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Abstract. This article is devoted to the study of the historic set of er-
godic averages in some nonuniformly hyperbolic systems. In particular,
our results hold for the robust classes of multidimensional nonuniformly

expanding local diffeomorphisms and Viana maps.
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1 Introduction and Preliminaries

(X,d,T) (or (X,T) for short) is a topological dynamical system means that (X, d)
is a compact metric space together with a continuous self-map 7 : X — X. For a
continuous function ¢ : X — R, X can be divided into the following two parts:

n—1 n—1
1 , 1 ,
X = U {9: € X: nh—gloﬁ g o(T'z) = a} U {x € X: nll_)IIoloﬁ g o(T"x) does not exist
a€R i=0 i=0
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n—1
The level set {x €X:lim 23 p(T'z) = a} is so-called multifractal decomposition

sets of ergodic averages of ¢ in multifractal analysis. There are fruitful results about the
descriptions of the structure (Hausdorff dimension or topological entropy or topological
pressure) of these level sets in topological dynamical systems. Early studies of the level
sets was about their dimensions and topological entropy. See Barreira & Saussol [3],
Barreira, Saussol & Schmeling [4], Olsen [16], Olsen & Winter [17], Takens & Verbitskiy
[24], Zhou, Chen & Cheng [33] and Pfister & Sullivan [2I]. Recently, the topological
pressures of the level sets has also been investigated. See Thompson [26], Pei & Chen
[18] and Zhou & Chen [32].

e n—1 )
The set X (¢, T) := {x € X : lim 1 3 o(T"x) does not exist } is called the his-
n—oo " i T4

toric set of ergodic averages of ¢. This terminology was introduced by Ruelle in [22].
It is also called non-typical points (see [I]), irregular set (see [25, 27]) and divergence

n—1
points (see [B [16] [I7]). If this limit lim £ >~ ¢(T"z) does not exist, it follows that

n—1
‘partial averages’ lim £ 3~ o(T"z) keep change considerably so that their values give

information about the ep_och to which n belongs. The problem, whether there are
persistent classes of smooth dynamical systems such that the set of initial states which
give rise to orbits with historic behavior has positive Lebesgue measure was discussed

by Ruelle in [22] and Takens in [23]. By Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem, X (¢, T) is not de-
tectable from the point of view of an invariant measure, i.e., for any invariant measure

I,
WX (e, 7)) =0.

Hence, at first, the set X (¢, T) has until recently been considered of little interest in
dynamical systems and geometric measure theory. However, recent work [0l 8, [10] has
changed such attitudes. They have shown that in many cases the set can have full
Hausdorff dimension, i.e.,

~

dimg (X (¢, T)) = dimpy(X).

Barreira and Schmeling [1] confirmed this in the uniformly hyperbolic setting in sym-
bolic dynamics. In 2005, Chen, Kupper and Shu [5] proved that X (p,T) is either
empty or carries full entropy for maps with the specification property. Thompson [25]
extended it to topological pressure for maps with the specification property. Zhou and
Chen [32] also investigated the multifractal analysis for the historic set in topological
dynamical systems with g-almost product property.

Now, nonuniformly hyperbolic systems attract more and more attentions. We refer
the readers to Barreira & Pesin [2], Chung & Takahasi [7], Johansson, Jordan, Oberg &
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Pollicott [11], Jordan & Rams [12], Liang, Liao, Sun & Tian [13], Oliveira [14], Oliveira
& Viana [I5] and references therein for recent results in nonuniformly hyperbolic sys-
tems. It is well known that the specification property plays an important role in some
uniformly hyperbolic dynamical systems. The notion of specification is slightly weaker
than the one introduced by Bowen that requires any finite sequence of pieces of orbit
is well approximated by periodic orbits. It implies that the dynamical systems have
some mixing property. One should mention that other mild forms of specification were
introduced by Pfister & Sullivan [2I] and Thompson [27] to the study of multifractal
formalism for Birkhoff averages associated to beta-shifts, and by Pfister & Sullivan [20],
Yamamoto [3I] and Varandas [28] to study large deviations. This article will use the
weak form of specification introduced by Varandas [28] in a nonuniformly hyperbolic
context.

Denote by M(X) and M(X,T) the set of all Borel probability measures on X
and the collection of all T-invariant Borel probability measures, respectively. It is
well known that M (X) and M(X,T) equipped with weak* topology are both convex,
compact spaces.

