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Abstract. Using an asymptotically additive sequence of continuous
functions as a restrictive condition, this paper studies the relations of
several ergodic averages for asymptotically additive potentials. Basic
properties of conditional maximum ergodic averages are studied. In
particular, if the dynamical systems satisfy the specification property,
the maximal growth rate of an asymptotically additive potential on the
level set is equal to its conditional maximum ergodic averages and the
maximal growth rates on the irregular set is its maximum ergodic aver-
ages. Finally, the applications for suspension flows are given in the end

of the paper.
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1 Introduction

Throughout this paper X is a compact metric space with metric d and 7" : X — X
is a continuous transformation. Such a tuple (X, T) is called a topological dynamical
systems (TDS for short). Let C'(X) denote the Banach space of continuous functions
from X to R with supremum norm || - |. Let My and &r denote the space of T-
invariant Borel probability measures on X and the set of all T-invariant ergodic Borel
probability measures on X, respectively.

Given a continuous function f : X — R, the maximum ergodic average for f is
defined as

5(6) = s [ o
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Since My is weak* compact and the map g +— [ fdu is continuous, there always exists
a measure which attains the supremum in the above formula, such a measure is called
f—mazimizing measure. Jenkinson [20] proved the following basic relations between
different time averages of a continuous function f

B(f) = sup lim sup 1Snf(a:) = lim 1 max S, f(x) = sup lim lSnf(a:)

ze€X n—oco N n—o0o0 N xeX z€Reg(f,T) V7 n

where S, f(z) := 7~} f(T'z) and Reg(f, T) is the set of points € X such that the
limit of the sequence {15, f(z)},>1 exists. Let

Munax(f) = {u € Mr: /fdu = ﬁ(f)}

denote the set of all f—maximizing measures. The study of the variational problem of
the functional () and the set Mpax(+) has been termed ergodic optimization, and has
attracted some recent research interest [6, [7, 8, 10, 11, 16, 20, 21, 22l 23]. Analogous
problems for sub-additive potentials has been investigated for deterministic dynamical
systems in [17, 130, 31] and for random dynamical systems in [13]. In [15], author stud-
ied the sub-growth rate of asymptotically sub-additive potentials and subordination
principle for sub-additive potentials. One of the motivation of the present paper is to
study the ergodic optimization for a particular sequence of asymptotically additive po-
tentials (see precise definition in the next section and use AAP for short) which arises
naturally in the study of the dimension theory in dynamical systems (see [19] [38] for
examples of AAP).

The study of this paper is also motivated by the theory of multifractal analysis.
The theory of multifractal analysis is a subfield of the dimension theory of dynamical
systems, its main purpose is to study the complexity of the level sets or irregular sets of
invariant local quantities obtained from a given dynamical system, e.g., the topological
entropy or pressure on these sets. See the books [2] 26] for details about the theory of
multifractal analysis. For a sequence of asymptotically additive continuous functions
¢ = {¢n}n>1, the level sets induced by the asymptotically additive potential ® are

defined by
1

Ko(a):={re X : nh_)rgo Ecpn(:z) = a}.
Since these level sets are pairwise disjoint for different real numbers «, they induce the
natural decomposition
X =XsU | Ko()

a€R

where X¢ = {z € X : lim Lo, () does not exist} is the irregular set for the AAP
n—oo
® = {pntnz1.



Given an AAP F = {f,}.>1 and a T-invariant measure 1 € My, let

1

n—oo N

Using an asymptotically additive potential & = {¢,},>1 as a restrictive condition,
this paper investigates the ergodic optimization of an AAP. Precisely, consider two
asymptotically additive potentials F = {f,}n>1 and ® = {¢, },>1, for any real number
a € R define

Arg(@) == sup{Fu(p) : p € Mr(®,a)} (1.1)

where Mp(®, ) :={p € Mr : ®,(u) = a}. The quantity Ars(c) is called the
conditional mazimum ergodic average of the AAP F = {f,}n>1 (with respect to @),
and the following quantity

B(F) = sup{Fu(p) : p€ Mz}

is called the mazimum ergodic average of the AAP F = {f,},>1. As a direct conse-
quence of the main result in [15], we can prove that

B(F) = sup limsup lfn(:c) = lim = max f,(z) = sup lim lfn(:c), (1.2)

zeX n—oco N n—oo 1, x€X 2E€Reg(F,T) V7 n

where Reg(F,T) is the set of points € X for which the limit of the sequence
{Xfn(x)}n>1 exists. Some basic properties of the function Arje(-) are studied, e.g.,
the continuity and monotonicity of the function Agze(-). Furthermore, if the TDS
(X, T) satisfies the specification property (see the exact definition in Section 2), we
prove that the maximal growth rate of an AAP F = {f,,},>1 on the level sets is equal
to the conditional maximum ergodic average of F, that is,

1
sup limsup ﬁfn(:z) = sup{Fu(p) : p€ Mz(®,a)},

2€Kg(a) n—oo

and the maximum ergodic average of an AAP F = {f,}.>1 is exactly its maximum
ergodic averages on the irregular sets, i.e.,

B(F) =sup { () : pe |J viw)}

wEXq)

where V(z) is the set of all the limit points of the empirical measures d,,,, := + S i
and ¢, is the dirac measure at the point x.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. The precise statements of the
main results is given in Section 2. Section 3 provides some examples to illustrate our
main results. In section 4, using the methods in the theory of multifractal analysis, we
provides the proofs of all the statement is section 2. In section 5, we apply our main
results to suspension flows.



