generic diffeomorphism

is a non-trivial homoclinic class [9], we have that

R1 = {f ∈ Diff1
RT (M) : there is a hyperbolic periodic point p such that M = H(p)}

is generic in Diff1
RT (M). Moreover, C1 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

R2 = {f ∈ R1 : the entropy function is upper semi-continuous}

is generic in Diff1
RT (M).

(iii) generic systems in the space of volume-preserving diffeomorphisms Diff1
vol(M). Let M be a compact

connected Riemannian manifold. Bonatti and Crovisier proved in [8, Theorem 1.3] that there exists a

residual C1-subset R1 of Diff1
vol(M) such that if f ∈ R1 then f is a transitive diffeomorphism. Moreover,

by its proof on page 79 and page 87 of [8], if f ∈ R1 then there is a hyperbolic periodic point p such

that M = H(p). Since the space of diffeomorphisms away from homoclinic tangencies Diff1(M) \HT is

open in Diff1(M), then R2 = R1 ∩ Diff1(M) \ HT is generic in Diff1
vol(M) \ HT. Moreover, every C1

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 ∈ R2 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 C1 diffeomorphism on a compact Riemannian manifold M, and H(p) be a

nontrival homoclinic class. Then the set Mhorse(H(p)) is convex.

Proof. Fix µ1, µ2 ∈Mhorse(H(p)) and θ ∈ [0, 1]. Then for any ε > 0 and i ∈ {1, 2}, there is a f -invariant

compact subset Λi
ε ⊆ H(p) such that µi

ε := µi|Λε
satisfies the following three properties

(1) (Λi
ε, f |Λi

ε
) is a transitive locally maximal hyperbolic set which contains a hyperbolic saddles qi ho-

moclinically related to p.

(2) ρ(µi, µ
i
ε) < ε.

(3) hµi
ε
(f) > hµi

(f)− ε.

Then q1 is homoclinically related to q2, since homoclinically related is an equivalence relation by [32,

Proposition 2.1]. This implies that there is a transitive locally maximal hyperbolic set Λε which contains

Λ1
ε and Λ2

ε (for example, see [33, Lemma 8]). Let µε = θµ1
ε + (1 − θ)µ2

ε. Then we have

ρ(θµ1 + (1− θ)µ2, µε) ≤ θρ(µ1, µ
1
ε) + (1− θ)ρ(µ2, µ

2
ε) < ε.
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and

hµε
(f) = θhµ1

ε
(f) + (1− θ)hµ2

ε
(f) > θhµ1

(f) + (1 − θ)hµ2
(f)− ε = hθµ1+(1−θ)µ2

(f)− ε.

Note that µε is supported on Λε. So θµ1+(1−θ)µ2 ∈Mhorse(H(p)) and thusMhorse(H(p)) is convex.

Theorem 6.7. Let f be a C1 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

Mhorse(H(p)), that is, for any K = cov{µi}mi=1 ⊆ Mhorse(H(p)), and any η, ζ > 0, there exist compact

invariant subsets Λi ⊆ Λ ( H(p) such that for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m

1. (Λi, f |Λi
) and (Λ, f |Λ) are transitive locally maximal hyperbolic sets.

2. htop(f,Λi) > hµi
(f)− η.

3. dH(K,M(f,Λ)) < ζ, dH(µi,M(f,Λi)) < ζ.

Proof. Fix K = cov{µi}mi=1 ⊆ Mhorse(H(p)), and any η, ζ > 0. Denote τ = 1
2 min{η, ζ}. Then for any

1 ≤ i ≤ m there is a f -invariant compact subset Λi
τ ⊆ H(p) such that µi

τ := µi|Λτ
satisfies the following

three properties

(1) (Λi
τ , f |Λi

τ
) is a transitive locally maximal hyperbolic set which contains a hyperbolic saddles qi

homoclinically related to p.

(2) ρ(µi, µ
i
τ ) < τ.

(3) hµi
τ
(f) > hµi

(f)− τ.

Then qi is homoclinically related to qj , since homoclinically related is an equivalence relation by [32,

Proposition 2.1]. This implies that there is a transitive locally maximal hyperbolic set Λτ which contains⋃m
i=1 Λ

i
τ . 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 (Λτ , f |Λτ
) has the ’multi-horseshoe’ entropy-dense

property by Theorem 2.6. Thus for the Kτ = cov{µi
τ}

m
i=1 ⊆ M(f,Λτ ), and τ > 0, there exist compact

invariant subsets Λi ⊆ Λ ( X such that for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m

1. (Λi, f |Λi
) and (Λ, f |Λ) conjugate to transitive subshifts of finite type.