Definition 1.1. [28] We say that (T, m) satisfies the non-uniform specification property
with a time lag of p(x,n,€) if there exists § > 0 such that for m-almost every x and
every 0 < € < § there exists an integer p(x,n,e) > 1 satisfying

1
lim lim sup —p(z, n,€) =0
=0 nyco N

and so that the following holds: given points x1,--- ,xy in a full m-measure set and
positive integers ny, -+ g, if p; > p(x;,n;,€) then there exists z that e-shadows the
orbits of each x; during n; iterates with a time lag of p(x;, n;, €) in between T™ (x;) and
Zit1, that s

2 € Byy(a1,€) and TP (2 € B, (2;,0)

for every 2 < i < k, where

Bu(z,e) ={y : dy(z,y) < €} := {y : max {d(T'x, T'y)} < e} .

0<i<n—1

We assume that the shadowing property holds on a set K with a time lag p(x, n, €)
throughout the paper. From definition 1.1, we know for any x € K and 0 < ¢; < eq,
p(z,n,e1) > p(x,n,€e). Hence for any x € K and ¢ > 0, limsupn_,oow = 0.
Obviouly, K is T-invariant. Let M (K,T') denote the subset of M (X,T') for which the

measures u satisfy u(K) =1 and E(K,T) denote those which are ergodic.

Definition 1.2. [19] Suppose Z C X be an arbitrary Borel set and ¢ € C(X). Let
[ (Z,€) be the collection of all finite or countable covers of Z by sets of the form
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Bo(x,€), with m > n. Let Syap(x) := S (T'x). Set
M(Z t,p,n,€e) ;= inf exp(—tm + sup SpY(y ,
( ) Celn(Z,e) Bm(x;)ec ( YEBm (x,€) ( >>
and

M(Zt,,e) = lim M(Z,t,1,n,e).

n—oo

Then there ezists a unique number P(Z, 1, €) such that
P(Z, ¢, e) =inf{t : M(Z,t,1,¢) =0} =sup{t: M(Z,t,9,€) = c0}.
P(Z, %) =lim._o P(Z,1,€) is called the topological pressure of Z with respect to 1.
It is obvious that the following hold:
(1) P(Z1,20) < P(Zy, 1) for any Z, C Zy C X;;
(2) P(Z,v) = sup, P(Z;, ), where Z =, Z; C X.
Now, we state the main result of this article as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let (X, T) be a topological dynamical system. Assume (T, m) satisfies
non-uniform specification property. Assume that p € C(X) satisfies inf [ du <
"

eM(K,T)
sup [ pdu, then X (o, T) # 0 and for allp € C(X),

neM(K,T)

P(X(¢,T),¢) > sup {hu + /Wu e M(K, T)} ,

where

n—oo N, 4

n—1

~ 1 .

X(p,T) = {x € X : lim — g ©(T"x) does not exist} :
1=0

If there exists u € M(K,T) such that p is a equilibrium state for T with respect to

~

potential v, then we have P(X (¢, T),1) = P(X,v).
Theorem 1.2. Let us assume the hypotheses of theorem 1.1. Let
C .= sup{h,ﬂ—/wd,u S E M(K,T)}.

We assume further that P(X, 1) is finite and for all v > 0, there exist ergodic measures
ps pie € M(K,T) satisfying



1. hy + [Ydp; > C—7 fori=1,2,

2. f‘Pd/ﬂ # f@d,uz-

Then P(X(p,T),v) > C. If there exists p € M(K,T) such that p is a equilibrium

o~

state for T with respect to potential 1, then we have P(X(p,T),v) = P(X, ).

At first, we prove Theorem 1.2 and then explain how to remove additional hypoth-
esis to obtain theorem 1.1. The case that P(X, ) is infinite can be included in our
proof.

2 Proof of Main Result

Before showing the lower bound, we give some important lemmas as follows.

Lemma 2.1. [25[26] Let (X, d) be a compact metric space, T : X — X be a continuous
map and j be an ergodic invariant measure. Fore >0,y € (0,1) and ¢ € C(X), define

N¥(1,7,€,n) = inf {Z exp {i qp(Tlx)}} ,

z€eS

where the infimum is taken over all sets S which (n,€) span some set Z with (Z) >
1 —~. we have

e—~0 n—oo N

1
h, + /wd,u = lim lim inf — log N*(, v, €, n).
The formula remains true if we replace the liminf by lim sup.