2 Statements of the results

This section first provides some preliminaries and notations, and then gives the state-
ments of the main results of this paper, the proofs are postponed to Section 4.

A sequence of continuous functions F = {f, }n>1 € C(X) is called an asymptotically
additive potential on X, if for each € > 0, there exists a continuous function f € C'(X)
such that

. 1
timsup {1, Sufell < € (2.3)

n—oo

This kind of potential was introduced by Feng and Huang [19)].
Given an AAP F = {f,}n>1, Feng and Huang [19] proved the following result.

Theorem 2.1. Let p be a T—invariant measure. Then the following properties hold:

(1) The limit Fo(p) = lim L [ f,dp exists and is finite. Furthermore, the limit
n—oo
Ar(z) := lim 2 f,(z) ezists for p—almost every x € X, and [ Ar(z)dp = F. ().
n—oo
In particular, when p € Ep, Arp(x) = Fo(u) for p—a.e. v € X;

(2) The map F, : Mp — R is continuous;

(8) Let p = ngde(m) be the ergodic decomposition of p € My (here T is a
probability measure on the space My such that 7(Er) = 1), then F.(u) =

fsT Fo(m)dr(m).

Now we recall the definition of the specification property. Roughly speaking, a
TDS (X, T) has specification property if one can always find a real orbit to interpolate
between different pieces of orbits, up to a pre-assigned error.

Definition 2.1. A TDS (X,T) satisfies the specification property if for each € > 0,
there exists an integer m = m(e) such that for any collection {I; := [a;,b;] C N :
Jj=1,2,...,k} of finite intervals with a;+1 —b; > m(e) for j =1,2,....k —1 and any
X1, %3, ..., in X, there exists a point x € X such that

A(Tr7 (z), TP (x5)) < € (2.4)
forallp=0,1,...b; —a; and every j =1,2,..., k.

This definition is weaker than the original Bowen’s definition of specification. In
Bowen’s definition, it is required that the shadowing point z is a periodic point of
period p > by —a; +m(e). There are well-know examples of dynamical systems has the
specification property. The most basic example is the shift map on the full symbolic
space; another example is the topologically mixing shift map on the subshift space of



finite type [18]. Blokh [5] proved that a topologically mixing map of the interval has
Bowen'’s specification, a recent proof can be found in [12].
Given an AAP ® = {¢, },>1 as the restrictive condition, let

n(®) := min{®,(u) : p € Mz}

be the minimum ergodic average of ®. By (2) of Theorem 21l we know that the
set Mrp(®P, ) { we Mrp: O (u) = a} is non-empty, convex and compact for each
a € [n(P), B(P)], so the supremum can be replaced by maximum in the definition of

A]:‘CI)(O() in (Dj:l)

The first theorem says that the function a — Arje() is continuous on the interval

[n(®), 5(®)].

Theorem A. Let F = {fu}n>1 and © = {p,}n>1 be two asymptotically additive
potentials on X. Then the map o — Arje(v) is continuous on the interval [n(®), B(P)].

Since the map F, : My — R is continuous and M is weak* compact, by ergodic
decomposition theorem there exists a T-invariant ergodic measure p* € Er such that
B(F) = Fu(u*). Assume that ®.(u*) = o*. Note that p* may be not unique and
B(F) = Ara(a*). The following theorem studies the monotonicity of the function
a— A ]:@(a).

Theorem B. Let F = {f,}n>1 and © = {@,}n>1 be two asymptotically additive
potentials on X. Then the conditional mazimum ergodic average Aro(-) is monotone
increasing on [n(P), a*] and monotone decreasing on [a*, B(P)].

Remark 1. Let M (F) :={p € My | Fi(p) = B(F)} be the set of mazimizing
measures for the AAP F = {f,}n>1. Since the map F, : Mr — R is continuous, the
set Muax(F) is a non-empty, convex and compact subset of Mr. Let

= min &, nd =  ma D, ().
a MEMrjax(]:) () a a2 NEMma)i(]:) (1)

By Theorem B we know that Arje(o) = B(F) for each a € [oq, ).

In the following, we consider the conditional maximum ergodic average of an AAP
F = {fn}n>1 at the extreme point o = G(P) or n(P).

Proposition 2.1. Let F = {f,}n>1 and ® = {@,}n>1 be two asymptotically additive
potentials on X. Then

Azio(a) = sup{F(p) : p € Er and @, () = a}

when a = B(P®) or n(P).



For any two asymptotically additive potentials F = {f,},>1 and ® = {¢, }n>1, the
following theorem considers the time averages of F on the level sets of ®.

Theorem C. Let (X,T) be a TDS satisfying the specification property, and F =
{fu}n>1 and © = {@, }n>1 two asymptotically additive potentials on X. Then
) 1
Arp(a) = sup Tmsup=f,(@) =sup {Fou): pe |J Vi)

z€Kgp(a) m—o0

for each o € [n(P), B(P)].

On the irregular set of ®, we have the following theorem.

Theorem D. Let (X,T) be a TDS satisfying the specification property, and F =
{fu}n>1 an AAP on X. Assume that ® = {p, }n>1 is an AAP on X satisfying n(®) <
B(®), then we have

B(F) = sup limsup %fn(:c) = sup{ Fu(p) : p € U V(z)}.

X n— o0 —
r€Xe re€Xp

Remark 2. (1)1t is easy to see that if n(®) = B(P) := A, then the sequence =, ()
converges uniformly to the constant \. Therefore, in this case there is no irreqular
points for the AAP ® = {¢,}n>1; (2) Both Theorem [d and Theorem [D use the as-
sumption that the TDS (X, T) has specification property. Under this assumption we
have [n(®), B(P)] = {a € R: Ko(a) # 0} ( see [35] for a proof), this result is essen-
tially contained in [32].