2. htop(f,Λi) > hµi
τ
(f)− τ > hµi

(f)− 2τ > hµi
(f)− η.

3. dH(Kτ ,M(f,Λ)) < τ , dH(µi
τ ,M(f,Λi)) < τ .

From [1] any hyperbolic set conjugate to a subshift of finite type is a locally maximal. So (Λi, f |Λi
) and

(Λ, f |Λ) are transitive locally maximal hyperbolic sets. By item 3 we have

dH(K,M(f,Λ)) < dH(K,Kτ ) + dH(Kτ ,M(f,Λ)) < 2τ < ζ,

dH(µi,M(f,Λi)) < dH(µi, µ
i
τ ) + dH(µi

τ ,M(f,Λi)) < 2τ < ζ.

So we complete the proof.

If we replaceM(f,X) by Mhorse(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 Mhorse(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 C1 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)d × A(f,X)d such that B satisfies (3. 11). Assume that the following

holds: for any K = cov{µi}mi=1 ⊆Mhorse(H(p)), and any η, ζ > 0, there exist compact invariant subsets

Λi ⊆ Λ ( X such that for each i ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,m}
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(1) htop(f,Λi) > hµi
(f)− η.

(2) dH(K,M(f,Λ)) < ζ, dH(µi,M(f,Λi)) < ζ.

(3) span
{
Φ1|Λ,Ψ1|Λ, · · · ,Φd|Λ,Ψd|Λ

}
⊆ E(f |Λ,Λ).

Let α :M(f,X) → R be a continuous function. Then:

(I) For any a ∈ Int(Lhorse
A,B ), any µ0 ∈ Mhorse

A,B (a) and any η, ζ > 0, there is ν ∈ M erg,horse
A,B (a) such that

ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ and |P (f, α, ν) − P (f, α, µ0)| < η.

If further {µ ∈Mhorse(H(p)) : hµ(f) = 0} is dense in Mhorse(H(p)), and α satisfies (4. 22) and (4. 23),

then we have

(II) For any a ∈ Int(Lhorse
A,B ), any µ0 ∈ Mhorse

A,B (a), any maxµ∈Mhorse
A,B (a) α(µ) ≤ c ≤ P (f, α, µ0) and any

η, ζ > 0, there is ν ∈M erg,horse
A,B (a) such that ρ(ν, µ0) < ζ and |P (f, α, ν)− c| < η.

(III) For any a ∈ Int(Lhorse
A,B ) and maxµ∈Mhorse

A,B (a) α(µ) ≤ c < Hhorse
A,B (f, α, a), the set {µ ∈M erg,horse

A,B (a) :

P (f, α, µ) = c} is residual in {µ ∈Mhorse
A,B (a) : P (f, α, µ) ≥ c}.

(IV) {(PA,B(µ), P (f, α, µ)) : µ ∈ Mhorse(H(p)), a = PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(Lhorse
A,B ), maxµ∈Mhorse

A,B (a) α(µ) ≤

P (f, α, µ) < Hhorse
A,B (f, α, a)} coincides with {(PA,B(µ), P (f, α, µ)) : µ ∈ Mhorse

erg (H(p)), a =

PA,B(µ) ∈ Int(Lhorse
A,B ),maxµ∈Mhorse

A,B (a) α(µ) ≤ P (f, α, µ) < Hhorse
A,B (f, α, 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 Mhorse(H(p)).

Lemma 6.9. Let f be a C1 diffeomorphism on a compact Riemannian manifold M, and X = H(p) be a

nontrival homoclinic class. Then {µ ∈Mhorse(H(p)) : hµ(f) = 0} is dense in Mhorse(H(p)).

6.3.2 Proof of Theorem E

Since Φi,Ψi has bounded variation for any 1 ≤ i ≤ d, then every sequence in span
{
Φ1,Ψ1, · · · ,Φd,Ψd

}

has bounded variation. Thus by Theorem 5.3 we have span
{
Φ1|Λ,Ψ1|Λ, · · · ,Φd|Λ,Ψd|Λ

}
⊆ E(f |Λ,Λ) if

(Λ, f |Λ) is transitive and topologically Anosov. Then we complete the proof by Theorem 6.7, Theorem

6.8 and Lemma 6.9.
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