Lemma 2.2. 25 26] (Generalised Pressure Distribution Principle) Let (X,d,T') be a
topological dynamical system. Let Z C X be an arbitrary Borel set. Suppose there exist
€ >0 and s € R such that one can find a sequence of Borel probability measures ji, a
constant K > 0 and an integer N satisfying

n—1
lim sup i (Bn(z,€)) < K exp(—ns + > (T"x))
k—o0 i—0

for every ball B, (z,€) such that B,(x,€)NZ # 0 and n > N. Furthermore, assume that
at least one limit measure v of the sequence py, satisfies v(Z) > 0. Then P(Z,1,€) > s.

Fix a small v > 0, and take the measures p; and o provided by hypothesis. Choose

6 > 0 so small that
‘/wdm —/soduz > 49.




Let p : N — {1,2} be given by p(k) = (k + 1)(mod 2) + 1. For ¢ > 0, by Egorov’s
theorem and Birkhoft’s ergodic theorem, we can choose a strictly decreasing sequence
0r — 0 with §; < ¢ and a strictly increasing sequence [, — oo so the sets

x,n,e/d)

X = {xeK: u <—for alln>lk} (2.1)

n 2k

and

1
Y, = {x e K: ‘—Snap(x) - /god,up(k) < O for all n > lk} (2.2)
n

satisfy g (Xie) > 1 — 3 and p,m)(Ye) > 1 — 3 for every k. Then for any k& € N,

o) (X N Yy) > 1 — 7.

Lemma 2.3. For any sufficiently small € > 0, there exists a sequence n, — oo and a
countable collection of finite sets Oy such that each Oy is an (ng,4€) separated set for

nk—l .
X, NYy and My, := > exp{ > w(TZx)} satisfying
i=0

€O
My, > exp(ny(C — 4y)).

Furthermore, the sequence ny can be chosen so that ng > lp and for any r € Oy,
p(w7nk7€/4) < L
Bkt -

N 2

Proof. By lemma 2.1, we can choose € sufficiently small so

lim inf — L logN‘“(@b v, 4e,n) > hy, +/¢dm >C—2yfori=1,2.

n—oo

For k € N, let

Qn( Xk NYy, 1, de) = mf{ZeXp{

zeSs

-1

3

(T )} : §'is (n, 4¢€) spanning set for X N Yk} ,

k=0

[y

Pn(Xk M qu %45) = sup {ZGXP {

zesS k=0

¢(Tix)} : S is (n, 4e) separated set for X N Yk} .

Since 1) (Xe NYy) > 1 — for every k, we have
Po(X MYy, 00, 4€) 2 Qu( Xy N Vi, 9, 4€) = NM (¢, 7, 4¢e,n).

Let M(k,n) = P, (X, N Yy, 1, 4e). For each k, we obtain

lim 1nf log M (k,n) > lim mf log N#e(®) (b, 4e,n) > C — 2.

n—oo M n—oo N



We choose a sequence n, — oo such that n, > [, and
1
— log M (k,n;) > C — 3.
ng

For each k, let Oy be a (ny, 4¢) separated set for Xy MY} which satisfies

ng—1
niklog{ Z exp { ZZ:; @b(T’z)}} > niklogM(k,nk) — 7.

€O

Let My =), co, XD {3t ap(Tix) }, then
1 1
— log M}, > —log M (k,ng) —v > C — 47,
N N

the desired results follows. O

We choose € so small that Var(y, €) := sup{|v(z) — ¢¥(y)| : d(z,y) < €} < 7, and
Var(p, €) := sup{|p(z) — p(y)| : d(z,y) < €} < 2. We fix all the ingredients as before.

2.0.1 Construction of the fractal F

Let ng = 0. Let us choose a sequence with Ny = 0 and Ny, increasing to oo sufficiently
quickly so that

N1+ max p(r, ngi, §)
lim k1 —0 (2.3)
k—o0 Nk: ’ ’

Ni(ni + mgxp(x, ni,3)) + -+ Ne(ng + rggxp(:r, Nk )
0y

e

lim

= 0. 2.4
k—00 Nk+1 ( )

We enumerate the points in the set ©; and consider the set ©'. Let z; = (2, - - ,TY,) €
@ZN’ For any (z,,-- ,xz;) € @]1\71 X+ e X @ff’“, by the non-uniform specification property,
we have

k N;

—Zi;l Ni(nj+max p(z,n;,$))—(j—1)(n:+ max p(z,n;,$)) .
B(£1’7£k):mﬂT 1=0 “Vi\Tu ze(—)lp g J zE(-)ip 4 Bnl(,’ﬁ;,i)

i=1j=1

#0.