To apply the main results to suspension flows, we consider the following more
general cases of ratios of sequence of AAPs. Precisely, let & = {p,}n,>1 and ¥ =
{¥n}n>1 be two asymptotically additive potentials on X. We always assume that

1
glpn(x) >0 VneN, Vx e X (2.5)

for some constant ¢ > 0. For each o € R, let

Epy(a) ={r e X: nh_}n(r)lo z:g; = a}.

The ergodic optimization on this level set has a similar property as Theorem [Cl

Theorem E. Let (X,T) be a TDS satisfying the specification property, F = {fn}n>1
and ® = {pn}n>1 are AAPs on X. Assume that G = {gn}n>1 and ¥ = {1, },>1 are
two AAPs satisfying (2.3). Then, for any real number a with Eg g(o) # ()

sup limsup fnlz) - _ Sup{f*(u) . 1€ My and elr) _ a}

z€Fs w(a) nN—00 gn(l’) g*(:u) \Ij*(:u)
F.
= sup{g*((z)) RS U V(x)}

wEEq)’\p(a)

(=)



Remark 3. In the proof of Theorem [H, we only use the fact that the generic set G,
is non-empty for each p € Mrp, where G, :{:5 € X 6 = pu(n — oo)} This
property is always called saturated property of a TDS (X,T), and is satisfied when
a TDS (X,T) satisfying specification property. This observation means that Theorem
[l remains true for a broader class of systems. For example, Pfister and Sullivan [27]
consider a weak specification property which is called the g—almost product property
in that paper. In [27)], they proved that a TDS (X,T) satisfies the saturated property
when it has g—almost product property. Therefore, Theorem [E remains true if a TDS
(X,T) has g—almost product property.

Let ® = {¢n}n>1 and ¥ = {4, },,>1 be two asymptotically additive potentials given
as above, the irregular set associated with ® and W is defined as

Xoy:i=qr € X : lim
e { n—00 ¢n (1’)
Theorem F. Let (X,T) be a TDS satisfying the specification property, F = { fn}n>1
and & = {pn}n>1 are AAPs on X. Assume that G = {gn}n>1 and ¥ = {t, },>1 are
two AAPs satisfying (2.3), and inf 22 < gup 2 yhen we have
peMr HEM

does not exist}.

W (1) W (p)?
sup{é((z)): ,uEé'T} = sup{%: MGMT}
= sup{gtéz;: w e U V(:c)}
h@

= sup limsup
IEG)/(\'@,\I; n—oo gn(z)
If the TDS (X, T') satisfying the g—almost product property (see [27] for the defi-
nition), then the proof of Theorem [F] generalizes unproblematically to this setting and
thus Theorem [E] holds for continuous maps with the g-almost product property.

3 Examples

This section provides examples to illustrate the main results in Section 2.

We first provide a system that does satisfy weak specification property but does
not satisfy the specification property, however, the main results are still valid for this
kind of systems.

Example 1. Consider the piecewise expanding maps of the interval [0,1) given by
Ts(x) = fx(mod 1), where B > 1. This family is known as beta transformations
and it was introduced by Rényi in [28]. From [12], we know that for all but countable

7



many values of B the transformation Tg does not satisfy the specification property.
However, it follows from [27, [36] that every [-transformation satisfies the g-almost
product property. By Remark(3, Theorem[CHE are true for B-transformation for every
5> 1.

The following particular asymptotically additive potentials were introduced by Bar-
reira [4] and Mummert [24] independently to study the theory of thermodynamic for-
malism for a broader class of potentials.

Example 2. Let F = {f,}n>1 be an almost additive potential, i.e, there exists C' > 0
such that f, + fnoT" —C < foim < fo+ fmoT" + C for any n,m € N. This kind
of potential was introduced by Barreira [4)] and Mummert [2])] independently. They
independently investigated the theory of thermodynamic formalism for almost additive
potentials, including the existence and uniqueness of equilibrium state and Gibbs state,
variational principle for almost additive topological pressure.

It is not hard to see that an almost additive potential is asymptotically additive, see
[19, Proposition A.5] or [38, Proposition 2.1] for proofs. Hence, Theorem[AHH are true
for any asymptotically additive potentials.

The last example deals with families of potentials responsible for computing the
largest and smallest Lyapunov exponents are asymptotically additive.

Example 3. Let M be a d-dimensional smooth manifold and J a compact expanding
invariant set for a C* map f. Let E(f |;) denote the set of all f-invariant ergodic mea-
sures supported on J. We say that J is an average conformal repeller if all Lyapunov
exponents of each ergodic measure p € E(f |5) are equal and positive. In particular, it
follows from [1, Theorem 4.2] that

Jim - (log 1) = log D7) ) = Jim Slo B~ 0 36

n —oon D (@)~
uniformly on J. Let ¥y = {log||Df™(z)||}n>1 and ¥y = {log||Df™(x) | }us1, it
15 not hard to check that these two potentials are asymptotically additive since they
can be approzimated by the additive potentials {21og|det(Df™(z))|}n>1. Note that the

tential Uy ={1 _Dfr@l
potentia 3 og D (x) L=
Assume further that J is topological mizing, then (J, f) satisfies the specification

}n21 s also asymptotically additive.

property. The following facts hold for the expanding system (J, f):
(i) By ([B.6) there is no irreqular point for the AAP W;

(ii) Given any AAP ® = {@,}n>1 satisfying n(®) < B(P), the following properties
hold:



(1) by Theorem[d and [B.6), for each a € [n(®), B(P)] we have

1
Ayyjo(e) = sup limsup —log | Df"(w)]

2€Kg(a) n—oo

= sup {\Ifl* DM E U V(x }:A\I;2|<1>(Oé);

z€Kp(a)

(2) by (L2), Theorem[D and ([3.6) we have

sup{Ur.(p): € | J V(@)} = sup{¥a(p):pe [ V(x)}

-’EG)?@ IEG)?@

= sup limsup — 10g||Df"( )l

Z‘EXq n—o0

1
= suplimsup — 10g | Df"(z)]];

zeJ n—oo

(i11) Let W3 be the restrictive condition, by [B.6), Theorems[d and[Dl, for any asymp-
totically additive potential G = {gn}n>1 we have

Mgy, (0) = swp timsup g, () =swp {G.() - e |J Vo)) =5(G).

7€Rwy(0) mree €Ky, (0)

4 Proofs

This section provides the proofs of the theorems stated in Section 2.

Proof of Theorem[Al Assume that n(®) = ®,(u1) and S(®) = ®,(usz) for some invari-
ant measures [, o € M. Let {an}n>1 C [n(P), B(P)] so that oy, — « as n — o0, to
prove the continuity of the map Are(+) it suffices to prove that

lim A_7:|q>(0&n) A]:@(Oé).

n—oo
For each n > 1, since M (9, a,) is non-empty and compact, there exists an invari-
ant measure ji, € Mqp(®, a,) such that Are(ay,) = Fi(pn). Choose a subsequence of
integers {n;},>1 such that

limsup Arje(ay,) = hm A]-‘|<I)(Oénj)
n—o0

and fi,,, — p1 (j — o0) for some p € Myp. The strategy for the proof is to approximate
the asymptotically additive potential by appropriate Birkhoff sums associated with
some continuous function. Indeed, fix a small number £ > 0 and ¢, is a continuous
function given by (2.3]) approximating ®. We have

/905 dp = lim /905 dptn, -
j—o0

9



Therefore, for all sufficiently large j the following holds:
‘@D*(u)—a‘ < ‘q)*(u)—/wsdu)+)/sogdu—/<pgdunj

< £+5+‘/<ﬂsdunj—04)-

+‘/<p5dunj —a‘

Since i, € Mr(®, ), we have

‘/%dum —a’ < )/%dunj — @, () +)<I>*(unj)—a)
< f—l—}anj —a‘
< 2

for all sufficiently large j. The above two inequalities yield that
‘cp*(u) - a‘ < 4¢.
The arbitrariness of £ implies that u € My (P, ). Therefore

limsup Azjo(an) = lim Arg(an,) = lm F(un,) = Ful(l) < Arala). (A7)

n—oo
On the other hand, choose u € Myp(®,a) such that F.(u) = Are(a). For each
n > 1, it n(®) < o, < «, take a T'—invariant measure p, of the form puy + (1 — p)p
such that ®.(u,) = an. If a < a, < B(P), consider a T'—invariant measure f, of the
form pus + (1 — p)p such that . (u,) = a,,. Note that p — 0 as n — oo, and

Filpp) = pF(pa) + (1 = p) Fu(p) or pFu(pz) + (1 — p) Ful(p).

Hence,

Combining inequalities (A7) and (4.8]), the desired result immediately follows. O

Remark 4. Note that in the proof of the inequalities (4.7) and ({{-8), it is enough to
require that the map p — Fi(p) is upper-semi-continuous. Therefore, Theorem [4l is
also true for asymptotically sub-additive potentials. A sequence F = {f,}n>1 € C(X)
1s called an asymptotically sub-additive potential on X, if for each & > 0 there exists a
sub-additive potential ®¢ = {8} 51 C C(X), i.e. @ < 0+ @5, 0T for any x € X
and any n,m € N, such that

) 1
timsup || £, — 5| < €

n—o0

In this case, it was proved by Feng and Huang(cf. [19]) that the map p — Fi(p) is
UPPET-SEMI-CONTINUOUS.

10



Proof of Theorem [B. We first show that Aze(«) is monotone increasing on [n(®), o*].
Let ay, ay € [n(P), o*] and a1 < ag, choose a T'—invariant measure v € My (P, aq) so
that F.(v) = Are(on). For t € [0,1], put py = (1 —t)v + tp*, then we have

Folpte) = (1 = t)Are(on) + tAre(a”).

Since Arjo(a*) = B(F), we have

d
E}—*(Mt) = Arp(a”) — Apa(ar) > 0.

Therefore, the map F.(u:) is monotone increasing w.r.t. ¢ on the interval [0, 1]. Since
a; < ag < o, there exists ty € [0, 1] such that

(I>*(,uto) = (1 — to)O&l + toOK* = (9.
Hence,

Ara(an) = Fu(po) < Fulpty) < Arja(az)

which shows that Az () is monotone increasing on [n(®), o*].

Next we prove that Azs(a) is monotone decreasing on [a*, 3(®)]. The methods
used here are similar as the above arguments. Let as, a4y € [o*, 5(P)] and a3 < ay,
choose a T'—invariant measure m € Mqp(®, ay) so that F.(m) = Are(as). For t €
0,1], put v, = (1 — t)p* + tm, then we have

./_"*(I/t) = (1 — t)A_7:|q>(Oé*) + tA]:@(Oq).