We define F}, by
Fk - U{B(£1’ aik) : (£1>"' ’ik) € @i\h X X @/{c\[k}
Obviously, F}, is compact and Fjq C Fj. Define F' = N, F.
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tp—1

Lemma 2.4. Foranyp € F, klim i = o(T'p) does not exist, where t), = Zf:o N;(n;+
Ixféaé?fp(%ni, )

Proof. Choose p € F, then for any k € N, p € F,. Let p, = T%-1(p). Then there

exists (zF,--- 2% ) € O such that
1 N k

N, )
—(i=1)(ngk+ max p(z,nk, 7)) €
pkeﬂT Facoy o Bnk(xk —).
7=1

Let a; = (j — 1)(nk + m%Xp(:z, Nk, 7). We have
e

€
SNk(nH;gg; p(ani, )P (Px) — Ni(ng + géég:p(f, e 7)) / )

(T%p) — N / | + Nemaxpl, i, )] + / i)

<Z\S<p k) = Spy (T \+Z

S p(2) — e / od (k)

Nymaxp(z, i, ) (el + / i)
<np Ny {Var(y 4)+5k}+Nk maxp(a: g, — ){Ilsoll +/s0dup<k>}-

Since Var(y, €) < %, then for sufficiently large k, we have

SNk(nk-i-maXp(%nmﬁ/‘l))go(pk)
SO _/ d,u <
Nk(nk+nézéxp(at,nk,e/4)) PO otk =
€O

l\DIOq

N (ng+ max p(x,ng,e/4))
k

TE

One can readily verify that
Nk (nk +xnelz(l9); p(ZB,TLk 76/4))

s
have - 1' < R We have

; — 1. Thus for sufficiently large k, we
k

g

1 SNk("k+ max p(xvnk75/4))go(pk)

— S p(p) — —

ty " Ni(ng + Hé%Xp(% ng, €/4))
T€O

1

t tk—Nk(”k+xHel%’; p(w,nk,6/4))90(p>

IN

_|_

SNk(nk-‘r max p(x,nk,s/ﬁl))gp(pk) Nk(nk + maxp(:L’, N, 6/4))
€O ( €O i 1)
Ni(ng + né%xp(x, Ny, €/4)) ti
T€O

o
<-.
2



Since for sufficiently large k,

t—1

1 7
o > o(T'p) - / ediipk)
=0

the desired results follows. O

| [ pdus — [ edps]

<<
— 4 )

2.0.2 Construction of a Special Sequence of Measures ji;

For each x = (z,,---,2;) € O x - x O*, we choose one point z = z(z) such
that z € B(zy,---,z;). Let Ly be the set of all points constructed in this way. The
following lemma shows that #L, = #@i\[1 X e X #@ka’“.

Lemma 2.5. Let x and y be distinct elements of O x -+ x 0%, Then z = 2(z)

and zp = z(y) are (tg, 3€) separated points.

Proof. Since x # y, there exists 4, j, such that z # y;. We have

‘ i1+ —1)(ni+max p(z,n,5))
i €O,
dni(xj7T €0, 21) <

)

ti71+(j_1)(ni+£ré%xi p(z,ni,7))

IS I SN e}

dni (y;> T Z2) <

Together with d,, (z},y}) > 4e, we have

tio1 +(j_1)(m+£é%xi p(z,ni,5)) ti—l'f‘(j_l)(ni‘f‘znéa(‘_)xi p(z,ni,5))

21,

dtk (Zl y 22) Zdnl (T

€ €
>4e — — — — )
>4e 1 4>36

Z2)

0

We now define the measures on F' which yield the required estimates for the pressure
distribution principle. For each z € Ly, we associate a number Ly(z) € (0,00). Using
these numbers as weights, we define, for each k, an atomic measure centered on L.
Precisely, if z = z(z, -+ ,z,), we define

Li(z) = L(zy) -+ - L(zy),
where if z; = (21, ,2%) € ©N, then

N;
=1

We define v, := > 0,Lx(2). We normalize v to obtain a sequence of probability

z€Ly
measures [i;. More precisely, we let py := R—lkl/k, where kj is the normalizing constant
N,
ko= S Le(z)= 30 -+ 0 L(zy) - L(xy) = MM --- M. In order to prove
zE€Ly §1€®f71 EkEng

the main result of this article, we present some lemmas.
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Lemma 2.6. Suppose v is a limit measure of the sequence of probability measures fu.
Then v(F) = 1.