Since

d

dt
the map F. (1) is monotone decreasing w.r.t. ¢ on the interval [0,1]. And since a* <
a3 < ay, there exists ¢; € [0, 1] such that

Fi() = Arja(aa) — Are(a”) <0,

(I)*(th) = (1 — tl)Oé* + thK4 = Q3.
Hence,
Arp(as) = Fu(nn) < Fulvy) < Axa(as).

This shows that Azje(a) is monotone decreasing on [a*, 3(®)]. O

The same reason as presented in Remark l, Theorem [Blis also true for asymptoti-
cally sub-additive potentials.

11



Proof of Proposition[21. This proof only deals with the case o = [(®), since the
other case of & = n(®) can be proven in a similar fashion. Since Mz(®, 5(P)) is a
compact subset of My, there exists a T-invariant measure u € My (®, 5(P)) such that
Foit) = Aro(B(P)). Let p = ng mdr(m) be the ergodic decomposition of u, then
there exists a full 7—measure set Q C &r such that ®,.(m) = (P) for each m € Q.
Using (3) of Theorem 2.1}, we have

Ara(B(®) = 7o) = [ Fo(m)arm) = [ () dr(m
Er

Notice that F.(m) < Arje(8(P)) for each T-invariant ergodic measure m € €2, therefore

there must exists some T-invariant ergodic measure m € €2 such that Are(5(P)) =

F.(m). This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem[(d. We consider the asymptotically additive potentials g,(z) = n
and ¢, (x) = n for each x € X and n € N, then Theorem [(]is a direct consequence of
Theorem [El O

Proof of Theorem[Dl. In Theorem [E] we consider the particular asymptotically additive
potentials g,(z) = n and ¥, (x) = n for each z € X and n € N, then Theorem [Dl is a
direct consequence of Theorem [F] O

Proof of Theorem [E. We divide the proof into two parts.
Part I: For any real number o € R such that Eg y(a) # 0, we will show that

sup{}—*(m . € Mr and o) _ a} = sup{]:*('u) D pE U V(:c)}
r€Eg w(a)

U, () G ()

E ; = a. Since the TDS (X,T)
satisfies the spemﬁcatlon property, there exists some pomt 2o € Gy, i.e., 0gyn — p4 23S
n — 0o. This means that V(zy) = {p}. Fix a small number £ > 0, let ¢, and ¢ be

continuous functions given by (23] approximating ® and ¥ respectively. Note that

o1
lim Snapg(:zo) /(,05 dp and nh_)rgo ESMD&(QTO) Z/@Dg du.

n—oo N

Therefore, for all sufficiently large n we have that

©n(0) < Snipe (o) +§ < S wedp+2¢ o Ou(w) +3¢
Yn(x0) ~ Spte(x0) — Jbedp —2¢ — W (u) — 3¢

Similarly, for all sufficiently large n we obtain

oulw0) _ ®u(p) = 3¢
Unlwo) = W)+ 36

12



The above two inequalities yield that

i Pl0) _ Pu(p)
n=oo thn(z0)  Wa(p)

Hence, we know that zyp € Ep ¢(a). In consequence we have that pe€ | V(z).
z€Lg v (o)

= Q.

This yields that

Fulp) O.(p) _ Fulp)
sup{g*(’u) : € My and . (1) —a} < sup{g*(,u) TRS U V(:E)}

SCEEq)’\p(O!)

Conversely, given u € V(z) for some z € Fg y(a), we may assume that there exists
a subsequence of positive integers {n}r>1 such that d,,, — p as k — oo. Clearly,
i is a T-invariant measure. Fix a small number £ > 0, let ¢, and )¢ be continuous
functions given by (2.3]) approximating ® and W respectively. Then we have

f e = i [ et = Jin 2 St
and 1
[ vean= i [ vednen, = Jim © st
Hence, for all sufficiently lareg k& we have
() Jpedpt€ g S Pe (@) +2¢
C(p) = [Uedi—€ - LS, () %

On, (1) + 3¢
= U@z =

the last inequality holds since x € Eg ¢ (). Similarly, we can obtain that

(1)
W, (1)

The arbitrariness of ¢ implies that

KA

> o — 5E.

This yields that

Filp) Pu(p) Filp)
sup { o) i€ Mr and T a} > sup { AN e meEg’(a)V(x)}.

Combining the above arguments, the desired result immediately follows.
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Part II: In this part, we will show that

: falz) Filp) D (p)
veEaa(e) S ) { Gy M EMT g ) = a}'

The strategy of the proof is to approximate the asymptotically additive potentials

by appropriate Birkhoff sums associated with some continuous function.
Given a small number £ > 0, since F = {f,,}°°, is an AAP, there exists a continuous
function fe € C'(X) such that

1 1 1
for all sufficiently large n. This yields that
Fulp) = lim 5 £l d,u—hm/fg (4.10)

for each T-invariant measure p € Mryp. Similarly, for the AAP G = {¢,}n>1, there
exists a continuous function g such that the corresponding properties (£.9) and (4.10)
hold.

Fix a number o € R such that Eg () # 0. Take z € Eg y(a) and choose a
subsequence of positive integers {n;},>1 such that the following properties hold:

(i) lim L T sup 2.

o Y

(ii) 0g,n; — p for some p € Mg as j — oo.

Take the same £ > 0 as above, and ¢¢ and ¢ are continuous functions given by (2.3))
approximating ® and W respectively. Note that

1
du = 1i ddy . = lim —S,,.
/wg I jgglo/% my = lim n; pe()

and

[t = i [ucds, = lim S, vita).