Proof. Suppose v = limy,_, pu, for {y — oco. For any fixed [ and all p > 0, y4,(F;) =1
since Fj., C F;. Thus, v(F) > limsup,_, u, (F;) = 1. It follows that v(F) =

limy_ o v(F)) = 1. O

Let B = B,(q,€/2) be an arbitrary ball which intersects F. Let k be the unique
number which satisfies t, < n < tg1. Let j € {0,---, Nj41 — 1} be the unique number
S0

€. €., .
te + (Mg + max p(z,ngy1, —))j < n <t + (g1 + max p(z, nggr, —))(J + 1).
TEOL 1 4 T€OK 1 4

We assume that 7 > 1 and the simpler case j = 0 is similar.
Lemma 2.7. For any p > 1, we have

Nk+p(B>
1

k
S Ml exp {Sn¢(q) +2nVar(i, e) + ||w||<; N; gcnegp(x,m, i)

€ €
+ 7 ma , ,—) + N+ ma T, Mgy 1, = .
J max p(e, Mier, 1) + Mies + MAX P(T, 1y 4))}
Proof. Case p = 1. Suppose fi+1(B) > 0, then Ly NB # 0. Let z = 2(z,24,4) €

Ly N'B, where z = (2, ,2,) €OY x --- x O* and ., € @ffﬁl. Let

Ag;ml,---,mj = {Z(% Y1, 7yNk+1) € Lyy1:w1 =y, y Ly = yj}-

Suppose that 2’ = 2(y, gkﬂ) € Liry1 N B. Since d,,(2,2") < €, we have y = x and
xp =y forl € {1, ---,75}. Weshow that x; =y, for € {1,2,---,j} and the proof that
x = yis similar. Suppose that z; # y; and let a; = t,+(1—1)(ng1+ max p(z, g1, §))

= x k+1
Then

dpy o (T2, 1) < 2 and d,,, (T"2,y) <

A~ m

Since d,, , (z1,y1) > 4¢€, we have

dn(z,2) > dp,,, (T2, T"2")

2 dnk+1 (Ila yl) - dnk+1(TalZ> l’l) - dnk+1(Tal 2/7 yl) > 367

which is a contradicition. Thus we have

J
vt (B) < Lpaa(2) = L(xy) - L) [ exp Sy 0 (af M,

2€Ag;wy ey =1

10



Case p > 1. Similarly,

N N N
Vitp(B) < L(z4) - - - L) HeXp Sy b( Hl)Mkffl ]Mkff M
=1

Since for all i € {1,--- ,k} and all € {1,--- |, N;},

ti—1+(1—1)(n;+ max p(z,n;,<)) :
d (T e ) <

)

I

we have

L(z,)- L(z,) < exp {Stkw( ) + tx Var(y, €) + ZN maxp(x n;, )||¢||} :

=1

Similarly,

j
H exp Sy, (27 1) < exp {Sn_tkw(Ttkz) + (n — tg)Var(¢, €)

+J max pz, nes >||w|| + (g max p(z, ne, ))||¢||}

Combining with the fact d,(z,q) < €, we obtain

k—i—l
xk Hexp nk+1 )

Z)

=1

< exp {Snw( )+ 2nVar(y, e) + ||¥||( ZN maxp(a: n;,

. 6 6
+J xlefl@i?ilp(x, Te+15 Z) + Npyr + xle%i?ilp(% M1, Z))}-

Ly and Ky = KM M Vet the desired result follows. [

Since fip4p = Frp k+p >

Lemma 2.8. For sufficiently large n,

limsup /u(Bn (g, €/2)) < exp { —n(C —2Var(y,€) — Tv) + 5n¢(q)}-

l—00

Proof. From lemma 2.3, we have

J o _ AN, Neagi
’{kMk-i-l =M, - M, Mk+1

> exp{(C — 47)(Niny + Nong + - - - + Ngng + jng1)}

i)) + Na(nz + max p(z, n, i)) +oo
+ Nii(ny + maxp(z, i)) + (e + max p(a, ng, i))) - D}

=exp{(C — 4v)(N1(ny + Hé%xp(l’, n,
€O

—exp{(C —4y)n — D — E},

11



where
4 €
E=(C—4y)(n—t, —j max p(z, g1, 7)),

r€EOK 1 4

D = (C — 4y)(Ny max p(a, 1, 2)) -+ Ny maxp(e, g, i) +J xle%iﬁp(x’ Njey1, 2))-

Recall that for all &, m%Xp(x, ng, €/4)/ni, < 1/2%. Hence from (2.3) and (2.4) we obtain
HASIOA

for sufficiently large n, |D/n| <, |E/n| < 7.
By lemma 2.7, for sufficiently large n and any p > 1, we have

K Vg1 q

trap(B) < lj exp {Sniﬁ(q) +n(2Var(, €) + ’Y)}

< exp { —n(C —2Var(¢,e) — 7y) + Snw(q)}.

Hence the desired results follows. O

Applying the generalized pressure distribution principle, we have
P(X(p.1),4) 2 P(F,1,€) > C = 2Var(i),¢) = 7.
Recall that Var(vy, €) < v, we have
P(X(p.7),9) 2 P(F,¢,€) > C - 9v.

Since v and € were arbitrary, the proof of theorem 1.2 is complete.

3 Modification to obtain theorem 1.1

Fix a small v > 0. Let y; € E(K,T) and satisfes h,, + [du; > C — /2. Let
v € E(K,T) satisfies [ pduy # [ dv. Let po = tipuq + tov where ¢ + ¢, = 1 and
t; € (0,1) is chosen sufficiently close to 1 so that h,, + [¥dus > C — ~. Obviously,
[ pdp # [ pdus. Choose § > 0 sufficiently small so

‘ / pdpy — / edpy

Let € > 0. Choose a strictly decreasing sequence ¢, — 0 with d; < d. For k odd, we

> 40.

choose a strictly increasing sequence [, — oo so the set

4
g, P/
n

1
Y, = {x €K : ‘ESncp(x) — /gpdul

1
< o for allnzlk}

12



satisfies p11(Yy) > 1 — v for every k. For k even, we let Y} ; := Y, and find j, > [,

so that each of the sets

4
<(5k,]M % for alln>lk}

2

1
551190(:6) - / @dv

satisfies v(Y},2) > 1 — 7. The proof of the following lemma is similar to that of lemma
2.3.

Lemma 3.1. For any small sufficiently ¢ > 0 and k even, we can find a sequence

N — 00 so0 [ting] > I, fori=1,2 and sets O} so that O} is a ([t;ny], 4€) separated set
) [ting]—1 ]

for Y. with M} :== exp{ > w(TJx)} satisfying

=0

T€O]

Yio = {xEK:

M} > exp (m](hm + [ v - zw)) |

M? > exp ([tﬁk](hy + / Ydy — 47)) :

Then for any x € O} W < 2k, where i = 1,2.
For k even, let
~q € —~
O = O, x 03, = MM} and ny, = [ting] + mzéxp( [t170k ], Z) + [tamig].
xre

Then ny/nx — 1. For k odd, the corresponding ingredients are obtained by lemma 2.3.
Given our new construction of Oy, the rest of our construction goes through unchanged.

For example, let
glz(l'i,.l’%,"' xN1> @
22\ (21 12
Ly = ((xl ,277), (2 7332 )a T 7(xN27xN2)) S (@5 X @g)NQ-
Then for (z;,2,) € O x 057, by the non-uniform specification property, we have
N1 .
—(j—1)(n1+ max p(x,n1,%)) €
B(ll): nT J 1 ze(—)lp 1,y Bnl(x;’z)%(b

J=1

Let t; = Ni(n1 +max,co, p(7,n1, 7)), then

M 1)t max plans, £) ¢
. ——1)(n1 Qgnaux T,m1,7 1
Bler ) = ﬂ g - B, (3, Z)ﬂ
7=1
—t1=[t172]— max p(z,[t172],§) ¢
z 2,2
T By (27" ,4)mT col B (¢, 7) N0

—t1=(N2—1)(n2+ max p(z,[t27n2], 7)) €
z 2,1
T <3 Biuya) (2,5 )N
—t1—(N2—1)(n2+ max p(x,[tzﬁg],i))—[tlﬁg]— max p(x,[tlﬁz],i) €
T xe@% ze®% B[mn?](l’i]ﬁ, Z> # (Z)