Therefore, for all sufficiently large j we have

D, (1) < [ pedp+¢ < nlanj%(x)ﬂL%
W (p) = [tedu—&~ %Snng(fc) —2¢

n; (T) +
% J( ) € i ‘.
where the last inequality holds since z € Eg y(cv). Similarly, we can prove that
P, (1)
> a — 5.
U (1)
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By the arbitrariness of £, we have

On the other hand, note that
1 1
— || fu; (@) = Sny fell <€ and —|[gn,; () — Snygell <€
U U

for all sufficiently large j. Using properties (i) and (ii), we have that

P () o g (@)
L Sulel@) + g€
=00 S, ge(x) — s
. feddpn, +&
= M T gedo,,, — €
J fedp+¢€
Jgedu—¢

IN

Letting & — 0, by (£I0) we have

NG AD
s @ = Gul)

This implies that

: fu() Fop) D, (1)
su lim su < su : € My and =ay.
reBun(a) moso GnlT) p{g*w MY () |

To prove the reverse inequality, note that the set of T-invariant measure p such

that $ EZ ; = « is a compact subset of My. Choose such a measure p so that

Fe) _ (T W _
G.(n) p{gm ' . (1) J

Fix a small number £ > 0, and ¢¢ and )¢ are continuous functions given by (2.3

1€ Mrp and

approximating ® and W respectively. By the specification property of the TDS (X, T),
there exists g € G, i.e., 0z,,, — 1t as n — 00. Hence,

Jim -~ Snwg(xo = lim / Pe A0y = / pedp

and

lim S WWe(xg) = hm /’ng ddgyn = /’ng dye.

n—oo N

15



Therefore, for all sufficiently large n we have that

@n(xO) < Sn@&(xo) +¢& < f‘pi dp + 2§ < (I)*(N) + 3¢
Un(z0) = Snte(wo) =€ = [Whedp —26 T Wi(n) — 3§

Similarly, for all sufficiently large n we can prove that

Pulw0) _ ®u(p) = 3¢
(o) = W)+ 36

Hence,
i Prlo) _ un) _
n—oo by (v0)  Wa(p)
This means that zy € Ep y(a). On the other hand, by (49]) we have that

lim sup fn(0) lim sup —Snfg(l'o) —né
n—o00 gn(ifo) o n— 00 Sngg(ﬂfo) + 7”L€
. f f§ d5w0 n - 5
= limsup 5——7—"——
n—00 f g§ déxo,n + 5
J fedp —¢€
J gedp+¢

Letting & — 0, by (£I0) we have

falw) _ F(p)

lim sup > .
It follows that
: fal) Fi (1) (1)
sup limsup > sup{ 1€ Mp and = }
I€E<1>,\Il(a) n—oo gn(x> g*(ﬂ) \Il*(,u)
This finishes the proof of Theorem [EL O

Next we turn to prove Theorem [F] some of the methods was used by Thompson
in [34] for the multifractal analysis of Birkhoff averages of a continuous function, in
that paper he proved that the irregular set is either empty or carries full topological
pressure when the system has specification property. His ideas is originally due to the
work of Takens and Verbitskiy [32, B3] and Chen et al. [14].

Proof of Theorem[E. We first prove that

sup {28;)) D pE ST} = sup {]-"*(,u) D pE MT}. (4.11)

Since Ep C M, it is clear that

sup{g((z)) : ,uEé'T} Ssup{';—*('u) : ,uE/\/lT}.
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F (1)
G (1)
M we can choose a T-invariant measure . € My such that

Folp) “ Folp)
G.(n) p{g*w ‘

By (3) of Theorem 2.1} using the ergodic decomposition theorem (see [37]) we have
that

To prove the reverse inequality, since the map p — is continuous on the space

,uEMT}.

Fe(p) = [ Fm)dr(m) and Gi(p) = [ Gi(m)dr(m),
gT ET
where T is a probability measure on the space My such that 7(E7) = 1. Let A := g((ﬁ )) ,
we have
0 = Fi(m) — AG.(m)dr(m)
Er
Fi(m)
Er g (m)(Q* (m) ) m(m)
Since G,(m) > o > 0 and JQTE:)) < X for each m € &Ep, for T—a.e. m € Er we have
G.(m)

Thus formula (£I1) immediately follows.
Next, we prove the second equality of the theorem. It is clear that

I () Fi(p)
sup{ D€ Mr} > sup{ D€ V(z)},
Gu(p) Gu(p) U
Z‘EX@,\P
since every measure p € |J, 5, , V(¥) is T-invariant.
To prove the reverse inequality, by formula (£I1)) it suffices to prove that & C
UZEEX@&; V(x)
Given p; € Er, there must exists some T-invariant ergodic measure py satisfying
P, (p11) y D, (p12)
Wi(pa) © Walp2)’
since inf 22 o qup W For = 1,2, choose a point z; satisfies
permy T S 2 e () » 4 i
iy Pol@s) _ Pulpi)
oo thn(zi)  Wa(p)
Let my, := m(e/2%) be as in the definition of specification and Ny be a sequence of

integers chosen to grow to infinity sufficiently rapidly that Ny, > exp Zle(Ni + my).
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We define a sequence of points {z;};>1 C X inductively using the specification property.
For z,y € X and n € N, define a new metric on X as follows

do(z,y) == max{d(T"z,T"y) : i = 0,1,--- ,n—1}.

And the dynamical ball centered at x of radius r and length n is denoted by B, (z,r) :=
{y € X : dy(x,y) <r}. Let t; = Ny, ty = tg_1 + my + Ng for k > 2 and p(k) :=
(k+1)(mod 2) + 1. Let z; = 1. Let 2z satisfy

le(Zg,Zl) < 2 and dN2(TN1+m2ZQ,LL’2) <

= o

Note that if ¢ € By, (21, €/2571), then

IN

dtk—l(Q? Zk) + dtk,l(zlm Zk—l)
< € € €
= k-1 + ok < 9k—27

dtk—l (Qa Zk—l)

and thus By, (2x,€/2571) C By, (21_1,€¢/2"72). Hence, we can define a point by

pi= ﬂ By, (21, ¢/257Y).
k>1
For each continuous function ¢ € C(X), since the orbit of p alternates between ap-
proximating increasingly long orbit segments of x; and x5, we can show that

5u00) [ o (k= o0). (1.12)
k

Thus 0y, ., — H1, Oty — M2 as k — 00 and, so p; € V(p) for i = 1,2. To complete
the proof of the second equality of this theorem, it is left to show that

p e qu’\p.

Indeed, fix a small number £ > 0, by the definition of asymptotically additive poten-
tials there exist continuous functions ¢ and ¢ approximating ® and V¥ respectively.
Applying (A.12) for continuous functions ¢, and v, for all sufficiently large k we have

P (p)  _ Seupe(p) +tanl [ peddp, +€
Ui (D) = Sty e(p) —tax€ [ he ddpy, — &
e dpn +28 _ u(pa) +3¢
[ e dpg — 26 — W, (p2) — 3¢
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Similarly, we can prove that

i (P) o Pu(piz) — 3¢
Vi (P) — Walpz) + 3¢

Hence,
lim Ptog (p) _ (I)* (/~L2> .
koo Yr, (p) Walpt2)

By the same arguments, we can prove that

lim 901‘/21@“ (p) _ (I)*(:ul).
k—o0 wt2k+1 (p) (o (:U’1>

This implies that p € )A(qw. Hence,
Er C U V(SL’)
SCEXQ,\;/

This completes the proof of the second equality of Theorem [El
To prove the last equality, by the Proposition A1l below and ([£I1]) we have

fu(@) Fulp)
< su {Q*(,u) :

Next we prove the reverse inequality. Pick a T-invariant ergodic measure fi; such that

sup limsup < sup
:L‘EX\@’\;; n—oo gn(x>

MEST}.

Fi) _ g F)
G.(in) p{g*w '

Then we choose another T-invariant ergodic measure ji5 so that

Do) , Pulpiz)

U, (p1) © Walpi2)
Repeating the arguments in the proof of the second equality, we can find a point
pE )?@7\1/ such that 5 — [ and 6,
by the definition of asymptotically additive potentials there exist continuous functions

;LEET}.

— iz as k — oo. Fix a small number £ > 0,

tog41 tay

fe and g¢ approximating F and G respectively. Applying (£.12) for continuous functions
fe and gg, for all sufficiently large k we have

ft2k+1(@ < St2k+1f5(@ + tor41€ _ ffE ddﬁ,tzkﬂ +¢
Gtorir (D)~ Sty 96(D) — targa€ [ ge d05,10.0 — &
[ fedin +25 _ Fuljin) + 56
Jgedin =26 = G.(ju) — 3¢

<

Similarly, we can prove that

ft2k+1 (ﬁ) > ]:*(/71) - 36
gt2k+1 (ﬁ) - g* (ﬁl) + 35 '
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Hence,

1. ft2k+1 (ﬁ) . f*(ﬁl)
1m = — -
k—o0 topt1 (ﬁ) g* (:ul)
This implies that

sup limsup fn(2) > sup {]-"*(u) D E ET}.
:EG)?@V\I; n—o00 gn(x> g* (,U/)
The proof of this theorem is completed. O

Proposition 4.1. Let F = {fu}n>1 and G = {gn}n>1 be two AAPs. Assume that G
satisfies (25)), then

swpimsup 223 = iy (55~ s 25 = sup (G 1 € )
where R ={z € X : nh_)nolo g:gg exists}.
Proof. 1t is clear that
fn(z) fn() fn(z)

sup lim < sup lim sup < lim sup max .
TER M7 gn(x> z€X n—oo gn(x> n—oo TEX gn(x)

Given a T-invariant ergodic measure u, by Theorem 2.1] there exist a point x such that
n F
Tl Flw)
n—=00 Gn (x) . (N)
This together with (1)) imply that

_ fulz) Fop)
P A g() =~ PGy 1€ M

On the other hand, for each n choose a point x,, € X such that

So(@n) _ Sn(x)

= max
gn(@n)  2€X gn(z)

Put u, = %Z?:_Ol Orig,, and let p be a weak® limit point of {y, },>1. Without loss of

generality, assume that p, — p as n — oo. Fix a small number § > 0, let f; and g
be the continuous functions in the definition of asymptotically additive potentials that
approximating F and G respectively. Hence, for all sufficiently large n we have

falwn) _ wSnfelwn) +€& [ fedun +¢
gn(xn) o %Sngﬁ(xn) _5 fgﬁd,un - 57
and this yields that

lim sup max fa(2) < lim J fedpn +€ _ ff&dﬁH‘g.
n—soo TEX gn(l’) n—00 fgﬁd,un _f fggdu _5
Letting & — 0 yields that

lim sup max — < .

This yields the desired result. O
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5 Application to suspension flows

This section provides applications of our main results to suspension flows. Let T : X —
X be a homeomorphism of a compact metric space X with metric d, and 7 : X — (0, 00)
is a continuous roof function. The suspension space is defined as follows:

X, ={(z,s) e X xR:0<s<7(x)},

where (x,7(z)) is identified with (T'(x),0) for all . There is a natural topology on X,
which makes X, a compact topological space. This topology is induced by a distance
introduced by Bowen and Walters in [9] (see the appendix in [3] for details).