13



For k even, let z, = ((«¥*, 2%?), (a5 25?), - - ,(xlfvi,xﬁvz)) € O = (O} x ©F)M,

Then for j € {1,---, Ny}, we have

S[t1ﬁk}gp($?71) + S[tzﬁk]gp($?72) — Nk / delu2

IN

_l_

Nk / edpiz — g / edpy

+ ‘S[tzﬁm(ﬂf’z) — [tany] / pdv

S[t1ﬁk}gp($§7l) + S[tzﬁk]gp($§72) - ﬁk / de,u2

IN

+ 2|l

Stnmye(a™) — [ / dps

+ ﬁk/@dlw —nk/SOduz

It follows that

k,2

k’ 9
S[t1ﬁk}¢(xj 1) + S[bﬁk}gp(xj ) d
T — [ pal2

— 0.

Thus we can modify the proof of lemma 2.4 to ensure that our construction still gives
rise to points in X (¢, T"). Obviously ny/nx — 1 and [t;ng]/ting, — 1 for i = 1,2. Hence
for sufficiently large k, we have

Mz exp{{tiel(hy, + [ b = 40) + [l + [ vy —49)
Z exp{(l - ’Y)ﬁk(tl(h'#l + /wd,ul) + t2(h'u + /wd,ul) - 47)}
> exp(1 —7)*ng (b, + /wdm —47y) > exp(1 — 7)*ni(C — 57).

Our arrival at the second line and the third line is because we are able to add in the
extra terms with an arbitrarily small change to the constant s. Since v was arbitrary,
we can modify the estimates in lemma 2.8 to cover this more general construction.

4 Some Applications

In this section, by the work of Paulo Varandas [28], Theorem 1.1 can be applied to
multidimensional local diffeomorphisms and Viana maps. The BS dimension (intro-
duced by Barreira and Schmeling) of multifractal decomposition set is also studied in
this section.

Example 1 Mltidimensional local diffeomorphisms Let 7 be an expanding
map in T" and take a periodic point p for Ty. Let T be a C'-local diffeomorphism
obtained from Tj by a bifurcation in a small neighborhood U of p in such a way that:

(1) every point = € T™ has some preimage outside U;
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(2) |DT(z)7Y|| < 07! for every z € T" \ U, and | DT (z)~*!|| < L for every x € T"
where o > 1 is large enough or L > 0 is sufficiently close to 1;

(3) T is topologically exact: for every open set U there is N > 1 for which TV (U) =
T".

From [28] and [29], we know 7" has a unique (ergodic) equilibrium m for Holder
continuous potential — log |det DT'| and (T, m) satisfies non-uniform specification prop-
erty.

Corollary 4.1. Let m be the unique ergodic equilibrium state for Holder continuous po-
tential —log |det DT'| in multidimensional local diffeomorphisms. If p € C(T™) satisfies

inf dp < sup du, then
ueM(KvT)fSO : MEM(KT)ISO a

P(T (¢, T), —log |detDT|) = P(T", — log |det DT]).

If ¢ > 0, then
BS(T"(p,T), —log |det DT|) = sup {hy//quy ‘ve M(K, T)} .

Example 2 Viana maps In [30], the author introduced Viana maps which are
obtained as C® small perturbations of the skew product ¢, of the cylinder S* x I given
by

ba(0, ) = (df(modl), 1 — az® + a cos(27h))

where d > 16 is an integer, a is a Misiurewicz parameter for the quadratic family, and
« is small.

Paulo Varandas [28] proved that when m is SRB measure for ¢,, then (¢,,m)
satisfies non-uniform specification.

Corollary 4.2. If m is SRB measure for a Viana map ¢, and o € C(S* x I) satisfies
inf )f(pd,u < sup [ du, then for any ¢ € C(S* x I)

PEM (K ba pEM (K, da)
P(S" % I(¢, 6a), ) > sup {h” - /wdy v & MK, %)} '
If v > 0, then

BS(ST x 1(ip, da), 1) > sup {h,,//wdz/ ve MK, %)} .

If there exists p € M(K,T) such that p is a equilibrium state for ¢, with respect to
potential 1 € C(X), then we have P(S* x I(p, ¢o), ) = P(S* x I,1)).
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