The suspension flow © = (6;); on X, is defined by 6;(x,s) = (z,s +t). For a
continuous function ® : X, — R, we associate the function ¢ : X — R by

(z)
o(zr) = /0 O(x,t)dt. (5.13)

Since the roof function 7 is continuous, so is the function . If x € X and s € [0, 7(x)],
we have (see [34, Lemma 5.3])

T
liminfl/ O(0(z,s))dt = liminf Snap(:c)‘ (5.14)
0

T—o0 n—oo nT(,j(:)
The above formula remains true if we replace liminf by lim sup.
For any T-invariant measure p € My, we define the measure j, on the suspension

. ’ fXTd:u

for all continuous function ® € C'(X,), where ¢ is defined as (5.13)). It is well-known
that the measure j, is ©—invariant, i.e., u(6; ' A) = u(A) for all + > 0 and measurable
sets A. The map L : My — Mg given by pu — pu. is a bijection, where Mg is the

space X, by

space of all ©—invariant measures on the suspension space X..
For any real number «, we consider the level set associated to a continuous P :
X, — R as follows:
1 /7
K(®,a) = {(a:, s)€ X, : lim T/o O(0,(z, ) dt = a}.

T—o0

Theorem 5.1. Let T' : X — X be a homeomorphism on a compact metric space
(X, d) with the specification property, T : X — (0,00) a continuous roof function, and
(X,,©O) the corresponding suspension flow over X. Let ®, H € C(X,), for each a with
K(®, o) # 0 we have

T
sup limsup%/ H(Ht(x,s))dt:sup{/Hd,uT:,uT € My, /(IDd,uT:a}
0

(z,9)eK (®,a) T—00
= sup { /Hd,uT YIS U V((SL’, S))}

(z,9)eK(P,a)
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where V((x, s)) is the set of limits point of the sequence 6y ¢ 1 := %fOT 09, (z,s) dt.

Proof. Let ¢, h € C(X) be the continuous function on X associated to ® and H
respectively, that is

(z) 7(z)
o(zr) = / ®(x,t)dt and h(z) = / H(x,t)dt.
0 0
For a real number o with K(®,a) # 0, let

[(a):= {x € X : lim Sup(@) _ a}.

n—oo S, 7(x)
Using (5.14), « € I'(«v) if and only if (z,s) € K(®,a) for all 0 < s < 7(x). Hence,
Snh
sup  limsup — / H(0y(x,s) = sup limsup (z)
(z,8)eK(P,a) T—00 z€l'(a) n—oo S T(l’)

In Theorem [El consider particular asymptotically additive potentials g, (z) = ¥, (x) =
SaT(), fulz) = Sph(z) and p,(x) = S,e(x) for each x € X and n € N. Then we have

Sy [y 2

= sup{/HduT:,uTquj and /(IDd,uT:a},

sup limsup t € Mp and

z€l(a) n—oo0 SHT(x)

the above last equality holds since

/HduTthde /q)duT:fgpd“

[ rdu [ rdu
for some p € My and the map p — g, is a bijection. To finish the proof of the

theorem, by Theorem [E] it suffices to prove that

sup{/HduT D € U V((z, s))} = sup {fidz Tl E U V(:E)} (5.15)

[rd
(z,9)eK(P,a) z€l(a)

Indeed, for each u € V(z) for some = € I'(«), we know that (z,s) € K(®,«) for any
0 < s < 7(x). Furthermore, by (5.14]) we know that the corresponding measure j, is a

limit point of the sequence d(, ) r. Conversely, for each i, € U V((z,s)), by a
(z,8)EK (P,a)
standard argument we can show that the corresponding measure p is a limit point of

the sequence 0,,. This observation yields (5.15]). 0O

For a continuous function ® : X, — R on the suspension space, we consider its
irregular set as follows:

T—o0

~ 1 (T
X = {(m, s) € X, lim ?/ O(6;(x, s))dt does not exist}.
0
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Theorem 5.2. Let T : X — X be a homeomorphism on a compact metric space (X, d)
with the specification property, T : X — (0,00) a continuous roof function, and (X,,O)
the corresponding suspension flow over X. Let &, H € C(X,), if

inf /<I>d,u7< sup /<I>d,u7
MTEM@ /J«TGM@

then we have

sup{/Hd,uT: MTGM@} = sup /Hd,uri M € U V(( zs))}

:csEX@

= sup limsup— / H(0,(z,s)

(z,5)eXy T—0

Proof. First note that

sup{/HduT: MTGM@}:sup{bffiSZ :,uGMT}.

Let )A(%T = {z € X : lim 2222 does not ex1st} by (5.14)) we know that x € )?%T if

n—o00 SnT (

and only if (z,s) € Xg for all 0 < s < 7(z). Using similar arguments as the proof of
Theorem [5.1], we have that

sup /Hd,uT: Ly € U V( xs))}—sup{fi_ldz:,ue U V(x)}

(SC 8)6Xq> xeX(p,T

On the other hand, note that

Sph
sup lim sup — / H(0y(x,s) = sup lim (z)
(w,s)éX@ T—o0 x€X¢7n_>oo S T(ZIZ’)

JSedp Jedu _
and MTlenf if [@du, < uTseuja@ J ®dp, is equivalent to uénfT Tran < usel/l\/I:I)T Trap- Con
sider G =V = {S,7},>1, ® = {Snp}tn>1 and F = {S,h},>1 in Theorem [E] the desired
result immediately follows. O
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